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INTERNATIONAL APPEAL

Our party is a member of the Workers International for the
Rebuilding of the Fourth International. Its leadership
emanated from the liberation struggle of Namibia and were part
of the socialists in the SWAPO Youth League, which in 1976
unsuccessfully challenged the SWAPO Leadership for all-
encompassing corruption and imperialist collaboration due to
imperialist intervention.

In 1984 we started building our party clandestinely and stood
in the forefront of the struggle against the terror campaign
and mass killings of SWAPO members by the SWAPO leadership in
exile in Angola and Zambia. In 1988 our party called out the
mass protests of 4 May 1988 against South Africa just prior to
independence obtained in 1989.

Since 1990 we fought on all fronts on issues wracking the
working class and the colonial status quo maintained by the
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colonial ruling classes through a caretaker boss-boy SWAPO
regime.

We dealt with trade union issues, the homeless, the landless
and workers who were in struggle over the past 24 years. We
participated in elections to articulate a workers program and
self-determination for national groups.

We did not stand in the 2009 elections due to our work with
mass workers groups such as the TCL miners whose pensions were
stolen, teachers who were being pauperized, fuel workers who
were being brutalized, the Truth and Justice Committee seeking
historical restitution of history, landless whom the regime
sought to bulldoze after they had taken their land by
themselves.

We took part in the 28 November 2014 general elections,
incorporating former soldiers of South Africa who were
forcefully conscripted during the colonial era and whose
pensions were stolen by the SWAPO regime, and won two seats in
the National Assembly to the consternation of the bourgeoisie.

The media speculate on how a party which have not made one
rally or campaigned could obtain such high number of votes and
for that matter a communist party.

OQur votes vary between 1.5 and 2% over this vast country
(1,600 km north to south, from central Namibia to north west
1,600 km, east to west 800 km.)

Our votes came mostly from organized groups and from
supporters of our work over 24 years.

Unlike the bourgeois parties we immediately establish contact
with our voters and supporters to organize and to consult.

The Workers International supported us financially with their
support crucial to our success over this vast country.

We now face a problem with a shortage of funds for follow-up



work which is crucial for consolidation. We herewith appeal
internationally for further support of at least one-thousand
British pounds to sustain our work.

We further need to put out our own paper “The Worker”
nationally to counteract the incessant attacks by the
bourgeois media which seeks to portray us as unrealistic and
misrepresent us.

We need to bring our true history to the regions through our
branches and we are now in a position to take the next step to
join the United Front with the NUMSA in South Africa.

At the moment there is no way in which we can meet the costs
for this work ourselves until we have established proper
organization.

You can donate to the following bank directly:

= Bank of Scotland

= Miss Eva-Panduleni Beukes
= Sort: 80-45-13

= Account No: 10164363

or send cheques made out to EP Beukes to PO Box 68375, London
E7 7DT

Hewat Beukes,

Leader.[/threecolumns]
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Introduction

We are using the 2014 elections to propagate the following
enlightenment for the working people of this country:

On 13 November 1970, the Namibian nation called together the
National Convention at Rehoboth where national groups were
represented by their respective leaders including the SWANU
and SWAPO. It was to be a united front for the liberation of
Namibia from South Africa. In January 1971 the UNO declared -
SWAPO a tribal organization — the Sole and Authentic
Representative of the Namibian People, thereby rendering void
the right to self-determination of the Namibian People.

The UNO subsequently revoked the representative status of the
leaders of the different national groups and thus opened the
way for the South African sponsored Turnhalle Conference in
1975 and the Conscription Act in 1977.

We the present leaders of the WRP — then leaders of the Youth
League — with others led the Anti-Conscription movement, which
was opposed by the SWAPO leadership in exile.

The Anti-Conscription movement led to mutiny within the SWATF
and soldiers who escaped fled into exile to Angola and Zambia
where they were forced to confess to being spies and all of
them were killed.

In 1982 the “Five Western Powers” with South Africa and the
UNO agreed to so-called National Reconciliation in which the
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South African sponsored parties would reconcile to leave the
colonial economic situation as is.

SWAPO willingly reconciled with the colonial ruling classes,
but seized N$36 million of the SWATF/KOEVOET pension. These
soldiers were demobilized and immediately became victim of
Labour Hire and dire exploitation as part of the lower working
classes.

The SWAPO leaders now use their phony liberation status to
refuse to give back the stolen pensions.

The SWATF/KOEVOET represent in every respect the plight of the
working classes of Namibia.

For this reason, we the WRP have integrated this group of
soldiers to give them the respectable political home which
they deserve.

Our election campaign is based on the following:

1. We, the WRP, go to Parliament to speak over the heads
of the bourgeois parliament, to the masses of the
people. We have no regard for the Namibian Parliament
as 1t is an institution of capitalism and in a backward
country like this it takes absurd forms in which it 1is
a mere rubber stamp for legislation and decisions of
the big corporations and the banks. We cannot speak of
taking over parliament as the elections have already
been rigged with 1inaccessible electronic voting
machines made in India.

2. We are using these elections to advance the demands of
the working class including the poor peasantry and in
particular the demands of the SWATF/KOEVOET families
and relatives, in relation to stolen pensions, loss of
income and losses 1in general through economic
sanctions, marginalization, victimization and
discrimination, landlessness and homelessness.



10.

. We will articulate and support the demands of the

Herero and Nama people for War reparations for Genocide
(1904-8) from the German State.

. We will put forward the seizure of our Natural

Resources to enable us to fund the upliftment of the
working class and poor peasantry in general and the
neglected SWATF/KOEVOET soldiers in particular.

. We will put forward the immediate cessation of the

wanton sale of our natural resources through
Exploration Licenses (EPL’s) with seizure of it without
compensation, to enable us to fund the upliftment of
the working class and poor peasantry.

. The demands of the SWATF/KOEVOET will also highlight

the demands of the working class in general.

. We will further advance the demand for basic needs of

the working class families to be provided and
subsidized by the government on the first tier level
(Municipalities), housing, water and electricity,
public transport, clinics, kindergartens, sport and
recreation facilities, etc to be brought to the people.

. We will advance taxation for excesses and demand living

wages tied to the rate of 1inflation (and not minimum
wages) .

. We will demand land to the landless and subsidies for

the upliftment of the poor peasantry.

We commit ourselves to rebuild the 4th International
with the world’s working classes, the subregional
working classes of Angola, Zimabwe, Zambia and 1in
particular South Africa with which we share a common
political history.

Hewat Beukes

Authorised Representative.[/threecolumns]




Reinstate NUMSA in 1its
rightful place in the
leadership of COSATU

Statement by Workers International

[threecolumns]On 8 November, 33 out of 57 office bearers of
the South African trade union federation COSATU (Congress of
South African Trade Unions) voted to expel the National Union
of Metalworkers of South Africa (NUMSA) from their federation.

NUMSA is the biggest, among the most militant, and certainly
the most socialist-minded of the South African trade unions.
It was a founder union of COSATU.

The decision to expel was taken by a bare 58% of the
federation office bearers, because those who had determined to
get rid of NUMSA could not be sure that they would win the
expulsion vote at a national Congress of all COSATU members.

NUMSA’s expulsion was the latest act in a long saga of a
developing and increasingly stark division in the South
African trade union leaderships, which has now resulted in
this very visible split.

The breaking point was 12 August 2012, when the South African
police force shot down 34 striking miners at Marikana. Their
crime was to refuse to sell their labour for less than a
living wage.

At that point the metalworkers’ union declared that South
African politics could not carry on in the same way. They
said, when a government collaborates with super-exploitative
foreign-owned mining companies to keep wages at poverty levels
by shooting down striking workers, that government can no
longer be deemed a democratic government.
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The split in the South African trade union movement is a
fundamental split — between the class collaborationist pro-
African National Congress union leaders, and the union leaders
(and members) who know that class collaborationist politics
have achieved almost nothing since 1994 for the working class
and the impoverished masses.

NUMSA and its predecessor union, the Metal and Allied Workers
Union (MAWU) has fought since it was formed against class
collaboration politics, and for the working class to take the
leadership of the South African revolution.

This split between the South African trade union leaders 1is
also the material manifestation of an old argument — the
opposition between the Stalinist theory of the two stage
revolution, and the Marxist understanding of permanent
revolution.

The two stage theory says that in colonial and semi-colonial
countries exploited by foreign capital in increasingly brutal
ways, the path to socialist revolution and common ownership of
the means of production must obey certain rules of
development, and pass through two stages.

First must come a bourgeois democratic revolution. The class
that must lead and take power is the national bourgeoisie,
which will introduce democratic reforms — the right to self-
rule, democratic elections, and equal rights for all sections
of society (before the law, in education, in employment) and
so on. This notion is modeled on the formal premise that every
colonial and semi-colonial country in the world must pass
through the same stages as the developed countries did in the

17" (England) 18" (France, America) and 19" (Italy, Germany)
centuries.

According to the two stages theory, many, many years later,
the democratic rights introduced by this first stage will
gradually result in a socialist transformation of the economy



and society. The huge hole in the theory is that it cannot
explain how the exercise of these democratic rights will
gradually and peacefully persuade a brutal exploiting class to
hand over the means of production. It is in reality a cover
for the permanent handing over of power to that class. The
“second” stage is a sop to the workers and oppressed masses of
those countries — to persuade them to support their own
bourgeoisie into government.

This ideology, proselytised by the South African Communist
Party (SACP) into the ranks of the African National Congress
(ANC), and the trade union movement, resulted in an
understanding of the 1994 elections in South Africa as the
“National Democratic Revolution” rightfully led by the ANC,
and the first stage in the journey towards socialism.

The democratic elections were brought about through a
“negotiated settlement” with the bankers, mine-owners and
land-owners made by the ANC leadership with the ideological
backing of the SACP. That settlement was made between a
national bourgeoisie and its international counterpart.

The deal was that democratic elections would be allowed in
exchange for the right of the international bourgeoisie to
maintain 1its super-exploitation of black workers, and
appropriation of South Africa’s wealth at the expense of the
masses of South Africa.

The deal was made only because the foreign exploiters of the
country feared they faced the seizure of all their property,
the mines, the banks, the land and the major industries by a
mass resistance led by the working class.

In the early 90s, the huge self-sacrificing struggle of the
oppressed masses of South Africa (led by a powerful and
socialist-minded trade union movement) had reached the point
where it constituted a challenge to the control foreign
capital had over the South African economy. But those trades



unionists and impoverished masses were exactly the people who
were to be excluded from the deal. Those who were to benefit
were the foreign exploiters and those black South Africans
with close ties to the ANC.

The Marxist theory of Permanent Revolution maintains that in
the colonial and semi-colonial countries the class which must
lead any democratic revolution is the working class, and that
it must lead an alliance with the poor peasants in a struggle
to realise democratic demands. In order to thoroughly achieve
those democratic demands (making them available to the working
class and poor peasantry) it must carry over the democratic
revolution to socialism. This means starting the overthrow of
property relations through the nationalisation of the
commanding heights of the economy under workers’ control — at
the same time as achieving these democratic demands. The
theory of Permanent Revolution is also clear that socialism
cannot be sustained in a single country, and can only survive
if it is carried out on an international scale. This is a key
aspect for a working class party in South Africa, which must
reach out beyond its borders as it seeks to establish a
socialist society.

Crucial for the development of Permanent Revolution is that
the working class must be in the leadership of both the
struggle for democracy, and for socialism, and the dual
processes cannot be separated. The class must have an
understanding that it is not challenging one manifestation of
capital (like apartheid) but challenging capitalism itself —
and this means that the working class must have its own
socialist party to fight for the development of that class
consciousness. NUMSA (while remaining a trade union) 1is
currently carrying forward the patient and solid investigation
necessary for the building of that party.

NUMSA’s document on the Freedom Charter’s demands (pages 3 & 4
of the Workers’ International journal October 2014) shows how
the democratic demands of the South African National



Democratic revolution can’'t be fully realised for the masses
in the context of the continuing poverty, unemployment and
inequality resulting from the maintenance of the capitalist
economic system.

An example not used in that article is that of South African
women. Despite having their equal rights enshrined in the
South African constitution, South African women cannot equally
participate in society because of the horrifying rate of
gender-based violence in South Africa. This flows from the
existence of a lumpen layer abandoned with no stake in society
through mass unemployment. The lower a South African woman’s
income, the more she will suffer from sexual harassment,
violence and rape.

The most powerful demonstration of all is the fact that
striking mineworkers could not exercise their democratic right
(enshrined in the South African constitution) to go on strike
for a living wage because they were shot down by the
“democratic” state.

We should remember that the difference between permanent
revolution and the two stage theory — and which class should
be in the leadership — had already been fought out in the
1980s through the development of the Workers Charter in the
Metal and Allied Workers Union (MAWU), the forerunner of
NUMSA. This precious clarification was suppressed in the
formation of COSATU when the National Union of Mineworkers
under Cyril Ramaphosa used its weight in the movement to
sideline the discussion.

That disagreement — over whether the trade unions should have
the Workers Charter or the Freedom Charter as their programme
— was the fundamental disagreement over which class should
lead the South African revolution.

Our Workers International comrade, Bongani Mkungho, fought for
those conceptions his whole 1life long, but that period of



South African working class history has now been airbrushed
out. It appears only in hostile formulations on the National
Union of Mineworkers’ website to what they call “workerists”.

It is almost impossible to find the Workers Charter on the
internet — one of the few places is on our website here:
http://workersinternational.info//?s=workers+charter.

NUMSA General Secretary Irwin Jim’s generation arrived after
that fight had taken place — and has had to rediscover the
class nature of the ANC government at the cost of 34 striking
miners’ lives. These leaders still speak as if the two stages
of the democratic and socialist transformations can be looked
at as two separate processes and are putting the ANC’s Freedom
Charter forward as their programme. NUMSA (and the six other
unions allied to them) are demanding to implement the
socialist second stage immediately — locked in struggle with
those who (under the guise of saying that 20 years is not long
enough to change things) are determined that the second stage
will never appear. In order to make sure of that, they must
ensure above all that the working class does not take
leadership and take power.

The pro-ANC office bearers of COSATU undemocratically threw
NUMSA out of their federation because they want to expel a
force which fights ceaselessly for the rights of South African
workers, and which is clarifying for millions of workers what
the split in their movement really means.

They and particularly the South African Communist party (of
which many if not all of them will be members) are the
“splitters” of the movement — and they have split the movement
in order to benefit the exploiting class.

Thus, when Gwede Mantashe, Secretary of the African National
Congress (and ex-NUM General Secretary, like Cyril Ramaphosa)
says that he is saddened by the split in the unions and talks
about unity — but then asks NUMSA to look at their actions -
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he speaks with a forked tongue.

COSATU must organise the Special National Congress that NUMSA
and other COSATU unions have demanded for the past year — so
NUMSA can put its case to the COSATU membership against
expulsion, and for advancing the policies on nationalisation
agreed at its 2012 conference.

The international working class must take sides in this split
— between class collaborationist “sweetheart” trade union
leaderships and those that clearly and unequivocally are
fighting for the interests and the independent socialist
programme of the working class.

We are not a group of outside observers but have participated
actively in our trade unions and political groups over decades
to support the long struggle against apartheid — only to find
the government our efforts helped put in power shooting down
striking workers.

Just as we took sides against the apartheid regime, we need to
take sides in NUMSA’s struggle — so the whole of the
international trade union movement can be clarified. Socialism
will never be achieved through collaboration with the
exploiting class, and waiting for the day that never comes
when they hand over power.

In Britain we are not yet at the stage of the most politically
advanced trade unions in South Africa.

We are still working our way through the <class
collaborationist outlook instilled by social democracy and
Stalinism over many decades, which manifests itself 1in
uncritical support for an array of national Lliberation
movements which are not led by the working class.

We still look to Stalinism’s most successful international
popular front organisation the Anti-Apartheid Movement (now
known as Action on Southern Africa) to advise us on solidarity



with South Africa. We are still going through the process of
fighting for the Labour party to stand up for crucial
democratic rights, like the right to strike unhampered by
repressive laws, and the right to the Welfare State.

The issues and the choices are starker in South African
because (as a new working class) they have not spent so long
under the domination of a trade union bureaucracy saturated in
social democratic and Stalinist conceptions, like Stalin’s
doctrine of “peaceful co-existence” between socialism and
capitalism. The very best and most class conscious of the
British trade union movement (among which is the leadership of
Unite) sees itself still as fighting austerity and not
capital.

That is why it is so important that take sides with NUMSA in
this split — because they can help clarify us through their
hard-won conviction that “the interests of capital and the
working class are irreconcilably antagonistic”.

Workers International 25.10.2014[/threecolumns]

Marx falsified and
emasculated on the essential
question of class

[threecolumns]

HEWAT BEUKES responds to an article in the Mail and Guardian
newspaper
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The article reproduced below expressing the class position of
an Economic Freedom Fighters (EFF) MP appeared in the Mail &
Guardian newspaper 1in South Africa. Ironically, it 1is an
article which exposes the tribal petit bourgeois method of
dividing the working class. We need to answer this article 1in
its essential conjectures.

A cursory perusal of Marx’s writings will show that it is
simply not true that Marx deliberately glossed over the race
question. In fact Marx showed in all its profoundness that
where national and/or race oppression is present the working
class can only emancipate itself after the freedom of the race
and/or the nation. Lenin took this further in his “The Right
of Nations to Self-Determination” by showing that the working
class can only unite and emancipate itself through a conscious
struggle against such race and/or national oppression.

It is in this vein that Trotsky gave the choice to the South
African white workers, either with the black working class or
with imperialism. More cannot be said of the Marxist attitude
to racism and particular oppression of sections of the class.

Karl Marx examined the historical development of human society
as a scientist with the aim of acting upon it to change 1it,
not only to interpret it. In the process he uncovered amongst
others, the social forces and the laws driving this
development. Amongst them, he identified the central force as
the struggle of the classes.

In capitalism he examined the process of the creation of
value. He laid bare the social and property relations
engendered by this capitalist production process of
commodities. He examined the essential contradictory nature of
these social and property relations which drives the conflict
between the classes. He examined in the most minute detail the
nature of labour including wage and chattel slavery and their
impact on production of wealth, and the struggle of the



working class. He even distinguished between the form and
economic effects of ancient slavery and the trade with African
slaves.

In his studies and analysis of class he did not find the
national and/or race question a separate issue of interest,
but a fundamental issue to be overcome by the revolutionary
working class movement as of objective necessity of which
moral or any other subjective considerations would naturally
be concomitant, but not the departure.

This becomes clear in the following two quotes from Marx:

Letter of K. Marx to A. Vogt in New York London April 9, 1870:
But the English bourgeoisie has, besides, much more important
interests 1in Ireland’s present-day economy. Owing to the
constantly increasing concentration of tenant-farming, Ireland
steadily supplies its own surplus to the English labor market,
and thus forces down wages and lowers the moral and material
condition of the English working class. And most important of
all! Every industrial and commercial center in England now
possesses a working class divided into two hostile camps,
English proletarians and Irish proletarians. The ordinary
English worker hates the Irish worker as a competitor who
lowers his standard of life. In relation to the Irish worker
he feels himself a member of the ruling nation and so turns
himself into a tool of the aristocrats and capitalists of his
country against Ireland, thus strengthening their domination
over himself. He cherishes religious, social, and national
prejudices against the Irish worker. His attitude towards him
1s much the same as that of the “poor whites” to the negroes
in the former slave states of the U.S.A. The Irishman pays him
back with interest in his own money. He sees in the English
worker at once the accomplice and the stupid tool of the
English rule in Ireland. This antagonism 1is artificially kept
alive and intensified by the press, the pulpit, the comic
papers, 1in short, by all the means at the disposal of the
ruling classes. This antagonism 1is the secret of the impotence



of the English working class, despite its organization. It is
the secret by which the capitalist class maintains 1its power.
And that class is fully aware of it. But the evil does not
stop here. It continues across the ocean. The antagonism
between English and Irish is the hidden basis of the conflict
between the United States and England. It makes any honest and
serious co- operation between the working classes of the two
countries impossible. It enables the governments of both
countries, whenever they think fit, to break the edge off the
social conflict by their mutual bullying, and, in case of
need, by war with one another. England, being the metropolis
of capital, the power which has hitherto ruled the world
market, is for the present the most important country for the
workers’ revolution, and moreover the only country in which
the material conditions for this revolution have developed up
to a certain degree of maturity. Therefore to hasten the
social revolution in England is the most important object of
the International Workingmen’s Association. The sole means of
hastening it is to make Ireland independent.

Excerpt from K. Marx, Capital: A Critique of Political
Economy, Vol. I (Chapter X, Section 7) “In the United States
of North America, every independent movement for the workers
was paralyzed so long as slavery disfigured a part of the
Republic. Labor cannot emancipate itself in the white skin
where in the black it is branded. But out of the death of
slavery a new life at once arose. The first fruit of the Civil
War was the eight hours’ agitation that ran with the seven-
leagued boots of the locomotive from the Atlantic to the
Pacific, from New England to California.

It is clear from these quotes that to eliminate the race and
national questions from Marxian science of class analysis 1is
to stultify it, to pour concrete in its joints and render it
meaningless and a futile exercise as in terms of Marx himself
no revolution will emancipate the wage slave without
addressing race and national oppression.



The EFF MP’s position therefore seeks no less than to
emasculate Marxism as the science of working class struggle
and revolution. It seeks to do so without facts, by
disregarding the written fact and replace it with fiction. It
is the petit bourgeois method of renouncing Marx and Marxism.

Fanon was not a Marxist. He treated racism as a thing in
itself, some inherent psychological response from whites
against blacks. He could perhaps be described as a black
nationalist in essence. He was not concerned with the economic
implications of racism and its relation to and effect on the
class struggle. He was occupied by racism as an empirical
manifestation, and not by racial exploitation as a variant
form of labour for the creation of value, and he brought to
bear on it subjective evaluations rather than scientifically
founded expositions.

Two quotes illustrate this point:

“The Negro enslaved by his inferiority, the white man enslaved
by his superiority alike behave in accordance with a neurotic
orientation.”

“When people like me, they like me “in spite of my color.”
When they dislike me; they point out that it isn’t because of
my color. Either way, I am locked in to the infernal circle.”

It is clear that Fanon either did not read Marx, did not
understand him or simply disregarded his work. From the
Marxian quotes above it is clear that Fanon could not form a
Triad with Marx and Lenin. Moreover, he does not approach the
race question as an analyst or scientist, but as a victim.

The end result was as it is with all revisions, distortions
and perversions of science, he could not put forward a
relevant programme for the emancipation of the colonial
working classes. With such a psychological baggage Fanon could
not possibly reach at internationalism as a precondition for
working class (and race) emancipation. He 1landed at



guerrillaism of the peasantry, a class which Marxists consider
the breeding place of individualist production, the embryo of
capitalism if it develops outside the leadership control of
the working class.

This was the model on which Southern African liberation
movements built their incumbencies with dire consequences for
the working class. This was done in full approval of the
imperialists. In a central square in Harare a huge statue of a
peasant with a sickle in his hand stare fiercely and
derisively down on workers passing through or having their
meals. The radio and media used to lambast them for their
purported bourgeois values and individualism while the
peasants had selflessly sacrificed for independence. It was
never true. In Namibia, South Africa, Zimbabwe, and Mozambique
the wurban proletariat provided the centralisation and
organisation for the liberation movement. Due to the need to
scupper national self-determination imperialism and Stalinism
wrested control away from them.

The intimation from black or race nationalists that
imperialism and capitalism had some innate psychological
partiality to race is belied by history of South Africa
itself: During the Anglo-Boer war of 1899-1902 about 30,000
Boers mostly women and children died in the British
concentration camps. Nothing equalled this in the 400-year
colonial history of South Africa in terms of racial brutality.
It was surpassed in extent only in neighbouring Namibia during
1904-8 with the near extermination of the Herero and the Nama
nations for resisting subjugation and exploitation and not on
the basis of racist compulsions.

The ease of the merger of black and white in their collective
exploitation of the black and white workers and their
collective hatred of the black working class as revealed in
Marikana put the issue beyond doubt.

This is actually a phenomenon which was not understood by



Fanon. Throughout the several hundred-year epoch of capitalist
race exploitation, the emergent African feudal and tribal
ruling classes were an indispensable part of that process.
Basil Davidson in his “In The Eye of the Storm” relates how
the ruling castes of the Central African Kingdom amongst
others traded with slaves with European colonisers of the
Americas. Likewise imperialism in post-colonial Southern
Africa needed the tribal royalties and black petit bourgeoisie
for its continuation.

We now turn to South Africa itself. The issues surrounding
“black consciousness” — the central theme of the article -
have been wracking Southern Africa since around 1970. A black
consciousness movement which rejected any compromise with the
white ruling class took root at the time. Steve Bantu Biko
became its iconic leader. It essentially shunned class
analyses, but it demanded no less than a proportional
appropriation of the economic resources as a basis of any
conciliation between white and black.

This militant black nationalism was counteracted by a “non-
racial” alliance of black nationalists and the 1liberal
bourgeoisie which eclipsed black consciousness in the 1980’s
with the formation of the United Democratic Front (UDF), an
ANC front. (During this period the ANC and the SWAPO were
liquidating thousands of young activists in exile including
the youth who had fled Namibia during 1974 and South Africa in
1976 and its aftermath.) The UDF’s black-white unity was
condition less and they eclipsed the militants which had no
class analysis and defence for their purported “reverse
racism” against the former’s pragmatic unity. Of course,
factors that assisted in the demise of the militants were the
billions pumped into the promotion of the bourgeois alliance
by imperialism, through the Anti-Apartheid Movement and
physical elimination. Steve Biko is the most notable example
of this physical annihilation by the South African State.

Epigones of the black consciousness proponents remain in South



Africa. But, unlike their progenitors, they are eclectic and
responsible for the attempts to fragment the working class in
tribal and national groups and strata. Of course this 1is
inevitable if one responds to class oppression in race and
tribal terms. This position has much to do with the outlook of
the petit bourgeoisie in general, the tribal petit bourgeoisie
in particular.

There can be no doubt that the production of surplus value and
its expropriation is the central objective of the capitalist.
There can thus be no doubt that racial exploitation of labour
is a sub-relation of class exploitation.

But, in South Africa there is no longer exploitation based on
race enforced by law.

There remain no institutional obstacles to the unity of the
South African working class.

The task is now to strengthen the United Front with NUMSA and
to take it forward to build a revolutionary party for Southern
Africa which shall seek unity with the international working
class movement. This unity will be obtained within the
struggle to redeem the true history of the working class.

By Hewat Beukes, Oct. 2014

From:
http://mg.co.za/article/2014-09-26-class-theory-finally-decolo
nised

“Class theory finally decolonized
26 Sep 2014 00:00 Andile Mngxitama

Fanon creates a triad with Marx and Lenin, to help the EFF
reclaim class from its racist foundations.

We need Frantz Fanon, the black thinker of anti-racism, to
keep in check the European sensibilities of the first two
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(Vladimir Lenin and Karl Marx) in the holy triumvirate.
(Supplied)

Ironically, “class” a putatively combative analytical category
in the Marxian tradition, has been one of the most effective
means to hide race oppression in racist and colonial
socleties.

This claim would surprise many because class, as a Marxist
tool of analysis, seeks to identify more precisely the
workings of capitalism and also to identify the social strata
imbued with the capacity and interest to carry out the task of
being the “grave diggers” of capitalism — those who would
usher in the socialist society where suffering will cease to
exist. That was Karl Marx’s fantasy in any event.

The problem is that Marx was trapped in the Eurocentric, anti-
black racism of his time. This truth is part of the DNA of his
philosophy. Marx’s racist, mechanical thinking on the movement
of history leads him to call for the colonisation of
nonEuropean worlds to hasten the march towards communist
nirvana. So, the foundation of class theory is anti-black.

Class analysis needs be decolonised and subjected to anti-
racist analysis if it’s going to serve black people. The
hegemony of white thought has ensured the acceptance of class
unquestioningly. In our universities, which are dominated by
Western thought, class is seen as a scientific category,
whereas race 1is considered a mere epiphenomena, a derivative
of class, or even a non-category of “social constructionism”.

From the above, the conclusion is drawn that race does not
exist. Blacks cease to exist because, as we hear, class is the
fundamental contradiction. But black radical thinkers such as
Frank Wilderson have shown that class cannot account fully for
black suffering, which exceeds the capitalist exploitation and
alienation that affect white workers.

Black suffering also includes “fungibility”, the idea that one



doesn’t just sell one’s labour power as white workers do, but
that one is sold as a commodity. White workers could buy
themselves a black person off an auction block during the days
of slavery, and they are known to have done so. This 1is over
and above the fact that white workers benefit from the
exploitation of blacks.

In South Africa, the early Afrikaner proletariat had access to
the slave labour of Africans. Basically, they were workers who
owned workers; the story of inboekselings — the African slaves
of the trekboere — is still to be told.

Bad history

In South Africa, class reductionism has a bad history. White
Marxists insisted on it as a choice weapon to avoid accounting
for their complicity in black oppression. Often, the
insistence on class instead of race in anti-black, racist
societies actually meant the defence of the settler colony.

In South Africa this led to the bizarre situation where black
people were trained to deny white oppression and say they were
oppressed by an abstract, impersonal “system”, not white
people.

This saw guerrilla insurgents sent back from exile at great
personal risk to destroy “economic installations” and to take
care not to harm white people in the process.

We ended with a war without a war when on the side of the
white oppressor, the black person was the actual subject of
exploitation and violent repression, as demonstrated by the
occupation of the townships by the army and police, hit squads
and long-term jail sentences, if not capital punishment. White
oppression was personal, the Marxist response was impersonal.

There is a bitter truth to face: to be a class warrior or even
a Marxist doesn’t mean one is above anti-black racism. The
dramatic resignation of Aimé Césaire from the French Communist
Party in 1957 shows this reality in clear terms.



Césaire, who was protesting the reality that Marxism was put
to racist use, poignantly stated: “What I want is that Marxism
and communism be placed in the service of black people, and
not black people in the service of Marxism and communism.”

At times when listening to black people who have assumed
Marxism, one can’t fail to notice how their entry to the
thought process requires that they deny themselves as black
people.

Triad of Marx, Lenin and Fanon

Up to now difficulties of class theory have not been
decisively resolved. The self-description by the Economic
Freedom Fighters (EFF) as a “Marxist-Leninist-Fanonian” party
presents a refreshing attempt to decolonise the anti-
capitalist struggle. This triad of Marx, Lenin and Frantz
Fanon 1is recognition that Marxist-Leninism 1n racist societies
falls short of the task of emancipation.

We need Fanon, the black thinker of anti-racism, to keep in
check the European sensibilities of the first two in the holy
triumvirate.

As far as we know, it’s the first time that a political
movement has explicitly expressed its ideological framework in
this way.

Fanon, a student of Césaire, was to turn the Marxist schema
upside down, almost as profoundly as Marx had done with
Friedrich Hegel.

Fanon argued that in colonial settings, “Marxist analysis
should always be slightly stretched” because, he argued, “the
economic substructure is also a superstructure. The cause is
the consequence; you are rich because you are white, you are
white because you are rich”.

The EFF’s 1ideological innovation introduces a productive
tension that may contribute towards developing a theory and



practice of emancipation that reclaims class from its racist
foundations and decolonises it in the service of black
emancipation.

Class is too important to be left to racists to misuse at will
in the defence of white supremacy.

Andile Mngxitama, an EFF MP, 1is co-editor of Biko Lives! to be
launched on September 26, and is the founding editor of New
Frank Talk, a journal on the black condition. He writes in his
personal capacity”

[/threecolumns]

Appeal for support from DITA
workers in Tuzla

A European workers’ euro for 100 workers in Tuzla!

A very destructive war cost many lives and split the Bosnian
working class. Then an international protectorate imposed new
authorities, promising workers a “Swedish Paradise”. But what
they actually got was a “Greek Hell”. There is no work for
either young or old, there is little enough medical care and
it isn’'t free; You have to pay for schooling unless you go to
a religious school; if the administration delays issuing you a
new identity card, you simply lose the right to vote
Meanwhile they have stopped trying to catch war criminals or
doing anything for former combatants or war victims.

Peace 1is deadlier than war In Bosnia-Herzegovina.
Privatisation of industry has everywhere brought factory
closures and new capitalists on the lookout for property
deals; The Polichem chemical group’s seaside hotel in Neum is
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worth ten times more than all its plant and thousands of
workers in Tuzla.

The DITA detergent works are emblematic of political
corruption and decay which stand out among the thing that
Bosnian workers have suffered. Only 132 of the thousand
employees who provided all former Yugoslavia’s industrial and
household cleaning products remain. Shares that were sold to
workers quickly ended up in the hands of particular people who
saddled the firm with bank debt of millions of German Marks
(the equivalent of the national currency km), embezzled the
money, giving it to “partners” they control and then, either
unable (or unwilling) to re-start production, handed the firm
back to the state for a symbolic 1lkm. But neither the state
nor the canton of Tuzla wanted this poisoned present. They
ruled it “unconstitutional”, but they also, incidentally,
refused to give it back to the workers until they paid back
the astronomic debts .. What do you do in nightmare like this?
The hundred or so workers still at DITA have received no wages
for 32 months. They have tried everything: factory occupation,
hunger strikes, demonstrations, occupying cross-roads,
lobbying all the political parties and trying all levels of
the justice system. Even now, whatever the weather, they go on
the street once a week and protest angrily. There are many
couples with husband and wife working in the same factory.
Many workers lost everything in the spring floods. Since
February they have been the first to demonstrate, and today
they are still the last to leave the demonstrations. But
morally and materially they are at the end of their tether.
Should we wait until one of them pours petrol over her or
himself or jumps off the public gallery of Parliament onto the
Mafia men and their mouthpieces below, to burst the bubble of
fear and “every man for himself”? A Romanian worker did just
that recently.

Only the working class in the rest of Europe can help Bosnian
workers. Internationalism must not remain an empty phrase.
Fortunately there are still workers in Europe who can spare a
pound or a euro to save their brothers in Tuzla from despair,



like the members of the First International who paid a
shilling a year to help their brothers on strike in a foreign
country.

DITA symbolises struggle and resistance in Bosnia Herzegovina.
If they fail, a wave of demoralisation will drown the Tuzla
area like a new flood. To support them now is to support
ourselves tomorrow,

Radoslav Pavlovic

Monika Karbowska

Emina Busuladzic is the chair of the strike committee. You can
read (below) an interview she did with Monika Karbowska, and
her banking details for international aid (please mention
“DITA”) are as follows:

Emina BUSULADZIC, Muharema Merdzica br. 18, 75000 TUZLA

NLB Banka d d., Tuzla
Marsala Tita 34
75000 Tuzla, BiH

Telefon +387 25 259 259

Fax +387 35 302 802

Email: info@nlb.ba

Name: Emina Busuladzic SWIFT: TBTUBA22 IBAN
BA391320010526292230 Foreign exchange 105262922 JMBG
0703956185034

Version francaise ci-dessous.

Bosnia:

“We want to live by our own labour, and
for that workers need to control
production”

Sunday 5 October 2014 _ .
Eminka Busuladjic



Last June, militant feminist and
internationalist Monika Karbowska
visited Tuzla, the “cradle” of the
social explosion which shook Bosnia in
February. There she met the men and
women who work at Dita, a factory which
was at the heart of the popular
mobilisation. This is her testimony and
her interview with Eminka Busuladjic,
union representative at Dita and one of
the founders of the new Solidarnost
union.

Tuzla, June 2014: It is very hot when we arrive in this
medium-sized town in north-eastern Bosnia. Like almost every
town in Bosnia, Tuzla is in a valley surrounded by wooded
mountains. These mountains conceal acres of industrial sites
nestling in the hillsides: coal and salt mines (salt is the
region’s historic natural resource) and the chemical plants
processing these natural resources. Like all the countries run
by the former “communist” regime, these medium sized towns in
what was then Yugoslavia were provided with factories and the
population had a golden age in the 1970s.

Tuzla is a town rich in long traditions of class struggle and
workers’ solidarity. In fact it was the site of a workers’
revolution in 1920: Bosnian coal-miners came to the defence of
Slovenian colleagues who had been sacked, setting up a short-
lived Boshevik republic. An imposing statue in the dilapidated
town square recalls for all time this gesture of the Tuzla
worker.

On 5 February 2014 Tuzla gave the signal for a new workers’
revolt in Bosnia. Young people set fire to a public building
in protest against the corruption of the canton government.
The police retaliated and the little town was shaken by
rioting. But then the workers at the DITA chemical complex,
who had been protesting in vain for several years against



privatisation, joined the movement and brought their Tuzla
workers’ traditions with them: they convinced the young people
to stop burning public buildings down. They also convinced
them to support strikes against privatisation.

Then protest movements broke out in 10 other towns in Bosnia,
including Sarajevo. Even Republica Serpska was affected, with
demonstrations in Banja Luka. The demonstrators demanded the
removal of corrupt elites and reform of the political system
inherited after the Dayton cease-fire, imposed by western
powers, which generated corruption at every level (municipal,
cantonal and federal).

That’s when the activists in the Bosnian Left, which came out
of the 2009 student movement and organised in several groups
such as the Lijevi movement, had the idea of organising
Popular Assemblies, or so-called Plenums, in the public
cultural centres which still exist in every town in Bosnia.

Women played an enormous role in this renewal of the working
class and social movement in Eastern Europe. We follow one of
them, Eminka Busuladjic, one of the founders of the new
Solidarnost union. Eminka started 30 years ago on the
production line at the DITA factory. She worked her way up and
is now in charge of research and development. She came under
pressure to give up her trade union activities, but she has
not let go; it’s her factory and her life.

MK: Eminka, can you tell us about DITA and the struggles you
have had so far?

EB: DITA, Industrija Deterdzenata Tuzla, was one of the
biggest chemical complexes in Yugoslavia. DITA produced liquid
and powder detergents which were feedstock for industrial and
domestic cleaning products as well as cosmetics. DITA was a
well-known leader in this field in Yugoslavia and had a big
presence in the local market. It had its own rail link and
factory shops as well as a big sales centre in Belgrade.



Run on the Yugoslav self-management model, the firm was
nationalised when Bosnia was created, then privatised in 1998
for the benefit of “gangsters” who saddled it with 99 million
German Mark debts and ruined it. Before privatisation, DITA
had 1 000 paid staff and 400 “volunteers”. They were all
sacked and at present there are only about 118 workers left,
about 75-80 of whom took part in the protests [last February].

When we were privatised, 272 people bought shares but out of
those 272, 7 held more that 45%, and that was the management
team. The workers were supposed to take out credits to pay for
shares, between 1 000 and 10 000km credits on monthly salaries
of 2 000km and monthly repayments of 500km [Km is the local
currency based on the German Mark].

The director was meant to invest the money raised from the
share sales, but he did nothing — the workers’ capital was
embezzled. There was never any real workers’ control of the
company management because they abolished public access to the
accounts in 1989 and that’s why it was so easy to destroy the
company.

Since then 1investment has been zero and the machines
deteriorating a bit more every day. But in the chemical
industry the plant is so heavy and maintenance is so important
that if you stop maintaining it that really does say you want
to stop production, since it won’t be easy to start up again.
DITA is already some way down that road, with several
production lines stopped.

(.) [The workers] know that DITA got big credits because the
local director of [the Austrian bank] Hipobank was on the
board, but nothing was invested because there was no workers’
control over it.

(.) The management strategy was to have the workers believe
they would be paid once the liquidation of the business went
through, so pushing workers to wish for the destruction of



their own work-tool, selling off assets to pay themselves. (..)
The aim was to wind up production and invest the money in tax
havens.

MK: Can you tell us how DITA workers’ recent struggles went
and what your involvement in last February’s Plenum movement
was?

EB: Realising, because of the successive sackings, that
privatisation simply meant destruction, the workers who were
left at DITA started a strike and occupied the entrances to
the factories from 4 April 2011 until 19 March 2012. The
canton government promised it would be bought by the Serbian
Bohemia group.

Wages were paid for two months, but in that period equipment
and products worth 2 million km were sold off, and that is
probably what that manoeuvre was all about.

In November and December 2013 the workers revolted properly
and blocked the entrances and exits to the factory. The
company used private security guards to expel the workers from
the site. The struggle came to a face-to-face showdown in
front of the factory: the workers told the security guards
they were not going to move and that they would not leave
because they owned shares in the company.

That’s when they realised that management were trying to close
the plant. It became clear that the credit lines the firm had
taken out were never re-invested in production. Moreover, the
management were sub-letting part of the factory on behalf of
the subsidiary, LORA, whose shares are also owned by DITA
directors.

We used to meet every Wednesday to protest. On 29 January
2014, we once again demonstrated outside the canton government
office. That’'’s when the Marxist group, Lijevi, joined us and
publicised our struggle in the media with photographs, films
and articles. Then the protest movement took off in a massive



way on 5 February. Police tear-gassed the workers and young
people who were demonstrating. Police repression finally
united the two components in the struggle, the workers and the
youth.

10 000 people demonstrated outside the canton government
building. In the end the government started negotiations. As
it went on, the President of the canton resigned, but the
situation at DITA was not resolved. The canton symbolically
bought the company back for 1 mark, but the question of wiping
out the odious company debt, which workers were demanding,
never got mentioned.

The chemical union federation gave us no support, so we
realised we had to act at a local level, with the support of
local townspeople, our neighbours. For that, the experience of
the Plenums, the Assembly and hundreds and then thousands of
townspeople, open debates which took place at the cultural
centre was an enormous school of democracy for us, and of
rebuilding the links at a local level.

I took part in the first Plenum on 7 February thanks to
meeting a Lijevi activist. I talked about our struggle at DITA
and that’s how unity between the workers and the other
demonstrators was achieved.

There were 25 people at the first Plenum, and seven of them
were arrested by the police. So we went to the court with
them. There was a real risk that the police would actually
start shooting. Trade unionists, including us, came along to
stop the police firing at the demonstrators. At the Plenums,
we set up working parties with economists to demand a review
of all privatisations. It was the young people in Lijevi who
helped us. The Plenums demanded: “Put the workers in the
front!” The workers wanted to develop production and stop any
new privatisations, and above all to raise the question of the
company’s debts to the banks.



MK: How could the establishment of your union change the
situation as it stands?

EB: The Plenums movement changed a lot of things because it
put pressure on the courts, who started prosecuting “Mafioso”
style privatisations and destruction of production machinery.

At the moment management organise “yellow” unions or call in
people who did not join in the demonstrations to split the
workers. It was to put a stop to that that DITA workers set up
the Solidarnost union, to continue to put pressure on and
struggle against the criminalisation of the Plenum movement:
some people are still being prosecuted for “sabotage” and
“crimes against private property” since the movement!
Moreover, the unions are very fragmented. That'’s why the
Plenums had the aim of unifying the unions in a common front.

Anyone can join the Solidarnost union. You can be a member
even if you don’t work at DITA. That broadens its base and
turns it into a school of struggle. We want unemployed people,
pensioners and students to get involved in the struggle. For
example, pensioners from our industry have been a valuable
source of support, and so have trade unionists 1in the
electrical industry and health.

Before the war the unions were strong, but after they were
talked down and destroyed. I'm a member of Solidarnost union
but I'm on the strike committee too. Management accused me of
lying and manipulation. They may even take me to court. Sub-
contractors have also accused me of stopping them from working
on the site. I don’t think what these sub-contractors are
doing benefits the factory. In any case they can’t get me
barred from the site because I'm a shareholder!

MK: What future do you want for the factory and what can
activists around Europe do to support you?

EB: Every day the machines deteriorate a bit more. There is no
time to lose. Two thirds of production has stopped, and some



of the buildings are rented out to sub-contractors who store
unidentified chemical products here and don’t produce
anything. Why should workers have to pay for the management’s
corruption and refusal to do its job? The workers won’t let up
the pressure: We are occupying the factory and we demand an
independent inquiry into the mafia-style privatisation and we
want the privatisation cancelled.

As for what activists elsewhere in Europe can do: The European
Left can help us by sending activists who can publicise our
struggle and our work .. We want to revive the region, we want
to live off our own labour, and for that workers need to
control production.

Tuzla's trade unionists need support, publicity and solidarity
from working people in Europe. The most important thing is the
working people’s committee of the Plenum. We need to work to
build up confidence between workers. A new revolt is brewing.

MK: Do any women work at DITA and are they involved in the
struggle?

EB (laughs): Women are cleaner-living and more dangerous and
have more endurance! The men can get drunk and put the
struggle in danger! Women don’t.

The demand to have the privatisation reviewed 1s
revolutionary. Workers in Tuzla look on the privatisation as
simply a criminal act when all’'s said and done, just like
working people at Walbrzych in Poland who denounce the way
their town has been destroyed by closures and privatisation
and seizure of their property by oligarchs who have no right
to it. It’s not just about stopping a criminal act, but
declaring it null and void, i.e. re-nationalising the firm.
The emergence of this demand is a huge step forward in Eastern
Europe. Workers never gave up Yugoslavia's past, and it'’s
coming back with the dream of new solidarity, a country where
working people can once again have the respect that is their



due, and, why not, power?

Bosnie : « Nous voulons vivre de notre travail et pour cela
les ouvriers doivent contrdéler la production »

dimanche 5 octobre 2014

Emina Busuladzic

Nous présentons ci-dessous la contribution de Monika
Karbowska, militante féministe et internationaliste, qui en
juin dernier s’est rendue a Tuzla, « berceau » de 1'explosion
sociale qui a secoué la Bosnie en février. Elle y a rencontré
les travailleuses et travailleurs de DITA, usine qui a été au
ceur de la mobilisation populaire. Elle nous fait parvenir son
témoignage et 1'interview d’Eminka Busuladjic, responsable
syndicale chez DITA et fondatrice du nouveau syndicat
Solidarnost.

Tuzla, juin 2014. Il fait tres chaud lorsque nous arrivons
dans cette ville moyenne au Nord Est de la Bosnie. Comme
presque toutes les villes de Bosnie, Tuzla est située dans une
vallée tres encaissée entourée de montagnes boisées. Ces
montagnes cachent des hectares de sites industriels nichés
dans le creux de la vallée : mines de charbon, de sel, la
ressource naturelle historique la région, ainsi que des usines
chimiques de transformation de ces ressources. Du temps de la
Yougoslavie, comme dans tous les pays de régime « communiste
», ces villes moyennes ont été dotées d’'usines et la



population y a vécu son age d’or dans les années 70.
Tuzla est une ville riche d’une longue tradition de lutte de
classes et de solidarité ouvriere. En effet, en 1920 Tuzla a
été le théatre d’une révolution ouvriere : les mineurs de
charbon bosniaques prirent la défense de leurs collegues
slovenes 1licenciés. Ils ont fondé alors une éphéemere
république bolchévique. Une imposante statue dans un square
délabré rappelle toujours la geste du travailleur de Tuzla.

Le 5 février 2014 Tuzla donnait le signal d’une nouvelle
révolte ouvriere en Bosnie. Des jeunes brGlerent un batiment
public pour protester contre 1le gouvernement cantonal
corrompu. La police riposta et des émeutes secouerent la
petite ville. Mais voici que les ouvriers du complexe chimique
DITA qui protestaient en vain depuis plusieurs années contre
les privatisations se sont joint au mouvement en lui apportant
les traditions ouvrieres de Tuzla : ils ont convaincu les
jeunes de ne pas brdler les batiments publics. Ils les ont
aussi convaincus de soutenir 1les greves contre les
privatisations.

Alors des mouvements de protestation éclaterent dans 10 autres
villes de Bosnie dont Sarajevo. Méme la Republika Serpska a
été touchée avec des manifestations a Bajna Luka. Les
manifestants exigeaient le départ des élites corrompues et la
réforme du systeme politique hérité du cessez le feu de
Dayton, générateur de corruption a tous 1les échelons
(municipal, cantonal et fédéral) et imposé par les puissances
occidentales.

C’est alors que les militants de la gauche bosniaque, issus du
mouvement étudiant de 2009 et organisés dans plusieurs groupes
dont 1le mouvement Lijevi, ont eu 1’idée d’organiser des
Assemblées populaires, dites Plénums, dans les centres
culturels publics existant encore dans chaque ville de Bosnie.
Les femmes ont joué un énorme rdle dans ce renouveau du
mouvement ouvrier et social a l’Est. Nous suivons 1’une
d'elles, Eminka Busuladjic, fondatrice du nouveau syndicat
Solidarnost. Eminka a commencé il y a 30 ans dans 1la
production a la chaine de 1’usine DITA. Elle a gravit les



échelons et actuellement elle est responsable de la recherche
et développement. Elle a subi des pressions pour arréter le
syndicalisme. Mais elle ne lache pas prise. C’est son usine et
c’'est sa vie.

MK : Eminka pouvez-vous nous présenter DITA ainsi que les
luttes que vous avez menées jusqu’'a présent ?

EN : DITA Industrija Deterdzenata Tuzla, était un des plus
grand complexes chimiques de la Yougoslavie. DITA produisait
des détergents liquides et en poudre, qui servaient de matiere
premiere a des produits de nettoyage industriel et domestique,
et aussi des cosmétiques. DITA était un leader dans ce domaine
en Yougoslavie, connu, tres présent sur le marché local. Elle
avait un acces propre au chemin de fer et des magasins d’usine
ainsi qu’un grand centre de vente a Belgrade.

Gérée en systeme d'autogestion yougoslave l'entreprise a été
nationalisée lors de la création de la Bosnie puis privatisée
en 1998 au profit de « gangsters » qui l’ont endettée a
hauteur de 99 millions de Deutsche Mark et ruinée. Avant la
privatisation DITA comptait 1000 salariés et 400 « volontaires
». Tous ont été licenciés et il ne reste actuellement que 118
travailleurs dont 75-80 ont participé aux protestations [de
février dernier].

Lorsque la privatisation a commencé les travailleurs ne se
rendaient pas compte que cela menait a la fermeture de
L’entreprise. Le directeur de 1’époque avait été élu « manager
de 1’année » et promettait monts et merveilles. Il insinuait
que l'usine n’était pas productive car 1’électricité ainsi que
les matieres premieres seraient trop cheres.

Lors de la privatisation 272 personnes ont acheté des actions
mais sur les 272, 7 détenaient plus de 45% et c’'étaient les
cadres de 1’administration. Les ouvriers ont d0 prendre des
crédits pour acheter des actions — de 1000 a 10 000 KM de
crédits sur des salaires de 2000 KM avec des mensualités de
500 KM.

Le directeur devait investir l’argent des actions mais il n’a
rien fait — le capital des ouvriers a été détourné. Il n'y a
jamais réellement eu de contrdle de gestion de 1l'’entreprise



parce que la comptabilité publique a été abolie en 1998 et
c'est pour cela que c’'était si facile de détruire
l'entreprise.

Depuis 1l’investissement est nul et 1les machines sont
détériorées de jour en jour. Or dans la chimie 1’'équipement
est tellement lourd et son entretien tellement important qu’un
manque d’entretien signale fortement 1’envie d’'arréter la
production qu’il ne sera pas facile de reprendre plus tard.
DITA est sur cette voie apres l’'arrét de plusieurs de ses
lignes de production.

(w)

[Les ouvriers] savent que DITA a obtenu de grand crédits parce
qgue le directeur local de Hipobank [une banque autrichienne]
était au conseil d’Administration mais rien n’a été investi
parce que les ouvriers ne l’ont pas controlé.

(..) La stratégie de la direction était de faire croire que les
ouvriers seraient payés une fois que la liquidation de
l’'entreprise serait prononcée, en poussant ainsi les ouvriers
a vouloir la destruction de leur outil de travail afin de
vendre les actifs et de se payer ainsi. (..) L’'objectif était
de liquider 1la production et de placer l’argent dans des
paradis fiscaux.

MK : Pouvez-vous nous dire comment se sont déroulées les
luttes récentes des travailleurs de DITA et votre
participation au mouvement des Plénums de février dernier ?

EB : Comprenant a force de licenciements successifs que la
privatisation est une destruction, les travailleurs restant a
DITA commencent une greve et occupent les entrées de
l'entreprise du 4 aout 2011 au 19 mars 2012. Le gouvernement
cantonal promet le rachat par le groupe serbe Bohemia. Deux
mois de salaires ont été payés mais pendant ce temps-1la
1’équipement et des produits de la valeur de 2 millions de KM
[1 million d’'euros] a été vendu et c’'était bien le but de la
maneuvre.

En novembre et décembre 2013 1les ouvrier/res se sont
révolté/es définitivement et ont bloqué les entrées et sorties
de l'usine. La direction a expulsé les travailleurs du site



par des vigiles privés. La lutte a pris 1’aspect d'un face a
face devant 1’entrée de 1'usine : les ouvriers répondaient aux
vigiles qu’ils ne partiraient pas parce qu’ils sont des
actionnaires de 1’usine.

La prise de conscience que la direction cherchait a fermer
l’usine est venue alors. Il devient évident que les crédits
accordés a l’entreprise n’'ont jamais été réinvestis dans 1la
production. De plus la direction sous-loue une partie de
1l’usine et l’argent part sur le compte de LORA la filiale dont
les directeurs de DITA sont aussi actionnaires.

Nous nous rassemblions tous les mercredis pour protester. Le
29 janvier 2014 nous avons encore protesté devant le
gouvernement cantonal. C’est alors que le groupe marxiste
Lijevi nous a rejoint et a médiatisé notre lutte par des
photos, des films et des articles. Puis le mouvement de
protestation a démarré massivement le 5 février. Les policiers
ont gazé les ouvriers et les jeunes qui manifestaient. La
répression policiere a finalement unie les deux composantes de
la lutte, ouvriers et jeunes.

10 000 personnes manifestaient devant le batiment du
gouvernement du canton. Finalement le gouvernement a commencé
la négociation. Par la suite le président du canton a
démissionné mais la situation de DITA n’avait pas été résolue.
Le canton a racheté 1’entreprise symboliquement pour 1 Mark
mais la question de l’'effacement de la dette odieuse de
L'entreprise que les ouvriers réclament n’a pas été abordée.

Le syndicat de la Fédération de Chimie ne nous soutenait pas.
Nous avons donc compris que c’'est au niveau local qu’il
fallait agir, avoir le soutien des habitants de la ville, des
voisins. Pour cela 1’'expérience des Plénums, Assemblée de
centaines puis de milliers d’habitants, de débats libres qui
ont eu lieu au Centre Culturel a été une énorme école de
démocratie pour nous et de reconstruction de liens au niveau
local.

Le 7 février j’'ai participé au premier P1lénum grace a ma
rencontre avec un militant de Lijevi. J'y ai parlé de notre
lutte a DITA et c’'est ainsi que 1’unité entre les ouvriers et



les autres manifestants se fait.

Au premier Plénum il y a 25 personnes. 7 personnes sont alors
arrétés par la police. Nous les avons alors accompagnés au
tribunal. Le risque que la police tire a balles réelles était
grand. Les syndicalistes dont nous étions sont venus pour
empécher les policiers de tirer sur les manifestants. Au
Plénums nous avons fondé des groupes de travail avec des
économistes pour exiger une révision de la privatisation. Ce
sont les jeunes de Lijevi qui nous aident. Les Plénums exigent
« mettez les ouvriers en premiers » ! Les ouvriers veulent
développer la production et éviter les autres privatisations.
Surtout que la question des dettes de 1l’entreprise vis a vis
des banques se pose.

MK : Comment la création de votre syndicat peut-elle changer
la donne ?

EB :Le mouvement des Plénum a beaucoup changé les choses car
il a mis 1la pression sur les tribunaux qui ont commencé a
condamner les privatisations mafieuses et la destruction de
1l’'outil de production.

Actuellement la direction organise des syndicats « jaunes » ou
elle appelle des gens qui n’ont pas protesté pour diviser les
travailleurs. C'est pour contrer cela que les ouvriers de DITA
ont créé le syndicat Solidarnost. Pour continuer a mettre la
pression et pour lutter contre la criminalisation du mouvement
des Plénums : des personnes sont toujours poursuivies pour «
dégradations », « sabotage » et « atteinte a la propriété
privée »depuis le mouvement ! De plus les syndicats sont tres
fragmentés. C’est pour cela que la lutte des Plénums a pour
but d’unifier les syndicats pour un front commun.

Solidarnost est un syndicat ouvert a tous. On peut en étre
membre sans étre un travailleur de DITA. Cela élargit la base
et constitue une école de lutte. Nous souhaitons que les
chémeurs, les retraités et les étudiants rejoignent la lutte.
Par exemple les retraités de l’'industrie ont été un soutien
précieux ainsi que les syndicalistes de 1’électricité et de la
santé.

Avant la guerre les syndicats étaient forts mais apres ils ont



été décriés, détruits. Je suis membre du syndicat Solidarnost
mais aussi du comité de greve. J'ai été accusée par la
direction de mensonge et de manipulation. Il se peut que je
sois poursuivie par le tribunal. Je suis aussi accusée par les
sous-traitants de les empécher de travailler sur le site. Je
pense que ces sous-traitants ne font rien de bon pour 1’usine.
De toute facon ils n’ont pas le droit de m’interdire d’entrer
sur le site car je suis actionnaire !

MK : Quel avenir souhaitez vous pour votre usine et que
peuvent faire les militants européens pour vous soutenir ?
EB : Chaque jour détériore davantage les machines. Nous

n’'avons pas de temps a perdre. Les 2/3 de la production est
arrétée et une partie des batiments est louée a des
entreprises sous-traitantes qui y déposent des produits
chimiques non-identifiés sans rien produire. Pourquoi est-ce
aux ouvriers de payer la corruption et 1’absence de gestion de
la direction ? Les ouvriers ne relacherons pas la pression
nous occupons l'usine et exigeons qu’'une enquéte indépendante
sur la privatisation mafieuse soit menée et la privatisation
annulée.

En ce qui concerne ce que peuvent faire les militants
européens, la gauche européenne peut nous aider en envoyer des
militants médiatiser notre lutte et notre travail. (..) Nous
voulons que la région revive, nous voulons vivre de notre
travail et pour cela les ouvriers doivent controler 1la
production.

Les syndicalistes de Tuzla ont besoin de soutien, de
médiatisation et de la solidarité des travailleurs d’Europe.
Le plus important est le comité des travailleurs du Plénum. On
doit travailler a créer de la confiance entre les ouvriers.
Une nouvelle révolte se prépare.

MK:Est-ce que DITA emploie des femmes et est-ce qu’elles
participent a lutte ?

Eminka rit : Les femmes sont les plus propres, plus
dangereuses et plus endurantes ! Les hommes peuvent boire et
mettre la lutte en danger, les femmes non !

La revendication de révision de 1la privatisation est



révolutionnaire. Pour les ouvriers de Tuzla la privatisation
n'est rien d’autre qu’un acte criminel finalement, tous comme
pour les travailleurs de Walbrzych en Pologne qui dénoncent la
destruction de leur ville par les fermetures et les
privatisations et 1'accaparement de leurs biens par des
oligarques illégitimes. I1 ne s’agit pas seulement stopper un
acte criminel mais de l’annuler donc de renationaliser !
L'émergence de cette exigence est une avancée énorme en Europe
de 1'Est. Le passé yougoslave que les travailleurs finalement
n'ont jamais renié revient sous avec le réve d’une nouvelle
solidarité, un pays ou les travailleurs auraient de nouveau le
respect qui leur est di et pourquoi pas le pouvoir.

Some problems of the Fourth
International — And the tasks
involved in rebuilding it

[threecolumns]By Balazs Nagy, August 2014

To approach this multi-faceted subject, which ranges over an
extremely wide variety of topics, and to bring out the
essential points, we have to go a long way back and examine
certain decisive problems in the history of the Communist
movement. Without a rigorous and objective reckoning, even an
incomplete one, of the historical activity of the Fourth
International, it is impossible to establish correctly what
the real problems are or define the tasks involved 1in
rebuilding it.

We cannot here get into detailed consideration of the process
by which Communist Parties were set up during and just after
World War I, but we can, and should, be clear that, apart from
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the Bolshevik Party, not a single one of these parties
conformed to the image of the kind of real Marxist Communist
party that the general revolutionary situation required. For
all its break with Menshevism, even the Bolshevik Party had to
undergo a profound crisis on the way to its political and
theoretical rearmament by adopting Lenin’s April Theses in
order to arrive in the leadership of the revolution.

In fact, history teaches us that revolutionary parties have to
undergo a more or less lengthy longer or shorter crisis-
studded periods in order to arrive at the Marxist maturity
needed to accomplish historic tasks. The whole Leninist Third
International was an enormous construction-site-cum-school for
understanding and assimilating these tasks by passing on the
experiences of the Bolsheviks. But hardly had this process
started when Zinoviev took it off course and then Stalinism
completely falsified the development, lending it a content,
direction and methods at first wrong and then reactionary. One
could say that this was in a certain sense the revenge of the
opportunist, Menshevik line defeated by the April Theses.

We should note that one consequence of this was that even the
Opposition’s struggle against Stalin evoked only a relatively
lukewarm response on the international scale, and that a large
part of even this got lost in the blind alley of opportunism
or ultra-leftism.

In any case, Eleazer Sointsev’s report in a letter to Trotsky
in the autumn of 1928 depicted a weak, motley and chaotic
opposition in Europe and the USA. This letter reported that
there “indubitably existed the beginnings of the formation
(sadly only the very beginnings) of a left wing in the
Communist International” whose “process (of development) will
be long, difficult and very painful”. He then rounded out this
warning with the following statement: “It is .. premature to
hope to have a united left (in the CI) within the near
future”. He went on to state that the cause of this diversity
was “many groups to which we have given our label have come



into opposition by such varied and with good reason different
paths that you have to expect the most unexpected combinations
and groupings”.

We know that in fact, when he was at first in exile, Trotsky
started his activity by drawing the line rigorously. Over the
course of those first years of line-drawing and new groupings,
the forces of the Marxist Opposition lost many experienced old
cadre (who went over to the right or the left wings of the
workers’ movement) and the new forces were mainly drawn from
inexperienced young people. Together with Zinoviev's
“bolshevisation” of the CI, this whole wide-ranging process of
selection pushed the international Opposition to the periphery
of the working class and its movement and, incidentally, led
to a deterioration in its social composition in favour of the
petty-bourgeois intellectual. The triumph of Stalinism
accentuated this evolution even more.

Trotsky was fully aware of the great weaknesses of the
international Opposition; its serious inadequacies in Marxist
education and its lack of experience, as well as 1its
organisational shortcomings. The movement as a whole lacked
practically any really Communist continuity.

Again at the beginning of 1936, Trotsky wrote that: “even
today, the Fourth International already possesses its biggest,
most numerous and best-tempered section in the USSR”, at a
time when it was severely decimated and almost all its members
in prison and the camps.

Thus Trotsky’s entire struggle concentrated on an incessant
activity of transmitting Bolshevism and its teachings in every
possible form to the young, and sometimes not-so-young cadre
and activists of the nascent Fourth International, because he
knew all the flaws and the politically immature character of
the majority of these young people. On 25 March 1935 1in
France, he noted in his diary: “I believe the work that I am
doing at this moment .. is the most important in my life, more



important than 1917, more important than during the Civil War,
etc.” And further on he added: “what I am doing now is in the
fullest sense of the word ‘irreplaceable’ .. the collapse of
the two internationals had posed a problem which none of the
chiefs of these internationals has the slightest ability to
deal .. it is a task which no-one apart from myself is able to
fulfil..” Then he estimated how long it would take to fulfil
this historical task: “I need at least another five years of
uninterrupted work to make sure this heritage is transmitted”.

We know that he had barely five years before he was
assassinated, but subsequent developments showed that he had
not been able to pass this Bolshevik heritage on, that the
leaders he was teaching had only understood it very
imperfectly and had not assimilated 1it.

In retrospect, there is no doubt that the big split in the
Fourth International in 1952-1953 marked a much more
significant event than a frank and open break with the
revisionists contained in the orientation and practices of
Pablo and co. In reality it marked a historic turning point, a
point of demarcation after which the Fourth International
definitively entered its phase of rapid fragmentation,
decomposition and disintegration into sects, many of which no
longer even claim its name.

At the root of this dispersion and decline was the inability
of these anti-Pabloite leaders to take their criticism right
through to the end, the incomplete nature of the act. It was
confined — and that was in itself an important positive fact —
to a critique of Pabloite revisionism as it appeared, without
deeply examining the conditions which, in the course of the
Fourth International’s history, had fostered this revisionism



and made it possible to such an extent that the sudden
emergence of Pabloism took everybody by surprise, including
its opponents, whereas the conditions and specific features of
that history had long since accompanied, fermented and
prepared all kinds of deviations, including Pabloism.

However, it was the incomplete, partial character of the
criticism which made it possible for the American SWP -—
followed by several other organisations — to return to the
bosom of international Pabloism, thus blocking any further
process of clarification. We know that this volte-face on the
part of the SWP and others, signifying their refusal to take
this criticism (not to mention any more consistent criticism)
onboard, was in the last analysis the basis and profound
reason for the complete degeneration and almost complete
disappearance of this SWP and others.

On the other hand, the great historical merit of Pabloism’s
two main opponent organisations, which later became the
Organisation Communiste Internationaliste (0CI) in France and
Socialist Labour League (SLL) in the UK, joined together in
the International Committee of the Fourth International,
resides not only the fact that, in breaking with it, they
provided a Marxist analysis of Pabloism, but that they also
undertook in part the job of studying and correcting the
conditions which favoured its development.

That is how they arrived at the determination that one of the
roots of the appearance of Pabloism lay in the fact that the
Trotskyist organisations were not adequately rooted in the
working class. This shortcoming reflected and expressed an
unfavourable, particularly petty-bourgeois, social composition
in Trotskyist organisations, particularly in France. It 1is
certain that taking account of this problem, which Trotsky
denounced several times, and the steps taken to remedy it,
constituted an immense step forward which we should not only
recognise but develop further.



But steps to ensure the working-class composition of
organisations, and their implantation in the class as well as
in the workers’ movement, essential as they are for the
International and its organisations — and we still have a long
way to go in order to achieve it — do not of themselves
guarantee anything, since they are a matter of the
organisation and how it functions, without defining its
content. In such a way that even solving these problems,
indispensable as they are for a Marxist organisation, could -
and indeed can - serve various ends, some of them in
contradiction with the interests of the working class. The
Stalinist organisations made up of workers furnish various
examples of this.

So it 1is necessary to go further and confront the fundamental
political shortcoming which was, in my view, at the root of
all the inadequacies in the activity of the Fourth
International and formed the basis for all deviations which
have arisen in the course of its history, including Pabloism
but also many others.

This was the inability to understand what the Fourth
International 1is, its mission and its task, and, thus, 1its
nature. Right through the history of the International
Opposition and then the FI, this lack of understanding was
omnipresent and appeared clearly in the difference, not to say
opposition, between Trotsky’'s views on this matter and all the
leaderships and cadres of the International.

This fundamental and important difference has run through the
entire history of the Opposition and the FI and surfaced very
frequently. To present Trotsky'’s views, I merely refer to two
of the most significant texts. The first (38 pages) is “War
and the International” of October 1934 (note in passing how
characteristic of Trotsky’s approach it is that he spoke about
the Fourth International — and not the Opposition — well
before the FI was formally proclaimed.)



Having established that “without a proletarian revolution, a
new world war is inevitable” - a judgement unique in its far-
sightedness at the time — Trotsky specified that “This fact
alone makes the attitude towards the coming war the key
question of proletarian politics.” (my emphasis, BN).

Here he clearly and without the slightest equivocation defines
the task of the Opposition: “The transformation of the
imperialist war into a civil war constitutes the general
strategic task to which the whole work of a proletarian party
during war should be subordinated.” (Emphasis in original).

For Trotsky, the central objective was therefore the
proletarian revolution and its preparation, and, let us note,
quite apart from the limited strength of the ranks of the
Opposition (later the FI). That is why he says, in the same
text, “He who tomorrow will capitulate in the face of fascism
and war, who will fall silent on the task of arming the
workers, is not a revolutionary, but an impotent parasite” -
consequently he here broadly developed what was involved in
this arming! Then he stated: “If the working class turns out
to be unable to prevent a war by means of a revolution — and
that is the only way to prevent a war — working people, along
with the whole people, should participate in the army and 1in
the war.” (Emphasis in original).

And he finishes with these words: “Even if the real
revolutionaries should be in a tiny minority at the start of a
new war, we should not doubt for an instant that this time the
move of the masses to the path of revolution will occur more
rapidly and more decisively and relentlessly than during the
first imperialist war. A new wave of insurrections can and
should win throughout the capitalist world.”

We have to say that the war as a whole and the Yugoslav
Revolution in particular — despite the Stalinist leadership
forced upon it by circumstances — provide a stunning
confirmation of this strategy, backed up by the revolutions



which broke out in Greece and Italy, for example, channelled
and stifled by the Stalinist and others.

Another basic text (of 51 pages) of May 1940 analysed the same
task central task even more concretely. Written for the so-
called “emergency” international conference in New York, even
its title formulates the matter very urgently: “Manifesto on
imperialist war and the world proletarian revolution”. Here
one can read: “Our policy (that of the FI) in war is merely
the pursuit in a more concentrated form of our policy 1in
peace.” And this programme “is formulated in a series of
documents available to all. Two words sum up its substance:
proletarian dictatorship.” (Emphasis in original). In other
words, the aim is proletarian revolution. So it should be
abundantly clear that for Trotsky the immediate aim of the
International was to prepare this revolution.

Now the leaderships both of the FI and its sections saw this
aim as at best a more or less distant perspective, and in no
way as the task of the moment. And this significant deviation
became brutally evident in the course of World War II.

(It was precisely during my investigations on the development
of the world revolution during and just after World War II and
the process by which it was channelled and strangled that this
tragic reckoning appeared to me more clearly. This study
constitutes vol. 2 of my work: Marxist Considerations on the
Crisis).

This historical event faced the Fourth International with a
test which exposed and violently accentuated its principal
weakness. This 1s what impeded the development of the
International Opposition right from the start. All in all,
this general lack of understanding (confusion, wrong and/or
limited wunderstanding of tasks, etc.) of the Fourth
International and building it severely hampered 1its
development and, in the end, not only threw it back but formed
the basis of profound change in its objective and hence its



nature. It was this relatively slow change — delayed by the
contradiction with the pressure of the working class
transmitted by militants resting on it — which formed the
precise content of its impotence, which went to the very
threshold of extinction.

To bring out this veritable opposition between Trotsky’s view
of the Fourth International’s mission and that of its leaders
and cadres, it suffices to see how the latter — a mere few
decades later — saw the reason why it was proclaimed and was
born. In his pamphlet The Fourth International, published by
Maspero in 1969, Pierre Frank refuted the arguments of those
who opposed its proclamation saying it was “premature” with a
statement that was no less strange. According to him “..he
(i.e. Trotsky) did not see it as a question of numbers of
forces, (etc.), but first and foremost of political
perspective and continuity.” To further back up this
misunderstanding approximating to mystification, he stated
that: “In hindsight .. one can see that if we had gone into war
without the Fourth International having been proclaimed, that
would have allowed all the alien pressures and centrifugal
tendencies .. to act a hundred, a thousand times more
intensely.” And he baldly hurled at us his false conviction:
“By proclaiming the Fourth International Trotsky aimed mainly
at ensuring this continuity in a period full of dangers”.

In this Frank was expressing a view widely-held by leaders and
cadre of the Fourth International who saw in the Fourth
International - and still do - a sort of talisman of
supernatural power which will protect against all the threats
of a dangerous environment.

So how did Frank’s anti-Pabloite adversaries in 1952/1953 see
the Fourth International’s raison d’etre in opposition to his
view of his? The standard-bearer of the anti-Pabloite struggle
in France and for a good part internationally, Pierre Lambert,
published a pamphlet in 1970 under the promising title Some
Lessons of Our History. (It is worth pointing out that,



although he was the unchallenged leader of his group, the
Organisation Communiste Internationaliste [O0CI], he did not
venture to state in public his paternity of the pamphlet).
Nevertheless, on page 29 of this pamphlet we can read the
opinion, to which he often laid claim, i.e. that Trotsky
thought “ .. they had to proclaim the Fourth International with
the aim, precisely, of allowing the vanguard .. to stand up to
the terrible pressure World War II was about to inflict on
them..” He went on: “.. it was precisely because defeats and
setbacks .. were inevitably going to grow with the new
imperialist war .. that the Fourth International had to be
proclaimed.” Let us follow Lambert as he wanders off into
fantasy: “Proclaiming (it) was the only way to allow the
working class to secure the heritage of October and resolve
positively the contradictions ..” and so on, followed by a
long, confused and scarcely understandable list. So he invoked
precisely the same “arguments” as his Pabloite adversary
Pierre Frank and thus confirmed that they were profoundly in
agreement over this point, specifically that the enemies of
Pabloism did not take their criticisms right through to the
end because they were and remained standing on the same
terrain of negating the mission of the Fourth International
which after all, had allowed Pabloism to arise and fostered
its progress.

A rigorous and detailed examination of the intimate
interdependence and close kinship between pabloism and its
adversaries reveal very clearly and obviously their common
refusal to take on an open and direct commitment to the Fourth
International in order actually to prepare the proletarian
revolution. Pabloism has proved itself to be one of the more
finished forms of this refusal, while the Lambertists who
criticised and denounced it represented and still represent
one of its more subtle, concealed variants. It is essential to
take this analysis further and enrich it. But for the moment,
we should continue our examination, which merely sketches out
the main 1lines of a critique in order to assist the



assimilation of the true lessons of our history with a view to
reaching conclusions able to re-orientate our activity.

X X X

During World War II this terrible contradiction between
Trotsky’s view of the immediate mission and objectives and
that of the leaders of that same international became an
actual antagonism. Moreover, and Trotsky’s assassination
assisted, this disagreement swelled immeasurably and
culminated during the war in the paralysis of the
international for which the sporadic positive actions of this
or that section of its activists compensated hardly or not at
all.

As we have seen Trotsky saw the war as a significant matrix of
the proletarian revolution, a fertile ground for its
preparation, something that nourished everything that he
wrote, whereas the leaders and cadres of the International
only saw in the war an inter-imperialist conflict — which of
course it was! — in which they had nothing to do beyond
speaking for and defending the proletariat just as they did in
peace. From the incontestable truth that the war was between
two imperialisms and was not their war, the overwhelming
majority of leaders drew the false and formal conclusion that
Trotskyists had nothing to do with this war. In general -
apart from the British and the Americans - they rejected
military involvement, identifying it with serving the
interests of Anglo-Saxon imperialism. Above all, from the
outset they all rejected the armed struggle for power which
presented itself then in the specific form of taking up arms
alongside the partisans. By doing so, they placed an enormous
question mark over Marxism, specifically the teachings of
Lenin and Trotsky about the epoch as one of “wars and
revolutions”.



Thus the Fourth International turned itself from being an
instrument of imminent revolution into a sort of sacred icon
heralding a radiant future. The tragic scorn its pontiffs had
for its objective softened the sharp edge of this potent
instrument of struggle to turn it into an amulet. And like
ancient peoples in the distant past, they firmly believed - as
many still do — that it would protect them against whatever
accidents befell them and against all disease and deformation.

One of the powerful sources of this perception was to be
ignorance of Lenin’s teachings on imperialism, a sketchy and
superficial knowledge of the death-agony of capitalism, its
definitively declining nature. They were thus blocked by a
partial and incomplete understanding of this imperialist
decadence as the basis of the immediately revolutionary role
of the International.

In fact, with the exception of the Bolsheviks, the whole
international workers’ movement had been fed reformist
traditions transmitted and reinforced through a thousand
channels. Still in his Diary in Exile, Trotsky noted as early
as March 1935: “After the World War, Blum” (Leon Blum — BN)
“considered, (and still in fact considers) that conditions
were not ripe for socialism. What nalve dreamers were Marx and
Engels, who from the second half of the nineteenth century
expected the social revolution and prepared for it! .. For Blum
there exists .. who knows what absolute ‘ripeness’ of society
for socialism, a maturity determined in itself by objective
symptoms alone .. I have conducted the struggle against the
mechanically fatalist conception since 1905 (cf. “A Balance
and Prospects”).

One can measure the ravages of this objectivist lack of
understanding by the dreadful fact that even after World War
ITI the period of thirty years of fake prosperity of capitalism
was attributed by the whole of the Pabloite Fourth
International to capitalism’s supposed ability to develop the
productive forces. The contamination caused by this



speculative perversion advanced by the Pabloite economist
Ernest Mandel was so great that even at the start of Workers’
International we were obliged to conduct a sharp discussion
against this conception supported by the Argentinian Comrade
Garmendia and the Italian “Gruppo Operiao Rivoluzionario” (a
group which, as far as I know, has disappeared into the
catacombs of the workers’ organisations in Italy). Be that as
it may, the belief in the ability of imperialism to regulate
its contradictions and regenerate is so persistent that today
it forms the basis for the general platform of petit-bourgeois
currents and renegades from Marxism who call for a return to
the Keynesian measures of the so-called “thirty glorious
years”.

The profound influence of this anti-Marxist view does not just
come directly from the old reformism but from the way it has
been adopted and “contributed to” by Stalinism. Stalinism’s
reactionary nationalism, asserting the possibility of
socialism in a single country, assumed that capitalism would
go on developing in the rest of the world. This distortion of
Marxism also rested upon another aspect of the reformist
conception which viewed the world capitalist system not just
in its organic entity but as a sort of adding together of
countries with different systems. This is an overall view
whose source was and is ignorance of the nature, role and
functioning of the world market which long since unified the
world on the basis of capitalism. The Communist Manifesto
already said: “The bourgeoisie has through its exploitation of
the world market given a cosmopolitan character to production
and consumption in every country.” And further on: “In place
of the old local and national seclusion and self-sufficiency,
we have intercourse in every direction, universal inter-
dependence of nations.” It could not be clearer. However, that
has not prevented the widespread and frequent expression of
reformist views of a fragmented world such as that expressed
above. However, I shall not dwell on this question. Suffice it
to say that in her analysis of imperialism, even Rosa



Luxemburg fell into the error of suggesting that for the
realisation of surplus value there had to be a market external
to capitalism. We know how lively was Lenin’s reaction in his
critical notes to this unexpected back-sliding on Luxemburg’s
part into the platitudes of the Narodniks, for all that she
had rejected them. Suffice it to say that, despite this error
of a reformist kind, Luxemburg did not follow the revisionist
trajectory of this conception, but asserted herself as a true
revolutionary.

We have seen how, in criticising Blum’s blinkered view that
capitalism was somehow not yet ripe (whereas it had already
entered its phase of decline into decay), Trotsky made
reference to his work Results and Prospects published in 1906.
On the morning after the 1905 Russian Revolution and on the
basis of rich experiences, he reached, in this work, the

conclusion that after the great developments of the 19"
century, the dynamics of the class struggle would lead the
proletariat, even in the more backward countries, to take
power before capitalism had completely matured. Consequently
the proletariat would be pushed by its struggle into
accomplishing the bourgeois revolution while continuing its
struggle for socialist objectives. So Trotsky wrote 1in
opposition to the fatalists of so-called objective
development:

“But the whole point lies in the fact that the processes which
are historically pre-requisite for socialism do not develop in
isolation, but limit each other, and, reaching a certain stage

undergo a qualitative change, and in their complex
combination bring about what we understand by the name of
social revolution”. (Permanent Revolution and Results and
Prospects, Leon Trotsky, New Park Publications Ltd., 1962, p.
219.)

I do not see any point recapitulating the whole theory of
permanent revolution here, but must just say that this



remarkable conception enabled Trotsky put the class struggle
with all its inner driving forces, elements and combinations
back in the centre as the main agent and pivot of historical
development. By doing so he relegated all those who
punctiliously weigh the various signs of levels of capitalist
development into the ranks of all the other dogmatists.

Without any fear of exaggeration one can say that these two
works which absolutely complement each other: Lenin’s
Imperialism and Trotsky’s Permanent Revolution, constitute a
real renewal and fundamental enrichment of Marxism. It is no
accident that all of today’s vulgar reformists and renegades —
even the ones who try to hide behind Marx — carefully avoid
facing up to these two theoretical monuments.

Obviously we should not compare supporters of Trotsky with
vulgar reformist like Blum. Even if their understanding of
Lenin’s analysis of imperialism (in particular its outmoded,
decadent nature, its decay and parasitism) is very summary and
superficial, they wanted to overthrow capitalism and sincerely
believed in the socialist revolution. It’s just that this
belief, even certainty, remained at the level of a scientific
conviction and political hope, but never became the diligent
practice of concretely preparing it. Besides, an old prejudice
approaching superstition laid hold of most Troskyists and held
them in a strange passivity in this domain.

They were, rightly, convinced that it is the working class
which makes the revolution, and so were hostile, also rightly,
to any adventurist idea of “making the revolution” themselves.
But from this correct understanding, they drew the general,
false and anti-dialectical conclusion that all they needed to
do was to wait for the working class to make the revolution.
But in 1902 Lenin devoted a whole book to the struggle against
such a submission to the spontaneity of the proletarian
masses, writing, for example: “.. the spontaneous working-class
movement is trade unionism .. and trade unionism means the
ideological enslavement of the workers by the bourgeoisie.”



(Lenin, What is to be Done?, Pekin, 1975, p. 49.)

For all that, the influence of this spirit of spontaneity on
the members of the Opposition was so strong at that time that
Trotsky thought it necessary to return to the question. In
1935 he wrote a significant article, “Luxemburg and the Fourth
International: Cursory Remarks on an Important Subject”
(Writings of Leon Trotsky [1935-36], Pathfinder, New York 1977
p. 29.) It is necessary to quote from this at some length.
First of all, one reads that, “.. the preparatory selection of
the vanguard, in comparison with the mass actions that were to
be expected, fell too short with Rosa; whereas Lenin .. took
the advanced workers and constantly and tirelessly welded them
together into firm nuclei ..” (p.30.)

And it was precisely here — against spontaneity! — that he
first put into words: “Without the slightest exaggeration it
may be said: the whole world situation 1is determined by the
crisis of revolutionary leadership.” (P. 31, emphasis in the
original!)

And then he explained: “great actions require a great
leadership. For current affairs, the workers still give their
votes to the old organisations. Their votes — but by no means
their boundless confidence. On the other hand, after the
miserable collapse of the Third International, it is much
harder to move them to bestow their confidence upon a new
revolutionary organisation. That’s just where the crisis of
the proletarian leadership lies. To sing a monotonous song
about indefinite future mass actions in this situation, in
contrast to the purposeful selection of cadres of a new
international, means to carry on a thoroughly reactionary
work”. (p.31.)

He concluded: “The crisis of proletarian leadership cannot, of
course, be overcome by means of an abstract formula. It is a
question of an extremely prolonged process. Not of a purely
‘historical’ process, that is, of the objective premises of



conscious activity, but of an uninterrupted chain of
ideological, political and organisational measures for the
purpose of fusing together the best, most conscious elements
of the world proletariat beneath a spotless banner, elements
whose number and self-confidence must be constantly
strengthened, whose connections with wider sections of the
proletariat must be developed and deepened.”(p.32). I believe
we should think about every sentence in this text in order to
assimilate the message, which is entirely valid for our
activity today.

But despite all these warnings of Trotsky’s and all his
efforts, he could not put right a general tendency towards
spontaneity which strongly marked the activity of the Fourth
International. After his assassination, the international
leaders completely by-passed his recommendations. To be more
exact, they interpreted them in their own way, just as they
understood them in their own schematic, formalist and anti-
dialectical way. Thus, during the war — since Trotsky had
predicted there would be a revolution — they expected it with
the fervour of the Jewish people awaiting the Messiah.

And the revolution did arrive. But the revolutions of
1943-1946 in Europe, lacking an appropriate leadership and
therefore unable to attain the pinnacles of mass mobilisation
and intensity of struggle that were seen in the revolution of
1917, emerged in barely-sketched outline. Then they started to
recede rapidly. And then many deeply-disappointed Trotskyist
revolutionaries expressed their bitterness: “There was no
revolution!” They were so deeply disillusioned that a whole
series of leaders turned their backs and deserted the
organisation, leaving the field to younger people, complaining
that “Trotsky deceived us” and “Marxism cannot explain
anything”! Not one of them realised that the revolution is not
inevitable and does not fall out of the sky. It does not even
arise necessarily and inevitable from the action of the
masses, — 1if conscious revolutionaries do not, like good



midwives, prepare the way for it, facilitate its progress and
organise its tools — but turn their backs on it, abandoning
the armed struggle against fascism and the rickety states in
its pay. There is no rise of the revolution without conscious
revolutionaries!

For there is a relationship, a dialectical inter-dependence
between, on the one hand, the revolutionary action of the
masses, and on the other, the conscious vanguard of the
revolution. Without the latter, the spontaneous movement of a
mass revolution can bring down a hated regime, but without the
corresponding activity of a revolutionary vanguard, 1its
inevitable ebb will only bring another hated regime to power.
A whole number of revolutions testify to this truth, most
recently the history of the revolutions in Tunisia and Egypt.
The incontestable fact that these revolutions have yet to
utter their final word does not change that.

In fact the leading Trotskyists back then did not at all
understand Marx’s “Theses on Feuerbach”, or to be more precise
they understood them the wrong way. Nevertheless, these Theses
condense the whole Marxist philosophy into a few words as
“revolutionary practice”, concluding with the famous
assertion: “Philosophers have only interpreted the world in
various ways; the point is to change it”.

In any case a good number of these Trotskyist leaders of the
first period of the Fourth International (1938-1946),
convinced that there was no revolution, deserted the struggle.
Trotsky’s dramatic prediction anticipating such a serious
result rings prophetically. In the 1940 Manifesto quoted
above, he wrote: “If bourgeois rule emerges unscathed from
this war, all revolutionary parties will degenerate”. Not only
did this extremely grave prognostication become terrible
reality, it also described that reality’s cause and
content.[/threecolumns]



Capitalism between hammer and
anvil

[threecolumns]by Balazs Nagy
First printed in Lutte des (Classes No. 12, October 2013.

In our last issue, we briefly noted “cracks” emerging in world
capitalism, including, among other things, weaknesses in
relation to the international monetary system organised on the
basis of and governed by the US dollar. We do know that, to
ward off the last great crisis, the big chiefs of US finance
decided to supply the economy, which was gasping for breath
and quite unable to meet astronomic levels of losses and
needs, with even greater massively and artificially swollen
credit arrangements. To put it another way, the crisis had
revealed the imperative urgent need to deal quickly and
urgently with the yawning gap between real production on the
one hand, hampered and dragged back by the growing limitations
on effective profits, and on the other the phenomenal pile-up
of dollars not backed by anything whose job was to make good
the market’s organic deficiencies. Let me repeat: the whole
edifice of runaway and inflamed world finance operates under
the auspices of the US dollar.

We know that immediately on the outbreak of the crisis,
capitalist governments carefully put the corpse of capitalist
economy on life-support, injecting hundreds of billions of
dollars (and euros) to soften the sudden absence of billions
of fictitious dollars which had gone up in smoke. The managers
of the US dollar in the Federal Reserve System (the US central
bank) panicked and decided to institutionalise the allocation
of billions of dollars into the economy through regular
purchases of American Treasury bills, i.e. to buy these bits
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of valueless paper with billions of newly-created dollars (85
billion a month!) hot off the press and not backed by anything
in the proper way. This blatant forgery they pompously
baptised “quantitative easing”, and it is no more than an act
of common counterfeiting. But this time the forgeries are done
by the state and swapped for other state bonds which are also
worthless, i.e. they are buying government debt with paper. As
the notoriously blunt billionaire Warren Buffet commented
recently: “The Fed is the greatest hedge fund in history”
(Bloomberg.com/news September 20 2013). Indeed, the whole
business casts a glaring light on the fact that the whole
mechanism of capitalism-imperialism today rests on a swindle.

Now, as we commented in a previous article, the US central
bank, the Fed, has stated that it will now aim to
progressively reduce these purchases with a view to ending
them. Obviously by doing so the Fed hoped to help, in its own
way, to contain the unbridled proliferation of un-backed
credit which even they admit is a permanent crisis-trigger.
But as our previous article said, the bare mention that they
would eventually do this shook capital around the world.

The first consequence of the Fed’s announcement that it wanted
to turn off the easy dollar-tap was to provoke a swift and
inevitable rise in interest rates in the dollar’s US home
country, and elsewhere, given that currency’s preponderant
role. This rise in interest rates meant that credit became
more expensive, which cut across the imperative need for cheap
money. This fact immediately unmasked all the claims about an
economic recovery as mendacious bragging. Next, it started a
massive flight of capital from the so-called “emerging”
countries in search of more profitable investments. This
defection abruptly exposed a bitter truth for the bourgeoisie:
that the best part of economic growth in these countries
(India, Brazil, etc.) is not based on real production, but is
artificially doped by financial juggling with the cheap
dollar. So the announcement that the easy dollar was shortly



to be withdrawn cut the transfusion needed for their economic
growth, and as they were left short of blood, their markedly
lower real growth rate emerged in the light of day and their
currencies depreciated. A terrible new stage in the crisis
started to loom on the horizon in these countries. But while
they were waiting to hear what the 22 May announcement about
reducing and then stopping the flow of easy dollars actually
involved, the Fed took everybody by surprise on 18 September
by finally announcing its spectacular U-turn. The same
Bernanke who had disconcerted capitalists with his astonishing
announcement that he would deprive the economy of cheap
dollars, caught the whole world napping with the Fed’s final
decision contradicting its previous announcement. It turned
180 degrees, stating that “the Fed would continue to buy long
term treasury paper and other bonds worth $85 bn a month,
believing that tightening financial conditions could slow down
the rate of recovery” (Le Monde, 20 September 2013.)

Despite the coded and extremely careful language, this is a
resounding and honest public confession. It relegates the
servile press’s enthusiastic reports of a supposed economic
recovery in the US and elsewhere to the level of lying fantasy
on a level with the Coué method of optimistic auto-suggestion.
More generally it is an involuntary admission that capitalism
actually is undergoing a prolonged worsening of its death-
agony, and in particular that merely keeping it going pushes
and drags the economy towards an even more corrupt state of
putrefaction and parasitism than was already revealed by
Lenin’s analysis of imperialism. The major fact is and remains
that finance, or more exactly omnipotent credit and the way it
is manipulated, tend to supplant production in simply making
sure that capitalist economy keeps functioning (accumulation,
investment and circulation). But here we must remember what
Marx said about credit in volume 3 of Capital: “Banks and
credit become the most potent means of bringing capitalist
production out of its own limits and one of the most effective
bringers of crises and fraudulent speculation”. To support



this judgement he quoted a contemporary (J.W.Gilbart, The
History and Principles of Banking, London 1834, pp 137-8): “It
is the object of banking to give facilities to trade, and
whatever gives facilities to trade gives facilities to
speculation. Trade and speculation are in some cases sO nearly
allied, that it is impossible to say at what precise point
trade ends and speculation begins.” To which Engels adds a
note: “To what extent the entire business world of a country
may be seized by such swindling, and what it finally comes to,
is amply illustrated by the history of English business during
1845-47." (Capital vol 3, 1984 p. 406). What would they say
about things today!

The dead hand of finance is precisely the concrete form that
the increasing rottenness of the system takes today. Massive
parasitism in the economy - and in daily life - are 1its
inevitable outgrowths. In the same way, the amazing growth in
the social stratum of rentiers, as well as the appearance of a
series of rentier states and their expansion and their
significance testify to an unparalleled growth in parasitism.

It is really characteristic that when the Fed announced it was
going to reduce the flow of dollars, economic growth
immediately tended to slow down, especially in the “emerging”
countries, whereas immediately after the bank turned 180
degrees, stock markets around the world marked up considerable
gains. Even the European Central Bank (ECB) is now itself
proposing to pump some fresh liquidity into the deathly
anaemic European banks, having vainly allowed them a thousand
billion euros in 2011-1012. But it is still a lot more
reticent than its US colleagues.

In fact world capital as a whole is trying to walk a tightrope
between two pseudo-solutions, both equally risky: either they
will continue to pour billions into keeping their system
ticking over, and in doing so all the while preparing a series
of upheavals even more devastating that the one we have not
yet got out of. Or, anxious about that way out, they will try



to control credit parsimoniously, which seems to be the option
which the ECB favours. But both potential outcomes of this
tightrope-walking lead to the same blind alley of capitalism.
With or without injecting billions, production in this system
keeps marking time and has not even managed to make good past
and current losses.

Two things are certain. The first is that these two false
capitalist options will both deepen the systems congenital
sickness, bringing redoubled attacks and suffering on working
people. The second, which flows from it, is that the overthrow
of this cruel system in its death-throes is now on the
agenda. [/threecolumns]
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Appeal of the Kryvyi Rih
Basin Miners to the Workers
of Europe

Reprinted from
http://rs21l.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 1is 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
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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 self-
defence 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.

Euro-election results reveal
signs of Political turmoil in
Europe

[threecolumns]By Bob Archer

Politicians and the media talked a great deal about
earthquakes as the results of last months elections to the
European parliament were published. This was especially true
in France and the UK, where the established parties were
beaten at the polls by the Front National (FN) and the UK
Independence Party respectively.

Failing to assuage voters anger could mean the erosion, if not
the destruction of the union in a matter of years, said
veteran Austrian journalist Erhard Stackl, writing in The New
York Times International Weekly. In some countries, the vote
against an integrated Europe was profound.

He consoled himself with the observation that nevertheless
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two-thirds of the votes were cast for pro-European parties.
And in Germany, the economic powerhouse of the 28-nation bloc,
Chancellor Merkel and her allies still command a comfortable
majority.

Smarting under a series of lost seats in the European
parliament, many established bourgeois parties needed all the
consolation on offer.

Actually integrating and developing a unified economic unit in
Europe 1is a historic necessity. How urgent it is has been
adequately demonstrated by two terrible world wars centring on
the continent.

The simple fact that the bourgeoisie finds it profoundly
difficult to carry out this fundamental task is striking proof
of how deep the crisis of capitalism is.

But their brainwashing machine quickly springs into action to
distract attention from this problem to a series of real or
imaginary surrogates:

There are three main reasons for the voters anger, Herr Stackl
continues: dissatisfaction with political leaders, who are
seen as uncaring and arrogant; frustration because of the slow
economic recovery; and the growing fear of foreigners.
Encouraged by demagogues, citizens of the well-to-do countries
are blaming immigrants from poorer countries for many of their
woes.

All established political parties from conservatives to social
democrats speak and act on behalf of the capitalist class.
They work might and main to remove all the social gains
working people have made in previous decades and centuries.
This includes all the so-called socialist parties, whether
PASOC in Greece, the SPD in Germany, the Parti Socialiste in
France or Labour in the UK, who all chant in unison that the
debt ? which is really a tax levied by bankers via national
state fiscal systems on working people all around the world ?
has to be paid down, and that in order to do so, government
spending on all social services, state education and health
provision, housing and welfare and all the rest has to be cut,
and whatever fragments remain, privatised.



It is not the personal qualities of politicians which is the
question here, but their attachment to the needs of a
particular class, the bourgeoisie. Whether or not people are
conscious of 1it, their anger towards these politicians 1is
caused by a series of attacks on working people on behalf of
this bourgeois class.

The slow economic recovery is caused by the global depth of
the crisis of capitalism and, indeed, by what the bourgeoisie
does in order to overcome it, for example cutting the living
standards of swathes of working people across the continent,
attacking benefits and wage levels, and so forth.

The growing fear of foreigners really 1is not just encouraged
but fanned into flame by demagogues.

But, besides the vile gutter press which has carried out a
sustained campaign of vilifying and scapegoating migrants,
those demagogues also include significant forces in parties as
respectable as the UK Labour Party. People who cannot
recognise and fight their real enemy, concealed within a fog
of business deals and obscure financial transactions, are
incited to turn on their neighbours because of some imagined
ethnic, national or religious difference. They are taught by
these demagogues to judge their fellow working people by such
standards and to blame them for a crisis they have not
created.

Many commentators lump the FN and UKIP together with radical
socialist parties like Syriza in Greece, Podemos in Spain and
others. This is sowing deliberate confusion. The FN and UKIP
deliberately seek a turn back into national economic isolation
from the rest of the continent while whipping up backward
chauvinism. Syriza and the others are a very different matter,
and represent an attempt to resurrect political organisation
among working people.

There are indeed some forces on the left which follow UKIP and
the FN in denouncing European unity and migration, groups such
as the Communist Party of Britains NO2EU campaign in the UK,
but in fact anybody who agreed with these bourgeois politics
were always mainly going to vote for an openly right-wing



grouping anyway.

Indeed, the media also played a role in this, completely
ignoring the left anti-EU candidates but adoringly splashing
pictures of Nigel Farage and Marine Le Pen at every
opportunity across front pages and the TV screen.

The subsequent media rhetoric about earthquakes hides the odd
fact that most of these right-wing parties did less well in
these elections than they have previously. The Dutch Party for
Freedom of Geert Wilders saw their share of the vote tumble
from an earlier prediction of 20% to a mere 13.3%. The Finns
Party (True Finns) saw similar shrinkage in their vote. In
recent Hungarian elections, Jobbik won 20% of the vote, but in
the Euro-elections they claim as a break-though, they only
achieved 15%.

However, the outcome of the 2014 European elections strengthen
and embolden some of the most reactionary forces across
Europe. With resistance by working people to cuts and
austerity continuing across the continent, often inchoate as
is it, such forces will soon be unleashed to impose the
bourgeoisies attacks on working people.

More than ever, a step forward in building a workers movement
across the continent for a Europe of working people 1is
essential. The answer to fascism does not lie in relying upon
the bourgeoisie to sustain democratic methods when it is
wracked by crisis. It lies in mobilising working people to
fight for the needs of their class.

But this must involve overcoming the damage to working class
organisation and consciousness brought about by the
bourgeoisies attacks, the collapse of the USSR and its
satellites and the degeneration of socialist and communist
movements.

The articles by Balazs Nagy in the Wirfi Journal No.5 June
2014 deal with all these issues through the prism of the
French municipal elections and preparations for the recent
Euro-elections. They provide the essential basis for grasping
the current political situation and acting wupon
it.[/threecolumns]
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