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Nine South African unions
don’t
have
unconditional
support for the ANC
www.bdlive.co.za/national/politics/2014/01/30/cosatu-affiliate
s-speak-out-against-unconditional-support-foranc;jsessionid=9C0FAB3112D042B0EECD04019A2D9E89.present2.bdfm
“NINE affiliates of the Congress of South African Trade Union
(Cosatu) on Wednesday accused the federation’s leadership of
going against policy by giving the African National Congress
(ANC) their unconditional support in the upcoming election.
“They also demanded the reinstatement of suspended Cosatu
general secretary Zwelinzima Vavi . .. ”
“The nine affiliates wrote to Cosatu president Sdumo Dlamini
last year, asking him to convene a special congress to iron
out the divisions in the federation. They have accused him of
delaying.
“Workers have never agreed that Cosatu should give the ANC a
blank cheque,” South African Municipal Workers Union (Samwu)
general secretary Walter Theledi said at a joint media

briefing with the leaders of the eight other unions.
“Mr Dlamini and the Cosatu leadership have repeatedly said the
federation’s support for the ANC was unconditional, and it
would throw its weight behind the party in the upcoming
election.
“But Mr Theledi said Cosatu had resolved at its 2012 national
congress that its support for the ANC should not be
unconditional, but be based on “advancing” the demands of its
members and the broader working class.
The nine unions include Samwu, the Food and Allied Workers
Union, the South African Commercial, Catering and Allied
Workers Union, nurses union Denosa, the Communication Workers
Union, the National Union of Metalworkers of South Africa
(Numsa), football union Safpu, the Public and Allied Workers
Union and the South African State and Allied Workers Union.”
See
the
joint
statement
here: http://www.numsa.org.za/article/press-statement-of-the-n
ine-cosatu-affiliates-calling-for-the-reinstatement-ofcomrade-zwelinzima-vavi-and-for-a-special-national-delegatecongress-as-a-matter-of-urgency/

A Marxist reflects on
death of Nelson Mandela

the

What a pilgrimage, as the world bourgeoisie’s political chiefs
rushed off to South Africa to show their respects at Nelson
Mandela’s funeral! Bush, Obama, Clinton, Sarkozy, Hollande,
Cameron et.al.: the whole lot – friends and enemies, old and
new – all reverently joined together to canonise him. Even

their enemies (declared or nominally non-aligned), from the
Chinese delegate to Castro from Cuba, or Lula from Brazil, not
to mention “socialists” like Tony Blair, would not have missed
this pious communion for the world; attendance was a point of
honour! Which raises the question: How on earth can you
explain this planet-wide assembly to celebrate a dead man?
August Bebel was a lathe-operator and outstanding leader of
the German working class and the Second International in the
19th and early 20th centuries. “What have I done wrong now?”
he used to wonder whenever the bourgeois press had anything
nice to say about him. But Mandela was made from different
stuff. It did not bother him to be smothered in glory by a
grateful bourgeoisie. He knew perfectly well why it was; he
even said as much when they gave him a Nobel Prize. He made no
bones about telling the jury: “Forgiveness frees the soul, it
makes fear evaporate. That is why forgiveness is such a
powerful weapon.”
The die was cast the moment he emerged from his long
captivity. Mandela cared more about the opulent South African
bourgeoisie’s “soul” and their “fear” than he did about the
real suffering of millions of urban and rural proletarians
outrageously exploited and crushed by fear every day. His
forgiveness freed the bourgeoisie’s soul while thinly gilding
the chains of exploitation with a varnish of fictitious
equality. And Bob’s your uncle: the venomous fruit of social
and political class collaboration mutated into a Christianinspired psychological virtue.
But you would be wrong to say or think that he was always so
accommodating towards the possessing class and the oppressors
of his people. Immediately after World War II he founded the
Youth League together with Walter Sisulu and Oliver Tambo in
an attempt to radicalise an ANC (African National Congress)
that was pledged to Gandhi’s old conciliatory opportunism
based on non-violent resistance to British imperialism. They
launched a more combative and assertive policy on the part of

African nationalism. With the banning of the Stalinised South
African Communist Party (SACP) in 1950, there was a
rapprochement between that party and the ANC, of which Mandela
became the unchallenged leader in 1952. This alliance was
strengthened by the Sharpeville massacre in 1961, when the
leaders of these allied organisations launched the armed
struggle. Later they were also all in gaol together on Robben
Island.
And that was where Mandela – the radical rebel of African
nationalism – and his companions adapted their outdated and
compromised radical Gandhism to the very latest modern version
of class-collaboration embodied in Stalinism, which has just
emerged triumphant from World War II. It was not a difficult
adjustment; Trotsky had already exposed the complicity between
Gandhism and Stalininsm in 1939, for example. When he wrote:
“… the Comintern has completely gone over to Gandhi’s position
and the position of the conciliationist colonial bourgeoisie
in general.” (“India Faced with Imperialist War”, Writings of
Leon Trotsky 1939-1940, Pathfinder Press, New York, 1977,
p.31)
Indeed, this shift flowed directly from the dreadful policy of
the Popular Front which Khrushchev and company further
extended and generalised into the lying and suicidal policy of
“peaceful co-existence”.
There is little point speculating which way the ANC and
Mandela would have gone without the close link to the SACP.
However, reality reveals very close collaboration culminating
in the as it were natural conversion of the ANC from its own
homespun Gandhism to the very latest version of class
collaboration represented by Stalinism – with all its cruel
consequences. The Bolsheviks of old used prison and exile to
sharpen a Marxist understanding of their revolutionary tasks.
The 27 painful years spent together with Stalinists on barren
Robben Island were the complete opposite, and thoroughly
moulded Mandela into an evangelist for the Stalinist gospel of

a social peace dominated by the powerful. The criminal pimp
who thus prostituted what was – for all its hesitations and
shortcomings – a great liberation movement into a resolute
instrument of social conciliation was none other than the
Stalinist SACP.
Towards the end of the 1980s the whole South African sociopolitical system was rapidly deteriorating in line with the
worsening world crisis of capitalism and ultra-liberal
attempts to find a way out. In South Africa, the whole
bourgeois edifice was spectacularly ablaze and proletarian
revolution was imminent, especially since that South African
version of fascism, apartheid, had ruled out any intermediate
formation that might have acted as a buffer to soften the
violence of the collision between the fundamental classes.
The terrified leaders of the bourgeoisie panicked, revoked the
bans on the ANC and SACP and rushed off to implore the gaoled
leaders to put the fire out. The enormity of this selfhumiliation on the part of so proud and arrogant a class gives
some measure of the scale of the revolutionary threat and the
trouble the system was in.
No-one can say that Mandela and his associates gave way
without getting anything in return. Like their Stalinist
models who between 1940 and 1945 rescued the bourgeoisie from
the threat of revolution in return for a few real but clearly
limited and temporary improvements, Mandela too negotiated a
price for acting as fireman. Nor can anyone say the price was
worthless, when in fact a whole mortally offended nation felt
the abolition of racist apartheid very positively.
From the outset, however, we Marxists very severely criticised
this agreement; not just because it was limited – as if we
gamble all or nothing, which is completely alien to our
methods – nor because we disagree with its anti-apartheid
content, which a great and long-suffering nation wanted. We
were and are utterly opposed to this pact between the

bourgeois South African state and Mandela’s ANC because the
latter substituted their anti-apartheid demands in place of
more fundamental social demands. They purely and simply
replaced class demands with general anti-racism, as if racist
apartheid was not the immediate and natural product of
essentially colonialist, rapacious and parasitical South
African capitalism.
Negotiations of this sort normally turn on what is at stake in
the confrontation and the relative strengths of the two sides.
From this point of view, the result of these negotiations fell
clearly short of both the colossal stakes involved in the
confrontation between the revolution and the authorities and
the regime’s congenital weakness in the face of the
overwhelming strength of a proletariat fully standing up for
itself. These exceptional conditions are the proper yardstick
against which to judge the agreement and understand its
inevitable and logical consequences. Exactly like their
Stalinist mentors who previously allied themselves with the
so-called “democratic” bourgeoisie against its twin brother,
fascism, Mandela and the ANC demanded a “normal” capitalism
without apartheid. Separated in time but close in their
content, their negotiations and agreements were praised to the
skies by the enthusiastic bourgeoisie, but merely put a brave
face on what the Bible calls “selling their birth-right” (the
revolution and power) “for a mess of pottage”.
Set aside the slightest hesitation about describing this pact
of complicity in these terms. It would be wrong and dangerous
to imagine that the same mistaken and cruel illusions which
had seized the great masses also nourished the ANC leaders.
Unlike the former, Mandela and friends were not dupes. They
acted deliberately to get this agreement, fully conscious of
what it meant. That is proved perfectly well by two major
phenomena.
First is the immediate stampede by a good number of the cadres
and leaders of the ANC and the unions jostling for lucrative

positions up there with the bourgeoisie. The well-known ANC
and miners’ union leader Cyril Ramaphosa, who was catapulted
straight onto the board of directors of various mining
companies, is undoubtedly the most repulsive of these newlyrich, but by no means the only one. There may be some ANC
leaders who never got involved in bourgeois businesses, but
almost all of them are up to their necks in enormous
corruption, starting with President Jacob Zuma. South Africa
is regularly reported to be one of the countries where
corruption is most widespread.
The other irrefutable proof that they sold out the revolution
and workers’ plans cheaply is that this huge shift by the ANC
leaders and cadre into the ranks of the bourgeoisie was
accompanied by a profound re-adjustment on the part of leading
ANC members, led by Mandela, in the objectives of their
programme. At the beginning of the 1990s they were already
turning its collectivist social orientation into a catalogue
of demands shorn of any reference to the labouring classes,
meticulously weeding out demands raised by rank and file
workers and peasants.
If any more eloquent proof is needed, then look how from the
start there were massive protests from the unions and within
the ANC against this real treachery and for a return to the
movements’ original Charter of demands. On this we must
mention our Comrade Mkhungo Bongani, Durban engineering
worker, NUMSA trade union representative and ANC member who
tried to prevent this rightward turn, raising his voice and
organising workers against this treachery. While seeking
support from British trade unions in his search for a
revolutionary way forward, he recognised the correctness of
the revolutionary orientation of Trotskyism. It was then as
our close comrade that he returned to Durban to rally workers
and revolutionaries into a fighting political organisation.
Sadly, illness and poverty defeated this fighter, who died
prematurely. But the South African working class can be proud

to have had in its ranks a Marxist revolutionary of his
temper, as perspicacious in understanding the tasks as he was
firm and resolute in his convictions. This class has great
need of the stimulating example of Comrade Bongani in its
current struggle to build its revolutionary party.
Indeed, that struggle has already started. The catastrophic
situation into which they have dragged working people all over
the country is decisive, irrefutable, historically verified
proof of how treacherous Mandela’s pact and his whole policy
were. Even official figures reveal what a disastrous situation
the super-exploited urban and rural working class are in,
eking a painful living with basic conditions of daily life
(work, wages, housing, water, electricity, transport,
services, etc.) not met. Social inequality had widened
further. Even government statistics – which are probably
somewhat flattering – mention that 85% of the population only
get 22% of gross revenue. Unemployment is over 25% of the
active population, but over 40% of young people (these
statistics too are probably embroidered). The Mandela
leadership also backed off in the face of the white rural
bourgeoisie. There was a rather timid attempt at agrarian
reform in 1994 which anticipated that 30% of land would be
redistributed by 2014. But by 2009 only 6% of land had been
redistributed! So the Mandela leadership completely abandoned
the agrarian revolution, a central pivot of the revolution
and, in its shameful retreat, renounced practically all the
significant tasks even of a consistent bourgeois revolution.
The great majority of the black farm-workers live in absolute
poverty.
It is therefore completely understandable that the working
class and in particular the miners have taken up a struggle
against their decline. Not long since, the whole world
discovered with astonishment and indignation how the
bourgeoisie and its state allied to a corrupt trade union
bureaucracy responded with a brutal gunfire and savage, cruel

massacre to the demands of the Lonmin miners at Marikana.
There were also several trade union leaders among those who
provoked and organised this revolting massacre, most
prominently the same traitor Cyril Ramaphosa in his capacity
as one of the bosses of Lonmin, the firm responsible for
laying this murderous trap. The trade union bureaucracy then
covered the whole thing up in complicity with the employers.
The working class learnt its lesson. A series of strikes broke
out and the actions and demonstrations organised showed that,
though they had been paralysed by illusions for a while, the
working class had started a fight. Its best elements
radicalised the trade unions, which are now seeking their
independent working-class road, while the most far-sighted
have got involved in building the revolutionary workers’
party.
The whole country is in ferment and South African workers,
with their Namibian sisters and brothers, are taking their
first difficult and cautious but also decisive and promising
steps towards the rebirth of their class party. Our comrades
in Namibia are in the front ranks of this general ferment and
we salute them as brothers. This is a powerful groundswell
which will surely grow soon to shake the whole world.
So it is hardly surprising that the world bourgeoisie got
concerned and mobilised all its various courtesans and
underlings to rush off to South Africa. Their sure class
instinct sensed the danger. The looming peril had to be
countered immediately, and they thought that poisoning the
consciousness of the working class and working people with
Mandela’s toxic doctrine of general human brotherhood without
class distinction was the best way to do it.
But if the bourgeoisie seem determined to raise this lie to
the level of international generalisation, they risk colliding
head-on with the very thing that working people in South
Africa are experiencing. So to open the road to its
revolutionary proletarian party, the South African working

class needs first of all to complete and deepen the process of
learning from this precious experience. The key to success in
founding its party is critically surpassing and transcending
Mandela’s ideology and practice.
A Marxist reflects on the death of Nelson Mandela.
By Balazs Nagy December 2013

The Workers Charter
Workers’ Charter
adopted by National Union of Metalworkers of South Africa
(NUMSA) 1987
Preamble
We, the working people of South Africa, the main producers of
our country’s wealth, declare:
That, as workers, we are daily robbed of a rightful share of
the fruits of our labour.
That, as black workers, we are subjected to even more intense
exploitation by a system of capitalism which uses national
domination to keep wages low and profits high.
That, as part of the black oppressed whose forebears were
conquered by force of arms, we continue to suffer all the
social, political, economic and cultural deprivations of a
colonised people.
That, the most urgent task facing us as workers, as black
workers and as part of the black oppressed, is to use our
organised strength both at the point of production and among
our communities, to put an end to the race tyranny and to
help bring about a united, non-racial, non-sexist democratic

South Africa based on one person one vote, as broadly defined
in the Freedom Charter.
That, we see the winning of such a non-racial democracy as
part of a continuous process of creating conditions for the
building of a socialist society which will be in the
interests of all our people; a society free of all
exploitation of person by person which alone can complete the
liberation objectives in all spheres of social life.
That, we are the most vital social constituent of the broad
liberation movement in which we play a part both as
individuals and through our trade unions and political
organisations. We stand ready to work together with all other
classes and groups genuinely committed to a non-racial
democracy, at the same time safeguarding our class
independence and our right to propagate and mobilise for a
socialist future.
That, we extend a hand of friendship to our white class
brothers and sisters whose long-term interests lie in the
unity of all labour – black and white.
In order to ensure:
that victory in the national liberation struggle is not
hijacked by a new exploiting class, of whatever colour;
that the immediate interests of the working people are fully
safeguarded in the post-apartheid state and;
that we are not prevented from asserting our democratic right
to win the majority of the people for a socialist future;
we, the working people, adopt this charter (as an elaboration
of the Freedom Charter) and pledge ourselves to strive
together, using our organised strength, to guarantee its
implementation.

Ownership and control of the economy
The commanding heights of the economy shall be placed under
the ownership and overall control of the state acting on
behalf of the people. Such control shall not be exercised in
an over-centralised or commandist way and must ensure active
participation in the planning and running of the enterprises
by workers at the point of production and through their trade
unions.
Economic policy shall aim to generate the resources needed to
correct the economic imbalances imposed by race domination
and bring about wealth redistribution for the benefit of the
people as a whole. More particularly, steps shall be taken to
do away with the white monopoly of ownership and managerial
control.
Participation in the state sector by domestic or foreign
private capital, where judged necessary, shall not give such
capital a controlling share and all enterprises, whether
state-owned or private, shall be compelled to safeguard the
interests of the workers and the nation as a whole. The
continued operation of market forces in the functioning of
the economy shall not prevent state intervention in areas
relating to the people’s basic needs.
In the period after the defeat of the race tyranny, the
fundamental perspective of working class political and trade
union organisations shall be to work for the creation of
economic and social conditions making possible a steady
advance towards a democratic socialist society.
The right and duty to work and to a living wage
Every adult person has a right and duty to work and to
receive remuneration according to his or her contribution.
The new state shall, as a matter of priority, work to create
economic conditions in which jobs are available to all. Until

this is achieved the state shall ensure that social support
is provided for the unemployed and members of their families.
All managerial and administrative posts and other jobs shall
be open to every qualified citizen irrespective of race,
colour, sex or religion. The equal right of access to jobs,
managerial and administrative posts shall be subject to
positive measures necessary to correct the imbalances
inherited from the era of race discrimination. Public and
private institutions shall have a duty to provide facilities
for training and opportunities to apply the acquired skills.
The State, in consultation with the trade unions, shall adopt
and enforce a national minimum wage.
Child labour and all forms of forced and semi-forced labour
shall be prohibited. Special attention shall be paid to
redressing the
oppressive situation of workers involved in farm-work,
domestic service and those trapped in the so-called
homelands.
The right to organisation and struggle
There shall be no restrictions on the rights of workers to
organise themselves into political parties or trade unions.
Trade union organisation shall be based on the principles of
“one industry – one union” and “one country – one
federation”.
Trade unions and their federation shall be completely
independent and answerable only to the decisions of their
members or affiliates, democratically arrived at. No
political party, state organ or enterprise, whether public,
private or mixed, shall directly or indirectly interfere with
such independence.
The state shall ensure that the trade unions, as the key mass

social organisation of the organised working class, are given
the opportunity to participate at all levels of economic
planning and implementation.
All workers, in every sector of the economy, shall have the
right, through their trade unions, to engage freely in
collective bargaining and to use the strike weapon.
All legislation dealing with procedures for collective
bargaining, including any limitations on the right to strike
in exceptional cases, shall require the consent of a majority
in the trade union movement.
In the case of all other labour legislation there shall be
prior consultation with the trade union movement whose views
on such proposed legislation should be timeously tabled in
parliament.
The right to media access
Steps shall be taken to break the existing media monopoly by
big business and the State and to ensure effective workers’
access to all sections of the media.
The right to family life and social facilities
All legislation and labour practices which prevent or
interfere with the right of families to live together shall
be outlawed. Migrant labour shall be phased out or, in cases
where it is unavoidable, provision shall be made for family
accommodation during any period of service exceeding three
months.
The state shall aim to make adequate accommodation and
children’s schools available to all workers and their
families, close to their places of work. All enterprises
shall help to create local or regional recreational
facilities for the work-force as well as creches and primary
health care facilities.

No parent, male or female, shall be disadvantaged or disabled
from any form of employment by virtue of his or her duty to
help rear children and, where necessary, this should be
ensured by the creation of special facilities including
provision for paid maternity and paternity leave.
The right to health and safety
Conditions of work shall not threaten the health, safety and
well-being of the work-force or of the community at large, or
create serious ecological risks.
All workers shall have the right to paid annual leave and
paid sick leave.
Those injured at work shall receive proper compensation for
themselves and their families. Provision shall be made for
the rehabilitation of all disabled workers including, where
necessary, the provision of alternative employment.
The right to security in old age
All workers shall be entitled to an adequate pension or
retirement, provided either by the state or the relevant
enterprise.
The rights of women workers
The state shall aim to integrate all women workers as full
and equal participants in the economy. Any form of
discrimination against women workers in regard to job
allocation, wages, working conditions, training, benefits,
etc., shall be prohibited.
Positive steps shall be taken to help correct the
discrimination suffered by women both in the work-place and
the home.

Opportunities shall be created to enable women to acquire
skills for employment outside the home.
It shall be the duty of the state, trade unions, workers,
political parties and all other mass and social organisations
to ensure effective
women’s participation at leadership, management and other
levels and to take measures, including educational campaigns,
to combat all forms of male chauvinism both in the home and
outside.
We declare that the above immediate and long-term objectives
are in the best interests of all the working people and of
society as a whole. As individuals and as part of the
organised working class, we pledge to struggle, side by side,
for their full implementation.

Solidarity between workers of
Serbia and Croatia
A simple solidarity motion will make big waves. More than 20
years after the Vukovar war, where in 1991 the Milosevic
regime razed to its very foundations a peaceful working class
Slavonian town where Serbs and Croats lived together, Serbian
and Croatian workers are stretching a hand out to each other
as workers across the frontier. In a Serbia still hostage to
its own nationalism and where privatisation is a mafiainfested as it is in Croatia, the working class has so far had
no political or trade union channel through which to express
itself. So it has provided itself with a sort of dulyregistered citizens’ associations in several Voïvodine towns,

through which workers have fought through the courts to have
mafioso privatisations declared invalid. Here and there they
have won. These are not political bodies. Nevertheless, they
are the only living and real form of organisation workers have
in many towns, and they tend to join together in federations.
The existing political parties are too rotten and the trade
unions too divided and discredited, and so workers have been
forced to find something else on an ad hoc basis. In this
struggle they are supported by two students from Belgrade,
working on their own account, who have set up a “Movement for
Freedom”. This also supports attempts to organise by small
farmers who have also been completely plundered. As soon as
the appeal for solidarity with the Jadrankamen workers in Brac
in Croatia was launched, two organisations, “Equality” in
Zrenjanin and “Solidarity” in Subotica, where Serb and
Hungarian workers are closely mixed together, announced their
support. Below is the latter’s statement, published in the
Croatian Trotskyist journal “Radnicka Borba”.
Radoslav Pavlovic
Workers International
Workers’ protest in Subotica
“To the workers of Jadrenkamen:
Dear comrades,
We have received your news and your appeal for solidarity to
which we cannot remain indifferent. Our citizens’ association
was born in a struggle on the part of existing and former
workers at the “Sever” plant in Subotica to assert our rights.
At present we are involved in a struggle to keep this plant
going. It used to employ 6000 workers, but now there are only
450. Privatisation has meant that its assets have been
pillaged and it has been systematically destroyed, and we want
it to be declared invalid. They have smashed the plant up
under the watchful gaze of local and national politicians who

have collaborated with the owners to make impressive financial
gains. Using the same recipe they have destroyed 30 perfectly
viable firms in Subotica and the whole of industry in Serbia.
That is why one of our objectives is the re-industrialisation
of the economy. As your placards say, we too want to work and
have control over that work. Your struggle and ours are not
isolated cases.
As you can see, workers all over Serbia and Croatia are rising
against mafioso privatisation to defend the right to work, to
an education, to social security and insurance in old age. The
working class of Europe and Latin America is already on its
feet. We witness the heroic struggle of the Spanish miners.
Over the last few days the workers at the “Viomihaniki
Metalleutiki” factory in northern Greece have occupied the
plant and manage it themselves.
The maintenance and functioning of society depend uniquely on
the working class. It is high time that workers once again
became conscious of the power they represent. We should not
suffer in silence, but struggle determinedly and unite our
struggles. Don’t let them use national borders to divide us.
Whether at home or abroad the capitalist is the common enemy
of those of us who live by our own labour. Only by struggling
together can we overcome existing obstacles and save ourselves
from capitalist barbarism.
Dear comrades in struggle , we send you greetings from
Subotica in the hope that we can work together and confident
that together we will win.
OCCUPY – DEFEND – PRODUCE! (*)
“Solidarnost” Citizens’ Association, Subotica, 14 July 2012.
President: Vanja DRAGOJLOVIC
(*) This slogan was picked up from Croatian workers. It is
tending to become a recognition sign of workers’ struggles

Nelson Mandela’s Legacy by
Bronwen Handyside
“The ANC has never at any period of its history advocated a
revolutionary change in the economic structure of the country,
nor has it, to the best of my recollection, ever condemned
capitalist society.”
(Nelson Mandela: Long Walk to Freedom, p. 435)
How is it that UK Prime Minister David Cameron can say of
Nelson Mandela: “A great light has gone out in the world.
Nelson Mandela was a hero of our time”?
How is it that newspapers like the Daily Telegraph, the voice
of the British ruling class, can express their regret at
Mandela’s passing?
Contrast this with Maggie Thatcher’s opinion that Mandela and
the ANC were nothing but a bunch of murdering terrorists.
Some might say the British ruling class is just jumping on a
bandwagon and hoping to bask in some kind of reflected glory
from the international outpouring of praise directed towards
the ANC leader.
I think their approval of Mandela’s history goes deeper than
that. It fits in with the world bourgeoisie’s global narrative
of how the world’s brutal inequalities should be solved, which
is pumped out on a daily basis by their lackeys in the mass
media. It is also propped up by the remnants of the grip that
Stalinist ideas retain on the international working class (in
particular the idea of “peaceful coexistence” between
capitalism and socialism, which arose out of the deal the
Stalinist bureaucracy made with imperialism to divide the
world between them after the Second World War. This line

constantly tended to limit and hamper struggles against
imperialism, including those against colonial domination, and
blunted them by stifling revolutionary socialist forces and
working through handpicked bureaucratic leaders. This is why
uprisings of ANC militants demanding to wage the armed
struggle in South Africa were violently, sometimes fatally,
suppressed by the ANC’s security apparatus(1).)
Brutal systems like apartheid are based on deliberate
divisions created between working people across the world.
Over centuries they have enabled imperialist countries and
capital to exploit labour power and natural resources
belonging to other nations and peoples. Apartheid stands out
as a particularly anti-human system of institutionalised
racism.
The soothing myth the politicians and media are peddling is
that such systems do not need to be violently overthrown, but
can be resolved peacefully to the benefit of the oppressed
through a “negotiated settlement”. It says that the protracted
and deepening problems of gross inequality between different
countries, and different classes within those countries do not
emanate, as the siren voices of socialism say, from the
capitalist system. They do not require the overthrow of the
system of private property (progressing through a programme of
nationalisation of the banks, industry, and land) but a
process of “civilised” negotiation in which big business (aka
capital) preserves the lion’s share of the wealth while
permitting a minority of the country’s bourgeoisie to
participate in the feast. The bourgeois narrative tells us
that the brutal inequalities we see today (where an Indian
child of 11 can be sold into a brothel for life, while on the
other side of the world boys like David Cameron and Boris
Johnson are born to wealth and power) are nothing to do with
the class system, where the majority who produce all the
wealth through their labour are exploited by a minority who
own all the industries and the land.

This narrative declares that the violence of each side during
the oppressed classes’ struggle for equality can be brushed
over with the “bland screen of moral equivalence”(2) as it was
in South Africa at the so-called “Truth and Reconciliation
Commission” (a useful model the bourgeoisie rolled out across
the world, notably in Northern Ireland). The just violence of
the masses in their fight for the equal redistribution of
wealth of their nation is declared to be the same as the
reactionary violence of those preserving their right to
exploit others.
It says: not only is there no necessity for class antagonisms,
there are actually really no class divisions in society. It is
just that some people are born clever and resourceful and
naturally grow rich, while others are not. The British ruling
class, on a roll with its austerity measures and full of
confidence, has started articulating much more clearly what
really lies at the heart of this fairy tale.
Tory London Mayor Boris Johnson, now positioning himself for
the Tory leadership – treading the ground where the rest of
the Tories still do not quite dare to go – says: “Like it or
not, the free market economy is the only show in town. Britain
is competing in an increasingly impatient and globalised
economy, in which the competition is getting ever stiffer.
“No one can ignore the harshness of that competition, or the
inequality that it inevitably accentuates; and I am afraid
that violent economic centrifuge is operating on human beings
who are already very far from equal in raw ability, if not
spiritual worth.”
Tory Prime Minister Cameron now calls for permanent austerity
– “a leaner state” – in other words a country in which the
hogging of resources by a tiny elite will plunge millions into
poverty, illness, despair and degradation. He wants a world in
which such inequality is simply accepted – as a kind of
natural phenomenon.

Negotiated settlements such as those in South Africa are the
plan B the bourgeoisie rolls out at the point where it
realises it can no longer govern with the iron fist, murdering
and torturing to repress dissent, and that it is under threat
by a militant working class which is looking to the
redistribution of wealth from the despoilers to the toilers.
It needs to collaborate with a selected layer of the oppressed
which it feels will do business, and cheap MLB jerseys in
particular will collaborate in the suppression of the working
class and its political programme of socialism.
This plan appeared in South Africa in the mid-1980s, when the
country had become ungovernable, brought to its knees by a
popular uprising led by an extraordinary and brand new trade
union movement – which above all, and most important of all,
had at its heart a conscious workingclass socialist current
which produced theWorkers Charter, demanding the
redistribution of the wealth and the land to the masses of
South Africa. “The scent of revolution was in the air”3. The
Workers Charter was founded in opposition to the ANC’s 30 year
old Freedom Charter (which as Nelson Mandela explains, was
never a socialist document, but rather a programme for the
establishment of a black bourgeoisie).
The plan appeared as it became clear to big business and
AngularJS,自定义filter实现文字和拼音的双过滤 the banks inside and outside of
South Africa that the productivity and therefore the
profitability of South home African workers had plunged into
terminal decline as a result of the mass resistance against
apartheid.
The suppression of the socialist Workers’ Charter in favour of
the reformist (i.e. aimed at reforming capitalism and not
overthrowing it) Freedom Charter inside the trade union
movement, after the formation of COSATU in 1985, was the
signal to South African capital that the way was open to a
deal with the ANC.

Talks about the possibility of such a settlement had begun in
late 1984, between exiled ANC leaders (in Lusaka and in
London) and representatives of South African big business.
Some may say: what’s the problem? Didn’t that negotiated
settlement bring about the enfranchisement of the black
masses, and the creation of the “rainbow nation” so highly
praised throughout the world’s media? But that deal between
the white bourgeois exploiters of South Africa and a new and
very small black bourgeoisie, together with the violent
repression of the working class and its socialist programme,
is precisely what is currently bearing fruit in the “new”
South Africa. Its government openly pursues the worst of the
neo-liberal policies (fiscal discipline, deregulation, free
markets and trade liberalisation, privatisation, low taxes and
secure property rights) and instructs its police force to
shoot down unarmed striking miners in the back (not the first
time its police force has shot down protesters against its
policies). It is clear why the rhetoric of Thatcher and her
political allies was different from Cameron’s, because when
she was making her pronouncements, the South African ruling
class was still hesitating between the iron fist of repression
and the necessity of a settlement.
The “new” South Africa has resulted in:
The second most unequal society in the world – more unequal
now than before Mandela came to office. The greatest
inequality exists between blacks and other racial groups.
Black income has virtually flat-lined since the ending of
apartheid, wholesale NBA jerseys in contrast to that of other
racial groups, particularly white South Africans.
40% unemployment. Importantly, 70% of SA’s unemployed
are younger than 35, while the unemployment rate among
people aged less than 25 is around 50%50% of the
population living below the poverty lineMore than half
of black children are growing up in povertyAverage life
expectancy declining from 62 years in 1990 to 52.6 years

in 2012A crisis in public services including housingA
collapse in social structures which means the highest
rate of rape, gang rape and child rape in the worldThe
highest rate of HIV infection in the worldThe slaughter
of 34 striking miners at Marikana, shot for demanding a
living wage, after ex-NUM and current ANC leader Cyril
Ramaphosa urged both the ANC Police Minister and the
mining company Lonmin to deal with them, referring to
them as “criminals”.The fabulous enrichment of a tiny
minority, like Cyril Ramaphosa, (currently worth $700m,
which the ANC explains he made out of his business
acumen – see Boris Johnson’s explanation for the
divisions in society), and current ANC president Jacob
Zuma who recently did up his residence to the tune of
17.2m of public money
Was it for this that the black masses fought and died?
And was it for this that the millions in the international
workers’ movement, students and others waged their decadeslong campaign against apartheid, and gave unstinting political
and financial support to the exiled ANC, SACP and SACTU (the
South African Congress of Trade Unions)?
Confusion
Mandela was surrounded by political forces from the 1960s to
the 1980s which sowed confusion by representing him as a
“communist” – including the South African and British ruling
classes, and the South African Communist party (SACP) (under
instructions from their international leaders). The SACP now
declares that Mandela was a secret member of their Central
Committee at the time of the Rivonia trial, which completely
fits with their theory of the necessity for a two-stage
revolution for South Africa. First a revolution in which the
native bourgeoisie would come to power, followed many, many,
many years later by a socialist revolution against capitalism,
bringing the working class to power.

But Nelson Mandela never pretended that the ANC was a
socialist organisation, with any desire to attack capitalism.
He himself said at his Rivonia trial:
“The most important political document ever adopted by the ANC
is the Freedom Charter. It is by no means a blueprint for a
socialist state. The ANC has never at any period of its
history advocated a revolutionary change in the economic
structure of the country, nor has it, to the best of my
recollection, ever condemned capitalist society.”. Later,
speaking about What the Freedom Charter’s demand for the
nationalisation of the mines and industrial corporations,
Mandela said:
“The charter strikes a fatal blow at the financial and gold
mining monopolies that have for centuries plundered the
country and condemned its people to servitude. The breaking up
and democratisation of these monopolies will open up fresh
fields for the development of a prosperous non-European
bourgeois class. For the first time in the history of this
country the non-European bourgeoisie will have the opportunity
to own, in their own name and right, mills and factories and
trade and private enterprise will boom and flourish as never
before.”.
When the constitution of the “new” South Africa was negotiated
(by Cyril Ramaphosa and Thabo Mbeki, ANC leader following
Mandela), a clause was inserted which, according to the ANC
leadership, entirely negates that section of the Freedom
Charter which calls for nationalisation of the land, the
mines, and the banks. Throughout his life Mandela acted
completely in accordance with his principles, which were to
build a society in which a black South African bourgeoisie
could partake of power and wealth along with the white owners
of the banks, industry and the land.
Unfortunately
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In 2006 Tory leader David Cameron was able to say: “The
mistakes my party made in the past with respect to relations
with the ANC and sanctions on South Africa make it all the
more important to listen now. The fact that there is so much
to celebrate in the new South Africa is not in spite of
Mandela and the ANC, it is because of them – and we
Conservatives should say so clearly today.” Fortunately the
National Union of Metalworkers of South Africa (NUMSA) and
other forces in South Africa continue the battle for the
working class and its socialist programme. We should lend them
every possible support in their fight against the violent
repression promoted by the likes of Cyril Ramaphosa and the
other bourgeois rulers of South Africa.
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