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Greece

Immense mobilizations against the coup d'etat in
public radio and television
Andreas Sartzekis ·

In the final analysis we come back to the
incredible truth: the government has
handed over to the Troika, currently on an
inpection trip, the 2000 job cuts demand‐
ed as immediate proof of governmental ef‐
fectiveness in implementng the imposed
plan of dismissal of tens of thousands of
civils servant. Samaras lays off 2670
workers today and promises to recreate a
public channel of 600 employees. Those
are the figures and we must think that this
is if not the only in any case the principal
explanation to this foolish takeover by
force. Here in any case, is talking about a
coup d'etat.

Massive reactions to the coup d'etat

This coup d'etat was not completely impromptu:
everyone knew the threats of "reorganization" of
ERT, and a constitutional expert had produced a
plan that Samaras wants to implement, but in
which the author is now refusing to take part as
long as ERT remains closed! This is one of many
political contradictions which has exploded since
Tuesday, opening a crisis within the government,
the interior troika as it is called here. Indeed,
Samaras, product of the most reactionary and na‐
tionalist right, surrounded by advisors open to the
far right, made an arrogant decision, believing that
the last surveys giving him two points more than
Syriza empowered him to rule without having to
worry about tedious democratic procedures any
more. The result: the ministers Pasok and Dimar
did not sign the decision to close ERT; and today
the only group supporting the takeover by force of

the right (New Democracy) against ERT, are the
nazis of Chryssi Avgi (Golden Dawn)!

However, as soon as the decision was known, an
exceptional mobilization started. Since Tuesday,
the buildings of ERT in the Athenian suburbs have
been surrounded by thousands of people, activists
or not, with support from artists and various per‐
sonalities. The confederation of unions in the pri‐
vate sector (GSEE) and the federation of the public
sector unions (Adedy), which had recently refused
to support the teachers' strike, were obliged to call
on Thursday for a general strike that was quite suc‐
cessful. Protest meetings took place everywhere in
the country. The occupation in front of ERT was
massive, even if the place is rather out of the way.
Most important perhaps, is to see side by side the
trade-union, political, associative flags, of various
currents which usually do everything not to demon‐
strate together. This de facto unity in the fight,
linked to a very cordial environment, is for the mo‐
ment a pledge of determined resistance: KKE
(Greek CP) has welcomed to its TV channel the
news programmes peopduced by the ERT journal‐
ists, the radio of Kokkino (Syriza) is connected per‐
manently to the takeover mobilizations. It is clear
that Samaras had not envisaged such a broad re‐
sponse to its small manoeuvre.

Solidarity with the ERT struggle

International solidarity, which has been very
strong, going as far as some not very diplomatic
statements by foreign governments, is felt to be an
invaluable help. It gives a very practical meaning to
the slogan of "Troika out!" last Sunday's demo in
Athens concluding the Altersummit. In this con‐
text, it illustrates what for three years has been too
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weak: that international solidarity reinforces the
working-class response in Greece. This solidarity
must continue and intensify. On Thursday, the po‐
lice entered the ERT buildings in Salonica to evict
the workers occupying their workplace. Although
Samaras is obviously destabilized at the moment, it
is known that the only answer will be repression.
There has to be the strongest solidarity for the de‐

fence of ERT and all jobs! The struggle continues,
with a solidarity concert Friday at the ERT location.
There is of course a common feeling that the cur‐
rent struggle in Taksim square in Turkey Greece
has a lot in common with the popular assemblies at
ERT!

Athens,
14 June 2013
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Greece

The role of the left in Syriza
Sotiris Martalis ·

I bring you fraternal salutations from the
DEA, the Internationalist Workers' Left
Organisation, which forms part of Syriza.

I want to begin by clarifying a point: I do not intend
in my contribution to provide a "model solution" to
the question of the so-called broad parties. I will
try, with the little time I have, to describe the diffi‐
culties we face and the manner in which we re‐
spond to them within Syriza.

So there are six points that I want to highlight:

1. Syriza has a history going back more than a
decade. Its foundation, in 2001, was the result of
the conjugation of two elements. The first rested on
the unity of action between revolutionaries and re‐
formists in the movement against the effects of cap‐
italist globalization. The second concerned the
search for electoral alliances by the left reformist
party Synaspismos, because of its weakness. This
party risked not reaching the threshold of 3% nec‐
essary to enter the Greek parliament.

These two elements gave us the possibility of im‐
plementing a united front tactic. I use the term
"united front tactic" because in reality, because of
the difference in size between the reformists and
the radical left, we cannot speak of a United Front
in the traditional sense of the term, in the sense of
that employed in the 1920s or 1930s.

During the last decade, Syriza has gone through nu‐
merous different phases. Unity of action in the
movements, support to movements like that which
succeeded in 2007 in blocking the efforts to change
the Constitution to allow the privatization of the
universities or again the youth revolt — which took
place in a climate of corruption, diversion of public
money and the beginning of a social crisis — in
December 2008, with the killing of a young student
aged 15: Alexandros Grigoropoulos.

The coalition has also known divisions as during
the elections to the European parliament in 2004
or during the national elections in 2010. These divi‐
sions took place when the reformist leadership at‐
tempted to create an alliance with the social demo‐
cratic PASOK.

Syriza cannot then constitute a model if we consid‐
er this coalition of independent forces (with their
newspapers, their functioning) outside of the con‐
text of the social and political movement of resis‐
tance. As well as the political place won by the left
in Greece. The latter — and I speak of the left, not
the centre left — represents around 33 % of votes
(Syriza, KKE, — the Communist Party — and
Antarsya — the Front of the Anti-capitalist Left).
There are moreover around 45 radical anti-capital‐
ist organisations.

2. If we want to explain Syriza's success, we should
keep in mind that the working class in Greece has
waged many struggles in recent years to defeat the
policies of the dominant class: more than 29 gener‐
al strikes (or one day strikes) — there of them of
more than 48 hours — the occupation of adminis‐
trative buildings, the movement of the Greek indig‐
nant who occupied the parks (including Syntagma
square in Athens), the "We will not pay!" move‐
ment against unjust taxes or price increases of pub‐
lic transports, and taxes to use the motorways and
privatized roads and so on.

In spite of a fallback in struggles, in late 2012 and
early 2013, we should not forget the significant
struggles involving metro workers and seafarers,
peasants in the streets during a general strike on
February 20 as well as the decision already taken
for a strike in education in early March. We should
also mention the movements which brought down
two governments: that of PASOK of Georges

https://internationalviewpoint.org/+-Greece-+
https://internationalviewpoint.org/The-role-of-the-left-in-Syriza


International Viewpoint · IV460 – May 2013

6

Papandréou Jr as well as that of the technocrat and
financier Lucas Papademos.

Despite this, it is true that the social movement of
resistance has not succeeded in reversing the policy
of the dominant class. That is why it sought to do
this in the situation that presented itself in May
and June 2012, through the ballot box. The work‐
ing people used Syriza to this end as a "tool", and
not the KKE which had recorded votes twice as
high as Syriza previously.

Three reasons lie behind this:

— Syriza was active in the movement (unlike the
KKE which applied a profoundly sectarian policy);

— Syriza provided a political alternative — by its
demand for a left government;

— and finally it called for left unity, in particular a
unity between Syriza, the KKE and Antarsya, be‐
yond divergences and starting from the needs ex‐
pressed by the popular majority.

We should also not forget that during the inter-
election period [from May to June 2012], Syriza
firmly resisted all pressure to join a government of
"national salvation" with the bourgeois parties.

3. It seems currently that in addition to the strug‐
gles, Syriza is the political instrument that working
people will use. An elementary error made by the
comrades of the KKE and Antarsya resides in the
fact that they see the left government as a force
which will simply manage capitalism. They use the
example of the management and specific defeat for
the left of AKEL (Progressive Party of the Working
People) in Cyprus in the February, 2013, elections
which marked a defeat for Dimitris Christofias
(AKEL) faced with the right represented by Nicoe
Anastasiades.

Unlike AKEL and other centre left parties, Syriza
has argued for this transitional objective of a left
government — in the specific situation of Greece —
on the basis of a programmatic agreement concern‐
ing the cancellation of the Memorandums (the
three austerity plans concocted by the Troika and a

sector of the Greek dominant classes) and on the
overthrow of the policies of the dominant class.

The discussion should, consequently, be on the
conditions which should allow us to attain the ob‐
jective of a left government as result of a wave of
struggles while keeping in mind the fact that such a
government is not a final objective, but a transi‐
tional step which will strengthen the confidence in
themselves of the wage earners and their allies and
the power of the workers in struggle.

4. It is obvious that the reformist leadership of
Synaspismos has an approach which envisages the
constitution of a left government as the result
above all of purely electoral tactics. That is why it
adapts to the so called realist pressure and tries to
win votes by approaching the social democratic po‐
litical sectors, more exactly those originating from a
social liberal politics.

With the aim of conducting a clear transparent and
loyal opposition to this tactic we founded at the last
conference of Syriza the Left Platform (which
brings together the "left current" of Synaspismos
and the forces of the Rproject), creating a left oppo‐
sition supported by 27% of votes inside Syriza.

Rproject represents a quarter of the Left Platform.
It amounts to a "red" network of activists and orga‐
nizations which leads struggles not only in the na‐
tional political field but also inside the local struc‐
tures of Syriza and the workplaces, as well as in the
trade unions where reorganization is taking place
under the blows of the economic crisis and the gov‐
ernment. Rproject tries to build an assembly of
forces sufficient to constitute an obstacle to the
adaptations and oscillations of the reformist-ori‐
ented leadership of Syriza.

Our basic programme for Syriza is:

— unilateral cancellation of the memorandums as
well as the cancellation of the loan agreements, the
overthrow of all the austerity laws;

— the increase of wages and pensions in the limits
which take account of the breadth of the crisis; in
defence of the public schools and hospitals;
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— nationalisation of the banks and the renational‐
ization — under popular control — of the big public
enterprises which have already been privatized
(like for example a strategic part of the port of
Piraeus in the hands of the Chinese enterprise
COSCO);

— high taxation of capital;

— a fight for the retrocession of capital which has
fled the country;

—control of capital flows.

It amounts in fact to a transitional programme
opening the possibility for the working class and its
allies to win a decided majority, practically, to ad‐
vance in the direction of the overthrow of capital‐
ism in a socialist perspective which should emerge
with more precision during the struggles and de‐
bates which should accompany them at the nation‐
al and at the least the European scale.

5. The main difference with the comrades of
Antarsya (a coalition of groups which obtained
0.33% of the vote in June 2012) is based on the fact
that Syriza does not support an exit from the Euro
zone or the European Union.

Their main argument is that the Euro constitutes
the political instrument of the dominant class. We
think that Syriza holds a more correct position:
"Not a single sacrifice for the Euro". Leave aside the
fact that a minority sector of the dominant class
supports the exit from the euro zone hoping that
through a devaluation of the currency it can reduce
still further the value of labour power.

Also, can anyone give me the example of a currency
which is not a political instrument in the hands of

the dominant class? I do not even want to insist on
the effects of an exit from the euro in favour of cap‐
italist sectors with significant funds outside Greece
and of the various effects on the working class,
small peasants and so on.

The left should begin the difficult combat against
austerity and not enclose itself in the dilemmas
(euro or drachma) of the dominant class. If in addi‐
tion we should come out of the Euro, it is only by a
powerful movement of defence of wages and pen‐
sions and this by a politics which involves a process
of extending beyond Greece and synchronizing, in
different forms and rhythms, with the other so-
called countries of the periphery and by drawing
links with the most combative sectors of the
German and French working class among others.

6. My final point concerns the fight against the fas‐
cists, the neo-Nazis of Golden Dawn. This amounts
to a significant front of struggle. The essential point
is that the fascists have failed — at least up until
now — to win the streets, the public area, apart
from specific actions. But that depends on one fact:
it is necessary that the mass initiative remains in
the hands of the left, which has succeeded, for now,
in responding by unity of action in this area (with
the exception, once again, of the KKE which acts in
a sectarian and separate manner, although debates
have begun within it).

The struggle is common at the international and
European scale and where the chain is broken will
be created the conditions to reach a more credible
European left. If the weak link is Greece, I hope
that we will respond aptly there to win the first
stage which will require a massive solidarity to be
consolidated.



International Viewpoint · IV460 – May 2013

8

H ea lt h

Commodification and rationing
Jean-Claude Chailley ·

Is health a national domain?

Theoretically, the Treaty of Lisbon does
not concern healthcare :

* It is not among the exclusive competences;

* It appears under very general aspects in the com‐
petences shared with states:

– article 4-2-k: "The competences shared between
the Union and the Member States shall apply to (...)
common safety concerns in matters of public
health, for the aspects defined in the present
Treaty";

– article 168 of the TFEU specifies broad objec‐
tives, but leaves implementation to the states: "The
action of the Union, which complements national
policies, focuses on the improvement of public
health and the prevention of human diseases and
infections and on the sources of danger to physical
and mental health (...). The Union's action is car‐
ried out in compliance with the responsibilities of
the Member States with regard to the definition of
their health policy, as well as the organization and
provision of health and medical care services. The
responsibilities of the Member States include the
management of health and medical care, as well as
the allocation of the resources assigned to them".

This is why we often hear that health is part of the
national domain.

The European Commission said the same thing to
the delegation of the European Network against the
Privatization and Commercialization of Health and
Social Protection, which it received on 14 March,
2013. But there is a strong contradiction: if health
is only in the national domain why did the
Commission ask us to communicate our precise
demands?

Theoretically the EU is "indifferent" to property:
the Treaty of Lisbon nowhere asks for privatization
or commoditization of health, or indeed of any pub‐
lic service.

And yet 20 years after the Treaty of Maastricht we
are witnessing in all sectors and all countries
progress towards the privatization and commoditi‐
zation of all public services. How can we explain
this?

The real role of the European Union

In reality the European Union influences policy in
health and social protection, more and more
directly.

1. The EU has a whole arsenal with which to act: the
concept of completion of the internal market in a
competitive framework implies that eventually any
national difference becomes effaced and privatiza‐
tion becomes general, with the exception of a mini‐
mum core. But the resistance in all countries is
slowing down the process considerably.

"Competitiveness", to which I will come back, is
also destructive.

The budgetary demands — which include health
and social protection - contribute powerfully to re‐
ducing access to care, rationing it and opening up
the "market" to the private sector...

Health policy, like all public services, is framed by
the very important European Council meetings, the
European Commission (which has the legislative
initiative), and by pacts, treaties, directives, regula‐
tions, the Europe 2020 strategy...

This is why the Commission has no basis for pass‐
ing its responsibility onto national governments,
nor for these governments to pass the buck on to
"Europe". It is a shared responsibility. For exam‐

https://internationalviewpoint.org/+-Health-+
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ple: two countries (the Czech Republic and the
United Kingdom), have refused for their own rea‐
sons the European fiscal pact (whose official name
is the Treaty on Stability, Coordination and
Governance, TSCG), so it is possible.

Let us also note the pressure, if not the blackmail,
of financial markets, credit rating agencies, the
ECB, the OECD, the World Bank, the IMF... More
and more countries are under their tutelage.

2. Some European documents directly related to
health:

* According to the Pact for the Euro Plus, "the via‐
bility of pensions, health care and social benefits" is
to be linked "to the level of indebtedness".

If I may be allowed to offer some advice, it is to
learn by heart the Pact for the Euro Plus. It con‐
tains all the anti-social policies that are being im‐
plemented, including the reform of the Labour
Code that is being discussed in France (ANI).

* The fiscal pact (TSCG) demands that states get
back quickly to a deficit of 0.5 per cent of GDP, and
to a level of debt of 60 per cent, within twenty
years. It thus puts on pressure in the short term
and in the long term – twenty years is a generation!

Remark: deficits within the definition of the
European Union include those of the state, local
authorities and "administrations of social
protection".

* The search for "competitiveness", which for the
EU implies lowering the "cost" of labour and there‐
fore to reduced social security contributions and
taxes.

Remarks:
– In France the social contributions which finance
social security are part of the salary (the Bismarck
system). Since 1992, in the name of the "competi‐
tiveness" that is increasingly being invoked as a
pretext, all governments are increasing exemptions
for employers' social contributions.

– In countries where social protection is funded by
tax (the Beveridge system) tax competition and the

decline in budgets leads to the same result: we ob‐
serve at every meeting of the network that no coun‐
try, regardless of its principle of funding, is spared.

* "The completion of the internal market" is at the
heart of the Treaty of Lisbon:
Section 26 of the TFEU: "The internal market shall
comprise an area without internal frontiers in
which the free movement of goods, persons, ser‐
vices and capital is ensured (...). The Council, on a
proposal from the Commission, defines the guide‐
lines (...) ». It is a shared responsibility.

In 2007 the European Commission defined "Ser‐
vices of general economic interest" (SGEI) in the
following way: "The provision and organization of
these services are subject to the rules of the internal
market and of competition of the EC Treaty, since
the corresponding activities are of an economic na‐
ture." In a Guide to applying to SGEI the rules of
the EU by 2010, the European Commission devel‐
oped this conception: "Any activity consisting of of‐
fering goods and/or services on a given market is
an economic activity within the meaning of the
competition rules. In this context, the fact that the
activity in question is referred to as "social" or that
it is exercised by a non-profit making actor (con‐
cerning non profit-making actors, see the answer to
question 3.1.6) is not in itself sufficient to avoid it
being described as an economic activity. Examples
of activities considered as economic in past deci‐
sions of the Commission and judgments of the
Court and Commission are: investment activity car‐
ried out by public employment offices; optional in‐
surance schemes operating according to the princi‐
ple of capitalization, even where they are run by
non-profit making organizations; the principle of
capitalization covers insurance benefits which de‐
pend solely on the level of contributions paid by
beneficiaries and on the financial results of the in‐
vestments made; emergency transport services and
patient transport services. (…); medical services
provided in a hospital setting or outside this frame‐
work." Health services are becoming increasingly
involved.
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* After the "six-pack" [1], comes the "two-pack" [2]
which has just been adopted provides the European
Commission with greatly increased means of pres‐
sure on all budgets, including social security. This
means regulations that are immediately applicable
in national legislation, whether the national parlia‐
ments are in agreement or not. The budget debates
have already begun for 2014 as part of the
European semester.

* Among the institutions which are exerting pres‐
sure, the IMF (like the rest of the Troika) is asking
France: "to increase competition in the services
sector" and "to reduce public expenditure at all lev‐
els (state, local authorities and social security ad‐
ministrations), to reduce employers' social contri‐
butions, to support wage moderation."

By way of conclusion

* For obvious political reasons rationing of care and
commoditization are never explicitly demanded.
But a network of constraints leads there. In particu‐
lar the budget cuts and the completion of the inter‐
nal market by competition gradually lead to the
generalization of privatization and commoditiza‐
tion, with the exception of a basic core, a basket of
minimum care (universal service), close to that of
the United States.

* It really is a question of rationing: the conception
of European employers is of a minimum core fund‐
ed by tax and the rest by complementary insurance.
The mutual societies have evolved considerably
since the directive of 1992 and subsequent ones: I

recently received an advertisement with the month‐
ly rate ranging from €20 to €240 per month. We
really are in a situation of inequality, contrary to
our system of social security.

* A word about the public-private competition dis‐
cussed earlier. Firstly, competition distorts public
service by giving it the goal of being competitive in‐
stead of best serving the general interest; further‐
more it is more expensive: for example in all coun‐
tries where electricity has been privatized, rates
have increased by 30 or 40 per cent. Public-private
partnerships are a ruin for public finances. We
know the disaster from the point of view of the
budget and of quality in the United States

* The health policy of the European Union is syn‐
thesized in the White Paper "A strategy for ade‐
quate, safe and sustainable pensions" the beginning
of which concerns all social protection: "Significant
progress in reforming social security (…) has been
made in several countries ,most recently in the
Czech Republic, Greece, Spain and Italy (…)
Nonetheless, more policy action is needed, and is
needed now.

We can see where this has led Greece, which is to‐
day calling for international solidarity...

This contribution was made on behalf of the
French delegation to the conference of the
European Network against the Privatization
and Commercialization of Health and Social
Protection held in Brussels on March 15,
2013.
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Russ i a

Free Alexei Gaskarov and the Prisoners of May 6!
Ilya Budraitskis ·

Gaskarov has invested a great deal of time
and energy in seeing that his hometown of
Zhukovsky, in the Moscow Region, devel‐
ops in a way that is responsive to the
needs of ordinary citizens. To this end, he
has continued the work he began during
the campaigns to defend the Khimki and
Tsagovsky forests by fostering grassroots
civic groups and an independent discus‐
sion club. In March 2013, Gaskarov was
elected to the alternative People's Council
of Zhukovsky, thus receiving recognition
from other residents of the town for his
efforts.

Gaskarov has constantly sought out other forums
for articulating his position. He has worked as a
journalist and analyst with the Institute for
Collective Action, acted as a spokesperson for the
anti-fascist movement, joined the self-governing
Autonomous Action network, and been involved in
coordinating the environmental movement. Since
December 2011, he has been actively engaged in the
anti-Putin protest moment, appearing regularly in
the media and at rallies and public discussions. In
October 2012, he was elected to the Coordinating
Council of the Russian opposition, where he has
consistently pursued a grassroots social movement
agenda.

Center "E," the notorious "anti-extremist" division
of the Russian police created under President
Medvedev, cannot forgive Gaskarov for his pivotal
role in social movements. After Gaskarov was ac‐
quitted of all charges in the Khimki case, the police
have subjected him to constant pressure, including
several attempted provocations. This time round,
police have charged Gaskarov with involvement in
"rioting" on May 6, 2012, at a permitted opposition
march and rally on Bolotnaya Square in Moscow

the day before Putin's inauguration. Apparently,
the police are hoping this high-profile case will end
in a long prison sentence for Gaskarov.

Why have Alexei Gaskarov and dozens of
other innocent people been arrested?

On May 6, 2012, special riot police and other police
officers used violence against demonstrators in
Moscow in a deliberate attempt to provoke them,
thus clearly violating the freedom of public assem‐
bly. An April 22, 2013, public hearing on this inci‐
dent established the police's culpability and numer‐
ous violations of the law they committed on May 6
on the basis of over six hundred independent eye‐
witness testimonies and analysis of a large number
of photos and videos.

The Russian authorities, however, continue to
refuse to open an investigation into the actions of
the police. On the contrary, the Russian Federal
Investigative Committee has increasingly been used
as a tool to intimidate people involved in the grass‐
roots protest movement. The regime's fabricated
case against protesters and bystanders was
launched on May 27, 2012, when the first suspect,
eighteen-year-old Alexandra Dukhanina, was ar‐
rested. Since then, police have arrested another
twenty-seven people in the case, seemingly without
rhyme or reason. The arrestees include students,
businesspeople, scientists, activists, pensioners,
and ordinary citizens.

Alexei Gaskarov is the latest person to be arrested
in the case. On May 6, 2012, he was at the
Bolotnaya Square rally, where he was injured: a po‐
liceman threw him to the ground and then kicked
him in the face. Gaskarov was forced to seek med‐
ical attention (he was given several stitches), after
which he filed a complaint with the prosecutor's of‐
fice. But as with other instances of police violence

https://internationalviewpoint.org/+-Russia-+
https://internationalviewpoint.org/Free-Alexei-Gaskarov-and-the-Prisoners-of-May-6
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on May 6, 2012, the authorities have not followed
up on Gaskarov's complaint.

Nearly a year after the so-called investigation of the
May 6 "riots" was launched, a pattern has emerged
in the way police, prosecutors, and the courts are
railroading the arrestees in the Bolotnaya Square
case. All the accused are immediately placed in po‐
lice custody for two months, after which the courts
prolong this pretrial detention several times. The
presiding judges make these rulings without taking
the arguments of defense lawyers into account and
ignoring the obviously falsified evidence presented
by prosecutors and investigators. Several of the de‐
tainees have proven beyond a shadow of a doubt
that they were not in Moscow on May 6, 2012.
Despite this, they were also remanded to police
custody.

There is a little doubt that the authorities will use
this same set of tactics in Alexei Gaskarov's case
unless we take decisive action to show our solidari‐
ty with him. At least several dozen other people
who were at the rally on May 6, 2012, are likewise
threatened with imminent arrest and prosecution.
On its web site, the Investigative Committee has
announced it will continue to work to "identify any
and all persons involved in the riots." But it is in
our power to stop this political crackdown.

International Solidarity Action Week, June
17–23, 2013

International solidarity has repeatedly proven to be
effective even in the most difficult cases. Thanks to
your support the "Khimki hostages" were released
in October 2010. This was a genuine victory for the
international solidarity campaign. Since that time,
a number of other Russian grassroots activists have
been persecuted, leading in some cases to counter‐
measures on the part of organizations and govern‐
ments. For example, Russian officials guilty of mas‐
sive corruption and other criminal acts have been
banned from entering certain countries. Your sup‐
port is now especially vital for the dozens of people
who have been thrown in jail by the Investigative
Committee or whom it intends to arrest on

trumped-up charges. Your vocal and visible in‐
volvement is essential, because it shows the
Russian police and authorities their crimes will not
go unnoticed.

June 18 is Alexei Gaskarov's birthday. An illegiti‐
mate, lawless court has ruled that he will spend the
day in jail. We must act to secure his release and
that of the dozens of other innocent prisoners in
this fabricated case. The advocacy group has de‐
clared the week of June 17–23 an international soli‐
darity action week. Join us and together we will op‐
pose lawlessness and political persecution in
Russia.

How can you help?

1. Use whatever means you have at your dis‐
posal to spread this call for solidarity and
information about the case of Gaskarov and the
other May 6 prisoners. Demand their immediate
release. Raise your voice against political arrests
and oppressive police tactics in Russia.

2. Sign the online petition that will be sent to
the Investigative Committee and the Prosecutor's
Office here.

3. Carry out your own solidarity actions. You
can hold pickets and protest demonstrations at the
Russian embassies and consulates in your city. You
can check the cultural events calendar where you
live for events involving Russia and hold protest ac‐
tions at these events. You can hold rallies, happen‐
ings, art actions, and solidarity sit-ins. You can ap‐
peal to the authorities in your country and to in‐
ternational authorities, asking them to intervene on
behalf of Alexei Gaskarov and the other prisoners
of May 6.

Tell us about your solidarity actions and events by
sending descriptions, photos, and videos to this ad‐
dress: gaskarov.info@gmail.com.

4. Write letters to the Russian authorities in
support of Alexei Gaskarov and the other May 6
prisoners, demanding their immediate release, the
dismissal of all charges against them, and a thor‐
ough investigation of the actions of the police

http://en.gaskarov.info/
https://www.change.org/petitions/free-alexei-gaskarov-and-political-prisoners-in-russia
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against peaceful demonstrators on May 6, 2012, in
Moscow.

Send your letters to the following addresses:

Moscow City Prosecutor's Office

ul. Novokuznetskaya, 27

115184 Moscow

Russian Federation

Online message center

Fax: +7 (495) 951-5040

Central Investigation Department of the
Russian Federal Investigative Committee
for Moscow

ul. Arbat, 16/2, str. 1

19002 Moscow

Russian Federation

Online message center

Fax (after 16:00 CET): +7 (495) 691-6315

Russian Federal Investigative Committee

Tekhnichesky pereulok, 2

105005 Moscow

Russian Federation

Online message center

Fax: +7 (499) 265-9077

Telephone: +7 (495) 986-7710

Russian Federal Prosecutor General's Office

ul. Bolshaya Dmitrovka, 15a

GSP-3 125993 Moscow

Russian Federation

Fax: +7 (495) 692-1725

Russian Federal Human Rights
Ombudsman

ul. Myasnitskaya, 47

101000 Moscow

Russian Federation

Facebook Wall

Please send a copy of your letters to our address:
gaskarov.info@gmail.com.

5. Send messages of support to Alexei
Gaskarov at gaskarov.info@gmail.com. We'll
translate them into Russian, pass them on to
Alexei, and also publish them on our web site.

6. You can financially support our public
campaign on behalf of Alexei Gaskarov and the
other May 6 prisoners and contribute to their legal
defense fund. Send your donations to a PayPal ac‐
count dmitry.cw@gmail.com.

7. If you're an artist, make a graphic work in
solidarity with Alexei Gaskarov and send it to
gaskarov.info@gmail.com: it will be published on
our web site gaskarov.info. The most eye-catching
works will be printed on stickers and pasted up all
over Moscow (with you credited as the contributing
artist). If you're a journalist or writer, send us arti‐
cles and blog posts you've written and published
about Alexei Gaskarov and the political crackdown
in Russia. If you do other work that can help inform
people about Alexei Gaskarov, write to us at
gaskarov.info@gmail.com.

Thank you for your solidarity! Watch for cam‐
paign news and updates (in Russian and several
other languages) on our web site.

http://www.mosproc.ru/ipriem/iemail.php%3E
http://moscow.sledcom.ru/internet-reception/
http://en.gaskarov.info/post/%20http://en.sledcom.ru/internet-reception/
https://www.facebook.com/pages/%D0%A3%D0%BF%D0%BE%D0%BB%D0%BD%D0%BE%D0%BC%D0%BE%D1%87%D0%B5%D0%BD%D0%BD%D1%8B%D0%B9-%D0%BF%D0%BE-%D0%BF%D1%80%D0%B0%D0%B2%D0%B0%D0%BC-%D1%87%D0%B5%D0%BB%D0%BE%D0%B2%D0%B5%D0%BA%D0%B0-%D0%B2-%D0%A0%D0%BE%D1%81%D1%81%D0%B8%D0%B9%D1%81%D0%BA%D0%BE%D0%B9-%D0%A4%D0%B5%D0%B4%D0%B5%D1%80%D0%B0%D1%86%D0%B8%D0%B8/147777845233293?v=wall&ref=mf
http://en.gaskarov.info/
http://en.gaskarov.info/
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Br i ta i n :

UKIP results shame the left
Phil Hearse ·

UKIP – nationalism, xenophobia and racism

This vote shows who is on the offensive
politically, even if the vote is untypical of
Britain as a whole. It reveals once again
the chosen terrain for all of right-wing re‐
action in Britain – nationalism, xenopho‐
bia and racism – and the mass base it has.
And it shows the terrible weakness of
Labour's 'alternative' and the absence of a
coherent left at the electoral level – main‐
ly as a result of division and futile sectari‐
an factionalism which has sabotaged unity
initiatives over the last 20 years.

In June 2009, the day after the county council and
European elections I wrote:
"The outcome of the county council and Euro elec‐
tions means that the British left – the left to the left
of New Labour – has to wake up and break out of
its dire sectarian, bureaucratic and factional mind‐
sets. Nothing is more shameful than the lack of
united left slate, around a minimal set of demands
in the interests of the working class, in these elec‐
tions. The near-absence of the Left from the elec‐
toral field was one important reason – though far
from the only one – that such a large number of the
protest votes against the main parties went to the
hard right UKIP and the fascist BNP. It is shameful
that the Left abandons so much of the electoral
field to the far right because of nothing more than
hardened, bone headed, factional idiocy – topped
off by bureaucratic exclusions and anathemas."
(http://www.marxsite.com/leftcrisis.html)
What has changed of course is the relative demise
of the BNP. UKIP is a much better instrument for
right wing reaction without the stain of fascism and
the bourgeoisie won't touch it.

Hundreds of thousands of workers voted in these
elections and many of them voted for UKIP. It was
a case of the reactionary petty bourgeoisie leading
the working class, rather than the working class
and the left making inroads into the petty bour‐
geoisie. Many of the people who voted UKIP were
doubtless protest voters, but Labour doesn't inspire
workers and middle class people who are suffering
at the hands of the cuts and economic downturn.
How can a Labour front bench that promises abso‐
lutely nothing for when and if it comes to power in‐
spire anybody? The 'left'and no-so-left union lead‐
ers who think that Ed Miliband is their man and
can maybe be pushed further left are foolish be‐
yond belief. Even with tens of millions suffering
from austerity Labour is struggling to get the kind
of poll figures that would ensure its return to office.

The failure to construct a left electoral alternative
to Labour shames the left, and in particular the
leaderships of the SWP and Socialist Party, jointly
culpable for the collapse of successive left unity ini‐
tiatives. Certainly on the kind of unfavourable ter‐
rain that existed in yesterday's elections would not
guarantee any kind of left electoral breakthrough.
But the left should try to be a growing electoral
force, to put forward an electoral alternative to aus‐
terity, xenophobia and racism. The present practice
on much of the left is in fact a form of electoral ab‐
stentionism, although at a formal level organisa‐
tions like the SWP and the SP reject it. Shrugging
your shoulders and muttering about the primacy of
mass struggle is (at best) a capitulation to syndical‐
ism and spontaneism. The right wing must be
fought in elections as well as in the mass struggle,
obviously.

Both the subjective forces and the objective circum‐
stances exist for the creation of a force to the left of
Labour capable of creating a credible national elec‐

https://internationalviewpoint.org/+-Britain-+
https://internationalviewpoint.org/UKIP-results-shame-the-left
http://www.marxsite.com/leftcrisis.html
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toral challenge. Probably the circumstances are not
so favourable as they were 10 or 12 years ago, but
we can only start with where we are and the forces
we have to hand. The logic of course is to fight for a
broad left party which of course prioritises mass
struggle, but does not abandon the electoral
terrain.

The left has to do everything possible to confront
racism and xenophobic nationalism, so assiduously
cultivated by the state and right wing media over
the past decade, particularly in relation to 'our
boys' in Afghanistan and Iraq. Neither should the
left act as an echo chamber for the anti-EU xeno‐
phobia of the right. UKIP and the Tories attack the

most progressive things in the EU, like the
European Convention on Human Rights. It is a to‐
tal diversion to imagine that austerity and the
plight of the working class and middle class people
suffering from the effects of austerity can be solved
by leaving the European Union, or indeed that the
EU is a central factor in imposing austerity in
Britain.

The Left in Britain has been marking time – no
worse, wasting time. The construction of a broad
left party is an urgent necessity to fight the right.

Phil Hearse wrote this piece for his site Crisis and
Revolt

http://www.marxsite.org/
http://www.marxsite.org/
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Europe

The lefts in the crisis
François Sabado ·

The comparison is often made between
the present crisis and that of 1929. The
latter led to fascism and World War II.
For the moment, the current crisis is be‐
ing contained. Some people have used the
expression "the crisis of the 1930s in slow
motion". But today's crisis has a double
singularity, as a "crisis of civilization", es‐
pecially in its ecological dimension, and as
an expression of a "tilting of the world".
The centres of gravity of the economy and
world politics are shifting. The crisis
struck the capitalist societies of the centre
and their immediate periphery, while
countries such as China and India, and
others in Asia, are experiencing a lasting
expansion. To a lesser extent, some Latin
American countries are experiencing a
long phase of growth. This lasting crisis of
capitalism - the third of such magnitude
after those of 1857 and 1929 - is likely to
put an end to the domination of Europe
over the world, and to a whole historical
period.

These changes are not conjunctural but structural.
They affect all the economic, social and ecological
equilibriums in the world. And this is in a situation
where capitalist globalization has left its mark in
every part of the world. So the austerity plans af‐
fecting Europe today are not the umpteenth auster‐
ity plans that the continent has experienced: under
the present effects of international capitalist com‐
petition and of the more and more direct pressure
of a unified world market of the labour force, it is
the place of the European continent that is being
challenged. Capitalist globalization demands that
Europe, the weakest link in the system, if it wants

to secure its place in global competition, must
break what remains of its "model".

The ruling classes and the financial markets are
aiming at the reduction of the purchasing power of
the working classes by 15 to 20 per cent, if not more
in the South of Europe, at the destruction of public
services, at blowing the labour code to pieces.
Everywhere in Europe, the counter-reforms, in par‐
ticular those concerning the labour market, are go‐
ing in the same direction: more flexibility and more
precariousness. The brutality of these austerity
policies is even greater in that it results from the di‐
verse trajectories of different economic zones of the
Union: Germany and its satellite states, France,
Italy, Southern Europe, Eastern Europe... These
contradictions are even stronger in that there is
not, unlike the United States or China, a central
state.

In the global concert, Europe combines economic
decline and political weakness. The tensions, the
internal contradictions, the risk of implosion exist
in several traditional political formations in
Europe. This translates into a full-scale attack on
rights and democratic freedoms. "Pro-austerity"
tendencies reinforce the authoritarian traits of the
regimes in place. This "democratic" crisis plays di‐
rectly into the hands of fascist or far-right populist
parties. We can no longer rule out that, under the
pressure of the crisis, there will emerge alliances or
political reorganizations promoting reconciliations
between the Right and the far Right. The policies of
the Troika - EU, ECB and IMF - and of the financial
markets override the decisions of the institutions of
classical parliamentary democracy. With the crisis
of the nation-state and parliamentary democracy,
the traditional parties are caught up in a turmoil
that has undermined their social and political
bases. The political earthquake that has just hit

https://internationalviewpoint.org/+-Europe-+
https://internationalviewpoint.org/The-lefts-in-the-crisis
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Italy is a good demonstration. Berlusconi's Right
lost more than seven million votes. The Left lost 4.7
million votes. The organizations linked to ex-
Communist Refoundation collapsed. And up
popped Beppe Grillo and his 8 million votes – the
expression of people being fed up with austerity,
with corruption, with the European Union, but also
of a leader with problematic political positions with
regard to the trade unions and the rights of immi‐
grants and whose trajectory is difficult to predict.

The historical crisis of the European workers' movement

How, under these conditions, could the 'lefts' not
be impacted? During the first months of the crisis,
around 2008, it was hoped that the crisis would
cause reactions, large-scale social struggles and the
strengthening of the workers' movement. Five years
later, it is another scenario that has been written.
There has been and there is resistance and social
struggles. Southern Europe - first of all Greece,
with its 8 one-day general strikes, but also Portugal
and in an impressive way Spain - with its indigna‐
dos, its strikes and demonstrations - have experi‐
enced an upsurge of struggles. Radical forces have
obtained good electoral results in Greece with
Syriza, an exceptional phenomenon, and to a lesser
extent in Spain and France, with Izquierda Unida
and the Left Front. But this reality can also express
itself in a movement such as the "Five Stars" in
Italy. However, in none of the countries of Europe
has a significant blow been delivered against the at‐
tacks of the governments and the employers, de‐
spite exceptional struggles in Southern Europe.
Moreover these struggles are not producing a phase
of organic growth of the workers' movement: there
are no massive waves of people joining parties or
trade unions.

No reformist, left reformist, anti-liberal or revolu‐
tionary current has experienced substantial growth,
apart perhaps in Greece, with a large number of re‐
cruits to Syriza which, despite weaknesses in its im‐
plantation and organization, had at its last National
Conference nearly 35,000 members. But in general
the rate of unionization continues to decline, after

declining significantly in the 1980s and 1990s. Only
IG Metall maintains its position in Germany. As for
the parties, they are experiencing a steady erosion
of their members, and in the best of cases tend in‐
creasingly to be reduced to big electoral machines.
Even the powerful German Social Democracy has
dropped from a million members in the 1970s to
less than 500,000 members. And almost nothing
remains of the great Italian Communist Party!

A party like the PCF, which has contained its crisis
following the election results of the Left Front, has
seen a significant drop in its membership. The
number of members went down from 78,779 to
64,184 between the last two congresses. The num‐
ber of members who voted for the last congress
(February, 2013) was 34,000, whereas 48,000 vot‐
ed to choose their candidate for the presidential
election in June 2011. "34,000 is the lowest figure
in recent years," noted Roger Martelli, historian of
the PCF and himself a former member of the party.
So there is a singular situation, which combines
one of the deepest crises of the capitalist system
and a very much weakened European workers'
movement. This is a notable difference with other
crisis situations and in particular the 1930s, when
all organizations and currents experienced impres‐
sive growth, on both the political and the trade-
union level...

"Already no longer and not yet"

This weakening of the workers' movement has deep
causes. It is firstly the result of thirty years of neo-
liberal capitalist offensive that have unravelled, dis‐
mantled and then liquidated a series of social
achievements. The crisis comes at a time when the
workers' movement has for years been thrown onto
the defensive. The changes that have been made to
work processes have been shaped by these un‐
favourable relationships of forces. While the work‐
ing class has never been as big (between 85 and 90
per cent of the active population), it is segmented,
divided, individualized, and in significant propor‐
tions engaged in precarious work. This undoubted‐
ly inhibits the development of class consciousness
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and of trade unions or working-class political orga‐
nizations. Finally, even in the countries of Southern
Europe which demonstrate great fighting spirit,
there is a very considerable lag between social ex‐
plosions and socialist consciousness. The absence
of an alternative puts a brake on any project of rev‐
olutionary socialist transformation.

These discrepancies exist in other regions of the
world, as for example in the Arab world which is to‐
day destabilized by the outbreak of revolutions for
democracy and social justice. Dictatorships have
been overthrown by the popular classes and by
coalitions bringing together democrats, secularists,
nationalists, religious people and revolutionaries.
The revolutionary processes are continuing, but as
shown by the developments of the situation in
Tunisia and Egypt, the dominant political forces
come from the Islamist movement, even though it
is diverse and divided. If, as Gilbert Achcar ex‐
plains, "We have to go through the experience of
Islamism in power", that does not explain the
weakness of the progressive and revolutionary cur‐
rents today. The balance sheets of the Arab nation‐
alism of the 1950 and 60s and of Stalinism on the
international level weigh painfully on the formation
of socialist consciousness.

To come back to Europe, the propulsive force of its
workers' movement strengthened parallel to the ex‐
pansion of capitalist Europe, even though the work‐
ers' movement was controlled by the bureaucracies
of Stalinism and social democracy. Europe's decline
on the socio-economic level has been accompanied
by cultural and political weakening; it reduces the
influence of the workers' movement on the conti‐
nent... Of course, some counter-tendencies offset
these declines: social resistance to the attacks by
capital, new social movements such as the global
justice movement, the indignados, and new radical
currents among youth. New socio-political experi‐
ences which block austerity policies can cause
sharp turns in Europe, as evidenced, for example,
by Syriza in Greece.

From a geopolitical point of view, the potential of
the workers' movement and of social movements is

considerable in the new emerging powers, especial‐
ly China. The social weight of the Chinese proletari‐
at, its progress in the fight for wage increases, so‐
cial security, its ability to build trade unions, asso‐
ciations for democratic rights, independent politi‐
cal movements can play a key role in a reorganiza‐
tion of the lefts... In a situation where the tradition‐
al workers' movement "is already no longer", as
long as new movements – the young indignant
ones and Chinese and Indian workers and those of
other countries in Asia and Latin America..., "are
not yet', what is most promising about the new
epoch keeps us waiting... At the same time, capital
is scoring points. We must therefore be lucid about
the reality of the global relationships of forces, and
in order to resist, know how to defend a political
project able to respond to sharp turns in the
situation.

A social democracy that is "more and more bourgeois and
less and less working-class"...

The evolution of social-democracy is a good indica‐
tor of the tendencies in the situation. The crisis of
the 1930s occurred in a context of a rising dynamic
of the workers' movement after the Russian
Revolution of 1917, and the crisis itself caused a
radicalization of the working classes and their orga‐
nizations. All the currents of the workers' move‐
ment, from the reformists to the revolutionaries,
polarized millions of workers. Coupled with the rise
of fascism, the crisis pushed the big battalions of
social democracy to the left, leading significant sec‐
tors of it towards more radical positions.

Today, the movement of social-democracy is in the
opposite direction: the more the crisis deepens, the
more social democracy adapts to neoliberal capital‐
ism. How can we explain this transformation?
Some people thought that, under the effects of the
crisis, sectors of the ruling classes, and following in
their traces the parties of the Socialist International
in Europe, would move towards Keynesian or neo-
Keynesian policies of stimulating demand, of
stronger public intervention. On the contrary, the
Socialist parties have continued with austerity poli‐
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cies, and sometimes even initiated them, as in
Southern Europe and in France today. No ruling
class or state has taken up Keynesian policies or
those based on social compromises. On the con‐
trary, these sectors are using the crisis to increase
the rate of exploitation and of surplus value. Inter-
capitalist competition is leading to a forced march
to lower the standard of living of millions of people.
But beyond the economic trends, there is a political
problem: the choice of Keynesianism is the product
of relationships of forces imposed by class strug‐
gles. It was the Russian Revolution, the impact of
the struggles of the 1930s and those of the post-war
period and the 1960s that imposed such policies on
the bourgeoisie and on states.

Today, the deterioration of the relationship of
forces to the detriment of the popular classes in no
way forces those at the top to make political con‐
cessions or social compromises. On the contrary,
they redouble their attacks by imposing austerity
and they dictate this policy to their social-democra‐
tic "lieutenants'. From PASOK in Greece to other
Socialist parties in Southern Europe, and involving
the whole of the Socialist International, there reign
policies of submission to debt, of respect for the
"golden rule" of budgetary austerity, of defence of
the interests of the employers. This process of
adaptation is also due to a growing integration of
social democracy into state institutions, and of the
upper layers of these parties into the milieux of the
financial markets and of captains of industry. The
arrival of someone like Strauss-Kahn to head the
IMF illustrates this process. Lenin, in his time, de‐
fined the Socialist parties as "bourgeois workers"
parties. These parties are now "less and less work‐
ers' and more and more bourgeois". They remain
linked, by their historical origin, to the workers'
movement, but their links with their social and po‐
litical base are more and more weakened.

Each party has its history and the differences are
significant between, on the one hand, the ties that
unite German social democracy to the workers'
movement, and, on the other hand, the more dis‐
tant links of the French Socialist Party with the

workers' movement. But, overall, their relation‐
ships with the popular movement are increasingly
weak, undermined by their support for austerity
policies. Some have experienced a massive loss of
members, as in Germany in the 1990s, while oth‐
ers, such as PASOK in Greece, can suffer a collapse
or, as in Spain, confront crises that endanger their
existence. This qualitative change, if it was taken to
its conclusion, would transform these parties into
"Democrat parties on the American model". This is
the type of transformation that has been experi‐
enced, not by a social-democratic party but by the
Italian Communist Party, which has become a
bourgeois centre-left party. This trajectory can be
slowed down because of the necessities of alterna‐
tion in government, which encourages these parties
not to be bourgeois parties like the others. In coun‐
tries where the history of the workers' movement
remains alive and where social democracy is still
strong, the latter can only play a key role in political
life and in political institutions because it is "social-
democratic". This is the reason for the maintenance
of historical references, although the Socialist par‐
ties of the beginning of the twenty-first century no
longer have much to do with those of the nine‐
teenth and twentieth centuries.

Spaces and limits of the radical Left

This shift to the right of social democracy has re‐
leased a space for the forces to the left of the
Socialist parties. In the past months, forces such as
the Left Front in France, Izquierda Unida in Spain
and Syriza have occupied it. The left reformist
forces have even succeeded in winning back a sub‐
stantial part of the electorate of the anticapitalist or
revolutionary Left, especially in France. Indeed, the
space occupied by the "radical Left" results more
from the rightward evolution of Socialist parties
and the crisis of European political representation
than from an advance of the mass movement and
the political radicalization of sectors of society, ex‐
cept in Greece with the experience of Syriza. A phe‐
nomenon like that of Beppe Grillo has also drawn
in not only voters for the radical Left but also voters
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from the Left and the Right. The spaces occupied
by Grillo and Syriza may overlap, but the Five-Star
movement is not Syriza, far from it. In the one case,
beyond the aspirations of the citizens who have
identified with Grillo, which must be taken into ac‐
count, we are dealing with a movement whose posi‐
tions are problematic; in the case of Syriza, we have
a political movement of the radical Left.

In a situation marked by resistance but also by de‐
feats, parties (such as the Communist parties)
which have a better social implantation and posi‐
tions in the trade unions or in representative insti‐
tutions are more resistant and represent a more
credible alternative than the anticapitalist forces
(except in Greece where the KKE, a party that is
very Stalinist and divisive, has isolated itself, even
though it continues to have militant forces). But the
electoral rebound of these parties is not accompa‐
nied by a corresponding organizational and politi‐
cal strengthening, which takes us back to the degra‐
dation of the global relationships of political forces.

But the crisis also changes the relationships be‐
tween social-liberalism and the Communist parties.
The latter are prey to new contradictions between,
on the one hand, interests linked to the alliances
forged between Socialist and Communist leaders,
and on the other hand, the austerity policies en‐
dorsed or implemented by the social-democratic
parties, which are of such brutality that they make
joint governmental coalitions more difficult. In
Spain, these contradictions lead Izquierda Unida to
oppose the policies of austerity, but at the same
time to participate in a government with the PSOE
in Andalusia. In Italy, the nebulous ex-Communist
Refoundation has lost its way by remaining subject
to the centre-left of the Democratic Party. In
France, the Left Front appears, for popular opinion,
to be opposed to Holland, but what contortions it
gets into to avoid stating clearly that it is part of the
left opposition to this government! How many hesi‐
tant and contradictory votes in Parliament on gov‐
ernment policies…. And it is no secret to anyone
that the PCF will be torn, at the next municipal
elections in 2014, between those who will continue

alliances with the Socialists and those who want to
be part of the Left Front lists. And these contradic‐
tions will not disappear, even behind good electoral
results.

In France, the Left Party, led by Jean-Luc
Mélenchon, has been able, thanks to its alliance
with the PCF, to give real dynamism to the Left
Front. The four million who voted for Mélenchon
and the tens of thousands of participants in the
meetings during the election campaign have been a
point of support for action and debate against the
austerity policies. But this time once again, this dy‐
namic has not resulted in a strengthening of the or‐
ganizations of the Left Front.

In France, Jean-Luc Mélenchon represents, within
the spectrum of the European radical Left, the
French exception, with his fight for the "Republic".
In many aspects, he comes across one of the most
virulent against the government's policies, but he
combines his references to the class struggle with a
"nationalist republicanism" that adds to the confu‐
sion of ideas and programmes. On the political and
historical level, his reference is not to the Republic
of the Communards, who put the social republic in
opposition to the bourgeoisie, but that of the re‐
publicans who merge, in their defense of the
Republic, the words "nation", "republic" and
'"state". At the strategic level, this conception sub‐
ordinates the "citizens' revolution" or the "revolu‐
tion through the ballot box" to respect for the insti‐
tutions of the state of the ruling classes. However,
these references, far from being ideological co‐
quetry, are not without political implications. Thus,
during the presidential campaign, he reaffirmed in
Cahiers de la revue de la Défense nationale "that in
the current situation, nuclear deterrence remains
the essential element of our strategy of protection".
Moreover, it is surprising that a supporter of ecoso‐
cialism defends the French nuclear bomb.

But it is especially faced with a key political ques‐
tion like the French intervention in Mali that the
conceptions of Mélenchon on the state and the
Republic have consequences. His defence of the
Republic leads him to wonder whether or not
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"French interests" are or are not threatened.
Although he rejects "any neo-colonial
intervention", he "takes note", in the first place, of
the military intervention, then "wishes for the vic‐
tory of the French forces in Northern Mali". His re‐
fusal to define François Hollande's policy as being
that of French imperialism prevents him from de‐
manding the stopping of the bombing and the with‐
drawal of French troops from Mali.

Once again, these differences are not without politi‐
cal implications. The refusal to participate in the
Hollande government, some of its votes in
Parliament against austerity policies and its sup‐
port for social struggles create the conditions for
joint action with the Left Front. But its ambiguities
with regard to the Socialist parliamentary majority,
the refusal to affirm itself as a left opposition to the
Government, the institutional links which bind it to
the PS are a brake on the construction of an alter‐
native. All the more so as the Left Front is at
present controlled by the PCF and Mélenchon, de‐
spite a few dissenting voices that are unable to
modify the relationships of forces within it.

The "Syriza" singularity

Quite another thing is the Greek configuration. We
cannot understand Syriza without starting from the
Greek crisis, which has resulted in social destruc‐
tion unprecedented in Europe since the Second
World War. Socio-economic demolition goes hand
in hand with the political decomposition of the tra‐
ditional parties, in particular PASOK. At the same
time, the austerity plans of the Troika are massively
rejected by the population. Greece has experienced
in recent months eight one-day general strikes. On
the far right, against a background of racism, the
Nazi party "Golden Dawn" is making a break‐
through. In these exceptional circumstances, those
of a "global national crisis," Syriza has been pro‐
pelled into being the first party of the Left: its elec‐
tion results have gone from 4.6 per cent to 26.8ç
per cent!

Syriza, originally a coalition, has been transformed
into a party. It comes from the history of the Greek

Left, the crisis of the Communist movement, its
splintering: Synaspismos, the majority current,
comes from the Eurocommunist currents of the
1970s and has experienced internal crises and
shifts to the left, notably under the pressure of the
younger generations. Syriza has also worked with
the global justice movement. The KKE, a very
Stalinist party, more organized, is outside Syriza. At
the last National Conference of Syriza, the left cur‐
rent and the left pole presented a separate list that
obtained 25 per cent of the votes. Although the ma‐
jority of Synaspismos remains on left reformist po‐
sitions, the instability of the coalition, its sensitivity
to the mass movement, its capacity of attraction
with regard to the anti-austerity forces, the place of
the revolutionary left within it, contribute to giving
Syriza a radical role very different from that of the
Left Front in France.

Syriza's essential strength and its dynamic come
both from its radical opposition to the memoran‐
dums of the Troika (EU, IMF, ECB), its rejection of
austerity policies, and, over and above formulas,
from its real defence of a programme in favour of
social rights, public services, the annulment of the
illegitimate debt, nationalization of the banks un‐
der social control. In this situation of acute con‐
frontation, these demands have a transitional role.
Syriza has pursued a policy of unitary proposals to‐
wards the KKE and Antarsya, which have rejected
them. Lastly, it is practically engaged alongside sec‐
tors in struggle. Syriza is the expression of the anti-
memorandum movement. It has also popularized
the proposal of a government of the lefts on an
anti-austerity programme, whose content is an is‐
sue between the left and the right of the party.
Because, to date, it clearly a question of a "govern‐
ment of the lefts," a government breaking with aus‐
terity and not a "government of national union or
salvation", as has been stated here and there by
some leading members of Syriza.

Of course, nothing is settled. Social decomposition
is increasing day by day. The stakes in Syriza are
considerable on the level of the pressure exerted by
the EU and the Greek capitalists. The left reformist
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orientation that is dominant within Syriza, and also
the gap between its electoral strength and its or‐
ganic weaknesses, limits its capacity for action. The
temptations of the Syriza right to seek agreement
with sectors of the ruling classes for a compromise
with the EU are real. Other sectors of the Left, out‐
side Syriza, discuss the possibility of a project of
national reconstruction. But, at this stage, the EU
remains intractable: no salvation outside "the
memorandum"! So, faced with the attacks of the
Troika and the Samaras government, there is no
other perspective than confrontation, mobilization
to overthrow this government, the battle for a "gov‐
ernment of the lefts", and creating from the rejec‐
tion of the austerity conditions the first breaks with
the capitalist system.

The revolutionary Left: a difficult mutation

In the context of the overall political decline that
the social movement is experiencing, the revolu‐
tionary lefts have been hit harder. No doubt there
are historical explanations: too marked by the
form, the content and the ideas of the nineteenth
and twentieth centuries, they do not manage to
take sufficiently into account the demands of the
new epoch and the need for a fundamental muta‐
tion. No doubt, and the NPA is not the only exam‐
ple in Europe, or even in the world, the revolution‐
aries and the anticapitalists are not succeeding in
moving from the stage of "organization" to that of
"small popular party". No doubt there is also a diffi‐
culty for organizations that, for decades, were
"against the stream" or "in opposition", to be part
of a real global political alternative experiencing the
difficulties of political action!

These weaknesses did not allow the NPA to take
sufficiently into account the emergence of a force
like the Left Front and to adjust a political tactic
which combines unitary proposals and political
struggle. So it suffered a double temptation: adap‐
tation, in the name of unity, to the dynamic of the
Left Front, and sectarian propagandism by way of
politics. This double temptation awaits other anti‐
capitalist and revolutionary forces. A detailed bal‐

ance sheet of the NPA is not the subject of this arti‐
cle, but the redeployment of the anti-capitalist Left
implies emerging from this double temptation. This
redeployment is possible because, even in reduced
proportions, there is always a social and political
base for anticapitalism.

This implies clarifying three issues:

(1) The question of unity, unity of action of all so‐
cial, trade-union and political forces for a conver‐
gence of struggles against austerity policies. This is
decisive, but it must also be accompanied by a po‐
litical united front, building a political alternative
against austerity and, in particular, by an orienta‐
tion to build a left opposition to social-liberal gov‐
ernments. In France, this involves proposals to the
Left Front for action, struggle and debates.

(2) The question of an anticapitalist action pro‐
gramme is also fundamental. How to combine the
immediate demands of the ongoing class struggle,
for jobs — the banning of sackings, starting with
those made by companies that make profits —,
wages, defence of public services and transitional
proposals for a break with the neoliberal capitalist
logic: auditing and annulment of the debt, expro‐
priation of the banks and constitution of a unified
public banking service, nationalization of key sec‐
tors of the economy under workers' control; a break
with the Fifth Republic and a constituent process
for real social and political democracy based on so‐
cial self-management. This programme is not a pre‐
requisite for action. In a situation of exceptional
crisis, basic demands against austerity may have a
transitional dynamic towards breaking the system.
Every step forward is support of these demands
must be fully supported.

(3) Finally the construction of an anti-capitalist
force demands putting forward a political perspec‐
tive of government based on decisive tasks against
austerity and the neoliberal capitalist logic. "Work‐
ers' government ", "popular government", "govern‐
ment against austerity"; those are some general for‐
mulas."Government of the lefts" in Greece, because
the concrete situation calls for a concrete answer.
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These formulas are opposed to all policies of partic‐
ipation in or support for governments which man‐
age the capitalist economy and institutions. In the
present crisis, it is politically important to explain
the contours of a political alternative to social liber‐
alism, showing that there is nothing inevitable
about it.

The political alliances of the radical Left are di‐
verse. So are the experiences. The Left Front is not

Syriza. The relationship between the dynamics of
the mass movement and these alliances, as well as
the state of the internal relationships of forces
within this or that coalition are important factors in
determining a political tactic. The dynamic of social
struggles and their combination with political
crises will be decisive for the emergence new politi‐
cal generations. It is up to revolutionaries to learn
and to become part of these real movements.
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Pak i s tan

Election 2013: A right wing victory
Farooq Tariq ·

Here is brief of the election results and
percentage of votes by different political
parties:

National
Pakistan Muslim League Nawaz (PMLN); 35%,
Pakistan Tehreek Insaf (PTI); 17.8%, Pakistan
Peoples Party (PPP); 15.7%, Mutihida Qaumi
Movement (MQM); 5.6%, Jamia Ulmai Islam
(JUIF); 2.9%, Pakistan Muslim League Q (PMLQ);
3.2% , Pakistan Muslim League F (PMLF); 2.2%,
Jamaat Islami (JI) 1.6%;

Sindh
PPP; 38%, MQM; 26%, PMLF; 10%, PMLN; 5%,
PTI; 8%, National Peoples Party (NPP); 2%

Punjab
PMLN; 49%, PTI; 19%, PPP;11%, PMLQ; 5%
Khaiber Pukhtoonkhawa
PTI; 31%, JUIF; 18%, PMLN; 16%, Awami National
Party (ANP); 5%, JI; 6%, PPP; 6%, Independents;
11%,

Baluchistan
Pukhtoon Khawa Mili Awami Party (PKMAP); 25%,
JUIF; 22%, Independents; 17%, PMLN; 6%, PTI;
2%, PPP; 4%, National Party (NP); 5%, Baluchistan
National Party (BNP); 4%.

Almost 62 percent of total votes went to right wing
and religious parties for the first time in history of
Pakistan. Although the religious parties were not
united in one single platform, despite that pro
Taliban JUIF got 10 seats at national level and got
22 percent of votes in Baluchistan and 18 percent in
Khaiber Pukhtoon Khawa province, the two prov‐
inces bordering Afghanistan. Unlike 2002 general
elections, they will not be able to form governments
in these provinces; however, they will be consider‐
able force of reaction that will try their best to in‐
crease their support by opposing Tehreek Insaaf

government in KPK and nationalist cum PMLN
government in Baluchistan.

The elections took place despite consistent attacks
by the religious fanatics on the election rallies and
candidates leaving over 200 dead in different parts
of Pakistan, mainly in Khaiber Pukhtoonkhawa,
Sindh and Baluchistan. Taliban and other fanatic
groups were able to carry out deadly attacks despite
all the security measures taken by the police, para‐
military and military forces deployed on the
occasion.

The PPP was punished for their absolute obeying
the orders from IMF and World Bank to implement
all the conditional ties of hiking all the basic ser‐
vices and for massive load shedding of electricity.
The prices had gone up and no comparison for the
pay raises of the public sector employees during the
PPP government. Private sector workers were the
most exploited sector of working class during PPP
government. It was government littered with cor‐
ruption and bad management of all sector of life.
The vote of PPP dropped from 2008 general elec‐
tions 36 percent to little over 15 percent in 2013.

The PPP election campaign was restricted to news‐
papers and television and no mass activity on the
ground. Unlike PTI and PMLN, they did not have
one major rally or public meeting during the elec‐
tion campaign. PPP was able to retain Sindh sup‐
port by securing 38 percent of votes because of
spending almost all federal sate resources during
five years on Sindh for a very volatile opposition al‐
liance of 10 parties with nationalist, right wing and
religious fanatics together, They even could not
agree to contest elections on one single election
symbol.

The right wing PMLN got the best result because of
their Punjab government performance during the

https://internationalviewpoint.org/+-Pakistan-+
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last five years. They were able to construct 27 kilo‐
meter long Metro Bus rout in Lahore and advocat‐
ed such development projects in other cities.
Although, the Lahore Metro Bus project was com‐
pleted at the cost of the other district of Punjab who
were left far behind in development projects than
Lahore.

The PTI of Imran Khan was able to replace PPP in
Punjab and ANP in KPK because of total bank‐
ruptcy of the policies and strategies of these parties
with a more right wing liberal programme. It could
not do it in Punjab with the same success of KPK
because another right wing political force PMLN al‐
most similar ideas but an experience of fighting
back and with a vibrant political campaign.

The Left

The Awami Workers Party decided to contest from
limited seat in Pakistan. It contested 12 National
seats, 10 provincial seats from Khaiber
Pukhtoonkhawa, 10 from Punjab and 2 from Sindh.
It was routed out by the voters in almost all seats
apart from one national assembly seat in KPK
where chairman AWP Fanoos Gujar was able to
fetch over 10,000 votes. I received little over 2 per‐
cent of the total votes in my constituency. In
Faisalabad, one textile worker contesting election
on AWP nomination got over 3 percent of total
votes. Although, the election campaign gave us an
opportunity to popularize the name of AWP and
some new membership, despite that we were un‐
able to break through.

I felt during election campaign where we organized
over 60 corner meetings that we had some sympa‐
thetic view of the voters but we were not seen as the
top two who were in the race. Also the massive use
of money, violation of code of conduct and the ex‐
perience of contesting and winning elections were
the main basis for a total domination of this con‐
stituency and many others like this one.

There were a lot of rigging allegations by almost all
the parties. The rich spent money like anything in
this election and violated election commission of

Pakistan code of conduct in almost all the seat par‐
ticularly the condition of maximum expenditure of
Rupees one million ($10,000) for provincial assem‐
bly and 1.5 Million Rupees ($ 15000) for national
assembly elections.

In Toba Tek Singh, where I contested unsuccessful‐
ly elections for Punjab Assembly seat, the code of
conduct was violated with setting up camps near
polling stations, canvassing inside the polling sta‐
tions, providing free transport to their voters and
spending millions of rupees on election campaign.
Despite my several applications to the district ad‐
ministrations, no effective action was taken to stop
these violations.

Future

Not much will change for working class under
PMLN government. It might go worst. PMLN is
committed to implement neo liberal agenda with
more effective means. PPP government was unable
to carry out privatization under a massive resis‐
tance of masses against it. Privatization under
Musharaf was very visible at the time and there was
no support for this action. PMLN with its mass sup‐
port and no resistance by any political party will
carry out mass privatization of public sector depart‐
ments on the excuse of reducing state losses on
these institutions. It will try to do that in its first
100 days in power. Trade unions will have hard
time under PMLN.

The soft strategy of PMLN towards Taliban will
pave the way for more right wing forces to popular‐
ize themselves among masses. The proposed talks
will Taliban by PMLN will have no positive results.
Its failure can pave the way for a more aggressive
military solution towards religious fundamental‐
ism. This was the strategy adopted by ANP govern‐
ment in KPK during 2008-2013 but failed miser‐
ably and was wiped out politically. PMLN will try to
do with more sensitively but will not succeed.

The fight against religious fundamentalism can
only be carried by making fundamental changes in
state structure, separating state from religion, no
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state subsidy for private religious educational insti‐
tutions, nationalization of all madrassas and intro‐
ducing far reaching reforms in educational system
including spending at least 10 percent of state bud‐
get on education.

Farooq Tariq

General Secretary

Awami Workers Party
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Portuga l

A left government to conquer the debt
Françisco Louçã ·

2. If the debt is not overcome, Portugal
will live through a period of social disinte‐
gration, impelled by the transfer of finan‐
cial rents guaranteed on present and fu‐
ture taxes, accentuating therefore the ne‐
oliberal project of imposition of increas‐
ing losses on labour in respect to capital.

3. In respect of the problem of the debt two great
changes in Portuguese politics have been organised
in the last year: the Congress of Alternatives, which
mobilized platforms of political response against
the debt, and two demonstrations on the theme
"Que se lixe a Troika " ("Fuck the Troika"), which
mobilized popular convergences against the debt.

4. None of those changes had been possible under
parameters of confluence different from those of
rejection of the blackmail of the debt. Any other
question divides. By political intelligence and uni‐
tary will, these platforms against bankruptcy were
constructed in an inclusive and mobilizing form. To
abandon, devalue or to divide these processes
would be disastrous for the left.

5. At the end of the second year of the Troika, resis‐
tance against bankruptcy can only be organized in
the fight against the debt, with the proposal of a po‐
litical commitment around a majority that rejects
and wants to put an end to the Memorandum. Any
devaluation of this unitary effort is an error.

6. In order to form a left majority against the
Memorandum, that is to say, a government which
rejects austerity and ends the debt in name of the
wage-earners, of public services and growth, com‐
mitments and alliances are needed. The govern‐
ment of lefts against the Troika will be the form of
that alliance. In order to obtain that government, it
is necessary to demolish the PSD-CDS coalition, to
call elections and to present to the people a viable

solution that changes the present political panora‐
ma. In order to change that map, it is necessary to
concentrate forces where the parties must be un‐
derstood and be committed: the rejection of the
debt.

7. There will be no possible victorious alliance if the
platform is centred on exit from the euro. As
demonstrated by the strategy of Syriza in Greece,
the fight by a left government has a flag: the rejec‐
tion of the debt. As demonstrated by the experience
of Syriza, the right and the centre will use fear of
exit from the euro as the main political argument,
because that fear can tilt the elections. As the expe‐
rience of Syriza demonstrated, one can only ad‐
vance towards a left government with tactical rigor,
clarity in the alliance proposals and by concentrat‐
ing the argument where it is decisive: the debt.

8. There is immense work to be done to approxi‐
mate positions and to articulate proposals. The left
in the past has done little work of proposal and ar‐
ticulation. It must do it and as quickly and intense‐
ly as possible. It can only do so through a rupture
with the debt and austerity. That way is viable and
can construct an alliance.

9. The exuberant proposal of a Plan A (federalism)
and a plan B (exit from the euro if there was not
federalism) has vanished from Portuguese political
debate. This proposal assumed that the best solu‐
tion for Portugal and Europe was the constitution
of a European state, with a federal form, is to say,
that Portugal would have to be a province of that
state, evidently led by the German government.
This solution is not the best one by some distance:
it would be a backward historical backward move‐
ment in which only a conflict of high intensity
would recover Portugal's independence. The de‐
fenders of that idea have abandoned it. Thank
goodness.

https://internationalviewpoint.org/+-Portugal-+
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10. The federalist proposal continues to be a trap
because, for example, neither budget growth by 2%
nor the management of a single currency necessari‐
ly demand the European government of a
European state. They demand, certainly, common
rules and reinforced cooperation. However, the fed‐
eralist proposal wants to impose on the left the sub‐
mission to an authoritarian project of the European
bourgeoisie. The left that is against federalism be‐
cause it is pro-European cannot stop the fight on
European scale, without hoping that the forces of
federalist centralism recoil, perhaps illuminated by
social good sense, against their social interests. It
must overcome them.

11. In order to obtain a new correlation of forces on
a European scale it is necessary that left govern‐
ments are chosen, faithful to the workers who
choose them. In order to obtain the government of
lefts it is necessary to know where to go and where
the pressure should be concentrated, because this
way requires clarifying alternatives to change par‐
ties and policies. All the pressure must be on the
demand to the parties to present a plan to cancel
the debt, by the route of European negotiation or, if
necessary, by the unilateral imposition of a morato‐
rium and of cancellation of the debt.

12. The government of lefts will not be constituted
by the centre nor by a resetting of the political
forces of the centre. While the commitment of a
party to the Memorandum lasts, the leadership of
these parties will be always an impediment for the
government of lefts. The good sense of a left policy
will be based on this conviction: in order to win it is
precisely to want to win and to know how to win, it
is necessary to reject the financial rent that it is
strangling wages, pensions and the public services.
A government of lefts demands that the left has a
left policy. The democratic problem of Portugal is
the blackmail of financial capital, and is against fi‐
nancial capital that a government of lefts should
determine itself.

13. Any proposal to maintain the Memorandum will
produce a government worse than the previous
one. There is no intelligent austerity. There is no

austerity by halves. A new government which ac‐
cepts the financial blackmail will create more aus‐
terity and more destruction, because with every day
that passes, the imposition of the Troika will be
worse: as is already clear, its solution for the fire of
austerity is to blow on live coals to spread the fire.
Or, as was said by somebody with authority and ex‐
perience in the negotiations with the Troika, when
we are in a hole they demand that we continue
digging.

14. The ingenuous hypothesis of a lightening of the
conditions of the financial blackmail after the re-
election of Merkel, or of a European Renaissance
after September of 2013 [the end of the interven‐
tion of the Troika in Portugal –ed.] is a naiveté. Any
political conformation of the future German gov‐
ernment, including the option by which Merkel has
to ally with the Social-Democratic party, the SPD,
will maintain the financial savagery. The president
of the Eurogroup, the Dutch finance minister, is the
living test of how the neoliberal Social Democrats
behave like the Prussian cavalry of Merkel. A new
government in Portugal cannot count on the facili‐
ties of the European institutions; it must count on
the support of its people and its natural allies, the
popular lefts of Europe.

15. The government of lefts must present a full
commitment: the day on which it comes to power,
it will have strengthened electoral legitimacy to de‐
clare the Memorandum void and to initiate negoti‐
ations to reduce the debt. If the proposal of cancel‐
lation of the debt were not accepted by the
European authorities, the best answer will be the
unilateral imposition of a moratorium on payments
of the debt, negotiation with the various creditors
for an exchange of the debt securities for others of
lower value linked to future growth, and the control
of capital. As demonstrated by the failure of the
cuts in Greece, if the European authorities are not
put subject to the reduction of the debt that they
hold, financial capital continues receiving its
payments.

16. The government of lefts must have sufficient
strength to impose a fiscal revolution, creating the
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means for a reorganization of the productive sys‐
tem, including reindustrialization for jobs, import
substitution, energetic and environmental recon‐
version of the power and a concentration of invest‐
ment in that direction. Once again, this economic
policy attacks financial capital.

17. Against this background, the government of
lefts must be prepared for every conflict, even for
pressures that force it to exit from the euro. In "A
Dividadura", a book which I published in 2012 with
Mariana Mortágua, we wrote with clarity: "In the
present context, exit from the euro is the worst of
all the solutions and it only can be imposed by the
will of the European directory. However, the worst
of solutions can only be accepted when there does
not exist of any way, when all the alternatives are
exhausted, when survival demands it. There is only
one condition in which exit from the euro can be
made necessary for the Portuguese people, and that
condition cannot simply be excluded: if, by means
of a misfortune of the European institutions and
rules, its independence was placed in doubt and
Portugal would have no other solution than to
abandon the European Union and, consequently,
the euro, to recover its capacity of decision. And it
is necessary that the majority of the population is
committed to this position, with the goal of condi‐
tioning it to the force of the social movements and
the defence of the interests of labour". I maintain
this point of view. We must prepare ourselves for
everything, including the worst of decisions, if it is
the only possible one.

18. I do not believe that there can be an easy exit
from the euro. Gentilities to protect Portugal in the
event of an exit from euro cannot be expected.
There is no hope that the German government au‐
thorizes a new loan, this time unconditional and in
values equal or superior to those of the first rescue,
to favour the policy of a government of lefts that
chose exit from the euro. Even if the German gov‐
ernment wanted to impose this exit, it is not proba‐
ble that it would finance it in order not to set a neg‐
ative example. That hypothesis of an "agreement
between gentlemen" seems politically nonviable. In

the European leadership chivalry does not exist,
but extremely authoritarian social interests do.

19. An exit from the euro under the orders of
Merkel or a government of the right would mean a
class struggle without quarter against the workers,
to transform and to accelerate the process of accu‐
mulation of capital to the exclusive profit of a part
of the oligarchy. And with no guarantee of cancella‐
tion of the debt; on the contrary, in this case, this
option could be a form of accentuating the transfer
of the profits from labour to capital through an aus‐
terity that would accelerate the violent adjustment.
The left that is mistaken in this hypothesis will not
deserve to survive politically, because it will go over
to the side of the austerity and would salvage it.
Whoever defends exit from the euro without can‐
cellation of the debt will not be able to solve the de‐
mocratic problem of Portugal.

20. In the fight against the debt, if the left govern‐
ment were forced to leave the euro it will have to
have get the people on its side, mobilizing them to
reject the threat of Merkel and financial capital and
be willing to stand up for democracy. The conse‐
quences of an exit from the euro are so deep that
they would only possibly be justified by a national
emergency precipitated by external violence and it
only can be maintained by a government which
generates an enormous national consensus on this
decision. The political question will always be fun‐
damental, given the pressures and difficulties that
the process would imply. Only the democratic pow‐
er of the people assures the force to make the nec‐
essary decisions in that context. Whoever ignores
that threat and those high intensity risks is not
even prepared to govern for a month.

21. The confrontation of a left government with fi‐
nancial capital is being pushed aside by those who
consider it a mere slogan for practicing politics. For
this fundamental encounter whoever works in the
preparation of a new left government must present
a firm perspective, considering all the eventualities,
the best alternatives for each problem that can be
presented during the development of that govern‐
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ment, including exit from the euro for the devalua‐
tion of the new escudo.

22. This study on how to resist the negative effects
in the short and midterm of a possible exit from the
euro must necessarily include:
a) the note that Portugal runs the risk that the new
currency, the escudo, is for some months merely
formal, allowing the possibility of making internal
transactions in a foreign currency, whose circula‐
tion will tend to diminish and which will depend on
a European central bank with which the country
could enter into conflict;
b) the risk that there are two currencies in circula‐
tion in the country for a long period of time and
that there is a speculative movement against the es‐
cudo;
c) the perception that depositors will feel threat‐
ened and harmed, and could react by withdrawing
their deposits in euros from the banks;
d) the note that the immediate impact of the in‐
crease in the price of imports, after the devaluation
of the escudo, will be only compensated in the trade
balance some time later by the increase in exports,
which depends on orders;
e) the note that exports are dangerously sensitive to
the political climate, the economic cycle and the
rules of financing, which will lead to restrictions;
f) the note that interest rates will tend to rise, with
the effect of an internal redistribution unfavourable
to debtors, and at the same time inflation will reach
levels not known in recent years, which also will
have redistributive effects unfavourable to wages
and pensions;
g) the new legal definition of the values of internal
debts, including mortgage debts, and their effects
on the bank balances;
h) the notion that the banks can enter into bank‐
ruptcy by the increase of the value in the national
currency of their external debts and that, if they
were nationalized, that would significantly increase
the external national debt.
i) the study of the forms of redistribution through‐
out society and the benefits that devaluation will
grant to the export sector;

j) institutional adjustment, including the operation
of the Bank of Portugal and the CGD [Caixa Geral
de Depositos, the main Portuguese commercial
bank, which is publicly owned], as well as the ad‐
ministration of the financial system.

23. This study would include in addition the na‐
tional and European political conditions for the de‐
cision of a left government:
a) the verification of the majorities necessary to
make the possible decision of exit from the euro,
considering the power of the president and the ne‐
cessity of a parliamentary majority that can thwart
a possible presidential veto;
b) the definition of a new model of changes in a
context of conflict with the European authorities
and its possible hostility to the inclusion of
Portugal in the European regime of countries that
are outside the euro;
c) verification that the state can legally exert the
sovereign power to re-denominate its debts in na‐
tional currency, whereas companies and the banks
do not have that legal power and that, therefore,
their balances would be harmed;
d) a new definition of relations with the European
Union, in particular to allow protectionist policies
of industrialization, job creation and the renation‐
alization of strategic common goods for budgetary
management.

24. There are answers, difficult though they be, for
all these threats and questions. None of those an‐
swers is a slogan. Slogans are useless and do not re‐
place the detailed preparation of answer to the eco‐
nomic and social problems. The slogan is a flag. It
is legitimate to make politics with a flag. But a flag
does not make a government, does not create a left
government that can respond to the democratic
problem of Portugal, that is the debt. A victorious
strategy depends on a profound work of prepara‐
tion of answers, that states the difficulties in order
to confront them.

25. Realism is a precondition of intelligence. All the
realistic answers demand an economic policy that
Portugal does not have, but that it needs to have:
control of credit, public intervention in the finan‐
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cial system, a mobilizing taxation of resources, a
strategy for jobs. It is not realistic to accept the
blackmail of the debt nor is it realistic to oppose
unreal solutions to the latter.

26. My conclusion is the following: the only agenda
that can create a left majority is the fight against
the debt. A left government can only win if it con‐
stitutes an alliance and that alliance demands with
clarity the cancellation of the debt. This govern‐

ment must be prepared to reject all the pressures of
the financial capital and to take all the measures
that are necessary in that direction, including exit
from the euro if that is the only solution. This
preparation demands detailed and careful work,
bringing together many of the best left economists.
It's a job to be done. And it had better start now.

Le Monde Diplomatique, May 2013
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Ecosoc i a l i sm

"It is necessary to propose a radical, anti-systemic,
anti-capitalist alternative: ecosocialism"
Bernard Rioux ·

"Warm congratulations to the Founding
Assembly of the Québec Solidaire
Ecosocialist Network! You are in the
front line of the battles in North America
against the biggest polluters of the plan‐
et. Your struggle, your thinking and your
courage to go against the current are
precious for all those who hope that an‐
other world is possible, a world where
human beings and nature are no longer
reduced to the condition of commodities."

Interview

Bernard Rioux: Why talk about ecosocial‐
ism today?

Michaël Lowy: We are facing an ecological crisis
that endangers, in the form of climate change, hu‐
man life on the planet. At the root of this crisis lies
a civilization - modern industrial capitalism - based
on productivism, consumerism, commodity
fetishism and the unlimited accumulation of profit;
its logic of unlimited expansion has shown itself to
be fundamentally incompatible with the protection
of nature.

Hence the need to propose today an anti-systemic,
radical, anticapitalist alternative: ecosocialism.
What is at stake is decisive: it is a question of pre‐
venting a catastrophe that would be unprecedented
in the history of humanity. Ecosocialism is an origi‐
nal attempt to articulate the fundamental ideas of
socialism with the advances of ecological criticism.
Its objective is a new civilization, an alternative way
of life, based on social and ethical values – solidari‐
ty, equa-liberty (as Etienne Balibar puts it) - and on
the respect of nature.

BR: What has been the follow-up to the 2001
international appeal in 2001 on ecosocial‐
ism? What is the present influence of
ecosocialism?

Michaël Lowy: The 2001 appeal contributed to
relaunching the debate on ecosocialism and to cre‐
ating an international ecosocialist network. But the
influence of ecosocialism today goes far beyond this
initiative. We are seeing in Europe and in the
Americas (North and South) a multiplicity of decla‐
rations in favour of ecosocialism, from different left
forces, and the organization of conferences and
seminars - in Paris a few months ago, soon in Quito
and Caracas - around this alternative. In the United
States, journals like Capitalism, Nature and
Socialism, Monthly Review and Against the
Current increasingly refer to ecosocialism (or to so‐
cialist ecology).

BR: There is the European example - NPA ,
Left Party, Die Linke – and whether we are
talking about parties or entire populations
like the indigenous peoples of Latin
America, does ecosocialism appear as a per‐
spective that is more and more relevant
today?

Michaël Lowy: The fact that in France, the NPA
and the Anticapitalist Left, but also the Left Party,
and even the Socialist Youth, identify with ecoso‐
cialism is important. But the most promising devel‐
opment is the rise of the socio-ecological struggles
of indigenous peoples in Latin America, who are
struggling to defend their land, their rivers and
their forests against the destructive greed of multi‐
national oil companies and capitalist agribusiness.
Some of the leaders of these indigenous move‐
ments, such as the Peruvian Hugo Blanco, identify
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themselves as ecosocialists. For him, this idea cor‐
responds to the way of life of the indigenous com‐
munities of the continent for centuries, based on
collectivist practices and respect for the "Earth
Mother ".

BR: Are we not seeing a hardening of the po‐
sitions of the bourgeoisie and the govern‐
ments of the major powers? (failure of the
Kyoto agreements - abandonment of poli‐
cies against global warming – relaunching
of exploitation of fossil fuels: tar sands,
shale oil and gas)?

Michaël Lowy: The spectacular failure of
International Climate Conferences-from
Copenhagen to Doha, via Rio - and of the Kyoto
agreements, as well as relaunching frantic exploita‐
tion of fossil fuels, including those that are
"dirtier", environmentally destructive and disas‐
trous from the point of view of the climate – such
as tar sands - is simply the result of the logic of the
system. Businesses, banks, governments and the
so-called "international institutions" (WTO, IMF,
World Bank) act according to the imperatives of
capitalism: "expansion", profitability, maximum
profit, competitiveness, a fierce struggle for market
share. Their "hardness" is merciless and blind, the
hardness of the system itself. The capitalist oli‐
garchies seem to be inspired by the old principle
proclaimed by Louis XV: "after me the deluge".

BR: In this context what are the new chal‐
lenges of the movement for climate justice
and the proposals of ecosocialists?

Michaël Lowy: The proposals of ecosocialists
start from the fact that a solution to the ecological
crisis, and to global warming in particular, cannot
be achieved within the limits imposed by the capi‐
talist world system. But we must start the struggle
for ecosocialism here and now, around concrete
and immediate objectives, such as those of the
movement for climate justice. The challenge for
this movement is to contribute to a collective
awareness and a massive mobilization on the issue
of climate change and social justice, before it's too

late. It is essential for it to win the support of youth,
women, workers and trade unionists, explaining
that another policy would create millions of "green
jobs".

BR: In North America, with the search for
energy autonomy by the United States and
the relaunching of exploitation of oil and
gas, are the issues more important than
ever? What are the paths of resistance?

Michaël Lowy: The capitalist industrialized coun‐
tries in North America are among the major con‐
tributors to the process of climate change. Canada
has the distinction of having one of the most retro‐
grade governments, from the ecological point of
view, of the planet. We are witnessing a real blind
rush forward in the exploitation of fossil fuels, each
time with terrible environmental consequences, as
is the case with shale gas, tar sands or deep water
oil (the Gulf of Mexico!). Short-term profitability is
the one and only criterion, in the two countries of
North America, for energy policies. The battle
against the XL Pipeline is the most important im‐
mediate issue, and it is encouraging to see the suc‐
cess of the mobilization in the United States against
this harmful project. It is necessary to build a com‐
mon resistance between the inhabitants of Canada
and United States against this new infamy of the
fossil oligarchy.

BR: What are the main tasks facing ecoso‐
cialists in the present international context?

Michaël Lowy: We must participate in any move‐
ment, any struggle that tries to block the ecocidal
dynamics of the system, while trying to bring about
a convergence of social and ecological mobiliza‐
tions. At the same time, within these mobilizations,
as well as in the global justice movement and the
movement for climate justice, we propose for dis‐
cussion our anticapitalist analyses and our ecoso‐
cialist programme, the concrete utopia (Ernst
Bloch) of a new civilization. The task is immense
and our opponents are very powerful. But, as
Bertolt Brecht said, if you fight you may lose, but if
you don't fight you've already lost...
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A lger i a

Barbacha boils over
Alain Krivine ·

The FLN, RCD and FFS, supposedly in op‐
position to each other, set up a coalition of
eight councillors against the six of the
PST. The people immediately mobilized to
impose new elections and thus allow
Sadeq to return. For four months hun‐
dreds of inhabitants, including FFS and
RCD activists who disagree with their par‐
ties' representatives, have mobilized night
and day, occupying and blocking all the
municipal departments (the civil registry
and so on) and forbidding any meetings of
the bogus majority.

Organized in a permanent general assembly, with
delegates from the twenty or villages making up the
commune meeting in the community hall, the peo‐
ple practicing a form of self management for vari‐
ous municipal activities (waste collection, distribu‐
tion of fuel to schools, cleaning and so on). Without
any sign of exhaustion, they have organized
demonstrations in both Barbacha and Béjaïa (capi‐
tal of the wilaya) situated at around forty kilome‐
tres from each other, which have been covered by
numerous articles in the Algerian national press.

Democratic mobilization

Sunday March 24 marked a turning point in the sit‐
uation. Faced with 2,000 demonstrators blocking
the wilaya headquarters in Béjaïa, the Wali called
on the riot police who charged the demonstrators

with unrestrained violence, wounding several peo‐
ple including a youth whose legs were broken.
Twenty-six people were arrested including Sadeq
Akrour who was held for 24 hours before being re‐
leased to the acclaim of hundreds of people who
awaited him, his head bandaged following the
blows he had received.

Emotions are running high in Kabylie and through‐
out the country. The news spread as the govern‐
ment used the police against demonstrations of the
unemployed in the south. And the mobilization has
not weakened. On Sunday March 31, hundreds of
inhabitants of Barbacha demonstrated again before
the court in Béjaïa where six people were to appear
to demand the cancellation of legal proceedings.
The coming days will see national initiatives in
favour of the dissolution of the municipal council
and new elections.

"The Wali is the law, for me it is the people" stated
our comrade Sadeq Akrour who has succeeded in
leading a council recognized as the best in Algeria
in terms of social achievements (settling water sup‐
ply problems, establishing an emergency service at
the municipal clinic, and so on). Four months of
uninterrupted mobilizations, and a municipality
unable to function with representatives incapable
of meeting: a fine demonstration of what can be
done by an anti-capitalist party and elected repre‐
sentatives capable of linking social achievements,
even in a limited context, and popular mobilization.
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Br i ta i n :

New opportunities for left realignment
Alan Thornett ·

The left was nowhere in the election –
there was nothing to rally the left in the
way UKIP rallied the right – which raised
again the desperate need for a broad party
of the left which can start to do what
Syriza has done in Greece: provide a clear
anti-austerity platform to which the work‐
ing class can relate.

Syriza has demonstrated that a coalition of forces
organised democratically within a single party can
win mass support and break the hold of the main
establishment parties including social democracy.
Similar parties have been built in a number of
European countries.
Just a few months ago the prospects for such a par‐
ty, in England, looked extremely bleak. Socialist
Resistance had continued to argue for such a party
with all those on the left who would listen because
we were strongly convinced of the need. We pub‐
lished a book and held forums and seminars on the
issue and discussed with other organisations on the
left. It was hard going but the space for such a party
had was still there, in fact it had increased.

This grim situation, moreover, was entirely self-in‐
flicted by the left itself. Prime opportunities to
build such a party, over the past 15 years had been
squandered by sectarianism. This had produced a
series of damaging splits which had seriously un‐
dermined the credibility of such a project.

The key factor in each case was internal democracy,
or the absence or abuse of it. It had revolved
around whether these organisations could have a
decision making process independent of the princi‐
pal far left organisation involved, or the principal
important individual. Whether they could have
their own internal political life and political
development.

The Socialist Labour Party, which had been
launched by Scargill after Tony Blair took control of
the Labour Party in 1994, was eventually torn apart
by the personal top down control on which he in‐
sisted and his refusal to allow any plurality.

The Socialist Alliance (SA), which was launched in
2000, embraced, at one stage, virtually the whole of
the far left, including the Socialist Workers Party
(SWP) and the Socialist Party (SP), along with sig‐
nificant forces from the Labour Left, was split when
the SP walked out in opposition to one member one
vote at its conferences.

Respect was launched in 2004 after George
Galloway was expelled from the Labour Party for
his opposition to the Iraq war, and the SA dissolved
into it. It had a wider appeal, particularly amongst
Muslim people radicalised by the war, and was able
to get Galloway elected to Parliament (the first left
of Labour MP since the 1940s) and significant
groups of councillors elected mainly in East
London and Birmingham. It was eventually split,
however (between the SWP and almost everyone
else), when the SWP refused relax its grip on the
functioning of the organisation.

Respect 'Renewal', which was formed from the split
with the SWP, was also eventually destroyed when
Galloway imposed his own top-down control and
turned it into a support group for himself – even af‐
ter spectacularly winning the Bradford West
Parliamentary by-election in March last year, which
had opened up new opportunities for a broad party.

The far-left

The prospects for far-left unity had looked equally
bleak only months ago. The far-left had been domi‐
nated for many years by the two big organisations
(in far left terms), the SWP and the SP, with the
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smaller groups, including ourselves (in our current
and previous forms), largely squeezed out.

The SP had broken the mould and turned outwards
when it promoted the early Socialist Alliances in
the 1990s.The SWP (the bigger of the two by quite a
bit) turned outwards to join the SA in 2000 in quite
a sharp break with its past isolationism. This did
not last long in either case, however. The SWP in‐
creasingly acted in its own self-interest and after it
had split Respect it went back to an isolationist po‐
sition.
When it came to the struggle against the cuts in
2010, these historic divisions within the far left be‐
came replicated in a destructive way in the broader
movement. Instead of a single national focus we
ended up three anti-cuts campaigns: the National
Shop Steward Network run by the SP, Unite the
Resistance run by the SWP, and CoR which was es‐
tablished on an open and broad basis.

In fact the SP split the National Shop Stewards
Network (NSSN) – a trade union co-ordination
originally set up by the rail union the RMT – in
2011 by forcing through a resolution (against all
others in the NSSN) to turn the NSSN into a new
anti-cuts campaign as a rival the Coalition of
Resistance (CoR).

CoR was formed after John Rees, Lindsey German
and Chris Banbury led a split from the SWP in 2010
(along with 40 others) and founded Counterfire in
England and the ISG in Scotland. They took the ini‐
tiative in founding CoR and Counterfire became a
central component within it.

Dramatic opportunities

Recent developments, however, have dramatically
opened up the situation on the left – both at the
level of building a broad party to the left of Labour
and at the level of far left unity.

The most dramatic was an appeal for a new broad
party of the left issued by Ken Loach on the occa‐
sion of the launch of his new film The Spirit of 45' –
which is a big defence of socialist and collectivist

ideas and in particular public ownership and public
services.

The film was launched simultaneously in 50 cine‐
mas (many full to capacity) in mid-March followed
by a question and answer session in one cinema
which was relayed to many of the others during
which Ken Loach made an appeal for a new party of
the left. His appeal was then carried by a website
which had recently been set up to argue for a new
party – called Left Unity, which we as SR had been
involved from the outset. Within a few days 6.000
people had signed up to the appeal.
Since then the project has moved at a remarkable
pace. There are now over 90 local groups in various
stages of formation. An organising committee has
been set up at an ad-hoc meeting held in London to
administer these developments and support local
groups. The first national meeting of reps from
branches is taking place on May 11th in order to
agree the next steps forward. The initial thoughts
for a date for a launch conference for a new party
seem to be early next year, February or March.

Not that creating a new broad party will be easy
given the propensity of the left in England to
squander such opportunities and the legacy which
has been left by the previous failures – particularly
the actions of the big far-left organisations. But the
urgent need is still there and it is the best chance
for a long time.

There seems to be a general consensus that a new
organisation should be a broad, pluralist, left of
Labour, anti-austerity party and one that is not
dominated, undemocratically by a far-left organisa‐
tion. Also that it should be based on individual
membership, and not a federation of organisations.

Electoral strategy has not yet been discussed but it
is clear that the approach of TUSC – which is to
parachute into constituencies with now record on
the ground and to do nothing between elections
will be rejected.

Neither the SWP or the SP are involved – other
than a few people at local level. Nor does it have a
big charismatic leader. Ken Loach will no doubt
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continue to support, but such 'big leader' roles are
anathema to him. There is no George Galloway or
Tommy Sheridan (who split the SSP in Scotland)
type figures for example. This can be a disadvan‐
tage when it comes to elections but it also has a
positive side given the havoc which such figures
have reeked in the recent past.

It means that the party itself will have to establish
its own reputation by its work and it record.

Far left regroupment

The first positive development as far as far left uni‐
ty is concerned started when the Anti-capitalist
Initiative emerged in April last year, initially from a
split of young people from Workers Power along
with a previous split from Workers Power some
people from autonomous backgrounds and others.
By the end of the year they were making an appeal
for a more open and democratic form of far left or‐
ganisation. Luke Cooper and Simon Hardy pub‐
lished a book arguing the case for this entitled 'Be‐
yond capitalism? The Future of Radial Politics'.

The book was a clear break from a sectarian past
and we engaged with it as strongly as we could
holding discussions and joint public meetings with
the ACI in London Manchester and elsewhere
where our membership coincided. We worked with
them in the early stages of Left Unity, before the
Ken Loach initiative, and have continue to work
with them in Left Unity ever since.

The second was when the crisis in the SWP (or a
new stage of it) broke into the open in January this
year at the SWP conference, where there was a
huge dispute over the sexual harassment allega‐
tions were dealt with (or not dealt with), the main
lines of which are now well known. Some SWP
members had already been expelled for forming a
faction.

Soon after the conference a group of around 200
SWP members resigned from the organisation over
the leadership's defence of their actions on this is‐
sue and the political methods used to do so. They
formed themselves into grouping called the IS

Network which had its first national level meeting
on April 13th and they invited ourselves as SR and
the ACI to attend as observers and to give greetings
to it.
However you view the decline of the SWP, which
has long been a major force on the left, this has
dramatically shaken up the landscape of the far left
and has opened up a new space for far-left realign‐
ment.
In fact it was clear from the outset that this group‐
ing had a very different approach to others who
have left the SWP in recent years – in fact dramati‐
cally so. There was a remarkably non-sectarian and
outward looking atmosphere in the meeting.

The mood was for a far more open and democratic
model for the far left. They were setting up a new
organisation/coordination but with the aim of far-
left regroupment and the organisations they men‐
tioned in this regard were SR and the ACI. Several
speakers said that if they have not achieved re‐
groupment by this time next year they will have
failed.

There was also strong support for Ken Loach's ini‐
tiative, which was seen by most speakers as a sepa‐
rate but equally important development. There was
a women's caucus which discussed and reported
back to the meeting and which presented constitu‐
tional proposals regarding the protection of women
and how to deal with the issue in a very different
way to the SWP.

A steering group with 50% women were elected.
One of the tasks given to the Steering Group was to
organise a 'Marxism-style' political festival within
the next year and to approach SR and the ACI to
jointly organise it.

The crisis of the SWP is in any case ongoing and
they firmly expect more groupings to emerge from
the SWP under similar conditions. In fact since
then the SWP's biggest student group has resigned
also calling for a new kind of far left politics outside
of the mould of the SWP tradition.

When I gave greetings to the meeting from SR I
strongly welcomed this approach and said that as
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far as we were concerned we could see no reason
why these three organisations, ourselves, the IS
Network and the ACI should continue as separate
organisations and that we were in favour of bring
them together into a single organisation in the
short to medium term.

Coincidentally our Socialist Resistance conference
was held the following weekend of April 20th and
21st. We placed these new developments – the Ken
Loach initiative and the possibilities of far-left re‐
groupment at the centre of the conference which
adopted resolutions for our full involvement in
both.

Comrades talked about the possibility, if both sides
of this go well – a broad party and far left regroup‐
ment – of a new regrouped far left organisation
working in an organised way inside a new broad
party to tackle the issue of working class
representation.

Both the ACI and the IS Network attended the con‐
ference and gave greetings to it. They were very
positive toward a three-way regroupment. Kate

Hudson (one of the convenors) also brought greet‐
ings from Left Unity and welcomed SR's involve‐
ment in it. Regarding far left unity the mood of the
conference was summed up by one comrade who
said that if we still exist in a years time we will have
failed.

Since the conference things have moved on further
with the first meeting to discuss regroupment pro‐
posed for May 12th – the day after the first national
meeting of Left Unity.

All this reflects a profound change which is taking
place on the far left in England, the extent of which
is not yet clear. What is clear, however, is that by
this time next year things are likely to look very dif‐
ferent on the far-left.

None of this is going to be easy, particularly creat‐
ing a new broad party after the impact of recent
history. SR, however, is fully committed to both
projects and we will do all we can to bring them to a
successful conclusion.

May 4 2013
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Ecosoc i a l i sm :

A Reflection on US Ecosocialist Conference by an
Organizer
Andy Wojozen ·

This struggle and our collaborative
process around ongoing specific fights,
brought together 240 participants for a
discussion endorsed by 29 different orga‐
nizations, exceeding all expectations.
Participants were pouring through regis‐
tration well through the opening plenary.
A majority of folks were New York resi‐
dents though we had some attendees from
Vermont, Massachusetts, Pennsylvania,
Maryland, Washington, D.C., and even
our Canadian neighbors in Toronto.
While students were a significant portion
of the audience, the conference attracted
numerous ecosocialist writers and orga‐
nizers. In addition to the plenaries, I
made time to take a look at the workshops
and snap some pictures. Each one had
roughly 50-75 people in attendance with
consistently lively discussions after the
main speakers.

Between sessions, discussions continued around
the literature tables of participating organizations.
In fact, the organizers had some trouble pulling
folks back into the main room for plenaries. The
high activity level of participants from different ar‐
eas suggests that Ecosocialism not only has a theo‐
retical place, but that its activists are eager to
branch out and network as part of a larger coordi‐
nated struggle. One of the illuminating aspects of
the conference was how many activists are knee
deep in local ecological work as opposed to parties
just interested in these talks.

These folks are working diligently in campaigns
that have been betrayed by the Democratic party
and straight up attacked by the GOP. Not surpris‐

ingly, the conversation about political action was
concentrated on street organizing and involvement
with third parties. One can easily imagine that
there are many more ready for an amplified
Ecosocialist voice in the environmental justice
movement. If we can gather 240 organizers and ac‐
tivists for a conference which was organized in six
weeks, what can we do in six months? A year? How
can this collaborative outlook spread to other forms
of struggle? Can it be useful for the anti-capitalist
movement in general?

Reflections on Our Collaborative Work

Informally, one of the conference's student organiz‐
ers made a critical comment that a majority of our
presenters were from older generations. This was
mostly true with some exceptions, notably the
Divestment Campaign and Occupy Sandy work‐
shops. Youth are very much entrenched in ecologi‐
cal work, consistently in the forefront of actions
and national campaigns against mountaintop re‐
moval and the Keystone pipeline. These are people
who are courageously radical and secure enough in
their own political beliefs to risk their livelihoods.
Arguably the limited amount of time, resources,
and collaborative experience showed when it came
to integrating youthful and veteran organizers for
discussions of the future. How do we do a better
collective job of bringing younger activists to the
national table? The Ecosocialist Coalition made
some progress in recognizing and dealing with this
question, but we will have to work on making reme‐
dies more deliberate and efficient.

The Occupy Sandy workshop.
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Another criticism of the conference was that the
presenters were majority white and male. None of
the presenters spoke from a queer perspective or
integrated LGBTQ issues into their talks.
Organizers made open and honest attempts to bal‐
ance these issues. Rather than a problem specific to
this conference, segregation and over-representa‐
tion of older white men is an issue that pervades
much of the radical Left. A systemic look reveals
that the problem is not that women or people of
color are not involved in ecology work. Quite the
contrary, several conference participants spoke
anecdotally that their experience in local work has
been the opposite. The question is how can we or‐
ganize deep and meaningful collaboration between
the section of the movement represented at the
conference and the environmental justice move‐
ment? If we merely cite the dilemma without taking
self-conscious steps to fix it, our shortcomings will
persist. An established national coalition, pooling
its resources, could ensure access to a much more
inclusive group of activists resulting in a more in‐
formed analysis and enhanced potential for effec‐
tive organizing in the future.

On the other hand, I would like to take a moment
to thank our seasoned activists and organizers for
their experience and insight. Up and coming orga‐
nizers are inheriting a rich history of ecological
work based on Earth Day in 1970 and since. The
lessons of this work will help to synthesize an
Ecosocialist strategy. For example, Howie Hawkins,
a founding member of the Green Party and ongoing
Green activist and organizer, spoke during one of
the workshops of re-raising the 1970s demand for
socializing the energy sector. It is necessary to un‐
derstand that this solution cannot simply be a na‐
tionalizing of industries, but requires democratic
control. Without collective control by the people, a

state-owned industry would only centralize
Capital's vice grip on resources. This is the type of
lesson that experienced organizers can and should
be citing in our current effort to bring Ecosocialism
to the ecological movement.

Conclusions

The conference, itself, was not perfect or without its
logistical and planning hiccups. I do not advise or‐
ganizing workshops only six weeks in advance if it
can be avoided. And I am not suggesting that our
coordinating structure is a model. The organizers
did what they felt was best based on what was
available. But now is the time to productively cri‐
tique the process – to sum up our strengths and our
weaknesses – so that the process can continue to
function as a unity project, bringing together ac‐
tivists based on our common work, and one which I
hope can be looked at as a significant step in the
right direction.

There is plenty of work to be done. For one, the
Northeast does not represent the entire country.
The West Coast has its own fair share of ecology
work, as well as the Mid-West, Southwest, and
Southern regions. In the big picture, organizing this
conference, as difficult as it was, will be one of the
easier steps. It will take a lot of labor and time to
grow Ecosocialism in other places until we can ulti‐
mately connect as a national effort. It would appear
the time is ripe now that the Obama
Administration has shown its true intentions on en‐
vironmental policy. As the corporate profits contin‐
ue to rise, multitudes of ordinary people continue
to suffer from an ongoing streak of super storms
and other violent changes in climate, and a non-
stop assault of pollution. Ecosocialists here and
abroad insist that there's no stopping us no
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Marx i sm

A Marxist Critique of Post-Marxism
James Petras · 9 May 2013

Nurtured and, in many cases, subsidised
by the principal financial institutions and
governmental agencies promoting neo-
liberalism, a massive number of "social"
organisations have emerged whose ideol‐
ogy, linkages and practices are in direct
competition and conflict with Marxist the‐
ory and practice. These organisations, in
most cases describing themselves as "non-
governmental" or as "independent re‐
search centres", have been active in pro‐
pounding ideologies and political prac‐
tices that are compatible with and comple‐
ment the neo-liberal agenda of their fi‐
nancial patrons. This essay will proceed
by describing and criticising the compo‐
nents of their ideology and then turn to
describe their activities and non-activi‐
ties, contrasting it with the class-based
movements and approaches. This will be
followed by a discussion of the origins of
"post-Marxism" and its evolution and fu‐
ture in relation to the decline and possible
return of Marxism.

Components of post-Marxism

The intellectual proponents of post-Marxism in
most instances are "ex-Marxists" whose point of
departure is a "critique" of Marxism and the elabo‐
ration of counterpoints to each basic proposition as
the basis for attempting to provide an alternative
theory or at least a plausible line of analysis. It is
possible to more or less synthesise ten basic argu‐
ments that are usually found in the post-Marxist
discourse:

• Socialism was a failure and all "general theories"
of societies are condemned to repeat this process.

Ideologies are false (except post-Marxism!) because
they reflect a world of thought dominated by a sin‐
gle gender/race culture system.

• The Marxist emphasis on social class is "reduc‐
tionist" because classes are dissolving; the principle
political points of departure are cultural and rooted
in diverse identities (race, gender, ethnicity, sexual
preference).

• The state is the enemy of democracy and freedom
and a corrupt and inefficient deliverer of social wel‐
fare. In its place, "civil society" is the protagonist of
democracy and social improvement.

• Central planning leads to and is a product of bu‐
reaucracy which hinders the exchange of goods be‐
tween producers. Markets and market exchanges,
perhaps with limited regulations, allow for greater
consumption and more efficient distribution.

• The traditional left's struggle for state power is
corrupting and leads to authoritarian regimes
which then subordinate civil society to its control.
Local struggles over local issues by local organisa‐
tions are the only democratic means of change,
along with petition/pressure on national and in‐
ternational authorities.

• Revolutions always end badly or are impossible:
social transformations threaten to provoke authori‐
tarian reactions. The alternative is to struggle for
and consolidate democratic transitions to safe‐
guard electoral processes.

• Class solidarity is part of past ideologies, reflect‐
ing earlier politics and realities. Classes no longer
exist. There are fragmented "locales" where specific
groups (identities) and localities engage in self-help
and reciprocal relations for "survival" based on co‐
operation with external supporters. Solidarity is a
cross-class phenomena, a humanitarian gesture.

https://internationalviewpoint.org/+-Marxism-+
https://internationalviewpoint.org/A-Marxist-Critique-of-Post-Marxism
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• Class struggle and confrontation does not produce
tangible results; it provokes defeats and fails to
solve immediate problems. Government and in‐
ternational cooperation around specific projects
does result in increases in production and
development.

• Anti-imperialism is another expression of the past
that has outlived its time. In today's globalised
economy, there is no possibility of confronting the
economic centres. The world is increasingly inter‐
dependent and in this world there is a need for
greater international cooperation in transferring
capital, technology and know-how from the "rich"
to the "poor" countries.

• Leaders of popular organisations should not be
exclusively oriented toward organising the poor
and sharing their conditions. Internal mobilisation
should be based on external funding. Professionals
should design programmes and secure external fi‐
nancing to organise local groups. Without outside
aid, local groups and professional careers would
collapse.

Critique of post-Marxist ideology

The post-Marxists thus have an analysis, a critique
and a strategy of developmentin a word, the very
general ideology that they supposedly condemn
when discussing Marxism. Moreover, it is an ideol‐
ogy that fails to identify the crises of capitalism
(prolonged stagnation and periodic financial pan‐
ics) and the social contradictions (inequalities and
social polarisation) at the national and in‐
ternational level that impinge on the specific local
social problems they focus on. For example, the ori‐
gins of neo-liberalism (the socio-political and eco‐
nomic milieu in which the post-Marxists function)
is a product of class conflict. Specific sectors of cap‐
ital allied with the state and the empire defeated
the popular classes and imposed the model. A non-
class perspective cannot explain the origins of the
social world in which the post-Marxists operate.
Moreover, the same problem surfaces in discussion
of the origins of the post-Marxiststheir own biogra‐
phy reflects the abrupt and radical shift in power at

the national and international levels, in the eco‐
nomic and cultural spheres, limiting the space and
resources in which Marxism operated while in‐
creasing the opportunities and funds for post-
Marxists. Sociological origins of post-Marxism are
embedded in the shift in political power away from
the working class towards export capital.

Let us shift now from a sociology of knowledge cri‐
tique of post-Marxist ideology and its generally in‐
consistent view of general theorising to discuss its
specific propositions.

Let us start with its notion of the "failure of social‐
ism" and the "end of ideologies". What is meant by
the "failure of socialism"? The collapse of the ussr
and Eastern European Communist regimes? First,
that is only a single concept of socialism. Secondly,
even here it is not clear what failed—the political
system, the socio-economic system? Recent elec‐
tion returns in Russia, Poland, Hungary and many
of the ex-Soviet republics suggest that a majority of
voters prefer a return of aspects of past social wel‐
fare policies and economic practices. If popular
opinion in the ex-Communist countries is an indi‐
cator of "failure&148;, the results are not definitive.

Secondly, if by the "failure of socialism" the post-
Marxists mean the decline in power of the left we
must insist on a distinction between "failure" due
to internal inadequacies of socialist practices and
politico-military defeats by external aggressors. No
one would say that Hitler's destruction of Western
European democracies was a "failure of
democracy". Terrorist capitalist regimes and/or US
intervention in Chile, Argentina, Bolivia, Uruguay,
Dominican Republic, Guatemala, Nicaragua, El
Salvador, Angola, Mozambique and Afghanistan
played a major role in the "decline" of the revolu‐
tionary left. Military defeats are not failures of the
economic system and do not reflect on the effec‐
tiveness of socialist experiences. Moreover, when
we analyse the internal performances during the
period of relatively stable socialist or popular gov‐
ernance, by many social indicators the results are
far more favorable than that which came after‐
wards: popular participation, health, education and
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equitable growth under Allende compared very fa‐
vorably to what came afterward with Pinochet. The
same indicators under the Sandinistas compared
favorably to Chamorro's regime in Nicaragua. The
Arbenz government's agrarian reform and human
rights policies compared favorably to the installed
government's policy of land concentration and
150,000 assassinations.

Today, while it is true that neo-liberals govern and
Marxists are out of power, there is hardly a country
in the Western hemisphere where Marxist- or so‐
cialist-influenced mass movements are not leading
major demonstrations and challenging neo-liberal
policies and regimes. In Paraguay, Uruguay and
Bolivia, successful general strikes; in Mexico, major
peasant movements and Indian guerrillas; in
Brazil, the landless workers' movementsall reflect
Marxist influence.

Socialism outside of the Communist bloc was an es‐
sentially democratic, popular force that secured
major support because it represented popular in‐
terests freely decided. The post-Marxists confuse
Soviet Communism with grassroots revolutionary
democratic socialist movements in Latin America.
They confuse military defeats with leftists' political
failures, accepting the neo-liberal amalgamation of
the two opposing concepts. Finally, even in the case
of Eastern Communism, they fail to see the chang‐
ing and dynamic nature of communism. The grow‐
ing popularity of a new socialist synthesis of social
ownership, welfare programmes, agrarian reform
and council democracy is based on the new socio-
political movements.

In this sense, the post-Marxist view of the "end of
ideologies" is not only inconsistent with their own
ideological pronouncements but with the continu‐
ing ideological debate between past and present
Marxists and present debates and confrontations
with neo-liberalism and its post-Marxist offspring.

The dissolution of classes and the rise of identities

The post-Marxists attack the Marxist notion of
class analysis from various perspectives. On the one

hand, they claim that it obscures the equal or more
significant importance of cultural identities (gen‐
der, ethnicity). They accuse class analysts of being
"economic reductionists" and failing to explain gen‐
der and ethnic differences within classes. They then
proceed further to argue that these "differences"
define the nature of contemporary politics. The sec‐
ond line of attack on class analysis stems from a
view that class is merely an intellectual construc‐
tionit is essentially a subjective phenomenon that is
culturally determined. Hence, there are no "objec‐
tive class interests" that divide society since "inter‐
ests" are purely subjective and each culture defines
individual preferences. The third line of attack ar‐
gues that there have been vast transformations in
the economy and society that have obliterated the
old class distinctions. In "post-industrial" society,
some post-Marxists argue, the source of power is in
the new information systems, the new technologies
and those who manage and control them. Society,
according to this view, is evolving toward a new so‐
ciety in which industrial workers are disappearing
in two directions: upward into the "new middle
class" of high technology and downward into the
marginal "underclass".

Marxists have never denied the importance of
racial, gender and ethnic divisions within classes.
What they have emphasised, however, is the wider
social system which generates these differences and
the need to join class forces to eliminate these in‐
equalities at every point: work, neighborhood, fam‐
ily. What most Marxists object to is the idea that
gender and race inequalities can and should be an‐
alysed and solved outside of the class framework:
that landowner women with servants and wealth
have an essential "identity" with the peasant
women who are employed at starvation wages; that
Indian bureaucrats of neo-liberal governments
have a common "identity" with peasant Indians
who are displaced from their land by the free mar‐
ket economic policies. For example, Bolivia has an
Indian vice-president presiding over the mass ar‐
rest of cocoa-growing Indian farmers.
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Identity politics in the sense of consciousness of a
particular form of oppression by an immediate
group can be an appropriate point of departure.
This understanding, however, will become an
"identity"; prison (race or gender) isolated from
other exploited social groups unless it transcends
the immediate points of oppression and confronts
the social system in which it is embedded. And that
requires a broader class analysis of the structure of
social power which presides over and defines the
conditions of general and specific inequalities.

The essentialism of identity politics isolates groups
into competing groups unable to transcend the
politico-economic universe that defines and con‐
fines the poor, workers, peasants, employees. Class
politics is the terrain within which to confront
"identity politics" and to transform the institutions
that sustain class and other inequalities.

Classes do not come into being by subjective fiat:
they are organised by the capitalist class to appro‐
priate value. Hence, the notion that class is a sub‐
jective notion, dependent on time, place and per‐
ception confuses class and class consciousness.
While the former has objective status, the latter is
conditioned by social and cultural factors. Class
consciousness is a social construct which, however,
does not make it less "real" and important in histo‐
ry. While the social forms and expressions of class
consciousness vary, it is a recurring phenomenon
throughout history and most of the world, even as
it is overshadowed by other forms of consciousness
at different moments (that is, race, gender, nation‐
al) or combined with them (nationalism and class
consciousness).

It is obvious that there are major changes in the
class structure, but not in the direction that the
post-Marxists point to. The major changes have re‐
inforced class differences and class exploitation,
even as the nature and conditions of the exploited
and exploiter classes has changed. There are more
temporary wage workers today than in the past.
There are many more workers employed in unregu‐
lated labour markets (the so-called informal sector
today) than in the past. The issue of unregulated

exploitation does not describe a system that "tran‐
scends" past capitalism: it is the return to nine‐
teenth century forms of labour exploitation. What
requires new analysis is capitalism after the welfare
populist state has been demolished. This means
that the complex roles of states and parties which
mediated between capital and labour have been re‐
placed by state institutions more clearly and direct‐
ly linked to the dominant capitalist class. Neo-liber‐
alism is unmediated ruling class state power.
Whatever the "multiple determinants" of state and
regime behavior in the recent past, today the neo-
liberal model of accumulation depends most direct‐
ly on centralised state control horizontally linked to
the international banks to implement debt pay‐
ments and to export sectors to earn foreign ex‐
change. Its vertical ties to the citizen as subject and
the primary link is through a repressive state appa‐
ratus and para-statal "NGOs" who defuse social
explosions.

The dismantling of the welfare state means that the
social structure is more polarised: between low-
paid or unemployed public employees in health, ed‐
ucation, social security on the one hand and on the
other hand, well-paid professionals linked to multi‐
national corporations, NGOs and other externally
financed institutions linked to the world market
and centres of political power. The struggle today is
not only between classes in factories but between
the state and uprooted classes in the streets and
markets displaced from fixed employment and
forced to produce and sell and bear the costs of
their social reproduction. Integration into the
world market by elite exporters and medium and
small compradores (importers of electronic goods,
tourist functionaries of multinational hotels and re‐
sorts) has its counterpart in the disintegration of
the economy of the interior: local industry, small
farms with the concomitant displacement of pro‐
ducers to the city and overseas.

The import of luxury goods for the upper middle
class is based on the earnings remitted by "export‐
ed" labour of the poor. The nexus of exploitation
begins in the impoverishment of the interior, the
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uprooting of the peasants and their immigration to
the cities and overseas. The income remitted by
"exported labour" provides hard currency to fi‐
nance imports and neo-liberal infrastructure
projects to promote the reign of domestic export
and tourist businesses. The chain of exploitation is
more circuitous, but it still is located ultimately in
the capital-labour relation.

In the age of neo-liberalism, the struggle to recreate
the "nation", the national market, national produc‐
tion and exchange is once again a basic historic de‐
mand just as the growth of deregulated employ‐
ment (informality) requires a powerful public in‐
vestment and regulatory centre to generate formal
employment with livable social conditions. In a
word, class analysis needs to be adapted to the rule
of unmediated capital in an unregulated labour
market with international linkages in which the re‐
formist redistributive politics of the past have been
replaced by neo-liberal policies reconcentrating in‐
come and power at the top. The homogenisation
and downward mobility of vast sectors of workers
and peasants formerly in the regulated labour mar‐
ket creates a great objective potential for unified
revolutionary action. In a word, there is a common
class identity which forms the terrain for organis‐
ing the struggles of the poor.

In summary, contrary to what the post-Marxists ar‐
gue, the transformations of capitalism have made
class analysis more relevant than ever.

The growth of technology has exacerbated class dif‐
ferences, not abolished them. The workers in mi‐
cro-chip industries and those industries in which
the new chips have been incorporated have not
eliminated the working class. Rather, it has shifted
the sites of activity and the mode of producing
within the continuing process of exploitation. The
new class structure insofar as it is visible combines
the new technologies to more controlling forms of
exploitation. Automation of some sectors increases
the tempo of work down the line; television cam‐
eras increase worker surveillance while decreasing
administrative staff; "quality work circles", in
which workers pressure workers, increase self-ex‐

ploitation without increases in pay or power. The
"technological revolution" is ultimately shaped by
the class structure of the neo-liberal counter-revo‐
lution. Computers allow for agribusiness to control
the costs and volume of pesticides, but it is the low-
paid temporary workers who spray and are poi‐
soned. Information networks are linked to putting
out work to the sweatshop or household (the infor‐
mal economy) for production of textiles, shoes and
such like.

The key to understanding this process of combined
and uneven development of technology and labour
is class analysis and within that gender and race.

State and civil society

The post-Marxists paint a one-sided picture of the
state. The state is described as a huge inefficient
bureaucracy that plundered the public treasury and
left the people poor and the economy bankrupt. In
the political sphere, the state was the source of au‐
thoritarian rule and arbitrary rulings, hindering the
exercise of citizenship (democracy) and the free ex‐
change of commodities ("the market"). On the oth‐
er hand, the post-Marxists argue, "civil society" was
the source of freedom, social movements, citizen‐
ship. Out of an active civil society would come an
equitable and dynamic economy. What is strange
about this ideology is its peculiar capacity to over‐
look 50 years of [Latin American] history. The pub‐
lic sector was of necessity instrumental in stimulat‐
ing industrialisation in the absence of private in‐
vestment and because of economic crisis, that is,
world crisis of the 1930s and war in the 1940s.
Secondly, the growth of literacy and basic public
health was largely a public initiative.

In the century and a half of free enterprise, roughly
from the eighteenth century to the 1930s, Latin
America suffered the seven scourges of the Bible,
while the invisible hand of the market looked on:
genocide, famine, disease, tyranny, dependency,
uprootedness and exploitation.

The public sector grew in response to these prob‐
lems and deviated from its public functions to the
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degree that it was privately appropriated by busi‐
ness and political elites. The "inefficiency of the
state" is a result of it being directed toward private
gaineither in subsidising business interests
(through low costs of energy) or providing employ‐
ment to political followers. The inefficiency of the
state is directly related to its subordination to pri‐
vate interests. The state's comprehensive health
and educational programmes have never been ade‐
quately replaced by the private economy, the
church or the NGOs. Both the private sector and
the church-funded private clinics and education
cater to a wealthy minority. The NGOs, at best, pro‐
vide short-term care and education for limited
groups in local circumstances dependent on the
whims and interests of foreign donors.

As a systematic comparison indicates, the post-
Marxists have read the historical record wrong:
they have let their anti-statist rhetoric blind them
to the positive comparative accomplishments of the
public over the private.

The argument that "the state" is the source of au‐
thoritarianism is both true and untrue. Dictatorial
states have and will exist, but most have little or
nothing to do with public ownership, especially if it
means expropriating foreign business. Most dicta‐
torships have been anti-statist and pro-free market,
today and in the past and probably in the future.

Moreover, the state has been an important support‐
er of citizenship, promoting the incorporation of
exploited sectors of the population into the polity,
recognising legitimate rights of workers, blacks,
women and others. States have provided the basis
for social justice by redistributing land, income and
budgets to favour the poor.

In a word, we need to go beyond the statist/anti-
statist rhetoric to define the class nature of the
state and its basis of political representation and le‐
gitimacy. The generalised ahistorical, asocial at‐
tacks on the state are unwarranted and only serve
as a polemical instrument to disarm citizens of the
free market from forging an effective and rational

alternative anchored in the creative potentialities of
public action.

The counter-position of "civil society" to the state is
also a false dichotomy. Much of the discussion of
civil society overlooks the basic social contradic‐
tions that divide "civil society". Civil society or,
more accurately, the leading classes of civil society,
while attacking the "statism" of the poor have al‐
ways made a major point of strengthening their ties
to the treasury and military to promote and protect
their dominant position in "civil society". Likewise,
the popular classes in civil society when aroused
have sought to break the ruling classes' monopoly
of the state. The poor have always looked to state
resources to strengthen their socio-economic posi‐
tion in relation to the rich. The issue is and always
has been the relation of different classes to the
state.

The post-Marxist ideologues who are marginalised
from the state by the neo-liberals have made a
virtue of their impotence. Uncritically imbuing the
stateless rhetoric from above, they transmit it be‐
low. The post- Marxists try to justify their organisa‐
tional vehicles (NGOs) for upward mobility by ar‐
guing that they operate outside of the state and in
"civil society" when in fact they are funded by for‐
eign governments to work with domestic
governments.

"Civil society" is an abstraction from the deep social
cleavages engendered by capitalist society; social
divisions which have deepened under neo-liberal‐
ism. There is as much conflict within civil society,
between classes, as there is between "civil society"
and the state. Only in exceptionally rare moments
do we find it otherwise. Under fascist or totalitarian
states which torture, abuse and pillage the totality
of social classes do we find instances of a dichoto‐
my between the state and civil society.

To speak or write of "civil society" is to attempt to
convert a legalistic distinction into major political
categories to organise politics. In doing so, the dif‐
ferences between classes are obscured and ruling
class domination is not challenged.
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To counterpose the "citizen" to the "state" is to
overlook the profound links of certain citizens (the
export elites, upper middle class) to the state and
the alienation and exclusion of the majority of citi‐
zens (workers, unemployed, peasants) from effec‐
tive exercise of their elementary social rights. Elite
citizens using the state, empty citizenship of any
practical meaning for the majority, converting citi‐
zens into subjects. Discussion of civil society, like
the state, needs to specify the social contours of so‐
cial classes and the boundaries imposed by the
privileged class. The way the post-Marxists use the
term as an uncritical, undifferentiated concept
serves to obscure more than reveal the dynamics of
societal change.

Planning, bureaucracy and the market

There is no question that central planning in the
former Communist countries was "bureaucratic",
authoritarian in conception and centralised in exe‐
cution. From this empirical observation, the post-
Marxists argue that "planning" (central or not) is by
its nature antithetical to the needs of a modern
complex economy with its multiple demands, mil‐
lions of consumers, massive flows of information.
Only the market can do the trick. Democracy and
the market go togetheranother point of conver‐
gence between the "post-Marxists" and the neo-lib‐
erals. The problem with this notion is that most of
the major institutions in a capitalist economy en‐
gage in central planning.

General Motors, Wal-Mart, Microsoft all centrally
programme and plan direct investments and ex‐
penditures toward further production and market‐
ing. Few, if any, post-Marxists focus their critical
attention on these enterprises. The post-Marxists
do not call into question the efficiency of central
planning by the multinational corporations or their
compatibility with the competitive electoral sys‐
tems characteristic of capitalist democracies.

The theoretical problem is the post-Marxists' con‐
fusion of central planning with one particular his‐
toric-political variant of it. If we accept that plan‐
ning systems can be embedded in a variety of polit‐

ical systems (authoritarian or democratic), then it
is logical that the accountability and responsiveness
of the planning system will vary.

Today in capitalist societies, the military budget is
part of state planning and expenditures based on
"commands" to the producers (and owners of capi‐
tal) who respond in their own inefficient way, pro‐
ducing and profiting for over 50 years. While no
"model" of planning, the point that needs to be
made is that central state planning, is not a phe‐
nomenon confined to "Communist systems". The
defects are generalised and found also in capitalist
economies. The problem in both instances (Pen‐
tagon and Communism) is the lack of democratic
accountability: the military-industrial complex elite
fix production, costs, demand and supply.

The central allocation of state resources is essential
in most countries because of regional inequalities
in resource endowment, immigration, productivity,
demand for products or for a wealth of historical
reasons. Only a decision made at the centre can re‐
distribute resources to compensate less developed
regions, classes, gender and racial groups adversely
affected by the above factors. Otherwise, the "mar‐
ket" tends to favour those with historic advantages
and favorable endowments creating polar patterns
of development or even fostering inter-
regional/class exploitation and ethnic conflicts.

The fundamental problem of planning is the politi‐
cal structure which informs the planning process.
Planning officials elected and subject to organised
communities and social groups (producers, con‐
sumers, youth, women, racial minorities) will allo‐
cate resources between production, consumption
and reinvestment different from those who are be‐
holden to elites embedded in industrial-military
complexes.

Secondly, planning does not mean detailed specifi‐
cation. The size of social budgets can be decided
nationally by elected representatives and allocated
according to public assemblies where citizens can
vote on their local priorities. This practice has been
successful in Porto Alegré in Brazil for the past sev‐
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eral years under a municipal government led by the
Workers' Party. The relation between general and
local planning is not written in stone, nor are the
levels of specification of expenditures and invest‐
ments to be determined at the "higher levels".
General allocations to promote strategic targets
that benefit the whole country, such as in‐
frastructure, high technology and education, are
complemented by local decisions on subsidising
schools, clinics, cultural centres.

Planning is a key instrument in today's capitalist
economy. To dismiss socialist planning is to reject
an important tool in organising social change. To
reverse the vast inequalities, concentration of prop‐
erty, unjust budget allocations, requires an overall
plan with a democratic authority empowered to im‐
plement it. Together with public enterprises and
self-management councils of producers and con‐
sumers, central planning is the third pillar to a de‐
mocratic transformation.

Finally, central planning is not incompatible with
locally owned productive and service activities,
such as restaurants, cafes, repair shops and family
farms. Clearly, public authorities will have their
hands full managing the macro-structures of
society.

The complex decisions and information flows are
much easier to manage today with the mega-infor‐
mation processing computers. The formula is: de‐
mocratic representation plus computers plus cen‐
tral planning equals efficient and socially equitable
production and distribution.

'State power corrupts': local politics submits

One of the principal critiques of Marxism among
the post-Marxists is the notion that state power
corrupts and that the struggle for it is the original
sin. They argue that this is so because the state is so
distant from the citizens, that the authorities be‐
come autonomous and arbitrary, forgetting the
original goals and pursuing their own self-interest.
There is no doubt that throughout history people
seizing power have become tyrants. But it is also

the case that the rise to power of individuals lead‐
ing social movements have had an emancipating ef‐
fect. The abolition of slavery and the overthrow of
absolutist monarchies are two examples. So "pow‐
er" in the state has a double meaning depending on
the historic context. Likewise, local movements
have had successes in mobilising communities and
improving immediate conditions, in some cases sig‐
nificantly. But it is also the case that macro-politi‐
cal economic decisions have undermined local ef‐
forts. Today, structural adjustment policies at the
national and international level have generated
poverty and unemployment, depleting local re‐
sources, forcing local people to migrate or to en‐
gage in crime. The dialectics between state and lo‐
cal power operates to undermine or reinforce local
initiatives and changes depending on the class pow‐
er manifested at both levels. There are numerous
cases of progressive municipal governments that
have been undermined because reactionary nation‐
al regimes cut off their funding. On the other hand,
progressive municipal governments have been a
very positive force helping neighborhood-local or‐
ganisations, as has been the case with the socialist
mayor of Montevideo in Uruguay or the leftist may‐
or in Porto Alegre in Brazil.

The post-Marxists who counterpose "local" to "state
power" are not basing their discussion on historical
experience, at least not of Latin America. The an‐
tinomy is a result of the attempt to justify the role
of NGOs as mediators between local organisations
and neo liberal foreign donors (World Bank,
Europe or the us) and the local free market
regimes. In order to "legitimate" their role, the
post-Marxist NGO professionals, as "agents of the
democratic grassroots", have to disparage the left at
the level of state power. In the process, they com‐
plement the activity of the neo-liberals by severing
the link between local struggles and organisation
and national/international political movements.
The emphasis on "local activity" serves the neo-lib‐
eral regimes just right, as it allows its foreign and
domestic backers to dominate macro-socio-eco‐
nomic policy and to channel most of the state's re‐
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sources on behalf of export capitalists and financial
interests.

The post-Marxists, as managers of NGOs, have be‐
come skilled in designing projects and transmitting
the new "identity" and "globalist" jargon into the
popular movements. Their talk and writing about
international cooperation and self-help micro-en‐
terprises creates ideological bonds with the neo-lib‐
erals while forging dependency on external donors
and their neo-liberal socio-economic agenda. It is
no surprise that after a decade of NGO activity that
the post-Marxist professionals have "depoliticised"
and deradicalised whole areas of social life: women,
neighborhood and youth organisations. The case of
Peru and Chile is classic: where the NGOs have be‐
come firmly established, the radical social move‐
ments have retreated.

Local struggles over immediate issues are the food
and substance that nurture emerging movements.
The crucial question is over their direction and dy‐
namic: whether they raise the larger issues of the
social system and link up with other local forces to
confront the state and its imperial backers or
whether it turns inward, looking to foreign donors
and fragmenting into a series of competing suppli‐
cants for external subsidies. The ideology of post-
Marxism promotes the latter; the Marxists the
former.

Revolutions always end badly: the 'possibilism' of post-
Marxism

There is a pessimistic variant to post-Marxism
which speaks less of the failures of revolution as the
impossibility of socialism. They cite the decline of
the revolutionary left, the triumph of capitalism in
the East, the "crisis of Marxism", the loss of alter‐
natives, the strength of the us, the coups and re‐
pression by the military—all these arguments are
mobilised to urge the left to support "possibilism":
the need to work within the niches of the free mar‐
ket imposed by the World Bank and its structural
adjustment agenda, and to confine politics to the
electoral parameters imposed by the military. This
is called "pragmatism" or incrementalism. Post-

Marxists played a major ideological role in promot‐
ing and defending the so-called electoral transition
from military rule in which social changes were
subordinated to the reintroduction of an electoral
system.

Most of the arguments of the post-Marxists are
based on static and selective observations of con‐
temporary reality and are tied to predetermined
conclusions. Having decided that revolutions are
out of date, they focus on neo-liberal electoral vic‐
tories and not on the post-electoral mass protests
and general strikes that mobilise large numbers of
people in extra-parliamentary activity. They look at
the demise of communism in the late 1980s and not
to its revival in the mid-1990s. They describe the
constraints of the military on electoral politicians
without looking at the challenges to the military by
the Zapatista guerrillas, the urban rebellions in
Caracas, the general strikes in Bolivia. In a word,
the possibilists overlook the dynamics of struggles
that begin at the sectoral or local level within the
electoral parameters of the military and then are
propelled upward and beyond those limits by the
failures and impotence of the electoral possibilists
to satisfy the elementary demands and needs of the
people. The possibilists have failed to end the im‐
punity of the military, to pay the back salaries of
public employees (the provinces of Argentina) or to
end crop destruction of the cocoa farmers (in
Bolivia).

The post-Marxist possibilists become part of the
problem instead of part of the solution. It is a
decade and a half since the negotiated transitions
began and in each instance the post-Marxists have
adapted to neo-liberalism and deepened its free
market policies. The possibilists are unable to effec‐
tively oppose the negative social effects of the free
market on the people, but are pressured by the neo-
liberals to impose new and more austere measures
in order to continue to hold office. The post-
Marxists have gradually moved from being prag‐
matic critics of the neo-liberals to promoting them‐
selves as efficient and honest managers of neo-lib‐
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eralism, capable of securing investor confidence
and pacifying social unrest.

In the meantime, the pragmatism of the post-
Marxists is matched by the extremism of the neo-
liberals: the decade of the 1990s has witnessed a
radicalisation of neo-liberal policies, designed to
forestall crisis by handing over even more lucrative
investment and speculative opportunities to over‐
seas banks and multinationals.

The neo-liberals are creating a polarised class
structure, much closer to the Marxist paradigm of
society than the post-Marxist vision. Contemporary
Latin American class structure is more rigid, more
deterministic, more linked to class politics or the
state, than in the past. In these circumstances revo‐
lutionary politics are far more relevant than the
pragmatic proposals of the post-Marxists.

Class solidarity and the 'solidarity' of foreign donors

The word "solidarity" has been abused to the point
that in many contexts it has lost meaning. The term
"solidarity" for the post-Marxists includes foreign
aid channelled to any designated "impoverished"
group. Mere "research" or "popular education" of
the poor by professionals is designated as "solidari‐
ty". In many ways the hierarchical structures and
the forms of transmission of "aid" and "training"
resemble nineteenth century charity and the pro‐
moters are not very different from Christian
missionaries.

The post-Marxists emphasise "self-help" in attack‐
ing the "paternalism and dependence" on the state.
In this competition among NGOs to capture the
victims of neo-liberalism, the post-Marxists receive
important subsidies from their counterparts in
Europe and the usa. The self-help ideology empha‐
sises the replacement of public employees for vol‐
unteers and upwardly mobile professionals con‐
tracted on a temporary basis. The basic philosophy
of the post-Marxist view is to transform "solidarity"
into collaboration and subordination to the macro-
economy of neo-liberalism by focusing attention
away from state resources of the wealthy classes to‐

ward self-exploitation of the poor. The poor do not
need to be made virtuous by the post-Marxists for
what the state obligates them to do.

The Marxist concept of solidarity in contrast em‐
phasises class solidarity and within the class, soli‐
darity of oppressed groups (women and people of
colour) against their foreign and domestic ex‐
ploiters. The major focus is not on the donations
that divide classes and pacify small groups for a
limited time period. The focus of the Marxist con‐
cept of solidarity is on the common action of the
same members of the class sharing their common
economic predicament and struggling for collective
improvement.

It involves intellectuals who write and speak for the
social movements in struggle, committed to sharing
the same political consequences. The concept of
solidarity is linked to "organic" intellectuals who
are basically part of the movementthe resource
people providing analysis and education for class
struggle. In contrast, the post-Marxists are embed‐
ded in the world of institutions, academic seminars,
foreign foundations, international conferences and
bureaucratic reports. They write in esoteric post‐
modern jargon understood only by those "initiated"
into the subjectivist cult of essentialist identities.

Marxists view solidarity as sharing the risks of the
movements, not being outside commentators who
question everything and defend nothing. For the
post-Marxists, the main object is "getting" the for‐
eign funding for the "project". The main issue for
the Marxist is the process of political struggle and
education in securing social improvement. The ob‐
jective is raising consciousness for societal change;
constructing political power to transform the gen‐
eral condition of the great majority. "Solidarity" for
the post-Marxists is divorced from the general ob‐
ject of liberation; it is merely a way of bringing peo‐
ple together to attend a job retraining seminar, to
build a latrine. For the Marxists, the solidarity of a
collective struggle contains the seeds of the future
democratic collectivist society. The larger vision or
its absence is what gives the different conceptions
of solidarity their distinct meaning.
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Class struggle and cooperation

The post-Marxists frequently write of the "coopera‐
tion" of everyone, near and far, without delving too
profoundly into the price and conditions for secur‐
ing the cooperation of neo-liberal regimes and
overseas funding agencies. Class struggle is viewed
as an atavism to a past that no longer exists. So we
are told "the poor" are intent on building a new life.
They are fed up with traditional politics, ideologies
and politicians.

So far, so good. The problem is that the post-
Marxists are not so forthcoming in describing their
role as mediators and brokers, hustling funds over‐
seas and matching the funds to projects acceptable
to donors and local recipients. The foundation en‐
trepreneurs are engaged in a new type of politics
similar to the "labour contractors" (enganchadores)
of the not-too-distant past: herding together
women to be "trained"; setting up micro-firms sub‐
contracted to larger producers of exports.

The new politics of the post-Marxists is essentially
the politics of compradors: they produce no nation‐
al products, rather they link foreign funders with
local labour (self-help micro-enterprises) to facili‐
tate the continuation of the neo-liberal regime. In
that sense the post-Marxists in their role of man‐
agers of NGOs are fundamentally political actors
whose projects, training and workshops do not
make any significant economic impact either on the
gnp or in terms of lessening poverty. But their ac‐
tivities do make an impact in diverting people from
the class struggle into harmless and ineffective
forms of collaboration with their oppressors.

The Marxist perspective of class struggle and con‐
frontation is built upon the real social divisions of
society: between those who extract profits, interest,
rent and regressive taxes and those who struggle to
maximise wages, social expenditures and produc‐
tive investments. The results of post-Marxist per‐
spectives are today evident everywhere: the con‐
centration of income and the growth of inequalities
are greater than ever, after a decade of preaching
cooperation, micro-enterprises and self help. Today

banks like the Inter-American Development Bank
(IDB) fund the export agribusinesses that exploit
and poison millions of farm labourers while provid‐
ing funds to finance small micro-projects. The role
of the post-Marxists in the micro projects is to neu‐
tralise political opposition at the bottom while neo-
liberalism is promoted at the top.

The ideology of "cooperation" links the poor
through the post-Marxists to the neo-liberals at the
top. Intellectually, the post-Marxists are the intel‐
lectual policemen who define acceptable research,
distribute research funds and filter out topics and
perspectives that project class analysis and struggle
perspectives. Marxists are excluded from the con‐
ferences and stigmatised as "ideologists" , while
post-Marxists present themselves as "social scien‐
tists". The control of intellectual fashion, publica‐
tions, conferences and research funds provide the
post-Marxists with an important power basebut
one ultimately dependent on avoiding conflict with
their external funding patrons.

The critical Marxist intellectuals have their
strength in the fact that their ideas resonate with
the evolving social realities. The polarisation of
classes and the violent confrontations are growing,
as their theories predict. It is in this sense that the
Marxists are tactically weak and strategically strong
vis-a-vis the post-Marxists.

Is anti-imperialism dead?

In recent years anti-imperialism has disappeared
from the political lexicon of the post-Marxists. The
ex-guerrillas of Central American turned electoral
politicians, and the professionals who run the
NGOs speak of international cooperation and inter‐
dependence. Yet debt repayments continue to
transfer huge sums from the poor in Latin America
to the European, us and Japanese banks. Public
properties, banks, and above all natural resources
are being taken over at very cheap prices by us and
European multinationals. There are more Latin
American billionaires with the bulk of their funds
in us and European banks than ever before.
Meanwhile, entire provinces have become industri‐
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al cemeteries and the countryside is depopulated.
The us has more military advisers, drug officials
and federal police directing Latin American "polic‐
ing" than ever before in history. Yet we are told by
some former Sandinistas and ex-Farabundistas
that anti-imperialism/imperialism disappeared
with the end of the Cold War. The problem, we are
told, is not foreign investments or foreign aid but
their absence and they ask for more imperial aid.
The political and economic myopia that accompa‐
nies this perspective fails to understand that the
political conditions for the loans and investment is
the cheapening of labour, the elimination of social
legislation and the transformation of Latin America
into one big plantation, one big mining camp, one
big free trade zone stripped of rights, sovereignty
and wealth.

The Marxist emphasis on the deepening of imperial
exploitation is rooted in the social relations of pro‐
duction and state relations between imperial and
dependent capitalism. The collapse of the ussr has
intensified imperial exploitation. The post-Marxists
(ex-Marxists) who believe that the unipolar world
will result in greater "cooperation" have misread
US intervention in Panama, Iraq, Somalia and else‐
where. More fundamentally, the dynamic of impe‐
rialism is embedded in the internal dynamic of cap‐
ital not in external competition with the Soviet
Union. The loss of the domestic market and exter‐
nal sector of Latin America is a return to a "pre-na‐
tional" phase: the Latin economies begin to resem‐
ble their "colonial" past.

The struggle against imperialism today involves the
reconstruction of the nation, the domestic market,
the productive economy and a working class linked
to social production and consumption.

Two perspectives on social transformation: class
organisations and NGOs

To advance the struggle against imperialism and its
domestic neo-comprador collaborators passes
through an ideological and cultural debate with the
post-Marxists inside and on the periphery of the
popular movements.

Neo-liberalism operates today on two fronts: the
economic and the cultural-political, and at two lev‐
els, the regime and the popular classes. At the top,
neo-liberal policies are formulated and implement‐
ed by the usual characters: the World Bank, the
IMF working with Washington, Bonn and Tokyo in
association with neo-liberal regimes and domestic
exporters, big business conglomerates and bankers.

By the early 1980s the more perceptive sectors of
the neo-liberal ruling classes realised that their
policies were polarising the society and provoking
large-scale social discontent. Neo-liberal politicians
began to finance and promote a parallel strategy of
"from below", the promotion of "grassroots" organ‐
isation with an "anti-statist" ideology to intervene
among potentially conflicting classes, to create a
"social cushion". These organisations were finan‐
cially dependent on neo-liberal sources and were
directly involved in competing with socio-political
movements for the allegiance of local leaders and
activist communities. By the 1990s these organisa‐
tions, described as "non-governmental", numbered
in the thousands and were receiving close to US$4
billion world-wide.

The confusion concerning the political character of
the NGOs stems from their earlier history in the
1970s during the days of the dictatorships. In this
period they were active in providing humanitarian
support to the victims of the military dictatorships
and denouncing human rights violations. The
NGOs supported "soup kitchens" which allowed
victimised families to survive the first wave of
shock treatments administered by the neo-liberal
dictatorships. This period created a favorable image
of NGOs even among the left. They were considered
part of the "progressive camp". Even then, howev‐
er, the limits of the NGOs were evident. While they
attacked the human rights violations of local dicta‐
torships, they rarely denounced their and European
patrons who financed and advised them. Nor was
there a serious effort to link the neo-liberal eco‐
nomic policies and human rights violations to the
new turn in the imperialist system. Obviously the
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external sources of funding limited the sphere of
criticism and human rights action.

As opposition to neo-liberalism grew in the early
1980s, the and European governments and the
World Bank increased funding of NGOs. There is a
direct relation between the growth of movements
challenging the neo-liberal model and the effort to
subvert them by creating alternative forms of social
action through the NGOs. The basic point of con‐
vergence between the NGOs and the World Bank
was their common opposition to "statism". On the
surface the NGOs criticised the state from a "left"
perspective defending civil society, while the right
did so in the name of the market. In reality, howev‐
er, the World Bank, the neo-liberal regimes and
Western foundations co-opted and encouraged the
NGOs to undermine the national welfare state by
providing social services to compensate the victims
of the MNCs. In other words, as the neo-liberal
regimes at the top devastated communities by in‐
undating the country with cheap imports, external
debt payments and abolishing labour legislation,
creating a growing mass of low-paid and unem‐
ployed workers, the NGOs were funded to provide
"self-help" projects, "popular education" and job
training, to absorb temporarily, small groups of
poor, to co-opt local leaders and to undermine anti-
system struggles.

The NGOs became the "community face" of neo-lib‐
eralism, intimately related to those at the top and
complementing their destructive work with local
projects. In effect, the neo-liberals organised a
"pincer" operation or dual strategy. Unfortunately,
many on the left focused only on "neo-liberalism"
from above and the outside (IMF, World Bank) and
not on neo-liberalism from below (NGOs, micro-
enterprises). A major reason for this oversight was
the conversion of many ex-Marxists to the NGO
formula and practice. Post-Marxism was the ideo‐
logical transit ticket from class politics to "commu‐
nity development", from Marxism to the NGOs.

While the neo-liberals were transferring lucrative
state properties to the private rich, the NGOs were
not part of the trade union resistance. On the con‐

trary, they were active in local private projects, pro‐
moting the private enterprise discourse (self-help)
in the local community by focussing on micro-en‐
terprises. The NGOs built ideological bridges be‐
tween the small-scale capitalists and the monopo‐
lies benefitting from privatisation all in the name of
"anti-statism", and building civil societies. While
the rich accumulated vast financial empires from
the privatisation, the NGO middle-class profession‐
als got small sums of funds to finance offices, trans‐
portation and small-scale economic activity. The
important political point is that the NGOs depoliti‐
cised sectors of the population, undermined their
commitment to public employment and co-opted
potential leaders in small projects. NGOs abstain
from public school teacher struggles as the neo-lib‐
eral regimes attack public education and public ed‐
ucators. Rarely if ever do NGOs support the strikes
and protests against low wages and budget cuts.
Since their education funding comes from the neo-
liberal governments they avoid solidarity with pub‐
lic educators in struggle. In practice, "non-govern‐
mental" translates into anti-public spending activi‐
ties, freeing the bulk of funds for neo-liberals to
subsidise export capitalists while small sums trickle
from the government to NGOs.

In reality, non-governmental organisations are not
non-governmental. They receive funds from over‐
seas governments or work as private sub-contrac‐
tors of local governments. Frequently they openly
collaborate with governmental agencies at home or
overseas. This "sub-contracting" undermines pro‐
fessionals with fixed contracts, replacing them with
contingent professionals. The NGOs cannot provide
the long term comprehensive programmes that the
welfare state can furnish. Instead they provide lim‐
ited services to narrow groups of communities.
More importantly, their programmes are not ac‐
countable to the local people but to overseas
donors. In this sense NGOs undermine democracy
by taking social programmes out of the hands of the
local people and their elected officials and creating
dependence on non-elected, overseas officials and
their locally anointed officials.
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NGOs shift people's attention and struggles away
from the national budget toward self-exploitation
to secure local social services. This allows the neo-
liberals to cut social budgets and transfer state
funds to subsidise bad debts of private banks and
loans to exporters. Self-exploitation (self-help)
means that, in addition to paying taxes to the state
and not getting anything in return, working people
have to work extra hours with marginal resources,
expending scarce energies to obtain services that
the bourgeoisie receives free from the state. More
fundamentally, the NGO ideology of "private volun‐
tary activity" undermines the idea that the govern‐
ment has an obligation to look after its citizens and
provide them with life, liberty and the pursuit of
happiness; that political responsibility of the state
is essential for the well-being of citizens. Against
this notion of public responsibility, the NGOs foster
the neo-liberal idea of private responsibility for so‐
cial problems and the importance of private re‐
sources to solve these problem. In effect, they im‐
pose a double burden on the poor: paying taxes to
finance the neo-liberal state to serve the rich and
private self-exploitation to take care of their own
needs.

NGOs and socio-political movements

NGOs emphasise projects not movements. They
"mobilise" people to produce at the margins not to
struggle to control the basic means of production
and wealth. They focus on technical financial as‐
sistance of projects not on structural conditions
that shape the everyday lives of people. The NGOs
co-opt the language of the left: "popular power",
"empowerment", "gender equality", "sustainable
development" and "bottom up leadership". The
problem is that this language is linked to a frame‐
work of collaboration with donors and government
agencies that subordinate practical activity to non-
confrontational politics. The local nature of NGO
activity means "empowerment" which never goes
beyond influencing small areas of social life with
limited resources within the conditions permitted
by the neo-liberal state and macro-economy.

The NGOs and their post-Marxist professional staff
directly compete with the socio-political move‐
ments for influence among the poor, women,
racially excluded and such like. Their ideology and
practice diverts attention from the sources and so‐
lutions of poverty (looking downward and inward
instead of upward and outward). To speak of mi‐
cro-enterprises as solutions, instead of the exploita‐
tion by the overseas banks, is based on the notion
that the problem is one of individual initiative
rather than the transference of income overseas.
The NGOs' aid affects small sectors of the popula‐
tion, setting up competition between communities
for scarce resources, generating insidious distinc‐
tion and inter- and intra-community rivalries thus
undermining class solidarity. The same is true
among the professionals: each sets up their NGO to
solicit overseas funds. They compete by presenting
proposals closer to the liking of the overseas donors
for lower prices, while claiming to speak for more
followers. The net effect is a proliferation of NGOs
that fragment poor communities into sectoral and
sub-sectoral groupings unable to see the larger so‐
cial picture that afflicts them and even less able to
unite in struggle against the system. Recent experi‐
ence also demonstrates that foreign donors finance
projects during "crises"—political and social chal‐
lenges to the status quo. Once the movements have
ebbed, they shift funding to NGO-regime "collabo‐
ration", fitting the NGO projects into the neo-liber‐
al agenda. Economic development compatible with
the "free market" rather than social organisation
for social change becomes the dominant item on
the funding agenda. The structure and nature of
NGOs with their "apolitical" posture and their focus
on self-help depoliticises and demobilises the poor.
They reinforce the electoral processes encouraged
by the neo-liberal parties and mass media. Political
education about the nature of imperialism, the
class basis of neo-liberalism, like class struggle be‐
tween exporters and temporary workers are avoid‐
ed. Instead the NGOs discuss "the excluded", the
"powerless", "extreme poverty", "gender or racial
discrimination" without moving beyond the super‐
ficial symptom, to engaging the social system that
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produces these conditions. Incorporating the poor
into the neo-liberal economy through purely "pri‐
vate voluntary action", the NGOs create a political
world where the appearance of solidarity and social
action cloaks a conservative conformity with the in‐
ternational and national structure of power.

It is no coincidence that as NGOs have become
dominant in certain regions, independent class po‐
litical action has declined, and neo-liberalism goes
uncontested. The bottom line is that the growth of
NGOs coincides with increased funding from neo-
liberalism and the deepening of poverty every‐
where. Despite its claims of many local successes,
the overall power of neo-liberalism stands unchal‐
lenged and the NGOs increasingly search for niches
in the interstices of power. The problem of formu‐
lating alternatives has been hindered in another
way. Many of the former leaders of guerrilla and so‐
cial movements, trade union and popular women's
organisations have been co-opted by the NGOs. The
offer is tempting: higher pay (occasionally in hard
currency), prestige and recognition by overseas
donors, overseas conferences and networks, office
staff and relative security from repression. In con‐
trast, the socio-political movements offer few mate‐
rial benefits but greater respect and independence
and, more importantly, the freedom to challenge
the political and economic system. The NGOs and
their overseas banking supporters (Inter-American
Bank, the World Bank) publish newsletters featur‐
ing success stories of micro-enterprises and other
self-help projects—without mentioning the high
rates of failure as popular consumption declines,
low price imports flood the market and as interest
rates spiralas is the case in Mexico today.

Even the "successes" affect only a small fraction of
the total poor and succeed only to the degree that
others cannot enter into the same market.
However, the propaganda value of individual mi‐
cro-enterprise success is important in fostering the
illusion that neo-liberalism is a popular phe‐
nomenon. The frequent violent mass outbursts that
take place in regions of micro-enterprise promotion

suggests that the ideology is not hegemonic and the
NGOs have not yet displaced independent class
movements.

Finally, NGOs foster a new type of cultural and eco‐
nomic colonialism and dependency. Projects are
designed, or at least approved, according to "guide‐
lines" and priorities of the imperial centres or their
institutions. They are administered and "sold" to
communities. Evaluations are done by and for the
imperial institutions. Shifts in funding priorities or
bad evaluations result in the dumping of groups,
communities, farms and cooperatives. Everything
and everybody is increasingly disciplined to comply
with the donors' demands and their project evalua‐
tors. The new viceroys supervise and ensure con‐
formity with the goals, values and ideologies of the
donor as well as the proper use of funds. Where
"successes" occur they are heavily dependent on
continued outside support, otherwise they could
collapse.

While the mass of NGOs are increasingly instru‐
ments of neo-liberalism there is a small minority
which attempt to develop an alternative strategy
that is supportive of class and anti-imperialist poli‐
tics. None of them receive funds from the World
Bank or European and governmental agencies.
They support efforts to link local power to struggles
for state power. They link local projects to national
socio-political movements occupying large landed
estates, defending public property and national
ownership against multinationals. They provide po‐
litical solidarity to social movements involved in
struggles to expropriate land. They support
women's struggles linked to class perspectives.
They recognise the importance of putting politics in
command in defining local and immediate strug‐
gles. They believe that local organisations should
fight at the national level and that national leaders
must be accountable to local activists. In a word,
they are not post-Marxists.
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