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The current political situation

28 February 2015, by Raymund de Silva

Ninety days after the President signs
the  BBL  into  law,  there  wil l  be
plebiscite  for  the  qualified  voters
whether they agree or disagree with
the BBL in the identified Bangsamoro
t e r r i t o r y .  B o t h  t h e  A q u i n o
administration  and  the  MILF  with
their  Peace  Negotiating  Panels  have
been hopeful that the peoples in those
areas will vote for the approval of the
BBL.  They  (Aquino  government  and
the  MILF)  do  not  even  consider  an
alternative formula for  peace just  in
case the BBL will not be approved by
the peoples.

It seems that everybody is enthusiastic
to set up the transition mechanism for
the  Political  Entity  –  Bangsamoro
Transition  Authority  (BTA).  The BTA
will  be the MILF’s way of preparing
themselves  for  establishing  the
regular  Bangsamoro  government  in
June 2016. The MILF has already set
up  its  electoral  machinery  called
United  Bangsamoro  Justice  Party
(UBJP) to participate in the May 2016
National and Local elections.

The  voices  of  those  who  have  been
opposing  the  version  of  BBL  as
submitted in Congress, especially the
Indigenous  People  (IPs)  within  the
core  territories  of  the  Bangsamoro,
have  been  stifled  and  even  forcible
silenced  by  assassinations  of  IP
leaders. As of this writing there were
nine  (9)  leaders  and  members  who
have been murdered. Seventy two (72)
more are known to be on the hit list.

The  overwhelming  support  of  the
Aquino Administration and its allies in
Congress  has  drowned  other  voices
who dared to raise their opposition to
a  non-inclusive  peace  of  the  Aquino
government and the MILF.

But  the  January  25,  2015  bloody
encounter between the Special Action
Force of the Philippine National Police
( S A F - P N P )  a n d  t h e  M I L F ’ s
Bangsamoro  Islamic  Armed  Forces
(BIAF)  and  the  Bangsamoro  Islamic
Freedom Fighters (BIFF) has changed
substantially the views of politicians in
Congress  (including  the  Aquino

supporters)  and  the  attitude  of
peoples towards trusting the MILF in
the  peace  negotiations  with  the
government.

The SAF-PNP had tried to serve the
warrant of arrest for the international
terrorist Zulkifli  Bin Hir or famously
known as  Marwan and his  assistant
Basit  Usman  in  the  middle  of  a
territory  claimed  by  the  MILF  and
where the BIFF (MILF breakaway) as
their camp. The international terrorist
–  Marwan  was  killed  during  the
operation but forty four (44) SAF-PNP,
eighteen (18)  of  the MILF-BIAF and
five (5) civilians were also killed in the
said operation.

Two  vital  issues  have  surfaced  and
became subject for big debates on the
continuing police function of the PNP
and the peace talks with its agreement
on  the  mechanism  of  the  proper
conduct  of  ceasefire  between  the
government  of  the  Republic  f  the
Philippines (GPH) and the MILF.

https://internationalviewpoint.org/spip.php?article3946
https://internationalviewpoint.org/spip.php?auteur625
http://internationalviewpoint.org/IMG/pdf/INTERNATIONAL_VIEWPOINT_23-Mar-2015.pdf
https://internationalviewpoint.org/spip.php?article3902
https://internationalviewpoint.org/spip.php?auteur1173


The  January  25,  2015  v io lent
e n c o u n t e r  i n  M a m a s a p a n o ,
Maguindanao  have  caused  indefinite
postponement  of  the  Congress’
deliberations on the BBL. It has stalled
the  peace  talks  between  GPH  and
MILF. It has also exposed the direct
and  indirect  role  of  the  US  in  the
counter-insurgency campaigns of  the
Aquino government. It has opened up
dynamics  between the  PNP and  the
AFP  in  terms  of  their  different
functions vis-Ã -vis the peace talks. It
has  created  unfavorable  space  for
peace and the immediate threat of a
break-up of war between the GPh and
MILF and lastly but not the least is
that the incident in Mamasapano has
rekindled  the  biases  and  mistrust
between and among the three peoples
in Mindanao.

Meanwhile,  the  popularity  of  the
President  has  been  further  affected
and so with the peace talks which has
been closely connected with his term
and his  popularity.  President  Aquino
has only more than one year left in his
term as President but no one from his
party or allies has been identified to
replace him.

All geared towards
May 2016
Elections
B e f o r e  t h e  M a m a s a p a n o ,
Maguindanao bloody police operation,
Philippine  media  have  been  pre-
occupied  with  issues  on  graft  and
corruption  hitting  politicians  and
personal i t ies  who  have  made
themselves  available  for  the  2016
elections. The object of the anti-graft
and  corruption  campaigns  is  the
incumbent  Vice  President  of  the
country  who consistently  topped the
surveys  after  declaring  himself
available  to  run  for  the  Presidency.
Currently,  three  (3)  sitting  Senators
are detained because of accusations of
pocket ing  the i r  Countrys ide
Development Fund (CDF) known also
as  pork  barrel  fund.  It  is  not  an
accident  that  all  the  three  Senators
belong to the opposition. Two of them
are identified with the Vice President
and  the  other  has  expressed  his
intention  to  run  as  President  under
the  political  party  of  the  former

President  Gloria  Macapagal  Arroyo
who herself is currently detained in a
hospital because of corruption issues
during her term.

The  biggest  problem  of  the  Aquino
administration is that they do not have
a  credible  and  winnable  candidate
who will continue the programs of the
President. The chosen one at least by
the Liberal Party – the ruling Party –
Secretary  Mar  Roxas  –  the  current
Secretary  of  the  Department  of
Interior and Local Government – has
consistently logged behind in all  the
surveys. This is in spite, making all the
available resources of his department
and  the  government  machineries  in
genera l  a t  h i s  d i sposa l s  and
president ial  project ion.

The period of first quarter is already
critical  for  the  Presidential  race
because in the last quarter, there will
be  fil ing  of  candidacies  for  the
national elective positions. During this
period, it is expected that political and
electoral  positions  and  machineries
have been set up. Political movements
and re-alignment  should  be  seen on
the  ground for  strengthening  of  the
rank  and  file  of  those  running  for
elected  positions.  There  should  be
ra l l y ing  ac t i v i t i e s  a round  a
Party/Coalition with prominent figure
as  their  candidate  in  order  for  the
loca l  cand ida tes  t o  p repare
themselves for the coming elections.

Meanwhile,  Vice  President  Binay,
leads and continue to strengthen the
United  Nationalist  Alliance  (UNA)  a
coalition  which  will  be  the  electoral
Party for his Presidential bid. But for
several  months  now,  he  (Binay)  has
been the subject of non stop Senate
investigations  (with  full  media
coverage)  on  his  alleged  corruption
activities since when he was a Mayor
of Makati City (Commercial Center of
the country) more than 20 years ago.
His popularity rating has consistently
gone  down  because  of  these  daily
attacks but  he has remained on the
top of all  these surveys.  This means
that all those who have been subject
f o r  s u r v e y s  ( i n c l u d i n g  t h e
Administration’s chosen one) have not
improved their ratings either.

There  is  another  candidate,  who  is
busy  going  around  setting-up  his
machinery  nationwide  using  his

advocacy  for  federalism  to  perform
these  activities.  Mayor  Rodrigo
Duterte  is  a  well  known  Mayor  of
Davao City (Mindanao) because of his
no  nonsense  treatment  of  the
criminals  in  his  city.  He  has  been
known of using extrajudicial method in
dealing with criminalities in his City.
He  has  been  posturing  not  too  be
interested in  the Presidency but  the
reason  is  obvious  –  he  will  be  the
object  of  criticisms,  especially  his
known  records  for  human  rights
violations.  But  his  actions  speak
louder  than his  words.  He does  not
declare himself as a candidate but the
people identified with him have been
go ing  around  and  se t t ing  up
machineries  for  his  presidential
candidacy.

There is a neophyte Senator (got the
number  one  slot  in  the  Senatorial
elections  2013)  who  showed  high
popularity  rating  (second  only  to
Binay) in surveys in spite of her non-
declaration  of  her  interest  to  the
highest  elected  position.  She  is  the
daughter of the late and famous actor
who was the opposition’s bet against
President Arroyo in 2010 Presidential
elections.  Everybody  knew  that
Fernando  Poe,  Jr.,  the  father  of
Senator  Grace  Poe,  could  have  won
the  elections  but  was  cheated  by
G l o r i a  M a c a p a g a l  A r r o y o .
Unfortunately he ( Fernando Poe Jr.)
had died after elections.

At this point, when it is only more than
a year left for the term of President
Aquino but his popularity rating has
consistently gone down. His not being
direct ly  involved  in  graft  and
c o r r u p t i o n  p r a c t i c e s  i n  t h e
government  helps  a  bit  but  people
have began to have questions in his
capacity  to  govern  and  manage  the
a f f a i r s  o f  t h e  c o u n t r y .  T h e
Mamasapano  fiasco  has  magnified
such  Presidential  weaknesses.

The Aquino Resign
Movement
There  is  a  group  which  cal led
themselves  National  Transformation
Council  (NTC).  This  is  composed  of
religious  leaders  and  personalities.
Their  advocacy  is  to  transform  the
government  start ing  with  the



resignation of President Noy Aquino,
the Vice President and all the Cabinet
m e m b e r s  o f  t h e  c u r r e n t
Administrat ion.

The  NTC  wil l  act  as  caretaker
government  until  a  regular  election
will  take  place.  The  acknowledged
head of the Council is former Defense
Secretary  and  National  Security
Adviser  o f  the  former  Arroyo
government Norberto Gonzales who is
also  currently  the  head  of  Partido
Demokratiko-Sosyalista  ng  Pilipinas
(PDSP).  The  NTC  with  the  active
participation  for  several  Catholic
Archbishops  is  cal l ing  for  the
President  and  his  cabinet  to  resign
even before the Mamasapano incident.
The  call  has  intensified  after  the
failure  of  the  police  operation  in
Maguindanao.

The role of the Church (eighty percent
(80%) of the country’s population are
Catholic) has been heightened during
the visit  of Pope Francis in the first
weeks  of  the  year.  The  Pope’s
concerns  on  the  glaring  social
inequality in the country has put on
the line the program of the President
on  the  poor  and  his  “matuwid  na
daan” (straight path) banner program.
The  Pope  has  struck  down the  pro-
poor  program  when  he  l inked
corruption issues to the deteriorating
situation  of  more  than  half  of  the
country’s  population.  His  famous
saying…” that corruption has deprived
the poor of the resources needed for
them  to  l ive  with  decency  and
dignity…” has been as if  directed to
the Aquino administration.

The  Pope  did  mention  the  value  of
families  and  the  urgent  need  to
safeguard  them  against  social
disintegration  because  of  the  high
social cost paid for by families who are
forced  to  work  outside  the  country
because of the need to earn a decent
living. The Pope has pointed out the
need  to  have  dignified  and  humane
employment  which  should  be  made
available by the government.

The Pope has also pointed out that a
peace  in  the  South  (Mindanao)  can
only be successful and sustainable if it
is inclusive. The Pope had emphasized
that  the  issues  and concerns  of  the
Indigenous  People  should  be  given
due consideration in building peace in

Mindanao.

The visit of the Pope is considered a
big success that in effect it has given
the Church a renewed energy for its
evangelization work with the so-called
poorest  of  the  poor.  Even  after  the
Pope has long gone back to Vatican
his  much appreciated visit  has been
the talks and topics in town. Serious
concerns have been raised on how the
Aquino  administration  thru  its
Department  of  Social  Welfare  and
Development (DSWD) tried to gather
all  the  street  children  and  their
famil ies  and  hide  them  inside
expensive  resorts.  This  was done so
that  the  Pope  would  not  see  them
along the roads he had to pass. This
kind of  news had seemed to eclipse
even the record breaking of the six (6)
millions who gathered for the Pope’s
public  mass.  And  it  has  put  the
current administration into defensive
is  normal  because  of  its  attempt  of
hiding the concrete realities from its
important  visitors  such as the Pope,
while  pretending  that  everything  is
normal.  This  is  reminding  people  of
typical  of  the  Marcos  dictatorial
period  when  beautiful  fences  were
built to cover up and hide the houses
and shanties of the thousands of urban
poor along the road where dignitaries
and visitors would be passing.

Peace Talks with
the MILF and the
Mamasapano
Encounter
President Aquino plans to end his term
in  June  2016  with  the  MILF  Peace
talks consummated.  This  means that
the  Bangsamoro  government  will  be
already  installed  and  becomes
functional.

The  January  25,  2015  Mamasapano
bloody  encounter  has  definitely
delayed if not all together frustrated
the Presidential plan.

The mission of the PNP/SAF to serve
t h e  w a r r a n t  o f  a r r e s t  t o  a n
international terrorist Zulkifli Bin Hir
alias Marwan and his assistant Basit
Usman in the middle of  the claimed
MILF  territory  could  not  simply  be

done  without  affecting  the  ceasefire
and  current  peace  agreements
between  the  two  parties  (GPH  and
MILF).

The MILF has plenty of explanations
to do why it allows those two famous
terrorists  to  stay  in  their  claimed
territories. Given the nature and the
dynamics  o f  the  MILF  and  i ts
communities  the  reason  of  it  not
knowing the presence of Marwan and
Usman would not simply hold water.

The Aquino government has plenty of
explanations  to  do  as  well  when  it
plans  and implements  its  mission to
make  the  arrests  in  a  complex
s i tua t ion  in  Mamasapano .  I t
(government)  knows  fully  well  that
aside from the MILF there are other
groups  like  the  BIFF  and  private
armed groups (Ampatuan) in the area.
The PNP/SAF could not simply enter
and  serve  its  mission  and  get  out
without getting serious reactions from
those  armed  groups.  It  would  be
understandable  that  it  (SAF)  would
not  coordinate  with  the  MILF  in
accomplishing its mission.

The Aquino government would like “to
have its cake and eat it too…” as the
saying goes.

When  the  armed  confrontation
heightened  and  intensified,  the
PNP/SAF were practically left on their
own to die serving their mission. The
very  slow  or  even  lack  and  late
reinforcement  during  the  decisive
period when they (SAF) were still alive
was a clear and deliberate sign that
the Aquino government would prefer
to save the peace talks with the MILF
rather than save the lives of PNP/SAF.
The timely intervention of the Armed
Forces if the Philippines 6th Division
and  the  more  than  three  hundred
(300) SAF members just very near the
clash site would have save the lives of
the  forty  four  (44)  SAF  men  but
because there was no clear order to
make the reinforcement those 44 SAF
were  s imply  butchered  by  the
combined  forces  of  the  MILF,  BIFF
and private armed groups. And in fact,
there  was  an  order  (direct  from
President  Aquino)  which  they
(government officials) not to escalate
the  military  clash  by  introducing
reinforcements so as not make MILF
think  that  we  are  attacking  them –



thus, endangering the peace talks.

The remaining SAF officers and men
were  simply  saved  because  the  US
which have been active from Day One
of OPLAN EXODUS (the oplan to get
Marwan and Usman) had to intervene
so  as  to  get  the  cut  off  finger  of
Marwan  for  DNA  testing.  That  was
why after the remaining officers and
men of  SAF were  off  the  encounter
ground,  the  SAF  had  to  directly
deliver/hand  over  the  Marwan
specimen to the FBI agents waiting at
the nearest airport.

The  MILF  would  claim  that  the
M a m a s a p a n o  c l a s h  w a s  a
misencounter  because  the  PNP/SAF
did not coordinate their operation with
them.  But  their  (MILF)  not  able  to
explain the presence of Marwan and
Usman  in  their  territory  and  the
manner  in  which  the  SAF  were
butchered (finished off at close range)
while  recording  the  killings  and
sending these videos to the families of
the  SAF  and  to  social  media  could
hardly  stand  up  the  mis-encounter
justification of the bloody armed clash.

Blaming the BIFF for the carnage is
not helping either with regards to the
MILF’s defense of the so called mis-
encounter.  In  fact,  the  MILF has  to
give  satisfying  answer  on  why  it  is
allowing  the  BIFF  moving  around
freely in the MILF claimed territory.
Does  the  organizational  solution  on
the previous massacres  done by the
leaders of the BIFF who were once the
leaders of the 105TH base command
of  the  MILF?  The  105th  base
command was once led by Umbra Kato
who did the massacres on the civilians
especially against the Christians and
the Indigenous Peoples (IPs) as their
reaction  when  the  Supreme  Court
declared  the  Memorandum  of
Agreement  on the  Ancestral  Domain
(MOA-AD) in 2008 as unconstitutional.
The  MILF’s  leadership  was  strongly
asked to investigate Umbra Kato and
Bravo (Lanao provinces) about those
criminal acts. Kato simply has founded
t h e  B I F F  a n d  t h e  M I L F  l o s t
jurisdiction over him. Kato’s second in
command took over the leadership of
the  105th  Base  Command  with  the
same  membership.  It  should  be
important to factor in the dynamics of
people  in  this  part  of  Maguindanao.
Many of them are related with each

other by affinity or by marriage.

There has been no justice serve on the
victims of the massacres of the 2008
MOA-AD and Umbra Kato since then
operate  freely  in  the  MILF  claimed
territory until he was struck down by
sickness.

The Aquino government and its peace
panel should have pursued this case
because it surely has big impact in the
peace negotiation.  But  the President
and  his  peace  advisers  and  panel
intentionally  became  blind  to  this
situation justifying their act as looking
at the bigger picture.

There  are  obvious  signs  that  the
Aquino government should have been
alarmed  by  the  MILF  and  BIFF
relationship.  The fact  that  the MILF
leadership  has  been  comfortable
having  their  arms  manufacturing
activities in the areas where the BIFF
also operates is saying an important
message and that is both have trusted
each other.  The government  and its
panel  should  have  been  seriously
alarmed  that  the  BIFF  has  openly
declared thru its spokesperson – Abu
Misry  Mama  –  that  the  BIFF  is
affiliated  with  the  Islamic  States  of
Iraq  and Syria  (ISIS)  and willing  to
send fighters to places where ISIS has
been  fighting  or  willing  to  do  their
(ISIS)  bid  in  the  country.  In  the
Mamasapano massacre the pictures of
the ISIS’ style execution of its victims
(beheadings)  can  be  related  to  the
butchering  done  by  the  combined
forces of  the MILF and BIFF to the
wounded  SAF  lying  helpless  on  the
ground.

Such acts should be part of correcting
the historical injustice which has been
the  battle  cry  of  the  MILF.  Giving
justice  to  the  victims  of  the  recent
past  should  be  delivering  a  positive
message  to  the  present  generation
that  there  is  no  selective  justice  in
pursuing peace in Mindanao.

The  extreme  and  very  emotional
reactions  of  peoples,  especially  the
relatives  of  the  SAF  victims  to  the
inhuman acts inflicted on their loved
ones  should  be  understood  in  this
context.

In fact, an important reality which has
unfolded from this unfortunate event

is that peoples throughout the country
have  suddenly  become  interested  in
the peace talks between the GPH and
MILF.  Before  the  Mamasapano
massacre, only those directly involved
and  people  from  Mindanao  were
interested in the peace talks but now
it  seems  that  everybody  has  to
participate  to  make  sure  that  the
government  will  not  sell  out  to  the
MILF.  This  phenomena  can  be
observed from the North (Luzon) and
in  Visayas  (Central )  but  most
especially from Mindanao, even those
who  are  outside  of  the  identified
Bangsamoro territory.

On the other hand those personalities
and  non  government  organizations
and institutions who have been acting
like  non  partisans  during  the  pre
Mamasapano  incident  have  been
exposed of their interests to have the
peace between the GPh and the MILF
even if it is very obvious that it(peace)
is non inclusive and not done based on
justice. Their self serving interest has
been  uncovered  and  that  they  have
been  after  the  peace  dividends  and
they are making sure to get from the
funds  coming  in  for  the  peace
agreement.

The  murdered  44  SAF  have  been
considered  heroes  and  were  given
heroes  welcome  and  burial  in  their
respective  municipalities  throughout
the country.

Peoples  have  put  the  blame  on  the
present  Aquino  government  for  the
deaths  of  the  SAF men.  This  is  the
main reason why even if the President
himself  appeared  twice  in  national
television  to  explain  what  had
happened  in  January  25,  2015  and
what was his role in it nobody would
believe him especially the relatives of
the 44 SAF officers and men.

Trust  and  confidence  have  been
greatly affected in that single event.
Peoples have lost  their  trust  for the
success  of  the  peace  talks  with  the
MILF.  The  Bangsamoro  Basic  Law
(BBL) which will  lay down the legal
foundation  for  the  establishment  of
the Bangsamoro government has been
put on hold (Philippine Congress had
been  del iberating  on  i t  for  i ts
promulgation)  indefinitely.  And since
much has been put on the President’s
trust and popularity, it has gone down



now. The peace talks have gone down
together  with  the  popularity  and
peoples’  trust  with  the  President.

People throughout the country,  have
now become active stakeholders of the
peace process between the GPH and
MILF.  They  are  delivering  strong
messages that the peace which should
be established will be the one based
on  justice,  especially  on  the  SAF
murdered  in  Mamasapano  and  it
should be inclusive not only the MILF
but other Moro groups as well and the
Indigenous Peoples and the Christians
(Migrant Settlers).

The BBL and the
Peace Process on
Suspended
Animation
Other groups like the Moro National
Liberation Front (MNLF) have raised
some questions on the correctness of
creating a new law like the BBL for
establishing  the  new  Bangsamoro
political entity. For these groups the
Republic  Act  9054  –  a  law  which
created  the  expanded  Autonomous
Region in Muslim Mindanao (ARMM)
should  only  be  enhanced.  ARMM is
the  resu l t  o f  the  1996  peace
agreement  between  the  Philippine
government  and  the  MNLF.

The Aquino government and the MILF
have considered the ARMM as a failed
political  experiment and this kind of
status  quo  could  not  remain  in
establishing the Bangsamoro political
entity.

In  the  agreed  BBL  version  of  the
government  and  the  MILF  panels,
lessons from the ARMM’s failure were
not included. The socio, economic and
political set up of the region should be
studied  deeper.  The  role  of  the
Indigenous Political Structures should
be factored in vis-Ã -vis the role of the
elected political leaders based on the
local  government  code.  Even  the
influence of State machineries and its
functions  in  the  barangay  or  even
municipal levels should be analyzed.

In  many  areas  in  the  ARMM,  the
elected political officials could not be
seen except during election or when

they received their Internal Revenue
Allotment (IRA) which many of these
officials considered as their personal
budget.  There  are  no  banks  or
functional  financial  mechanism  from
the  State  machineries  and  therefore
the  main  financial  transaction  are
done  through  an  informal  economy
and financing which are controlled by
the local rich traders. Many of these
informal  businessmen  are  the
government  officials  themselves  or
their puppets in the areas.

A s  s t a t e d  a b o v e  a l l  o f  t h e s e
government cum businessmen do not
stay in their  municipalities  but  have
bought  and  built  big  houses  in  the
cities and even in Manila.

These  people/politicians  stay  and
maintain  their  power  because  they
also have arms and weapons and they
have  unwritten  agreement  with
groups like the MILF to respect each
other.  Civil  and  Criminal  cases  are
resolved through the Shariah courts.
But  it  is  the  Council  of  Elders  –
respected peoples in the village of the
municipality  who  would  often  times
resolve  the  problem/conflict  because
the peoples trust and could freely go
to them.

These  facts  could  be  seen  from the
ARMM experiences  and  they  should
serve as lessons to be learned and be
put  into  BBL.  The  MILF  is  mainly
political-military  machinery  and  its
structures do not have the civil society
having  a  prominent  role  in  i ts
functioning.

The MILF has just formed the United
Bangsamoro  Justice  Party  (UBJP)  as
its  main  electoral  and  political
mechanism towards direct governance
of the Bangsamoro government. In the
composition  of  its  official,  the
leadership and the key MILF leaders
have taken up positions starting with
Al Haj Murad Ebrahim, the Chair of
the MILF has also became the head of
the  UBJP.  Most  likely  he  will  be
elected as  the Chief  Minister  of  the
Bangsamoro government.  This  multi-
task  of  the  MILF  leadership  and
personnel will  be replicated down to
the basic level of governance. Already
the traditional politicians have shown
interests to the new electoral/political
party.  They will  soon have strong if
no t  have  to ta l  cont ro l  o f  the

Bangsamoro.

At this stage, a menu is prepared for a
sure failed political institution.

The Mamasapano situation is a case in
point here. The mayor does not have
control over his municipality. He could
not  even  go  to  all  his  thirteen  (13)
barangays.  Aside from the municipal
building  there  are  schools  in  big
barangays  but  no  other  government
instrumentalities in town. The Mayor
can stay in power because he belongs
to the Ampatuan clan (grandson of the
former  governor  of  Maguindanao  –
Datu  Andal  Ampatuan)  The  mayor’s
brother  –  a  suspect  of  the  2009
Maguindanao  massacre  –  just  like
Datu Andal except that he avoided the
arrest and now he led more than 200
fully  armed  group  in  Mamasapano
both  hiding  from  the  arresting  law
enforcers and protecting the brother
who is the Mayor. The MILF and the
BIFF cannot touch the Mayor. In the
same manner, the Mayor cannot go to
the areas of the groups.

Important  lessons  from  the  MNLF-
ARMM  experience  were  never
considered. Valid criticism were made
to Professor Nur Misuari – the Chair
of the MNLF when he got multi role
after the 1996 Final Peace Agreement.
He maintained his chairmanship with
the  MNLF.  He  accepted  being  the
governor of the ARMM, he became the
Chair  of  the  Southern  Philippine
Center  for  Peace  and  Development
(SPCPD) and held other various posts.
He never shared important positions
and tasks with other members of the
MNLF leadership. He could not do all
the tasks and roles at the same time
as proven by concrete experience.

The  indefinite  postponement  of  the
discussion of the BBL in Congress can
give  everyone  the  additional  and
needed  time  to  deeply  review  its
content  in  the  light  of  what  had
happened  in  Mamasapano.  The
concepts  of  territory,  citizenship,
governance,  resource  sharing  and
generation,  police  and  security,
justice,  etc will  be analyzed by both
houses  of  Congress  without  the
pressures from the President and the
executive  just  l ike  in  the  pre-
Mamasapano  incident.

At  this  stage,  it  is  definite  that  the



BBL which will be passed by Congress
will not be the version agreed upon by
the GPH and MILF panels. The MILF
Chair had already given a some sort of
warning to the leadership of Congress
that  the  MILF  will  not  accept  a
watered down version of the BBL.

Representatives  of  the  MILF  had
already delivered to the leadership of
the IPs the message that they should
trust MILF to consider their issues on
Ancestral Domain and governance as
long as the IPs would back down with
their  advocacy  campaigns  to  have
t h e i r  a u t o n o m y  w i t h i n  t h e
Bangsamoro  government.

After  the  Mamasapano  bloody
encounter, the MILF together with the
Aquino  government  with  its  peace
panel  have  become  defensive.  The
families and relatives of the forty four
(44)  SAF/PNP  strongly  believe  that
their loved ones were sacrificed in the
altar of peace of GPH and the MILF.

Peoples from the North to the South of
the  country  do  not  bel ieve  the
explanation of the President about his
role and responsibility in the January
25, 2015 incident.

Definitely  the  popularity  of  the
President  and  his  government  has
become so low that the support of the
peace  talk  with  the  MILF has  been
dragged with it.

Everyday, it has become crystal clear
that the next President will the one to
handle the continuation of the peace
process  unless  there  will  be  extra
constitutional  move  from  within  or
outside  the  Aquino  government  to
either  continue  his  term  or  his
government  wil l  replaced  by  a
transitory  government.

In  the  coming  days,  people  will
celebrate  anniversary  of  the  People
Power uprising. Definitely calls for the
resignation of  the  President  and his
government will be highlighted. There
will  be merging of  different political
and social movements to rally around
the issue of Resign All – the stepping
down of the President, Vice President
and  all  his  cabinet  members.  The
Peace  talks  with  the  MILF  will
definitely be set aside at least for the
moment.

Reactions  from  the  MILF  will  be
expected  to  be  in  the  form  of  the
Military  actions  (just  like  the  2008
MOA-AD).  Proportionate reactions or
moves  will  be  implemented  by  the
Armed Forces of the Philippines (AFP).
Movements  on  the  ground  towards
this reaction can already be observed
from the two forces.

Meanwhile, the investors will have a
“wait  and  see”  attitude  and  if  the
situation  of  war  will  intensify  they
(investors)  will  simply  pull  out  and
wait for another opportunity.

The Role of the US
In the last few years, China has been
making  its  presence  more  visible  in
the Asia-Pacific Region. Together with
its  becoming  the  second  biggest
economy  in  the  world  (second  from
the US and displacing Japan) it tries to
impose  its  presence  in  the  Spratly
islands  claimed  by  the  Philippines,
Vietnam  and  other  Southeast  Asia
countries  and  it  is  establishing  its
military  bases  in  those  islands  e.g.
construction of airports.

With this development, since last year,
the US has declared its Asian pivot –
which simply means that it will make
its presence more than visible while it
maintains  its  seventh  fleet  in  the
region.  It  will  try  to  maintain  its
presence  in  places  like  Okinawa  in
Japan amidst intensifying protests by
the  Japanese  people.  With  the  re-
election  of  the  conservative  Liberal
Democratic Party (LDP) and Abe as its
Prime Minister, at least the US bases
in the area will be secured for now.

In the case of the Philippines, the US
has been able to continue its stay and
is even able to enhance its presence in
the  country  with  stronger  legal
foundation.  The  already  existing
arrangement  based  on  the  mutually
agreed  document  called  the  Visiting
Forces Agreement (VFA) where it (US)
does not have to build and maintain its
military  bases  in  the  country  but  is
able to go anywhere in the country for
military purposes.

Now,  the US is  able  to  enhance its
presence in the country through the
Enhanced  Defense  Cooperation
Agreement  or  EDCA,  where  the  US

forces can be involved in indirect war
against  terrorism and other external
threats  to  the  Philippines.  Both
countries  are  able  to  provide  legal
protection to the US forces’ presence
and be embedded in the camps of the
AFP.  This  is  also  to  advance  the
implementation of the already agreed
Mutual  Defense  Treaty .  Such
agreement  includes  inter-operability,
capacity  building,  strengthening  of
AFP  external  defense,  maritime
security, maritime domain awareness,
humanitarian assistance and disaster
response.

US Involvement in
the Mamasapano
Incident
The  po l ice  operat ion  to  get  a
Malaysian terrorist who is believed to
be the bomber of the Bali resorts in
Indonesia and series of  bombings in
the  Philippines  and  his  Filipino
assistant – is called OPLAN EXODUS.
The US forces’ hands are everywhere
from offering the prizes of their heads
– Marwan has $6 Millions and Usman
$3  Millions.  The  US  provided  the
direct  training  activities  of  the
selected  Special  Action  Force
Seaborne  Company  in  a  resort  in
Zamboanga City.

In  the  actual  operation  it  has  been
known that there were four members
of the US forces who stayed with the
Operational  Command in  the nearby
municipality  of  Sharrif  Aguak,
Maguindanao.

Unmanned drones had been used to
monitor  the  areas  days  before  the
implementation of the OPLAN Exodus.

And when finally the remaining 84th
Seaborne  SAF  Company  was
extracted–  the  US  through  the  FBI
agents make sure to directly get the
specimen of Marwan for DNA testing.

It was very clear that the US is only
after the proof that the one killed was
the terrorist Marwan- and nothing to
help  save  the  lives  of  the  SAF/PNP
personnel.

During  the  hearings  of  different
Investigative  bodies,  especially  the
Congress,  the  President  thru  his



Cabinet and generals have been trying
to cover up the decisive role of the US.

But  since  the  US  role  in  the  failed
police operation from the point of view
of  the  high  number  of  SAF/PNP
casualties  but  success  in  the  US
interest  –  Marwan’s  death  was
confirmed – the peoples have become
aware of how the Aquino government
has defaulted his basic role to protect
its citizens and sovereignty to the US.
The consequence of this treason like
action of the President can never be
underestimated.

The Meaning of
Some Indicators of
the Philippine
Economy
The Aquino Administration has  been
boasting that last  year (2014) it  got
high  Gross  Domestic  Product  (GDP)
with 6.1% which accordingly  second
only to China. It got 6.9% in the last
quarter of last year and was able to
pull up the annual average of its GNP.
The prime movers of the GNP increase
were government spending using the
m o n e y  f r o m  w h a t  i t  ( A q u i n o
government)  termed as Development
Acceleration  Program (DAP).  This  is
the  pooling  together  of  different
savings  from  the  approved  General
Appropriated  budget  and  spends  it
base  on  the  Presidential  discretion.
Last month part of this DAP has been
declared  unconstitutional  by  the
Supreme  Court.  The  government
spending  includes  the  various
construction  activities  and  the
Conditional  Cash  Transfer  (CCT)
which  is  the  dole  out  spending  of
government where money is  literally
distributed to the identified as poorest
of the poor.

The second biggest source of the GDP
is  the  remittances  of  the  country’s
migrant  workers  which  is  becoming
bigger  everyday.  These  migrant
workers who can be located in almost
all  countries  of  the  world  have  an
average monthly  remittance of  more
than 2 Billion USD which is more than
$24  Billion  in  a  year  or  comprising
almost  50%  of  the  country  annual
budget for 2015 (P2.6 Trillions).

More than 50% of its labor forces of
45  millions  out  of  100  million  total
number  of  its  population  is  either
unemployed or underemployed.

More  than  30  millions  of  its  people
considered  themselves  living  below
the poverty level if it will be based on
the  UN Standard  of  poverty  level  –
$1.50 daily earning.

The below 5% inflation rate is more a
result of the decreased of the prices of
oil  and  other  petroleum  products
rather  than  the  results  of  higher
purchasing power of its consumers.

The other factors which contributed in
the increased of the country’s GNP are
the  service  sector,  Business  Process
Outsourcing  (BPO),  Manufacturing
and  Agriculture.

These  contributions  will  surely  be
affected by this year (2015) opening of
market  of  members  of  South  East
Asian  countries  as  part  of  their
Regional  Market  Unification  and
Development.

Even the big amount as contribution
of the migrant workers will surely be
affected  by  the  very  unstable
conditions  of  several  host  countries,
especially in the Middle East.

In brief  the economic indicators can
hardly  sustain  for  the  basic  reason
that they are not founded on industrial
base  capacity  of  the  country.  Its
industries  are  mainly  semi-process
and extractive.

But what is clear is that the more the
Aquino  government  announces  the
improvement of the economy the more
number  of  the  country’s  population
are  living  below  poverty  level.  In
short,  the  more  the  Phil ippine
economy has been said to improve the
more  people  have  suffered  extreme
poverty.

This is typical neoliberal capitalist in
a c t i o n  i n  a  c o u n t r y  l i k e  t h e
Phi l ippines.

Conclusion
The unfortunate event in Mamasapano
has provided a much needed wake up
call for peoples not only Mindanao but
the whole country as well.

Just as the peace agreement between
the government of the Philippines and
the MILF is about to be finalized by
the  approval  of  the  BBL  which  will
become part of the law of the land –
the  Mamasapano  bloody  incident
happened.

The questions of trust and confidence
on  the  MILF  have  been  put  in  the
open.  Its  (MILF)  real  role  in  the
SAF/PNP massacre has  triggered up
debates in the sincerity and intentions
of the MILF in achieving genuine and
sustainable peace in Mindanao.

The coming in of investors even before
the peace agreement in consummated
is a concrete sign that what is at stake
here  is  really  the  very  rich  natural
resources  in  Mindanao  which  the
national government needs to open up
to foreign investors to further propel
its neo-liberal project for development.

T h e  p e a c e  a g r e e m e n t  o f  t h e
government  and  the  MILF  (  i f
consummated) is getting the right to
exploit  what  is  left  to  the  natural
resources of the country in Mindanao.
This is the main reason why the right
of  the Indigenous Peoples (IPs)  over
their ancestral domains and the very
rich  natural  minerals  in  them  has
never  been  considered.  Their  (IPs)
opposition  to  their  exclusion  to  the
peace  tha t  the  MILF  and  the
government  is  bulding,  has  been
considered as works of peace spoilers.

It took the forty four (44) lives of the
SAF/PNP to stop the peace momentum
engineered  by  the  Phi l ippine
government  and  the  MILF.

Revolutionary  and  progressive
organizations and groups should take
this rare opportunity to organize and
rally the three peoples in Mindanao in
particular and the country in general
in  supporting  the  right  to  self
determination  of  the  Bangsamoro
which will not hinder and diminish the
right  to  self  determination  of  the
Indigenous People.

Programs  and  activities  should  be
geared towards the elimination of the
nat iona l  oppress ion  wi thout
neglecting the full  realization of  the
rights of other minority nationalities.
Solidarity  among  the  poor  and  the
toi l ing  masses  of  the  majority



nationality  and minority  nationalities
s h o u l d  b e  e s t a b l i s h e d  a n d

strengthened.

This  is  the  only  sure  way  to  build

durable and sustainable peace in this
part of the world.

â€˜Going on this way can only mean defeat’

24 February 2015, by Stathis Kouvelakis

What is  the symbolic  importance
of Syriza’s victory?

Syriza’s  victory represents a historic
turning point.  It  is  the  first  time in
European electoral history that a party
of the radical Left – that is, to the left
of  social  democracy  –  has  won  the
elections and entered government.

Up till now, the only times that parties
from  this  political  family  exercised
governmental roles they were part of
wider coalitions, and even that was in
very  particular  circumstances.  This
unprecedented  success  undoubtedly
marks a turning point, one that is all
the more important in that Europe is
in the grip of a social and economic
crisis that has led to growing political
turmoil.

Some have noted that in the countries
of Northern and Central  Europe far-
Right forces and the radicalised Right
are  the  ones  benefiting  from  this.
Conversely,  in  the  peripheral
countries, which have been subjected
to the harshest austerity policies, it is
instead the forces of the radical Left
that seem to be raising their head. We
see this in Greece but also in Spain
and Ireland.

A n d  t h a t  p l a c e s  h e a v y
responsibilities  on  Syriza’s
shoulders?

Yes,  indeed,  it  has  very  serious
responsibilities. And this means that if
it were to fail, that would have a really
serious effect on the balance of forces
in the period to come.

S i n c e  S y r i z a  d i d  n o t  w i n  a
parliamentary  majority,  on  the  day
after  its  victory  it  announced  a
coalition with the Independent Greeks
(ANEL), a split from New Democracy.

What explains this coalition, how has
it been put together, and what do the
electorate think of it?

There  are  two  misunderstandings
about ANEL that we ought to shake off
right away. Firstly, it is not a far-Right
party,  as  many  media  wrongly
suggest.  It  is  effectively a faction of
New  Democracy  that  has  combined
with a few people who have defected
from other  political  forces,  some  of
them from the Left.

In France we would call this kind of
party  â€˜sovereigntyist’,  though  we
should  a lso  bear  in  mind  that
sovereigntyist  and patriotic  ideas  do
not have the same meaning in a major
power  like  France  with  a  history  of
imperialism  and  colonialism,  and  a
country  like  Greece  that  has  been
dominated throughout its history.

ANEL  is  a  party  that  has  taken  a
position against the Memorandum and
against austerity policies – and it has
done so on a patriotic basis. But it also
represents a â€˜social’ tendency that
was once a constituent part  of  New
Democracy,  which,  let’s  not  forget,
was up till recently a mass party with
a popular electorate and a significant
base among trade unionists.

The second thing to note is that there
is no grand strategy,  here.  It  was a
pragmatic  choice,  corresponding  to
the  given  constraints  of  the  current
moment.  Syriza  knew  that  it  would
face a very difficult  situation, and it
needed a majority in Parliament.

Since  the  Greek  Communist  Party
(KKE) has for many years refused any
sort of political coalition with Syriza,
the only  possible  allies  were on the
Right or centre-Right. And Syriza was
sure to avoid the trap of allying with

To  Potami.  This  party  is  totally  a
creature  of  the  system.  It  presents
i tsel f  as  a  â€˜joker’ ,  ready  to
part ic ipate  in  absolute ly  any
governing  coal i t ion.

Moreover, that is why foreign media
constantly  posed  To  Potami  as  an
alternative,  thinking  that  this  party
w o u l d  f o r c e  S y r i z a  t o  m a k e
concessions.  That  is  precisely  what
Syriza  wanted  to  avoid,  and  that  is
why it chose to ally with a party that
would not cause it any difficulties in
its  negotiations  to  get  rid  of  the
Memorandum. So if Syriza makes any
retreats – as is the case at the moment
– then it only has itself to blame.

The  whole  media  campaign  against
Syriza presenting ANEL as a far-Right
and xenophobic party – speaking of a
â€˜Red-Brown’ coalition, like [the Le
Monde journalist] Mr. Quatremer, for
example – sought to punish Syriza for
refusing to  ally  with  To Potami  and
thus  to  conform  to  the  system’s
demands.

The reaction in Greece has been very
positive,  though.  It  ought  to  be
understood  that  the  opposition
between supporters and opponents of
the  Memorandum  has  become  the
central dividing line in Greek political
life, even though it has not erased the
division  between  Left  and  Right.  It
made a  lot  more  sense  to  ally  with
ANEL than with To Potami.

I t ’ s  now  a  month  s ince  the
election. What is your assessment
of Syriza’s record so far?

The new government has announced a
first  set  of  measures,  expressing  its
desire for transparency and increased
democracy.  The  changing  of  the
nationality code – handing automatic
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Greek  citizenship  to  immigrants’
chi ldren  born  in  Greece  –  is  a
considerable  shake-up  of  Greek
society’s  definition  of  nationality,
citizenship and even national identity.

Another objective of these measures is
media transparency, putting an end to
the  entanglement  of  pol i t ical
personnel  and  business  interests
linked  to  the  state  –  a  combination
that  often  includes  media  moguls.
That  is  not  anything  particular  to
Greece,  as  Berlusconi  in  Italy  and
Bouygues in France demonstrate, but
in Greece it has reached really huge
proportions.

The distribution of  cabinet portfolios
shows  that  Syriza  was  not  going  to
give  up  any  ground,  at  that  level.
Notably,  the  Interior  Ministry  was
handed to a leading figure in the anti-
racist  movements,  involved  in
struggles supporting immigrants; and
the  new  president  of  the  Greek
Parliament,  Zoe  Constantopolou,  is
well-known  for  her  fight  against
corruption and her involvement in the
struggle  for  individual  freedoms.  So
that sends a strong message.

F r o m  a  s o c i a l  a n d  e c o n o m i c
perspective,  the  re-establishment  of
workplace rights – which the previous
governments  had  got  rid  of  –  is
another important measure that Syriza
has announced, as are the re-hiring of
laid-off  civi l  servants;  the  re-
connect ion  o f  e lectr ic i ty  for
households that  had previously been
cut  off;  and  the  re-establishment  of
the ERT (public radio and TV). These
announcements  seek  to  demonstrate
the new government’s break with the
previous  governments’  policies
serving  the  Memorandum.

Th is  se t  o f  measures  –  which
correspond  to  Syriza’s  mandate  and
are meant to put an end to austerity
policies – has quickly come up against
the demands imposed by the European
Union  and  the  Troika.  These  latter
have  forced  the  Greek  government
into a series of retreats, paralysing the
i m p l e m e n t a t i o n  o f  S y r i z a ’ s
programme.  Only  just  after  having
been elected, the new government has
run  into  difficulties  that  give  us  a
glimpse of what a grave situation we
will face if it fails.

What does the accord signed on 20
February tell us?

The agreement insists on the full and
timely  repayment  of  Greece’s  debts.
Most  importantly,  it  foresees  the
existing  programme  being  followed
through  in  full,  which  means  the
country agreeing to remain under the
supervision of the Troika – or as it’s
now called, â€˜the institutions’.

Indeed,  the  Greek  government  has
committed to not taking any unilateral
measures  that  might  endanger  the
budgetary objectives laid down by the
creditors.

This accord thus neutralises the Syriza
government’s activity and its capacity
to  implement  its  programme.  We
ought to be clear – it keeps almost the
entire  Memorandum  framework  in
place.

What explains such a rapid defeat?

Firstly,  right  from  the  start  the
European  institutions  exercised
enormous pressure. This began on 4
February when the European Central
Bank announced that it  had stopped
the refinancing of the Greek banks –
because it no longer accepted Greek
debt bonds – at the same time as there
was massive capital flight out of the
country.

Having been around â‚¬2bn a week,
according to  reliable  sources  capital
flight  hit  around  â‚¬1.5bn  every  24
hours  in  the  last  few  days.  My
information  from Athens  is  that  the
Greek banks could not have opened on
Tuesday if Greece had not come to an
agreement with Europe. The ECB has
blackmailed  Greece  in  exactly  the
same way as it did Cyprus in 2013 and
Ireland in 2010.

The  Greek  government  is  being
strangled, exploiting its weakest link,
namely,  the  banking  system.  There
was  increasing  pressure  on  Greece
during the Eurogroup meetings, in an
effort to force it to accept the terms of
the Memorandum. If Germany was the
most vindictive country – and there is
a degree of theatre at moments like
this – the others were no different. No
one took a stance against Germany.

Greeks saw some hope in France
when  François  Hollande  was

e lec ted .  D id  tha t  count ry
absolutely  refuse  to  come  to
Greece’s  aid?

If  you  took  a  superficial  view,  you
might  have  expected  that.  But  you
can’t  implement  austerity  and  vote
through the Macron bill [for economic
liberalisation]  and  at  the  same time
offer political  help to a country that
wants to break with austerity.

What are Syriza’s  responsibilities
now?

We ought  to  be  clear.  Some of  the
debates  that  we have  had in  Syriza
have now been resolved in a negative
way.  The  idea  that  we  could  break
with austerity policies and yet avoid
confrontation  with  the  European
Union  has  been  refuted  in  practice.
The  majority  tendency  in  Syriza
avoided giving a clear answer to what
would  happen  if  Greece’s  creditors
refused to negotiate.

Those  who upheld  this  position  also
thought  that  our  European  partners
would  be  obliged  to  accept  Syriza’s
legitimacy and thus accept the Greek
government’s  demands.  And  we  can
clearly see that this is not the case.
The dominant tendency in the Syriza
leadership has the illusion that  it  is
possible to change things even within
the  ex is t ing  European  Union
framework.

These  institutions  have  shown  their
true face, which is the imposition of
extremely  harsh  neoliberal  policies
and  other  policies  leading  to  the
economic and social marginalisation of
entire countries.

What explains these â€˜illusions’?

There is  a real  stumbling block,  not
just  a  psychological  barrier  but  also
one  that  concerns  political  strategy.
Like almost all  the European radical
Left, Syriza believes in the idea that it
is  possible  to  reform and  transform
the  existing  European  institutions
from  within.

That’s the whole problem. Syriza ever
more clearly dug itself into a position
refusing not  only  to  break from the
Euro  but  even  to  consider  this  a
possible threat it  could make during
the negotiations.



And indeed we have seen that neither
Tsipras or Varoufakis ever made use
of  this  possibility.  This  tendency
refuses to  take full  account  of  what
the EU institutions and the integration
process  consist  of  –  yet  this  is  a
process that has neoliberalism in its
DNA.

These  institutions  were  created  in
order to  entrench neoliberal  policies
and  liberate  them from any  kind  of
popular control. We cannot break with
a u s t e r i t y  p o l i c i e s  a n d  t h e
Memorandum  measures  unless  we
mount  a  confrontation  with  the
European  Union,  and  leave  the
Eurozone  if  need  be.  During  the
negotiations  Greece  showed  that  it
feared  â€˜Grexit’  more  than  its
interlocutors did, and that was a fatal
error.

What conclusions ought we draw
from this accord?

We could describe it as a major defeat
for Syriza, possibly even a fatal one,
and this failure affects each and every
one of Syriza’s components. The Left
did not succeed in imposing its point
of view, having been defeated by the
leadership’s  strategy,  ever  since  the
2012  elections,  of  shifting  closer  to
the centre. The idea was that since we
had already won as many votes on the
Left as we could, what we now had to
do was go in search of centrist voters.

This  electoralist  logic  is  mistaken,
because given the extent of the social
crisis the tendency of public opinion is
not  at  all  the  strengthening  of  the
centre ground. On the contrary, it is
r a d i c a l i s i n g ,  a n d  i t  i s  t h i s
radicalisation  that  explains  the
audience for Golden Dawn as well as
for Syriza.

There is a really fundamental error of
analysis, here. For a political force of
the anti-austerity Left  to give up on
essential points of its programme can
only lead to defeat. And sadly that is
precisely what we are seeing play out
at the moment.

The Syriza government will thus have
no choice other than to administer the
Memorandum  framework.  The  small
changes it can make will certainly be
improvements,  but  they  will  not
succeed  in  transforming  the  totally
disastrous  economic  and  social
situation.  This  will  disappoint  the
hopes  and  expectations  that  the
popular  electorate  placed  in  Syriza.

Going  on  this  way  can  only  mean
defeat. I think it is possible that Syriza
could  disintegrate,  and  that  there
could  be  a  reconfiguration  of  the
current  political  alliances.  If  Syriza
continues with this policy then there is
no  reason  why  pro-Memorandum
forces  should  go  on  refusing  to
collaborate with it. To Potami, PASOK
and even a wing of New Democracy
could do so – and it was precisely this
latter that Syriza was giving a nod and
a wink to when it chose Pavlopoulos, a
leading  figure  of  New  Democracy’s
centrist  wing,  for  President  of  the
Republic.

How  might  the  Greek  people
react?

Syriza’s victory gave the Greek people
hope again. After the ECB started with
i t s  b l ackma i l  we  saw  peop le
spontaneously heading into the streets
to  give  their  support  to  Syriza.  The
current retreat risks putting a stop to
all  this,  leading  to  very  severe
disappointment.

Should we fear disappointed voters
turning to Golden Dawn?

The  current  success  of  far-Right
parties in Europe essentially owes to
the  fact  that  very  large  sections  of
public  opinion  see  them as  genuine
anti-systemic forces. They seem more
credible  and  more  radical  than  the
Left.

T h a n k s  t o  t h e  e x t e n t  o f  t h e
mobilisations between 2010 and 2012
the  electorate  that  has  broken from
the  traditional  ruling  parties  has
mostly  turned  to  the  Left.

N o n e t h e l e s s ,  t h e  p o s s i b l e
recomposition  of  politics  entails  the
enormous  danger  of  us  abandoning
the terrain of challenging the existing
order to the far Right.

Syriza  has  been  forced  to  accept
continuing with Troika supervision of
Greece.  This  feeling  of  national
humiliation  is  very  important  to
understanding the breakthrough that
Golden  Dawn  has  made.  Its  rise  is
really a regressive nationalist reaction
to this feeling of national humiliation,
combined  with  economic  and  social
breakdown.

European  Commission  president
Jean-Claude  Juncker  recently
declared that â€˜There can be no
democratic  choice  against  the
European  treaties’.  Are  our
societies  –  in  Greece  as  well  as
elsewhere  in  Europe  –  really
democratic?

The Juncker quote sums up the reality
that  we  face.  Since  the  1980s  the
construction  of  the  European  Union
has  been  the  vehicle  of  neoliberal
policies. Neoliberalism is in its DNA, it
is  written  into  its  treaties.  Its
underlying logic is constitutively anti-
democratic.

It  seeks to dissolve the instances of
national  control,  establishing  a
detached  supranational  order  freed
from  any  mechanisms  of  popular
control.  And this  is  what has driven
oppositional  political  forces  to
paralysis.  Syriza’s  defeat  faced  with
the  European  Union  is  the  most
striking illustration of this – and also
the saddest.

For any force that wants to oppose the
dominant economic policy decisions, it
is indispensable that they break with
this construction.

23 February 2015

Translated by David Broder for Verso.

See the original piece here.
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PEGIDA – an ultra-reactionary, Islamophobic
and racist movement

24 February 2015, by Manuel Kellner

After this, an initiative in the name of
PEGIDA  (“Patriotische  EuropÃ¤er
gegen  d ie  I s lamis ierung  des
Abendlandes”  –  “Patriotic  Europeans
against the Islamisation of the West”)
was launched by one Lutz Bachmann,
o f  D r e s d e n ,  w h o  b e c a m e  i t s
spokesperson.  At  first  only  a  few
hundred  came  to  the  “Monday
demonstrations”  in  this  town  in
Saxony in eastern Germany, chanting
among  other  things  “Wir  sind  das
Volk”  (“We  are  the  people”),  a
conscious  allusion  to  the  mass
demonstrations  in  1989  against  the
SED  regime  in  the  GDR.  Then  it
became  thousands,  and  by  mid-
December  it  was  15,000  (and  even
more  according  to  some  estimates).
There  were  around  6,500  counter-
demonstrators.  The  initiative  spread
to other towns and regions, and the
movement was quickly at the centre of
public  political  debate  in  Germany.
Some  politicians  like  Chancellor
Angela  Merkel  distanced  themselves
from  PEDIGA,  seen  as  bad  for
Germany’s  world  image.  But  many
others  said  that  “people’s  concerns
should  be  taken  seriously”.  What
c o n c e r n s ?  U n e m p l o y m e n t ,
precariousness,  increasingly
grotesque  social  inequality,  the
destruction  of  our  natural  bases  of
survival? No, the concern with being
flooded by an ocean of foreigners with
Muslim  “preachers  of  hate”  and
Islamic  terrorists.

Lutz  Bachmann  has  published  a
platform  (“Positionspapier  der
PEGIDA”)  with  19  points  of  which
points 1, 3 and 5 and partially 10 have
the  obvious  function  of  an  alibi:  to
welcome  refugees,  house  them
humanely, assign more social workers
to  them  and  the  affirmation  of  not
being  against  “well  integrated”
Muslims living in Germany. But these
points are not articulated by PEGIDA
speakers  at  demonstrations,  others

are.  Among  others:  the  duty  of
“foreigners” to integrate themselves, a
more equitable allocation of refugees
inside  the  EU,  more  f inancial
resources  for  the  police  to  monitor
them,  the  consistent  application  of
asylum  laws  and  expulsions,  zero
tolerance for criminal asylum seekers
and  immigrants,  safeguarding  and
protection of Western Judeo-Christian
culture and so on, and opposition to
“gender  mainstreaming”  and  the
imposition  of  a  “politically  correct”
language.

Far right
organisers
In the public discourse and comments
of the participants, all is much more
robus t .  Re fugees ,  Mus l ims ,
immigrants  are  the  target  of  hate
speech.  The  political  world  of  the
established  parties  is  attacked  as
complicit  with  the  Islamists  and
“foreign”  elements.  Refugees,
according to Lutz Bachmann,  live in
luxury, while German mothers can no
longer  buy  Christmas  presents  for
their  children.  And  Katrin  Oertel,
another  member  of  PEGIDA’s
organising committee in Dresden, says
that  immigrants  should  “adapt  to
German norms, mores and culture” –
which  is  line  with  the  positions
articulated by the last congress of the
Bavarian CSU.

Lutz Bachmann is not too well placed
to  ag i ta te  aga ins t  “c r imina l
immigrants”. He has been prosecuted
himself  several  times – among other
things  for  burglary,  drug  dealing,
driving without a licence and having
fled German justice by going to South
Africa. In the organizing personnel of
PEGIDA we find several  well  known
far rightists, including neo-Nazis. The
organising  committee  of  KÃ–GIDA,

PEGIDA’s  subsidiary  in  Cologne,
includes  one  Melanie  Dittmer,  a
fascist since early youth, who believes
the Holocaust to be an invention of the
victors of the Second World War, and
wishes  to  save  Germany  from  a
nightmare like that of London, where
she claims the most common name for
newly  born  children  is  Mohammed.
The  leader  who  announced  the
KÃ–GIDA demonstration of January 5
officially  to  the  police,  Sebastian
Nobile,  has long been active in neo-
Nazi  structures  like  the  banned
“German Defence League”, which has
good  contacts  with  the  murderous
“Blood  and  honour”  group,  and  in
other far right organizations.

The counter-
mobilisation
It should be said that even in Dresden,
the number of PEGIDA demonstrators
seemed  to  drop  and  the  number  of
counter-demonstrators  increase,  and
in  other  German  cities,  like  Berlin,
Munich,  Münster  and  others,  the
number of counter-demonstrators was
much  greater.  It  was  January  5  in
Cologne  which  symbolized  the
reversal  of  things.

On  that  evening  the  Kölner  Dom,
Cologne’s  cathedral ,  was  not
illuminated. The lights were turned off
for other churches, also, and for the
chamber  of  industry  and  commerce,
the big hotels and the Rhine bridges.
The  KÃ–GIDA  demonstrators  were
only a few hundred, in the shadows of
night,  but  the counter-demonstrators
were thousands,  at  least  10,000 but
probably more like 25,000 (the figure
given by  internal  communications  of
police on the spot).

The difficulty in giving exact figures
stems  from  the  massive  police
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intervention  massive  against  the
counter-demonstrators,  dispersing
them,  erecting  metal  grills  blocking
the  immense  crowd  seeking  to
approach the small group of KÃ–GIDA.
But  the  mechanical  pressure  of  the
crowds  was  so  impressive  that
ultimately  the  police  advised  the
KÃ–GIDA demonstrators not to march
across  one  of  the  Rhine  bridges  as
planned and in the end not to march
at all.

This  was  a  catastrophic  setback  for
KÃ–GIDA,  to  the  point  that  i ts
organizers said they would henceforth
not demonstrate in Cologne. It is not
by  chance  that  after  the  Charlie
Hebdo killings, KÃ–GIDA reversed this
d e c i s i o n  a n d  s a i d  i t  w o u l d
demonstrate  every  Wednesday  in
Cologne near the cathedral – while the
o r g a n i z e r s  o f  t h e  c o u n t e r -
mobilizations said they would respond
with  the  biggest  demonstrations
possible.

A problem to think
about
In  Cologne,  there  are  two  united
action  committees  which  prepare
actions against PEDIGA and any other
racist and xenophobic demonstration.
There  are  anti-fascist  initiatives  and
left  organizations,  as  well  as  trade
unions like the DGB and the SPD. But
it is the political (apart from the far
right),  associative  and  institutional
world as a whole which appears as a
united  front  on  these  occasions,
including  the  traditional  bourgeois
p a r t i e s  a n d  t h e  e m p l o y e r s ’
organisat ions.

And  in  Dresden,  after  the  Charlie
H e b d o  a t t a c k ,  t h e r e  w a s  a
demonstration  of  over  20,000  for
tolerance,  against  violence,  PEDIGA
and  racism,  called  by  virtually
everyone,  including  the  regional
government  led  by  the  CDU.
Of course, we can celebrate the fact
that many more people were ready to
m o b i l i s e  a g a i n s t  r a c i s t  a n d
Islamophobic acts than to follow the
calls of PEGIDA and its ilk. But thee
PEDIGA  demonstrations  articulate  a
radicalisation of a whole layer of the
population,  often  among  the  middle
classes, who respond enthusiastically

to the denunciations of  the Â«”lying
state press”, the “parties of the bloc”
(a subtle illusion to the legal parties
grouped around the “leading party”,
the  SED,  in  the  GDR),  the  “corrupt
bureaucrats and bigwigs” who do not
respond to the aspirations of ordinary
German people.

W e  s h o u l d  t h e n  d i s c u s s  t h e
possibilities of giving a more specific
class  and  internationalist  content  to
the anti-fascist mobilisations. It is the
polit ical  forces  defending  the
established order and the interests of
big  capital  which  daily  create  the
r e a s o n s  f o r  r e a c t i o n a r y
radicalisations.  More  precisely:  who,
b y  a n  i n h u m a n  p o l i c y  a n d
unacceptable words create themselves
a  propitious  atmosphere  for  right
populism and racist campaigns.

Apart  from  the  vaguely  humanist
“politically  correct”  discourse,  the
politicians  of  the  established  pro-
capitalist parties oppose PEDIGA and
r a c i s t  r a d i c a l i z a t i o n s  w i t h
considerations  on  the  importance  of
“well  qualified”  immigration  for  the
German economy, to finance pensions
and pay taxes – but PEDIGA itself talks
about”  good”  wel l  integrated
immigrants.

While formally placing himself within
the context of the great movement of
national  unity  against  PEGIDA  and
similar  movements  (he  cannot
contradict his own party leader who is
moreover  chancellor  of  the  German
government),  Saxony’s  interior
minister  Markus  Ulkig  (CDU)  has
announced  to  the  applause  of  the
PEGIDA demonstrators the creation of
new  special  police  units  “against
criminal  asylum  seekers”  and  other
“ n o t o r i o u s  m a l e f a c t o r s ”
(“IntensivtÃ¤ter”) .

An ultra right
potential
This recalls the first half of the 1990s,
when  attacks  on  asylum  seekers
multiplied,  solemnly  condemned  of
course  by  a  political  world  which
nonetheless  implemented  the  main
demands  of  the  racist  crazies  and
transformed  the  right  of  exi le
incorporated  in  the  “Grundgesetz”,

effectively  Germany’s  constitution,
into a “right” granted only grudgingly.
Something similar  is  being prepared
now: a rhetoric of  fine words which
accompanies  a  hardening  of  the
already  extremely  restr ict ive
treatment  of  the  small  number  of
refugees  who  succeed  in  getting  to
Germany  despite  the  murderous
fortress  put  there  to  keep  them  out.

The PEDIGA mobilizations did not fall
f rom  the  sky.  Before  them,  in
Germany, there were a great number
of  racist  actions  and  mobilizations
directed  against  refugees.  From
January to November 2014, the figure
for  refugees  in  Germany  rose  to
130,000. Even if  the data show that
the disposition to racist radicalisation
does  not  depend  on  the  amount  of
refugees  or  their  share  of  the
population (in Dresden,  for example,
both figures are especially low), it is
true that there was in 2014, a great
number of actions against the lodging
of refugees in wealthy neighbourhoods
as well as poor ones, in the west as in
the east of Germany. Often, they were
mounted  together  by  the  German
inhabitants of the neighbourhoods and
organized  far  right  and  neo  Nazi
forces.

The  association  “Pro  Asyl”  counted
220  mobilizations  directed  against
refugees  from January  to  November
2014, and in the same period 31 acts
of  vandalism  against  them,  24
incendiary attacks against their places
of habitation and 33 physical attacks
against specific refugees.

Opinion polls show the rise of racist,
xenophobic  and  Islamophobic
prejudices in the German population.
In 2011, 25.8% were strictly against a
less  restrictive  treatment  of  asylum
seekers, in 2014 it was 76%. In 2011,
30.2% felt themselves “a foreigner in
their  own  country”  because  of  the
large number of Muslims; in 2014 it
was 43%. Now, a majority  of  55.9%
think  that  Roma  have  criminal
tendencies, while in 2011 it was still a
(significant) minority of 42%.

One  can  estimate  at  12%  the  hard
core  far  right  potential  in  Germany
(and  the  Die  Linke  party  and  other
smaller left parties and organizations
have about the same potential), ready
to mobilize in demonstrations, if they



are not too far from their respective
residences.  Only  a  part  is  ready  to
vote for the ultra-conservative, ultra-
neoliberal  and  right  populist  AfD
(which  according  to  the  Forsa
institute, is polling about 5% in terms
of voting intentions).Some members of
this  party  seek  to  collaborate  with
PEGIDA, and its leader Bernd Lucke
(an  ultra  free  market  economics
lecturer)  has  said  on  his  Facebook

page  that  PEGIDA’s  demands  were
“legitimate”.  But  both  he  and  his
associate  Olaf  Henkel  (former
president  of  one  of  the  two  big
employers’  associations),  are  taking
their distance in relation to PEGIDA,
for fear of losing their serious image
among  bourgeois  l ibera l  and
conservative  voters.  Others  to  their
right  in  the  AfD  revolt  against  this
distancing, and this gives a crisis of
leadership in the party.

PEDIGA is  an  attempt  to  break  the
isolation  and  dispersion  of  the  far
r igh t  t o  ach ieve  s ign i f i can t
mobilisations  and  break  from  the
image  of  right  wing  extremism  to
appear as a force rooted “in the midst
of German society”. It is quite possible
that  this  initiative  will  ultimately
founder – but it will certainly not be
the last one.

Where does Pegida come from?

24 February 2015, by Manuel Kellner

According to a study carried out by a
team  around  the  political  scientist
Hans  VogtlÃ¤nder  of  the  Technical
University of Dresden [1], the typical
Pegida demonstrator lives in Dresden
or  Leipzig  and  is  aged  around  50,
draws  an  income  slightly  above  the
average and does not feel linked to a
specific religious grouping or political
party.  The  representative  nature  of
this study is doubtful, since two thirds
of those questioned chose not to reply
to the questions.

According to sources originating from
the Antifa milieu (far left and radical
left), the NPD (Nationaldemokratische
Partei Deutschlands, a well organised
party of the traditional far right) gave
the signal not to talk to the press – the
“lying  press”  (“Lügenpresse”)  and
“the  system”  are  the  current
expressions  taken  from  the  historic
Nazis used by far right circles as well
as by a number of the organisers and
p a r t i c i p a n t  i n  t h e  P e g i d a
demonstrations.  If  so,  that  confirms
the influence of  the far  right  within
Pegida.  However,  it  also  invalidates
the results  of  the study in question,
since only a minority responded to the
questions.

The extremism of
the milieu
The  Süddeutsche  Ze i tung  o f
December  24,  2014  evoked  a  more

profound  study  on  Islamophobia  in
Germany  based  on  a  representative
telephone  poll  carried  out  by  Heinz
Bude  and  Ernst-Dieter  Lantermann
from the university of Kassel in 2011
at  the  initiative  of  the  Hamburger
Institut  für  Sozialforschung  [2].  All
those  of  a  clearly  Islamophobic
tendency  were  particularly  proud  of
their  German  ancestry  and  are
particularly  mistrustful  of  the  state
and  its  institutions.  But  within  this
there are  three distinct  groups with
different characteristics.

The  first  group  represents  the
“extremism  of  the  milieu”  for  the
authors  of  the  study.  Those  in  this
group  are  sure  of  themselves  and
believe  they  have  realised  their
aspirations in life. 38% of them have
impression  of  being  among  the
“winners”  from  the  economic
development of recent years (against
14% who see  themselves  as  losers).
However ,  more  than  ha l f  are
pessimistic  about  the  future.  They
want  a  society  again  based  on  the
traditional  values  of  discipline,
security and professional performance
and a return to clarity in social life,
without  disturbance  from those  who
think  and  live  differently.  Satisfied
with  themselves,  they  judge  others
harshly, and fear their situation could
deteriorate. 50% of those in this group
are aged 50 or more, 14% 30 or less.
This  group  represents  9%  of  the
population.

Those  in  the  second  group  live  in
precarious  social  and  financial
situations,  with  little  training  or
education  and  are  less  sure  of
themselves.  They  have  not  realised
what  they  wanted  in  life  and  more
than two thirds of them believe they
never  will.  More  than  half  of  this
group  think  they  have  lost  out  in
re la t i on  to  recen t  economic
development. Those in this group fell
socially  marginalised  and  fear
becoming  victims  of  a  growing
“foreign” part of the population. 63%
of them are over 50, 11% less than 30.
This  group represents  about  13% of
the population.

The members of the third group are
well educated and trained. They feel
themselves  socially  recognised,  but
nonetheless  live  in  precariousness.
They  have  the  impression  that  they
have done gained what they deserve.
43% of them feel they have lost out
from economic development, and 72%
are profoundly pessimistic  about the
future.  They  are  “open”  to  other
cultures, but not to the Muslim world.
71% of those in this group feel that
Muslim culture  has  no  place  in  the
Western  world,  nearly  half  wish  to
limit Muslim immigration and nearly a
th i rd  w i sh  to  ban  any  pub l i c
demonstration of the Muslim religion
in  Germany.  In  this  group,  half  are
aged 50 or more and 17% 30 or less.
13% of the German population are in
this group.
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Radicalised petty
bourgeoisie
The social base of the historic Italian
fascists  and  German  Nazis  was
primarily  petty  bourgeois.  It  isn’t
necessary to be poor and precarious to
be part  of  the potential  for  populist
mobilisations  of  the  right  and  far
right. But precariousness and the fear
of social decline play their roles. Also
there  is  a  specif ic ity  to  racist
prejudices against the Muslim world.

The middle classes tend to be in the
camp of  the  probable  winners.  It  is
then  a  workers’  movement  on  the
defensive  for  decades  and  the
continuing  crisis  of  credibility  of
socialist and emancipatory responses
to  serious  social  and  economic
problems which feed the potential of
far  right  initiatives  and  reactionary
radicalisations.  The  price  to  pay  for
the  decline  of  revolutionary  hope  is
the  rise  of  counter-revolutionary
despair.

It is true that some déclassé elements
inside the working class have joined
the  camp  of  petty  bourgeois  revolt,
and it  is  true  also  that  in  Germany
neo-Nazis  have  attempted  to  break
though among unionised youth milieus
in a number of industrial enterprises.
However,  the  fundamentally  petty
bourgeois  character  of  the  far  right
potential remains.

It  is  then  important  that  the  fight
against  this  tendency  combines  the
broadest  possible  unity  of  action
against the far right and right populist
mobilizations with an explicit critique
of  the  established  policies  with

relation to the treatment of refugees
and immigrants as in the social  and
imperialist  foreign  policy  areas.  We
should  stress  the  true  conflicts  of
interests and contrast them with the
purely  ideological  and  illusory
conflicts.

Specificity of
Dresden?
It is true that in Dresden the Pegida
movement has had some spectacular
successes  in  mobilisation.Why?
Germans call  Dresden “the valley of
t h e  i g n o r a n t ”  ( “ D a s  T a l  d e r
Ahnungslosen”). This is because West
German  television  could  not  be
received in Dresden at the time prior
to the overthrow of the GDR. Leipzig
saw  the  mass  demonstrations  every
Monday against the regime of the SED
(the  single  ruling  party  under  the
GDR).  In Dresden,  passivity  was the
norm.

Juliane Nagel, the sole Saxon deputy
for the Die Linke party, who won his
seat in the state parliament by direct
election  in  his  constituency,  has
attempted  an  explanation  [3]:  The
inhabitants  of  Dresden  experienced
the rule  of  the SED, and then after
1990  the  uninterrupted  rule  of  the
CDU at the head of various coalitions.
It  was  also  quite  an  authoritarian
regime, characterised for example by
a more severe repression against far
left  anti-fascists  than  elsewhere  in
Germany.  For  Nagel,  this  created
propit ious  condit ions  for  the
development  of  the  Pafida/Legida
movement.

The CDU is  especially  right  wing in
Saxony. The minister-president of the
Land of Saxony, Stanislaw Tillich, has
proclaimed  the  need  for  “dialogue”
with the Pegida demonstrators, while
responding  to  chancellor  Angela
Merkel’s  statement  that  Islam  was
part of Germany (a statement she was
quick to relativise) that if so, it wasn’t
part of Saxony. Also Dresden has for a
long  time  been  the  scene  of  very
strong  far  right  mobilizations  on
February  13,  the  anniversary  of  the
Allied  bombing  of  the  city  near  the
end of the Second World War.

The  official  government  policy  has
already  decided  to  implement  a
number of the demands of the Pegida
demonstrators.  For  example,  the
Saxon  minister  of  the  interior  has
stated that Tunisia will be declared a
“safe” country so as to deny any claim
for  asylum  for  refugees  from  that
country. Also the general secretary of
the  CDU  in  Saxony  has  said  it  is
necessary to “revise” asylum rights as
a whole.

Juliane  Nagel  points  to  a  manifest
cooperation of  the Pegida movement
with the right populist AfD in Dresden.
The leadership of the AfD in Dresden
is  opposed  to  the  federal  AfD
leadership  represented  by  Bernd
Lucke. It does not wish to reduce the
party’s  profile  to  opposition  to  the
Euro, and wants to exploit the themes
dear to those radicalising to the right:
action  against  refugees,  against
“unassimilated”  immigrants  and
against Muslims. There is a manifest
continuity, at least in Saxony, between
the right wing of the CDU, the AfD,
Pegida,  the  NPD  and  militant  Nazi
circles.

Hungary’s war on women

23 February 2015, by Andrew Ryder

A public service announcement (PSA)
p r o d u c e d  b y  t h e  H u n g a r i a n
government  has  provoked worldwide
outrage  by  placing  the  blame  for
sexual assault on survivors. The video

depicts  young  women  dressing
provocatively,  drinking  and  dancing,
with the consequence of an attack by
a  stranger,  before  ending  with  the
words, "You are responsible. You can

do something about it."

The media initiative coincided with a
statement  issued  by  police  in  Vas
County  on  November  25 ,  the
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International Day for the Elimination
of  Violence against  Women, warning
women that flirting might be expected
to "elicit violence."

Justifiably  outraged,  Hungarian
feminists  were  quick  to  respond.
Keret,  a  consortium  of  Hungarian
women’s rights organizations, issued a
letter of protest titled "Clothes Do Not
Make the Victims!" In this statement,
Keret  says  that  the  broadcasts  are
produced by "misogyny and contempt
for women," that the video propagates
misconcept ions,  and  that  the
government’s claims are incompatible
with  international  human  rights
s t a n d a r d s  a n d  H u n g a r y ’ s
commitments  to  these.

SlutWalk  Budapest  organized  a
November  30  demonstration  that
began at 3:30 in the afternoon at Déak
Ferenc  Square  with  scores  of
protestors  demanding  that  the
Hungarian  government  abandon  its
deplorable  campaign  and  replace  it
with one that raises awareness about
the facts regarding rape and the rights
of survivors.

SlutWalk  is  a  movement  of  protest
marches  that  first  occurred  three
years  ago  in  Toronto,  Ontario,  in
response  to  comments  by  a  police
officer  who  suggested  a  woman’s
choice of dress was a primary cause of
sexual  violence.  Demonstrations
inspired by the Toronto protests have
subsequently taken place in cities all
over the world.

These protests  explicitly  counter  the
message conveyed by the Hungarian
PSAs  that  victims  of  assault  are
themselves responsible for the acts of
violence  committed  against  them,
simply as an effect of their dress or
behavior. As Jen Roesch wrote during
the  initial  outpouring  of  SlutWalk
events:

We should reject outright the victim
blaming that says a woman "asked for
it" if she dresses a certain way or has
had previous sexual partners. But we
must  go  further  and  build  an  anti-
sexist  movement  that  can  empower
women to confidently accept or refuse
s e x  a c c o r d i n g  t o  t h e i r  o w n
desires—and create the kind of culture
in which men understand and respect
the difference.

The content of the videos is so blatant
in  its  illustration  of  what  feminists
have named "rape culture" that many
viewers initially react with disbelief. It
is actually somewhat rare to find such
an explicit attempt to force women to
police themselves—all under the guise
of protecting them. For this reason, it
is worth considering the ideology that
the  Hungarian  state  wishes  to
disseminate, and how this is related to
its larger political agenda.

– - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

FIRST,  THE  video  presents  the
perpetrator  of  v io lence  as  an
"outsider."  This  provides  a  valuable
function  for  the  right-wing  populist
worldview  developed  by  the  ruling
party  of  Hungary,  Fidesz.  The  state
has an interest in encouraging fear of
those who are different or unfamiliar.
As Roesch explained in this speech:

When rape and sexual assault become
defined  primari ly  as  issues  of
criminality,  it  becomes  exceedingly
difficult  to  define  that  outside  the
boundaries of how society defines it.
The  typical  criminal  once  again
becomes the stranger  on the street,
usually black, brown or poor.

However,  the  main  purpose  of  the
video  seems  to  be  regulating  and
disciplining  the  behavior  of  women.
But why has this has become a state
priority  at  this  particular  time?  The
video must be placed in the context of
the  conditions  facing  women  in
Hungarian  society  as  a  whole.  For
example,  between  2006  and  2014,
Hungary’s  p lace  in  the  World
Economic  Forum’s  gender-equality
ranking  fell  from  55  to  93.

Responsibility  for  this  decline  lies
squarely with the policies of the ruling
party,  which  has  maintained  a  two-
thirds  supermajority  since  2010.
Fidesz’s  rule  has  resulted  in  savage
c u t s  t o  t h e  s y s t e m  o f  s o c i a l
provisioning,  amounting  to  what
economist  Zsuzsa  Ferge  has  justly
described as a "war on the poor."

In  the  words  of  Tithi  Bhattacharya,
"the  changes  that  take  place  in  the
dynamics  of  social  provisioning  and
the extent to which it can or cannot
take  place  within  the  enclosure  of
’safe’  spaces  also  determine  the

contours of gender relationships." The
state’s refusal to provide basic needs
for  food  and  shelter  effectively
outsources  these  requirements  to
women ,  who  are  expec ted  to
"naturally" provide care labor without
cost to capital.

In order to achieve this, the state must
advocate  an  ideology  of  traditional
femininity, according to which women
are  " respons ib le "  and  " se l f -
sacrificing." For this reason, it won’t
c o m e  a s  a  s u r p r i s e  t h a t  t h e
elimination  of  social  provisioning  by
Hungary’s  right-wing  populists  also
coincides with a fervent new push for
"Christian values," interpreted by the
party in highly traditional, chauvinist
and patriarchal terms. The PSAs, then,
are a propaganda effort by the state-
owned media to enforce this role by
means of terror.

In recent months, a series of popular
protests have countered the initiatives
of the Hungarian state. Protesters first
got a taste of their power when they
forced the government to abandon its
p l a n s  f o r  a n  I n t e r n e t  t a x .
Subsequently,  large  demonstrations
have  taken  place  against  corruption
and against cuts to retirement funds.

For this reason, the gap between state
policies and the actual  needs of  the
Hungarian  people  is  especially
evident. The popular resistance to the
government’s  backwards  campaign
against  sexual  violence  is  a  further
example  of  a  growing  anger  at
Hungary’s  authoritarian  capitalist
state.  The  victim-blaming  television
spots  are  of  a  piece  with  other
governmental  abuses  of  power,
because  they  are  part  of  a  unified
strategy of  centralized authority and
indifference  to  the  social  costs  of
capital accumulation.

In response,  it  is  necessary to build
solidarity  among  all  of  the  popular
m o v e m e n t s  t h a t  r e j e c t  t h e
authoritarian populism that presently
monopolizes state power in Hungary.
These struggles can only achieve their
goals  by  recognizing  a  common
affinity. Five years ago, G.M. Tamás, a
Hungarian Marxist intellectual, put it
this way:

Reaction is  teaching East Europeans
how  these  struggles  hang  together.



We are learning our lessons the hard
way.  We don’t  need to  be  told  that
socialists  and  feminists,  gay  and
lesbian  activists,  minority-rights

campaigners  and  trade  unionists
belong  together  because  we  all  are
being clobbered by the same enemy.
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Is Syriza Retreating?

23 February 2015, by Stathis Kouvelakis

To use a worn-out cliché, “the times
are  critical.”  In  fact,  they  are  more
than just that: we are at the edge of a
crucial temporal sequence. The whole
endeavor of a Syriza government will
be  judged  by  its  reaction  to  the
unprecedented  blackmail  and
ultimatums  it  is  receiving  from  its
tragically  misnamed  European
“partners.”

And the news from the frontline is not
pleasant. To be sure, it is very difficult
to  have a  clear  view of  the  current
status  of  the  negotiat ions  â€”
“negotiations” being a oxymoron given
the sheer asymmetry in the balance of
forces, and the fact that one side has a
gun  (the  European  Central  Bank’s)
pointed  at  its  head.  What  is  clear,
h o w e v e r ,  i s  t h a t  t h e  G r e e k
government  has  backtracked  on
crucial aspects, especially concerning
its  commitments  towards  the  people
that brought it into office.

Before examining the substance of the
request  for  an  extension  of  the
“Master Financial  Assistance Facility
Agreement” submitted on Wednesday
by the Greek government to Brussels,
let ’s  have  a  c loser  look  at  the
“Moscovici  document” leaked by the
Greek  government  during  the
Eurogroup  meeting  last  Monday,
which it has declared itself willing to
sign.

This  document  rules  out  “unilateral
action,” sets primary surpluses of an
undefined  volume  as  a  budgetary
target, and recognizes the entirety of
the debt. All future adjustments made
concerning  the  restructuring  of  the
debt will have to be in line with the
Eurogroup’s  decisions  in  November

2012.
Essentially, the implementation of the
fundamental  measures  of  Syriza’s
Thessaloniki election program is made
subject  to  the  prior  approval  of  the
lenders,  effectively amounting to the
program’s annulment. Additionally, it
recognizes  the  odious  terms  of  the
lending  agreements,  thereby  further
weakening  the  Greek  negotiating
position on the matter.  It  is  obvious
that by accepting such a framework as
a  s u p p o s e d l y  “ h o n o r a b l e
compromise,”  the Syriza government
is having its hands tied.

The request  for  an extension of  the
Master  Financial  Assistance  Facility
Agreement includes all of the above-
mentioned points  and adds  to  those
â€”  for  the  f i r s t  t ime  â€”  the
recognition of “the supervision under
the  [European  Union]  and  ECB
framework  and,  in  the  same  spirit,
with the International Monetary Fund
for  the  duration  of  the  extended
Agreement (point f).” In other words,
the troika is back but with a different
name.  The Greek media has already
s t a r t e d  t a l k i n g  a b o u t  “ t h e
Inst i tut ions.”

But even that is not enough for the EU
and  German  Finance  Minister
Wolfgang  SchÃ¤uble .  Having
understood  that  the  Greek  side  â€”
eager to avoid any rupture and even
any  unilateral  move  â€”  is  on  a
constant  path  o f  retreat ,  the
“partners”  have  opted  for  total
surrender  as  their  primary  aim.

By teaching the Syriza government a
lesson,  they  simultaneously  issue  a
warning  to  Podemos  and  any  other
force in Europe that may attempt to

challenge  austerity,  the  memoranda,
and debt peonage. The German side
has  either  way  rejected  the  Greek
request  for  the  Master  Financial
Assistance  Facility  Agreement,
apparently  aiming  for  further  Greek
concessions and the full humiliation of
the Greek left-wing government.

And herein, maybe, lies hope. It can’t
be  ruled  out  that  the  escalating
demands of  the EU and the lenders
will be rejected by a government that
h a s  u n d e r t a k e n  s o m e  b a s i c
commitments to its people. And, more
importantly, that they will be rejected
by a people that is believing in hope
again  and  taking  to  the  country’s
streets and squares. A retreat should
not be treated as unavoidable, and the
Greek  government  deserves  support
to the extent that it holds firm in the
war unleashed against it.

Whatever the conclusion, one thing is
certain. All the reassuring arguments
that have circulated in the past  few
years  â€”  about  a  European “bluff,”
about the possibility of overthrowing
austerity  within  the  eurozone
framework,  of  separating  lending
agreements  and  memoranda,  of
solutions  in  the  lines  of  the  1953
London  conference  on  the  German
deb t  ( t ha t  i s ,  o f  a  f avo rab l e
restructuring for the borrower agreed
by the lender) â€” in other words, the
constituent elements of the narrative
of  the  “good  euro”  â€”  have  all
collapsed.

A t  s o m e  p o i n t ,  w e  a r e  o w e d
explanations about all this as well.

19 February 2015
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Syriza and Podemos: the way towards power
for the People?

23 February 2015, by Éric Toussaint

In fact, the question is faced by any
left-wing  movement  that  forms  a
government  in  a  capitalist  society.
When  an  electoral  coalition  or  left-
wing party arrives in government,  it
does  not  hold  the  real  power:
economic  power  (via  the  possession
and control of financial and industrial
groups,  the  major  private  media,
large-scale commerce, etc.) remains in
the hands of the capitalist class, the
“richest 1%” (not even!, it is less than
1% of the population). Moreover, this
capitalist class controls the State, the
legal apparatus, the ministries of the
Economy  and  Finance,  the  central
bank, etc. In Greece and Spain, as in
Ecuador,  Bolivia,  Venezuela  or
Chile [4], a government determined to
carry out real structural changes has
to enter into conflict with the holders
of economic power in order to weaken
and then do away with the control by
the capitalist class of the major means
o f  p roduc t i on ,  s e rv i ces  and
communication,  and  of  the  State
apparatus.

L e t  u s  a t t e m p t  a  h i s t o r i c a l
comparison.  After  1789,  when,  by
means  o f  the  Revo lut ion ,  the
Bourgeoisie took over political power
in  France,  i t  a lready  held  the
economic  power.  Before  achieving
political power, the French capitalists
were  the  King  of  France’s  creditors
and  owners  of  the  main  levers  of
economic power (banking, commerce,
manufacturing and some land). After
coming  to  political  power,  they
expelled  the  representatives  of  the
former ruling classes (the nobility and
clergy) from the State apparatus, and
dominated them or merged with them.
The  State  became  a  well -oi led
machine serving the accumulation of
capital and profits.

Unlike the capitalist class, the People
is not able to take economic power if it
does not accede to government. It is

not possible for the People to repeat
the  progressive  ascension  towards
power achieved by the Bourgeoisie in
the context of Feudal Society or small-
scale  merchandise  production.  The
People  does  not  accumulate  large-
scale  material  wealth,  and  does  not
direct  the  industrial  firms,  banks,
major commerce or other services. It
is on the basis of political power (i.e.
government)  that  the  People  can
endeavour to transform the economic
structure and begin the construction
of a new type of State based on self-
management. By holding the reins of
government, the Left can access the
institutional,  political  and  financial
levers  required  to  initiate  profound
changes in favour of  the majority of
the  populat ion.  The  essential
preconditions  for  the  whole  process
are the self-organisation of the People,
and self-activity in the public sphere
and in the workplace.

In order to carry out real  structural
changes,  i t  i s  of  fundamental
importance  to  set  up  an  interactive
relationship  between  the  left-wing
government  and  the  People.

It is of fundamental importance to
set  up an interactive relationship
between the left-wing government
and the People.

The latter needs to increase its level of
auto-organisation and construct grass-
roots organisations of popular power
and control. This interactive, dialectic
relationship can become conflictual if
the  government  hesitates  to  put  in
place the measures demanded by the
grass roots. The People’s support for
promised change and the pressure the
People  can  exert  are  v i ta l  for
convincing  a  left-wing  to  further
pursue  the  process  of  structural

change,  involving  the  radical
redistribution of  wealth  in  favour  of
those who produce it. It is also vital
for  defending  the  government  from
creditors,  from  the  holders  of  the
previous regime, from the owners of
the  major  means  of  production,  and
from foreign governments.  Achieving
structural  changes  involves  ending
capitalist ownership in key areas such
as finance and energy by transferring
them  to  the  public  sector  (public
services  under  citizen  control)  and
also  supporting  or  reinforcing  other
socially beneficial forms of ownership:
small  private  properties  (particularly
for  agriculture,  small-scale  industry,
shops  and  services),  cooperative
ownership,  and  collective  ownership
based on free association [5].

In two of  the three South American
countries mentioned above (Venezuela
in 2002-2003 [6] and Bolivia between
2006 and 2008 [7] ), the government
was in open conflict with the capitalist
class [8],  but  the decisive structural
changes to the economic system have
not  (yet)  been  carried  out.  The
societies  of  these  countries  remain
clearly capitalist [9] . There has been
obvious real progress in favour of the
People: adoption in all three countries
of  new  constitutions  resulting  from
profoundly  democratic  constitutive
processes  (election  of  a  constitutive
assembly  by  universal  suffrage;
drawing  up  of  a  new  constitution
adopted by the constitutive assembly
af ter  broad  nat iona l  debate ;
referendum  to  approve  the  new
constitution);  broad-based  public  re-
control  of  natural  resources  [10];
increased  taxation  of  the  very  rich
(particularly  in  Ecuador)  and  major
nat iona l  and  fore ign  pr ivate
companies;  significant  improvements
to public services and their objectives;
reduction  of  social  inequalities;
strengthening  of  the  rights  of
indigenous  peoples;  recovery  of
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national  dignity  with  respect  to  the
great powers, in particular the United
States.

We can only understand the politics of
these countries if we take into account
the great popular protests that have
punctuated their history. In Ecuador,
four right-wing presidents were forced
to abandon power between 1997 and
2005 due  to  large-scale  protests.  In
Bolivia,  major  battles  against  water
privatisation took place in April 2000
and late 2004. Protests concerning the
privatisation of natural gas in October
2003  led  to  the  fall  of  President
Gonzalo Sanchez de Lozada, who fled
the country (to the United States). As
early as 1989, Venezuela was swept by
considerable popular struggles, which
inaugurated  the  major  combats
against  the  International  Monetary
Fund that shook the planet during the
1990s and early 2000s. But there were
even more spectacular events to come,
with the huge popular protests of 12
A p r i l  2 0 0 2 ,  s p o n t a n e o u s
demonstrations of the rejection of the
putsch  against  Hugo  Chavez.  These
protests  led  directly  to  Chavez
r e t u r n i n g  t o  t h e  M i r a f l o r e s
presidential palace the very next day.

The  democratic  political  changes  in
t h e s e  t h r e e  c o u n t r i e s  a r e
systematically left unmentioned in the
press  of  the  most  industrialised
countr ies .  On  the  contrary ,  a
denigration campaign is systematically
orchestrated in order to present the
three  countries’  heads  of  state  as
populist and authoritarian leaders.

The experiences of these three Andean
c o u n t r i e s  i n  a d o p t i n g  n e w
constitutions  are  highly  pertinent.
They should be a source of inspiration
for  the  peop les  and  po l i t i ca l
movements  of  other  countries.  Just
compare  the  situation  with  that  of
Europe,  with  the lack of  democratic
procedure concerning the adoption of
the Constitutional  Treaty in 2005 or
the TSCG in 2014. That said, the new
approaches  being  tested  out  in
Venezuela,  Bolivia  and  Ecuador  are
also  subject  to  contradictions  and
significant limitations, which need to
be analysed [11].

Major popular protests are a decisive
factor for the existence and survival of
left-wing  governments.  We  could  of

course also speak of the great popular
protests of 1936 in France, which led
Léon  Blum  –  who  would  otherwise
have  contented  h imse l f  w i th
“managing honestly” the system of the
Bourgeoisie  –  to  implement  truly
socialist measures, not to mention the
protests  in  Spain  during  the  same
period, or those that shook much of
Europe after the Second World War.

Back to Syriza and Podemos

If governments, currently directed by
SYRIZA and in the future by Podemos,
really want to break with the austerity
and  privatisation  policies  being
implemented throughout Europe, they
will  immediately  enter  into  conflict
with  powerful  conservative  forces  at
both  national  and  European  Union
level.  Simply  by  stating  that  their
government wishes to apply measures
desired by the population, who reject
austerity on a massive scale, SYRIZA
now and Podemos in the future, are
encountering  very  stiff  opposition
from European bodies, the majority of
European Union governments, and the
directors  and  shareholders  of  the
major  pr ivate  companies,  not
forgett ing  the  IMF.

Even  voluntarily  limiting  their
programme  for  change,  they  are
encountering  strong  opposition
because  the  propertied  classes  and
European bodies (which are intimately
linked and mutually supportive) want
to push further the most  formidable
attack, coordinated at European scale,
against the economic and social rights
of  the  People,  not  to  mention  the
desire to limit severely the exercising
of democratic rights [12].

It would be an illusion to think that it
is possible to convince the European
authorities  and  the  heads  of  the
(mainly financial and industrial) major
companies to abandon the neo-liberal
course that has been reinforced since
2010.  We  should  underline  that
François Hollande and Matteo Renzi,
who timidly propose slightly loosening
the bridle of austerity, are at the same
time  seeking  to  apply  the  German
model  in  their  respective  countries:
further  casualisation  of  collective
negotiating  rights  and  the  advances
achieved by employees [13]. They are
no allies to Syriza today or Podemos
tomorrow.

Another  element  to  be  taken  into
consideration  when we compare  the
situation of the left-wing government
in  Greece  today  (or  others  in  the
future) with that experience by Hugo
Chavez (as from 2004),  Evo Morales
or Rafael Correa. Starting in 2004, the
considerable increase in the price of
the  raw materials  (oil,  gas,  ores  ...)
that  their  countries  export,  enabled
them to greatly increase tax revenues,
which  were  used  to  implement  vast
social  programmes and major  public
investment projects. The governments
of  these  three  Andean  countries
appl ied  a  model  that  could  be
characterised  as  neo-Keynesian
developmentalist  [14]:  heavy  public
investment, increase in working-class
consumption,  raising of  low salaries,
nationalisations  (in  the  case  of
Venezuela  and  Bolivia)  accompanied
by generous compensation for national
owners and foreign parent companies.

The  living  conditions  of  the  poorest
people  in  these  countries  were
considerably  improved,  as  was  their
infrastructure, and the profits of local
capitalists  were  not  affected  (in  the
financial  sector,  private  profits  even
increased). It is easy to see that a left-
wing  government  in  a  peripheral
European Union country cannot have
the same room to manoeuvre as the
governments  of  the  three  Andean
countries mentioned. The countries on
the fringe of the European Union are
crushed by an unbearable burden of
debt. The European authorities intend
to exert all the pressure they can, as
was  shown  by  the  reaction  of  the
European Central Bank with regard to
Greece in early February 2015.

The inevitable conclusion is that there
is  no  easy  way  to  implement  an
economic and social programme that
b r e a k s  w i t h  a u s t e r i t y  a n d
privatisation.  Left-wing  governments
will  have  to  disobey  creditors,  the
European  authorities  and  the  IMF
(who are largely mixed up together) in
order to be faithful to their electoral
promises.

Left-wing governments will have to
disobey  creditors,  the  European
authorities and the IMF in order to
be  faithful  to  their  electoral
promises.



They  have  immense  legitimacy  and
support  both  in  their  own countries
and at  international  level,  given  the
extent of the rejection of austerity and
of European Union diktats. The refusal
to pay a substantial part of the debt
w i l l  b e  a  k e y  e l e m e n t  i n  t h e
government strategy [15], as will the
decis ion  not  to  cont inue  with
privatisation and to fully re-establish
the social rights affected by austerity
policies.  This  combination  is  vital
because, amongst the creditors, there
is the intention of raising the voices of
those who propose reducing the Greek
debt  burden  in  return  for  the
continuation of the policies of reform
(for  which  read  counter-reform,

privatisation,  casualisation  of  work
contracts and social rights ...).

It  is  difficult  to  see how a left-wing
government can avoid socialising the
banking  sector  (in  other  words
expropriating  private  shareholders
and  transforming  the  banks  into  a
public  service  controlled  by  the
People),  taking  strict  measures  to
control  the  movement  of  capital,
imposing a crisis tax on the wealth of
the richest 1 %, refusing loans from
the  Troika  conditional  upon  the
continuat ion  of  austeri ty  and
privatisation,  and  refusing  to
reimburse  a  debt  that  is  largely
illegitimate, illegal, and unbearable in

terms of  human rights,  even odious.
One  of  the  numerous  instruments
available to a left-wing government to
encourage  participation  and  popular
support  while  at  the  same  time
reinforcing  its  position  vis-Ã  -vis
illegitimate creditors,  is  to audit  the
debt with active citizen participation
in order to identify the part of the debt
that  they  must  refuse  to  pay  and
which must be repudiated. From that
point, everything becomes possible at
last.

Translated by Adam Clark-Gimmig

CADTM->http://cadtm.org/Syriza-and-
Podemos-the-way-towards]

The soaring Swiss franc and class politics

22 February 2015, by Jean Batou

The 99 per cent
will pick up the
bill
Why such a decision? First, to avoid
having to buy extra billions of euros to
counter  the  foreseeable  soaring
ascension of the franc. In reality, the
appeal of the Swiss franc is based, at
least in part,  on a very low level  of
debt of Swiss public administrations,
which  has  been  steadily  decreasing
since 2004, while that of the eurozone
has  exploded  since  2008.  In  2013,
public  debt  accounted  for  only  36.3
per cent of Swiss GDP, against 92.6
p e r  c e n t  f o r  t h e  e u r o z o n e .
Furthermore,  the quantitative easing
announced  by  the  ECB  will  further
increase this differential.

This turn, decided at the discretion of
the three members of  the managing
board of the SNB, will have a negative
impact on the daily lives of millions of
people,  first  of  all  in  Switzerland,
where it will serve as a pretext for job
cuts, as well as for lower outlays by
businesses  (on  wages,  taxes,  social
security  contributions)  which  will
justify further cuts in public spending

and benefits. Abroad too, where many
local  authorities,  in  particular  in
Germany and France, are going to be
affected  because  they  denominated
their  loans in Swiss francs,  and will
see  interest  payments  on  their  debt
explode from 3 per cent to 12 per cent
or even 17 per cent. The same is true
for  hundreds  o f  thousands  o f
households  in  Central  and  Eastern
Europe  (Poland,  Hungary,  Romania,
Croatia, etc.)  whose mortgages were
fixed in Swiss francs.

A family quarrel
No  matter!  The  SNB  president,
Thomas  Jordan,  is  a  dogmatic
monetarist,  a  paranoiac  about
inflation,  coupled with a Eurosceptic
of the first hour, whose doctoral thesis
in  1993  already  crit ic ized  the
proposed  creat ion  of  a  s ingle
European  currency.  That  is  why  his
appointment  as  head of  the  SNB in
2 0 1 2  w a s  a p p l a u d e d  b y  t h e
Weltwoche and by Christoph Blocher
(nationalist  right).  His  decision  to
abolish  the  ceiling  exchange  rate
against the euro is that of the ruling
circles in Switzerland, who intend to
p l a y  t h e i r  o w n  r o l e  o n  t h e

international  stage.  For  them,  to
provide  support,  even  indirectly,  to
the policy of monetary easing of Mario
Draghi  was  inconceivable.  This
counterstroke,  however,  has  nothing
to do with the defence of the general
interest.

In Switzerland, employers’ circles are
brandishing the threat of layoffs and
relocations  in  order  to  obtain  new
privileges from the state,  as well  as
new concessions from the trade union
apparatuses  and  the  Swiss  Socialist
Party (PSS). For their part, the leading
circles of the PSS and the USS (Swiss
trade union confederation) deplore the
decision of the SNB and call for action
to mitigate the rise  of  the franc.  In
reality, their principal intention is for
the  authorities  and  employers  to
negotiate with them the nature of the
potion that they are about to prescribe
for  the  people.  All  this  looks  like  a
fami ly  quarre l ,  s ince  no  one
challenges  the  fundamental  policy
choices  of  the  SNB.  Besides,  is  the
president of its bank council not also
the  socialist  former  head  of  the
NeuchÃ¢tel  cantonal  government,  a
champion of lower corporate taxes?
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A hyper-
competitive
economy
In 2013, with the euro at 1.20 Swiss
francs, Switzerland’s balance of trade
showed a record surplus of 28.6 billion
Swiss francs (12 per cent), which has
grown steadily since 2005, despite the
continued  appreciation  of  the  franc.
Even  better...  leaving  aside  the
eurozone, where Switzerland exports
more  than  half  of  its  products,  its
trade  surplus  was  45  per  cent!  It
therefore  seems  reasonable  to
postulate that Swiss industry is able to
withstand a further revaluation of the
franc by 10 per cent against the euro,
if it stabilizes at â‚¬1.05 to 1.10 Swiss
francs (which is the objective of the
SNB).  It  will  also  be  weaker  –  by
between 5 and 10 per cent - compared
to the US dollar and the Chinese yuan.
It should be noted that two thirds of
Switzerland’s  imports,  from  the
eurozone,  will  be  significantly
cheaper, while the more than half of
its exports which are destined for the
rest of the world will suffer less severe
price  increases.  If  we  take  into
account  services,  income  and
transfers, the current account balance
of Switzerland is three times greater
than  i t s  t r ade  su rp lus !  Th i s
achievement  bears  witness  to  the
outstanding  competitiveness  of  its
economy, which has been for several
years  number  one  on  the  World
Economic Forum’s ranking.

The French economist Paul Jorion is
therefore mistaken when he says on
his blog that "the Swiss are resolving
to sacrifice their last agricultural and
industrial  activities  so  as  not  to  be
Swiss are resolving to sacrifice their
last  agricultural  and  industrial
activities so as not to be swept away
financially by the mechanical collapse
of the eurozone (...)" (January 18). On
the  contrary,  industrial  output  per
capita  in  Switzerland  is  still  the
highest in the world. By maintaining
the ceiling rate of 1.20 francs to â‚¬1
for  more than three years,  the SNB
also gave respite for industry to face
up to the rise in the value of the franc
– by nearly  30 per cent  against  the
euro between the end of 2007 and the
beginning of 2011 - and for it to be

able  to  approach the upturn from a
position  of  strength.  However,  since
the  long-awaited  recovery  did  not
materialize, the SNB took note of the
fact that a further decline of the euro
was inevitable. It also considered that
Swiss industry could deal with a new
rise in the value of the Swiss franc, of
probably less than 10 per cent over all
its export markets, especially since a
large part  of  its  activities is  already
located  abroad,  where  it  suffers  no
disadvantage because of the exchange
rate and will on the contrary be able
to  strengthen  its  position  by  taking
over competitors cheaply.

Employers’
blackmail
Employers  expect  the  authorities  to
improve the "framework conditions" of
t h e  e c o n o m y .  T h i s  i n v o l v e s
accelerating  the  third  reform  of
corporate  taxation,  which  should
ensure for  private  companies  a  new
tax saving of 3 to 4 billion francs per
year, while reducing unit labour costs,
as  Federal  Counci l lor  Johann
Schneider-Ammann,  following  many
others,  recently  advocated in  Davos.
To  ensure  the  triumph  of  their
interests, employers can rely fully on
divisions among workers, particularly
after the vote on February 9 against
"mass  immigration".  Are  German,
French and Italian border workers not
already stigmatized because they gain
from the exchange rate? That is why
the most exposed sectors of business,
particularly in the field of tourism, will
seek to make the foreign labour force
play the role of variable adjustment.

It  is  probable  that  the  most  fragile
sectors  of  the  Swiss  economy  will
experience difficulties, which they will
seek to pass on to workers. However,
it is not workers who should foot the
bill for the decisions of the SNB and
the high level of the franc, which is
largely  the  result  of  international
speculation.  Have  not  the  ruling
circles  –  the  banks  in  particular  –
encouraged  this  speculation  for
decades by refusing any controls over
the movements of capital? That is why
trade unions and a left worthy of the
name, instead of  calling for national
unity  to  defend  the  Swiss  economy,
should  demand  that  the  federal

government and the SNB, who did not
hesitate for a second to make tens of
billions available to save UBS in 2008,
put under public control and refinance
companies whose existence could be
threatened by the rise of the franc, in
order to defend wages and the right to
employment.

What answer from
the left?
The Wochenzeitung, newspaper of the
German-Swiss  alternative  left,
recently  challenged  the  position  of
Daniel Lampart, chief economist of the
USS and member of the board of the
SNB, who criticized the decision of the
managing board of the central bank.
For this weekly paper, the exchange
rate ceiling against  the euro was in
fact  nothing  more  than  a  hidden
subsidy to Swiss exporters;  which is
not wrong, but a bit insufficient ... In
fact, by removing the currency ceiling,
t h e  S N B  n o w  i n t e n d s  t o  u s e
international speculation on the franc
as  a  lever  to  further  increase  the
competitiveness of the Swiss financial
sector  at  the  expense  of  workers,
users  of  public  service  users  and
recipients of social benefits. As we can
see, the debate on the defence or not
of  the  currency  ceiling  ignores  the
substance of the matter. To design an
alternative  economic  policy,  it  is  in
reality necessary to look beyond the
exchange rate policy.

A  left  worthy  of  the  name  should
demand that the central bank defend
the interests of the big majority of the
populat ion.  For  example,  the
government and the SNB could have
attempted  to  resist  the  speculative
rise  of  the  franc  by  accepting  debt
ratios  and  deficits  comparable,  in
Switzerland,  to  those  of  its  main
trading partners. Since autumn 2011,
instead of spending 300 billion francs
to buy euros, the central bank could
have lent a similar amount to public
authorities  to  support  a  large-scale
plan  of  support  for  research,
education,  health,  pensions,  social
housing,  defence of  the environment
(insulation  of  buildings),  etc.  By
bringing the public debt to the level of
Germany’s,  which  is  stil l  quite
"reasonable",  the  SNB  would  have
helped to slow the rise of  the franc



while "serving the general interests of
the  country"  (or  rather  of  the

"population"),  as  the  Constitution
mandates  it  to  do.

This article was originally written for
Viento Sur.

A travesty of tea and tribals

22 February 2015, by Sushovan Dhar

The  venue,  Banarhat  Tea  Garden
playground,  is  located  within  15
kilometers  of  the  closed  Red  Bank,
Dharanipur  and  Surendranagar  Tea
Estates that have been virtually shut-
down since the last  12 years.  These
non-descript  locations  sometimes  hit
headlines when starvation and chronic
malnutrition  take  the  lives  of  the
closed  tea-garden workers  and their
family  members.  The  otherwise
picturesque Dooars, at the foothills of
the  Himalayan  West  Bengal  and
Bhutan  has  turned  into  a  veritable
valley  of  death  with  tea  garden
workers suffering due to low wages,
poor  quality  rations  and  inadequate
medical  facilities.  It  is  a  shame and
matter  of  utter  disgust  that  the
government,  instead  of  bringing  the
real  culprits  to  books,  decides  to
organize a festival that makes fun of
the  dead.  And  not  one  or  ten,  but
t h o u s a n d s  o f  d e a t h s  d u e  t o
malnutr i t ion ,  s tarvat ion  and
undernourishment. Matters that could
have otherwise been easily prevented.

According to a survey done on body
mass  index  (BMI)  by  rights  activist
and doctor Binayak Sen and five other
organisations, in the erstwhile closed
Raipur tea garden in the same district
“40 per cent of  its  residents have a
BMI  lower  than  18.5,  indicative  of
being underweight, and 140 people in
539 examined had BMI lower than 14,
a sign of malnourishment.” The report
points  towards  the  dire  l iv ing
conditions in the closed tea gardens in
West  Bengal  and  exposes  the  sub-
human  conditions  that  people  are
compelled to endure.

Turning a deaf ear to such alarming
developments,  the  Tr inamool
Government in the state - (in)famous
for  its  ardent  mela  culture  where
millions  of  rupees  are  disbursed  in

extravagance –  tries to showcase its
“talents”  leaving the tribals  and the
tea-workers in a quandary. Critics say
that these melas or fairs are organised
to  conceal  the  fa i lures  of  the
government and also dish out money
to local beneficiaries and contractors.
Besides,  these  are  great  public
propaganda exercises for a party in a
desperate need to repair its tarnished
i m a g e  o w i n g  t o  u n f u l f i l l e d
expectat ions  and  widespread
corruptions.  Though,  the  multiple
scams,  including  Saradha  ponzi
scheme,  has  hit  the  government  so
hard that its image seems beyond any
repair. The party can only hope to stay
in  power  with  the  opposition  votes
squarely shared between the CPI (M)
and the BJP, as testified by the recent
assembly  and  parliamentary  by-polls
in  Kr i shnagun j  and  Bongaon
respect ively .

While  workers  reel  under  pathetic
wages,  currently  Rupees  90-95/day,
the  ministers  of  the  government
including the one in charge of labour,
resort  to  falsehood  about  improving
the  lot  of  the  labourers  and  the
implementation of minimum wages in
the sector. This enclave economy has
witnessed  notorious  collusions
be tween  the  owners  and  the
successive governments reducing the
workers  to  penury,  permanently.
Even,  in  the  face  of  a  strong  and
unified  resistance from workers,  the
government  takes  the  mantle  of
dragging  them  into  dubious  wage
deals that would see their hard won
gains  further  eroded.  Any  Lady
Macbeth to say- “Here’s the smell of
the  blood  still.  All  the  perfumes  of
Arabia  will  not  sweeten  this  little
hand”?

In  a  landmark  judgment  on  Kamani
Meta l s  &  A l loys  L td  vs  The i r

Workmen, the Supreme Court of India
on  24  January  1967  ruled  that  “a
minimum wage which,  in  any event,
must be paid, irrespective of the tent
of  profits,  the  financial  condition  of
the establishment or the availability of
workmen  on  lower  wages.  This
minimum wage is independent of the
kind of industry and applies to all alike
big or small.  It  sets the lowest limit
below which wages cannot be allowed
to  s ink  in  a l l  humani ty . ”  The
government is resolute to connive with
the tea-garden owners to violate every
word and spirit of this opinion. West
Bengal is the only “owner’s pride” in
the  country  after  the  neighbouring
Assam government, also notorious for
gross  violations  of  workers’  rights,
issued necessary notifications towards
the  implementation  of  minimum
wages, last month. Let us not forget
that  the  health  of  the  tea  industry
depends a great deal on the health of
the workers as this is highly a labour
intensive industry.

And  the  timing  could  not  be  better
with the industry poised to witness tea
prices climbing by 9% to an average of
Rupees 200 ($3.2) per kg in 2015 as
consumption  rises  in  a  recovering
economy, according to McLeod Russel
India, the world’s biggest tea grower.
ASSOCHAM, the oldest and a leading
apex-body of the trade associations of
India,  projected  the  industry  to
achieve a turnover of Rs. 33,000 crore
($5.4  billion)  by  this  year  making
plantation owners richer and leaving
workers earn the lowest wage of all
organized sectors in the country.

Surely,  after  forcing  a  black-wage
agreement  on  the  workers,  the
government could only resort to such
travesty to woo the plantation workers
and the tribals. And, no wonder there
is hardly any turnout of lesser mortals
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to witness such a farce. Radical Socialist

Fighting for Women’s Rights in Turkey

21 February 2015, by Mattia Gallo, Selin Cagatay

Mattia  Gallo:  Turkish  President
Tayyip  Erdo?an  said  that  women
are not equal to men. His public
statement is  only  one piece of  a
policy  pursued  by  his  party  of
conservative  neo  –  liberalism,  a
policy that increases precarity and
poverty for men and women, and
which  t r ies  to  contro l  and
subordinate  the  role  of  women.
What have been the effects of this
policy  on  Turkish  society  since
2002,  the  year  that  brought
Erdogan’s  party,  AKP,  to  power?
What are the issues that feminists
have faced?

Selin  Cagatay:  This  is  not  the  first
time  that  Erdo?an  has  stated  his
disagreement with gender equality. In
2010 when he was the Prime Minister
he  said,  “I  do  not  believe  in  the
equality of men and women. I believe
in  equal  opportunities.  Men  and
w o m e n  a r e  d i f f e r e n t  a n d
complementary.”  More  strikingly,  he
said  this  at  a  consultation  meeting
with women’s NGOs, which included
long-standing  feminist  organizations,
during  which  he  addressed  women
exclusively as mothers.

I n  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  y e a r s ,  A K P
governments  launched  a  rigorous
campaign to monopolize the politics of
gender in Turkey. This campaign rests
upon two pillars: (1) women’s flexible,
precarious inclusion in the labor force
– that is, the exploitation of women’s
paid  labor  while  maintaining  their
subjection  to  male  control;  and  (2)
women’s  exclusive  responsibility  for
housework  and  care  work  in  the
familial  sphere  –  a  full-fledged
exploitation of women’s unpaid labor.
The consequence of this campaign for
women  is  the  perpetuation  of  the
sexual  division  of  labor  and  the
o v e r s e l l i n g  o f  f e r t i l i t y  a n d
motherhood. In other words, what we

call  “women’s  entrapment  between
paid and unpaid labor.”

The  AKP’s  catch-phrase  for  this
campaign  is  “Strengthening  the
Family.” In practice, this means that
women are to be the main (if not the
only) providers of housework and care
work.  This  hampers  their  access  to
paid employment, which pushes them
into  low-paid,  flexible  and  insecure
jobs.  Women  in  return  become
dependent  on  the  men  in  their
families.  Needless  to  say,  this  isn’t
specific  to  Turkey  but  is  a  global
trend,  especially  after  the  2008
economic crisis. Many governments in
Europe and elsewhere take measures
that  wi l l  result  in  the  further
exploitation of women’s labor in paid
employment  and  guarantee  the
reproduction of the labor force while
main ta in ing  the  pa t r ia rcha l
organization of gender relations.

However, this takes a peculiar form in
Turkey  under  the  AKP  regime:  the
imposit ion  of  a  Sunni- Is lamic
worldview.  This  is  because  religion
provides  a  legitimate  framework  for
the  exploitation  of  women’s  bodies
and  their  labor.  Women  should  be
pious,  preferably  covered,  materially
and  emotionally  dependent  on  men.
They should behave according to their
“f?trat” (purpose of creation), as it is
popularly  said  these  days.  The  AKP
a n d  c o n s e r v a t i v e  w o m e n ’ s
organizations,  which  operate  as  the
party’s auxiliaries among women, call
this  “gender  equity”  and  they  claim
that  they’ve  gone  beyond  gender
equality  by  replacing  the  abstract
term  “equality”  with  an  Islamic
understanding  of  “justice.”

The  result  of  AKP’s  neoliberal-
conservative campaign is devastating
especially  in  the  fields  of  women’s
employment,  sexual  rights,  and
violence against  women.  Here I  will

no te  some  o f  the  very  recent
developments  in  these  f ie lds.

Despite  all  the  efforts  made  to  use
women  as  a  cheap  source  of  labor,
women’s  labor  force  participation
hovers around 30%. Why is  this  so?
We can understand this by looking at
the  time-use  data  provided  by  the
state itself. Women spend four times
more  time  than  men  on  domestic
tasks,  including  care  work.  When
asked,  women  point  at  household
responsibilities as the main obstacle to
t h e i r  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  p a i d
employment.  Moreover  women’s
unemployment is on the rise: officially
13.3%, but actually 25.2% when you
add those who are not looking for a
job  because  they  are  “hopeless.”
Women’s  unemployment  increases
also with their level of education. That
is, the unemployment of women with
higher education is twice as much as
the unemployment of men with higher
education.  Apparently,  employers  do
not  think  that  hiring  women  is  as
profitable as hiring men.

This  situation  is  supported  by  the
AKP’s  population  politics  which
deprive women of their sexual rights.
Following  Erdo?an’s  claim  that
“abortion  is  murder”  in  2012,  the
government took measures to regulate
abortion and birth control. Even if the
AKP  did  not  ban  abort ion,  the
introduction  of  doctor’s  right  to
conscientious objection made abortion
inaccessible, especially for women of
the lower classes. Getting an abortion
at  a  state  hospital  is  virtual ly
impossible in many cities and towns in
Turkey.  Similarly,  previously  state-
provided  means  of  birth  control  are
now  much  harder  for  women  to
access.  These  policies  and  many
others  are  in  line  with  Erdo?an’s
insistence  that  every  woman  should
give  birth  to  three  to  five  children.
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Only  this  month,  the  government
launched  a  program to  “protect  the
fami ly  and  ensure  a  dynamic
population”  where  it  promises  a
increasing cash allowance for women
who give birth. When the promotion of
motherhood is this aggressive without
any emphasis on the father’s role in
care-taking  and  sharing  other
household  responsibilities,  it  is  not
realistic to expect gender equality in
the field of employment.

Finally,  violence  against  women.  In
2009, feminist organizations in Turkey
found  out  that  femicide  in  Turkey
under  the  seven  years  of  AKP  rule
since  2002  had  increased  by  a
scandalous  rate  of  1400%.  The  fact
that  at  least  three  women  were
murdered every single day caused a
great furor among different sections of
Turkish society. The AKP responded to
this by passing a new law to eliminate
violence against  women in 2012 but
this law seeks to protect women only
within  the  family,  meaning  that  it
doesn’t  address women who are not
married.  The  law  also  prioritizes
solutions  to  violence  against  women
within the family institution instead of
ensuring  that  women  pursue  their
l ives  independent ly  f rom  the
perpetrator.

Five  years  later,  the  Ministry  of
Family  and  Social  Affairs  conducted
research on violence against women.
And they didn’t share the results with
the general public! The results, which
were recently leaked to the media, are
as  fol lows:  Women  experience
physical,  sexual,  psychological,  and
economic  violence at  an unchanging
rate of 40% in the last six years. 89%
of them do not seek any official help.
The most severe cases of violence are
faced by women who are divorced or
who have left their partners. Similarly,
femicide is most prevalent among this
group  of  women.  This  means  that
women face the most extreme cases of
violence when they attempt to become
independent  of  men.  Here,  the
religious-conservative  ideological
imposition that women should behave
according to their purpose of creation
is  the  discourse  that  perpetuates
violence  against  women  because  it
encourages  men  to  “punish”  women
who  step  outside  the  confines  of
patriarchal family.

MG: In June 2013 the protests of
Gezi  Park  broke  out  in  Taksim
Square  and  mobi l i za t ions
continued  for  a  long  time  after.
What was the role and importance
of women in this cycle of protests?
In  this  regard,  what  were  the
init iat ives  organized  after
Erdo?an’s claims that “women are
not equal to men”?

SG:  When  we  discuss  women’s
participation  in  the  Gezi-inspired
protests, we must distinguish between
women’s  and  feminists’  presence  in
the revolt. Women, just like men, took
part in the protests because the issues
at stake were directly related to their
lives.  Again,  just  like  men,  women
belonged to different political groups
that  participated  in  the  protests:
Kemalists,  Kurds,  worker’s  unions,
left/socialist  organizations,  LGBT
activists,  anti-capitalist  Muslims,  etc.
Women and men together expressed
their dissatisfaction with the AKP and
i t s  p o l i t i c s  s u c h  a s  t h e
commodification of  urban space,  the
exploitation of natural resources and
the  destruction  of  forests,  the
conservative,  anti-secular  and
authoritarian  administration  of  the
publ ic  sphere,  the  increasing
exploitation  of  waged-labor,  the
replacement  of  universal  welfare
provisions  with  poor  relief  and
conditional  social  allowance,  and  so
o n .  I n  t h i s  s e n s e ,  w o m e n ’ s
participation  was  not  particularly
different  from  that  of  men.

On the other hand, the AKP’s sexist,
conservative, and anti-secular take on
gender  issues  like  the  government’s
failure  to  eliminate  violence  against
women, misogynist comments by high-
rank  party  members  including  (or
primarily by) Erdo?an and the attacks
on  women’s  sexual  rights  like  the
attempt  to  ban  abortion  in  2012,
contributed to women’s involvement in
the  protests.  Moreover,  women
generally  have  more  interest  in
reclaiming the public sphere because
the authoritarian regulation of public
space  perpetuates  the  patriarchal
control  over  their  lives.

When we come to feminists, they also
actively  took  part  in  the  protests
individually as well as collectively. We
were a constituent of the organizing
committee  inside  Gezi  Park,  but  we

also organized a number of events and
demonstrations as “feminists” during
the  protests.  Our  specific  political
contribution was to link the “public”
matters  that  were  politicized  during
the  protests  to  the  less  visible
“private”  matters,  in  particular  to
women’s  oppression  in  the  familial
sphere.  In  other  words,  feminists
protested  against  the  authoritarian,
conservative regulation of  the whole
social  organization,  not  only  of  the
public sphere. So we provided the link
between  the  ant i -democrat ic
administration of the public space and
the  increasingly  conservative
regulation of gender relations both in
public and private.

The  protests  triggered  a  significant
political  mobilization  in  the  social
opposition  in  Turkey.  Neighborhood
forums,  squatted  houses,  green
initiatives,  and  formation  of  groups
against the commodification of urban
space are some examples. Women are
of  course  part  of  these  initiatives.
Following  the  protests  feminism too
became one of the influential political
discourses  for  the  young  population
mobilized  by  the  revolt.  Therefore,
many young women are now recruited
into our ranks or they closely follow
feminist  politics.  Another  important
outcome of the Gezi-inspired protests
was the rise of social media activism.
This  significantly  strengthened  the
hand  of  feminists  in  responding
immediately  to  the  misogynist
attitudes  or  claims  of  the  cabinet
members  or  other  high-rank  state
officials  or  Islamist  intellectuals.
These responses are also more visible
and  more  popular  thanks  to  the
prevalence of online social media.

MG:  When  was  the  Sosyalist
Feminist Kolektif born? What is its
analysis of the situation of Turkish
society? What are the campaigns
a n d  i n i t i a t i v e s  t h a t  t h i s
organization has led since it  was
born?

SG:  As  a  group  of  feminists,  we
founded the SFK in Istanbul in 2008.
The  SFK  instant ly  grew  into  a
collective with some 250 members and
organized  in  five  cities:  Istanbul,
Ankara,  Eski?ehir,  Izmir  and  Adana,
plus individual members in other cities
and abroad. The SFK was born out of
the need for  strengthening the anti-



systemic  grassroots  feminism  in
Turkey. We thought that the feminist
movement was becoming increasingly
dependent  on  the  state  and  capital
and therefore less radical.  We knew
that  neither  the  state  nor  capitalist
institutions  would  genuinely  support
women  in  becoming  collectively
autonomous from men. Therefore, we
are  a  completely  autonomous
collective;  we  don’t  receive  funding
from  or  cooperate  with  state  or
capitalist structures. This way we are
a b l e  t o  b o t h  b u i l d  o u r  o w n
independent  agenda  and  mobilize
women into grassroots activism at the
same time.

T h e  S F K  h a s  a  m a t e r i a l i s t
understanding of  feminism. Women’s
labor lies at the center of our analysis;
women’s  paid,  unpaid,  productive,
reproductive,  emotional  labor.
Through  the  concept  of  women’s
labor,  we  show  how  patriarchy  and
capitalism operate as two different but
mutually  coexisting  systems  of
oppression. Our political project is to
mobilize women against conservative-
Islamist  neoliberalism  in  Turkey  to

overthrow the patriarchal control over
their lives.

In  th is  a im  we  prev ious ly  ran
campaigns with a  focus on women’s
labor,  especially  on  women’s  unpaid
labor  in  the family.  For  example,  in
the campaign “We want our due back
from men!” we demanded equal share
of housework and care work between
men, women, and the state. Similarly,
in our campaign “There’s life outside
the  family!”  we  drew  attention  to
women’s  entrapment  in  oppressive
familial relations.

Currently  the  SFK  is  involved  in  a
number of joint initiatives with other
feminist individuals and organizations.
Among  these,  “Immediate  Action
aga ins t  Femic ide”  urges  the
government  to  take  specifically
preventive measures against femicide,
for  example  by  opening  shelters
instead of increasing the punishment
for the murderer. In other words, in
order  to  eliminate  violence  against
w o m e n  w e  d e m a n d  w o m e n ’ s
empowerment not as a family member
but  as  an  autonomous  individual.

Similarly, the campaign, “Abortion is a
Right,  Decision  Belongs  to  Women”
demands  free  and  unconditional
access to abortion and that abortion
be defined as part of women’s right to
health. Women’s Initiative for Peace,
on the other hand, is a platform where
we contribute to women’s involvement
in  the  peaceful  resolution  of  the
Kurdish  conflict  with  our  feminist
agenda. The current war in Syria and
its consequences for women refugees
in  Turkey  is  right  now  the  most
burning issue that the Initiative deals
with.

Other than these, we organize public
discussions and publish the quarterly
journal Feminist Politika. At the same
time, we are highly involved in street
activism  where  we  collaborate  with
other  feminist  groups  and individual
activists.  While  our  activities  mostly
focus on local issues, we also take part
in  f emin i s t  con ferences  and
gatherings  abroad in  order  to  share
experiences with socialist feminists in
other countries.
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Syriza’s victory seen by a dockworker, union
leader from the Port of Piraeus

21 February 2015, by Giorgos Gogos, Katy Fox-Hodess

GiorÂgos  Gogos  is  a  Greek  dockÂ-
worker and union leader from the Port
of Piraeus. A memÂber of SYRIZA, he
is  active  at  the  regional  and  union
levÂels of the party and is engaged in
local orgaÂnizÂing efforts in Piraeus,
the large urban indusÂtrial area surÂ-
roundÂing  the  port  outÂside  of
Athens.  Katy  Fox-Hodess  is  a  docÂ-
toral stuÂdent in SociÂolÂogy at the
UniÂverÂsity of CalÂiÂforÂnia, BerkeÂ-
ley  writÂing  her  disÂserÂtaÂtion  on
interÂnaÂtional  solÂiÂdarÂity  among
dockÂworkÂers’  unions.  She  spoke
with Gogos on JanÂuÂary 31 folÂlowÂ-
ing the recent elecÂtion in Greece

Katy Fox-Hodess: How have peoÂ-
ple in your comÂmuÂnity reacted

to the elecÂtion results?

GiorÂgos Gogos: GenÂerÂally, it  was
accepted with great enthuÂsiÂasm by
many peoÂple, not only by those who
voted for  SYRIZA but  other peoÂple
who  traÂdiÂtionÂally  belonged  to
other  parÂties  and  couldn’t  escape
from those  comÂmitÂments.  EveryÂ-
body I think was sayÂing, ok, let’s see
what  this  new route  is  like  and we
have to try, someÂhow, a new way of
approachÂing the whole problem.

K: When you say  other  parÂties,
you mean PASOK and the ComÂ-
muÂnist Party?

G:  PASOK  and  New  DemocÂracy,

mostly. From the ComÂmuÂnist Party,
anyÂway, I don’t have many acquainÂ-
tances, but I think that peoÂple who
don’t  belong to  the structure of  the
party, who are not memÂbers of the
party, accept this elecÂtion result with
relief. In the beginÂning, we can say
there  was  a  negÂaÂtive  reacÂtion,
they were quesÂtionÂing the posÂsiÂ-
bilÂity of co-governing with ANEL, the
IndeÂpenÂdent Greeks, that is actuÂ-
ally  a  popÂulist  right-wing  party,
though all of their disÂcourse is actuÂ-
a l l y  qu i te  an t i -T ro ika ,  an t i -
memorandum.  But  I  think  after  the
forÂmaÂtion  of  the  new  govÂernÂ-
ment, the new elected govÂernÂment,
many peoÂple  realÂize  that  there  is
going  to  have  to  be  cooperÂaÂtion
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within  the  govÂernÂment.  The  new
govÂernÂment has been quite coherÂ-
ent and we have the first announceÂ-
ments  from  sevÂeral  minÂisÂters
conÂfirmÂing to the peoÂple that the
main  guideÂlines  of  the  pre-election
proÂgram  are  going  to  be  impleÂ-
mented at once.

K: What has the reacÂtion been in
the port?

G: In the port, we were really happy,
espeÂcially  after  hearÂing  the  first
announcements by the new MinÂisÂ-
ter of MarÂitime Affairs. He reconÂ-
firmed  that  the  privaÂtiÂzaÂtion
process  of  all  ports,  but  espeÂcially
the  Port  of  Piraeus  and the  Port  of
ThessaÂloniki, will stop.

K:  One  of  the  first  announceÂ-
ments  SYRIZA  made  after  the
elecÂtion was about stopÂping the
priÂvaÂtiÂzaÂtion  of  the  ports.
Why  do  you  think  SYRIZA  has
made this  such a  priÂorÂity  and
why is  it  imporÂtant to fight for
pubÂlic ports?

G: You know we are sayÂing in the
port that everyÂone who was against
the  dockÂworkÂers  in  Piraeus  port
lost  power,  lost  the  govÂernÂment,
they were elimÂiÂnated, so don’t fight
against us. Ok, so this is a very macho
explaÂnaÂtion, it’s not politÂiÂcal. For
SYRIZA,  priÂvaÂtiÂzaÂtion  in  genÂ-
eral is someÂthing that’s not acceptÂ-
able. The priÂvaÂtiÂzaÂtion that was
going on very,  very quickly  was the
priÂvaÂtiÂzaÂtion  of  the  ports,  and
espeÂcially the Port of Piraeus. So I
think that it was symÂbolic, and at the
same time, an imporÂtant mesÂsage,
that  we’re  not  going to  priÂvaÂtize.
And  of  course,  it’s  very  imporÂtant
that Piraeus port workÂers and dockÂ-
workÂers have shown their deterÂmiÂ-
naÂtion, their devoÂtion to defend the
pubÂlic port.

First of all, it’s a strateÂgic point for a
counÂtry  such  as  Greece,  not  only
because of the many islands that conÂ-
nect  the  peoÂple  livÂing  there  and
travÂelÂing  there,  not  only  because
it’s  the  main  gate  of  ingoÂing  and
outÂgoÂing cargo and goods. It’s also
because  when  a  state-owned  comÂ-
pany passes to priÂvate investors, the
priÂvate investors care only for their
profÂits  and  nothÂing  else.  So  the

people’s  transÂportaÂtion  needs  will
not  be  served.  Apart  from  this,  it
affects the sociÂety and the econÂomy
in genÂeral. It was and it will be profÂ-
itable. It didn’t have losses in any year
over the past fifty years. And a govÂ-
ernÂment  like  SYRIZA  needs  profÂ-
itable pubÂlic entiÂties so as to redisÂ-
tribÂute  the  pubÂlic  wealth.  Apart
from this, our jobs would be lost, our
labor rights and the orgaÂniÂzaÂtion
of our job would be chalÂlenged and
in  danÂger,  and  it’s  affectÂing  our
famÂiÂlies,  so we are fightÂing also
for our jobs and for our children.

K:  Are  you  optiÂmistic  that
SYRIZA  will  be  sucÂcessÂful  in
this  process  of  conÂfronting
COSCO and the troika and stopÂ-
p i n g  t h e  p r o c e s s  o f  p o r t
privatizations?

G: SYRIZA will be strong only if they
will  remain comÂmitÂted to the pre-
elections  program.  In  addiÂtion  to
this,  they  need  the  supÂport  of  the
peoÂple and sociÂety. For examÂple,
of course we are sure that they are
going to have presÂsure from abroad,
from China and from the EuroÂpean
Union and from the troika and from
memÂber states in Europe. But all this
presÂsure  will  be  less  effecÂtive  if
peoÂple stand with the deciÂsions of
the  govÂernÂment.  One  of  the  first
things  that  Alexis  Tsipras  said
yesterday to [Eurogroup Chair] DijsÂ-
selÂbloem was  that  he  wants  to  do
things  differently  than  the  peoÂple
who  were  in  power  before  him.  He
said  he  wants  to  folÂlow the  comÂ-
mitÂments that he made to the peoÂ-
ple. It’s imporÂtant to hear that from a
leader, the Prime MinÂisÂter, to say
that he will folÂlow the proÂgram that
he  showed  to  the  peoÂple  and  was
voted  for.  This  way,  they  canÂnot
reverse  their  plans  or  in  case  they
have to reverse their plans, they will
have to  ask for  the opinÂion of  the
peoÂple and the sociÂety first.

I  have  trust  in  my  comÂrades  in
SYRIZA. And I have trust not only that
they  will  be  accountÂable  but  that
they will folÂlow what they have been
sayÂing. I  have trust that they have
received the mesÂsage from sociÂety,
which says go do what you have told
us you will  do.  Of  course,  we know
that as a union, we have our autonÂ-
omy,  we  are  not  going  to  folÂlow

someÂthing  that  a  memÂber  of
SYRIZA  says  or  a  minÂisÂter  of
SYRIZA says – we have a very healthy
coopÂerÂaÂtion and an honÂest one.

K: Is it imporÂtant for the union
and for the coaliÂtion in Piraeus to
conÂtinue  to  orgaÂnize  and  be
mobiÂlized to proÂvide presÂsure
from below for SYRIZA to keep its
promises?

G:  Of  course.  OrgaÂniÂzaÂtion  and
mobiÂlizaÂtion of the union in genÂ-
eral, and espeÂcially in a secÂtor like
ours, is a necesÂsity and a preÂconÂ-
diÂtion for anyÂthing you want to do
at any time. No matÂter which party’s
in power, no matÂter what the deciÂ-
sions are. Until now, all the deciÂsions
have been negÂaÂtive for the unions –
it’s the first time in Greece we face
someÂth ing  pro - labor ,  an t i -
privatization and so on.  But we still
want to be mobiÂlized. We don’t want
peoÂple to remain on their couches,
but instead we want to be on alert in
order  to  proÂmote  our  demands  so
that  they  will  not  disÂapÂpoint  us.
And  we  want  to  proÂmote  our
demands  and  the  deciÂsions  of  the
govÂernÂment  that  the  European
Union  or  other  counÂtries  do  not
accept  and  are  presÂsurÂing  the
Greek government to back down on.
And already we have started to have
this  disÂcusÂsion among ourÂselves.
EveryÂbody was happy all this week,
it was the first time we were laughÂ-
ing  after  the  announceÂment  of  the
new govÂernÂment, but at the same
time, or the next day, we were startÂ-
ing to talk about it,  to say,  now we
have a govÂernÂment that says no to
priÂvaÂtiÂzaÂtion,  but  in  case  they
are presÂsured by Europe to sacÂriÂ-
fice the ports, what are we going to
do? We’re going to stand outÂside of
the door of the Maritime Affairs MinÂ-
istry and our port, and we will conÂ-
tinue our fight.

K:  The  same  day  that  SYRIZA
announced it would stop the port
priÂvaÂtiÂzaÂtion  process,  they
also  announced  that  they  would
rehire  the  cleanÂers  from  the
MinÂistry  of  Finance  and  thouÂ-
sands of peoÂple who were illeÂ-
gally fired from the pubÂlic secÂ-
tor. What is the sigÂnifÂiÂcance of
priÂorÂiÂtizÂing these decisions?



G:  It’s  very  symÂbolic,  first  of  all,
because  this  group  of  women  were
very milÂiÂtant, very active, and very
much present in every strugÂgle takÂ-
ing place in Athens. So it’s very symÂ-
bolic and a very good examÂple, not in
all senses because they made certain
misÂtakes  in  my  opinÂion,  and  we
have some othÂers who can say a lot
of  things,  but  they  still  remain  like
heroes.  But  I  don’t  like  to  use  the
word  hero  because  you  put  a  hero
over there and you forÂget him and
you are doing bullÂshit on the other
side. So they’re peoÂple like us, they
were  women like  us  and  they  were
very devoted to their strugÂgle. So it’s
very imporÂtant for SYRIZA to supÂ-
port them and to solve their probÂlem.
It encourÂages other unions to be this
devoted.

K: What is the sigÂnifÂiÂcance of
the  elecÂtion  for  workÂers  and
unions in Greece in general?

G:  It’s  the  highÂest  moment  of
democÂracy.  This  is  a  moment  in
which all  of  us are called to choose
who is going to repÂreÂsent us and
supÂport  and defend our  rights  and
our posiÂtions.  We are not afraid of
elecÂtions. On the conÂtrary, I think
Greek peoÂple should be asked more
freÂquently. For examÂple, it is conÂ-
stiÂtuÂtionÂally  perÂmisÂsiÂble  to
have refÂerÂenÂdums, so I think the
new  govÂernÂment  will  use  this
process and will  mobilize peoÂple in
this  way  to  be  parÂticÂiÂpants  and
not an audiÂence. This is imporÂtant.
It needs time. It’s not a matÂter that
will change in one or two or five years.
But if a left govÂernÂment can remain
powÂerÂful for more than five years,
for two govÂernÂmenÂtal cycles, and
build  strong  founÂdaÂtions,  it  will
change the our menÂtalÂity as citÂiÂ-
zens. We believe in this because as a
trade union, we use elecÂtions freÂ-
quently, we have collecÂtive deciÂsion
makÂing processes.

K: Do you believe SYRIZA will priÂ-
orÂiÂtize reversÂing the anti-labor
legÂisÂlaÂtion  of  the  last  govÂ-
ernÂment,  which  tarÂgeted  colÂ-
lecÂtive barÂgainÂing and unions?

G: It’s one of the first things they say
they are going to cure. They are going
to reverse all of these negÂaÂtive laws
which  preÂvent  colÂlecÂtive  barÂ-

gainÂing and return all the laws that
were proÂtecÂtive to the less powÂ-
erÂful part of the marÂket, which is
labor and not the employÂers. It’s a
comÂmitÂment and I think it’s one of
the  first  laws  they  are  going  to
reverse.

K: What is your opinÂion on the
alliance  between  SYRIZA  and
ANEL?

G:  In  the  beginÂning,  I  was  quite
skepÂtiÂcal. But the majorÂity of 149
MP’s gives them the opporÂtuÂnity to
have  a  role  in  this  govÂernÂment.
Greek sociÂety in genÂeral is not so
proÂgresÂsive. A big perÂcentÂage of
Greek sociÂety is quite conÂserÂvÂaÂ-
tive, not only in its way of thinkÂing,
in its way of actÂing, but in its way of
approachÂing  sevÂeral  issues,  for
examÂple, sexÂual oriÂenÂtaÂtion or
human  rights  conÂcernÂing  immiÂ-
grants.  These  are  issues  that  many
Greek  peoÂple  are  not  in  favor  of.
They are quite conÂserÂvÂaÂtive. The
vast majorÂity of Greek peoÂple are
not so reliÂgious, but quite attached
to the traÂdiÂtion conÂnected to the
OrthoÂdox church. The oath that the
new Prime MinÂisÂter, Tsipras, gave
was  politÂiÂcal,  with  respect  to  the
leader of  the Greek church,  sayÂing
that  I’m going  to  give  a  politÂiÂcal
oath but also I want your good wishes
for  this  govÂernÂment  to  go  on.  It
sends  a  mesÂsage.  So  you  need  a
conÂserÂvÂaÂtive party that can supÂ-
port you in this strugÂgle, in the comÂ-
mon fight  against  the  memÂoÂranÂ-
dum poliÂcies, and after that, I think
the Greek peoÂple will  realÂize that
recÂogÂnizÂing,  for  examÂple,  the
marÂriage between LGBT peoÂple, it’s
not  cruÂcial,  you’re not  going to be
affected,  you’re  not  going  to  be
infected,  it’s  a  human right.  So you
are  more  powÂerÂful  havÂing  a
conservative party in this and havÂing
already some time, a year, six months
in power, and havÂing shown that you
believe in what you are sayÂing and
you fight for it and you want to impleÂ-
ment it. It’s imporÂtant to have a conÂ-
serÂvÂaÂtive  audiÂence  in  such  a
govÂernÂment  so  as  to  transÂmit
some ideas. It’s more clever, let’s say,
to have them inside, and honÂest, in
the sense that you can say to them, for
examÂple, ok guys, we have a probÂ-
lem with some thouÂsands of kids that
are born here in Greece, their parents

were  citÂiÂzens  of  other  counÂtries
and they have no citÂiÂzenÂship, but
they are Greeks, they are brought up
here, they have been taught in Greek
schools,  they  are  our  children’s
friends, so we should give them citÂiÂ-
zenÂship, they are Greek people.

K: So you are sayÂing that havÂing
ANEL  in  the  coaliÂtion  forces
SYRIZA to try to speak to and conÂ-
vince peoÂple on the right?

G: Yes, Yes. And I think it’s the best
vehiÂcle  to  minÂiÂmize  conÂserÂ-
vatism  in  Greece.  Maybe  what  I’m
sayÂing is too romanÂtic and has no
politÂiÂcal explaÂnaÂtion, but it’s my
perÂsonal impresÂsion. I’ve seen this
in my union. Some conÂserÂvÂaÂtive
peoÂple have seen memÂbers of our
union, left guys, who are comÂmitÂted
and hard-working, and through their
examÂple,  they are  perÂsuaded that
no matÂter if  you left  wing or right
wing,  when  someÂbody  is  fightÂing
for  someÂthing  that  is  right,  and  if
they trust you more and they are conÂ-
vinced but you voted for SYRIZA, it’s
ok. If you want to make bread, you put
in  flour  and  water  and  you  mix  it
together  and  after  that  you  have
bread. This process I think will  take
place in the govÂernÂment and will be
expanded to society.

K: Is there not a risk that SYRIZA
will move to the right?

G: No, not from ANEL. I don’t think
there  is  this  danÂger  from  ANEL
being inside the govÂernÂment. If we
will  have this  move,  it  will  be  from
other agents outÂside of the governÂ-
ment,  more  powÂerÂful  playÂers  in
this game, the state or big capÂiÂtalÂ-
ists – the whole sysÂtem, let’s say. But
not from ANEL.

K:  What  are  the  biggest  chalÂ-
lenges or presÂsures SYRIZA will
face to push its agenda?

G: First of all, if we leave the case of
the port  and priÂvaÂtiÂzaÂtions and
all of that, this anti-privatization polÂ-
icy will be the vehiÂcle for the troika
to press us. For examÂple, if you don’t
folÂlow our proÂgram, we’ll stop your
liqÂuidÂity. The first thing they have
to do is address the debt criÂsis at the
EuroÂpean level. It’s not easy. There
are sevÂeral artiÂcles this week, for



examÂple, about how Prime MinÂisÂ-
ters  MarÂiÂano  Rajoy  in  Spain  and
Pedro PasÂsos Coehlo in PorÂtuÂgal,
reject this proÂposal. They say it will
be damÂagÂing for all of us and the
marÂkets  will  punÂish  us,  just  like
what AntoÂnis SamaÂras, the forÂmer
Prime  MinÂisÂter,  would  say,  for
examÂple. But I think that if this cause
is  taken up by the peoÂple and the
EuroÂpean social demoÂcÂraÂtic parÂ-
ties  that  still  have  some sigÂnifÂiÂ-
cant part of left disÂcourse in them, I
think  that  more  alliances  and  more
allies will  be found. This is the first
thing.  Because  the  debt  is  not  only
stranÂgling  us,  it’s  also  pressÂing
more  healthy  economies.  GerÂmany
itself  has  such  probÂlems.  It’s  not
obviÂous now, but sooner or later it
will come. And on the other hand, for
interÂnal affairs,  I  think they should
start givÂing signs that the citÂiÂzens
are the priÂorÂity, not the comÂpaÂ-
nies. They should start, for examÂple,
as  I  said,  by  ameÂlioÂratÂing  labor
laws, and also makÂing changes in the
health and eduÂcaÂtion sysÂtem, and
makÂing a seriÂous effort to tax big
wealth. These will be signs to sociÂety
and to the poorÂest part of the sociÂ-
ety that someÂthing has changed, that
they’re not the same as the othÂers,
that the rich are not untouchÂable and
the rest of us will not be fucked over
once again.

K: Do you believe that the coaliÂ-
tion with ANEL will last?

G: I don’t know. It’s a big quesÂtion
mark. I don’t think that this form of
govÂernÂment will  last much time. I
don’t know if it’s going to be one year
or two years but I don’t think it will
last for four years. They are going to
face seriÂous chalÂlenges in the near
future. I put a deadÂline, let’s say, in
the  sumÂmer,  when  we’re  going  to
face  the  first  seriÂous  probÂlem  in
payÂing back some of the debt. If we
don’t  have  any  a l terÂnaÂt ive
resources  for  payÂing  this  money,  I
think we will have new elecÂtions. So
SYRIZA has until that time to show to
the  peoÂple  what  the  direcÂtion  is,
that it’s difÂferÂent than the preÂviÂ-
ous govÂernÂment, so they will reafÂ-
firm, maybe with betÂter results, the
new government. ActuÂally, I wouldn’t
like to see this coaliÂtion last for four
years. I would like to see the left party
get  more  powÂerÂful  through  this

coaliÂtion in order to have a light at
the end of the tunÂnel soon and to go
to  elecÂtions  again  with  a  greater
percentage for SYRIZA, so it  has an
absolute majority.

K: To supÂport SYRIZA, in genÂ-
eral,  what  should  workÂers  and
unions in Greece be doing?

G:  They  should  be  more  active  and
respond  to  the  calls  for  diaÂlogue.
There  is  a  comÂmitÂment  from
SYRIZA’s side that no deciÂsion will
be  taken  withÂout  a  diaÂlogue
between  the  govÂernÂment  and  the
affected  or  interÂested  parÂties.  So
first  of  all  we have  to  be  workÂing
harder to have proÂposÂals, so as to
have  someÂthing  to  say  and  not  to
simÂply say no or yes with obeÂdiÂ-
ence, but to conÂtinue to be critÂiÂ-
cal.  On the other  hand,  we have to
start  processes,  proÂceÂdures,  and
iniÂtiaÂtives in order to realÂize we
are not the only ones with a probÂlem,
but next to us there are also peoÂple
with more probÂlems or less probÂ-
lems. This way we can have horÂiÂ-
zonÂtal and verÂtiÂcal relaÂtions with
other adjaÂcent institutions.

It’s not difÂfiÂcult for this to hapÂpen,
espeÂcially  in  Piraeus,  because  we
have  the  labor  cenÂter.  UnforÂtuÂ-
nately,  the power rests with the the
ComÂmuÂnist  Party  link  in  trade
unionÂism, and they’re not so coopÂ-
erÂaÂtive.  They not  only  have cerÂ-
tain strucÂtures and disÂcourses, but
they folÂlow cerÂtain direcÂtives from
the party.  And their intenÂtion is to
get more power for the party instead
of  develÂopÂing  a  more  coherÂent
proÂgram  and  becomÂing  closer  to
priÂvate workÂers. I think we have a
lot of work ahead of us if we want to
be conÂstrucÂtive and if we want to
expand the idea of solÂiÂdarÂity and
co-action.  I  think  the  days  of  each
secÂtor  fightÂing  on  their  own  are
over. It’s not effecÂtive anymore. And
in case SYRIZA does not do well and
loses power, a more conÂserÂvÂaÂtive
govÂernÂment will cerÂtainly come to
power. So we need to make the most
of this time, not only to change things
for the betÂter, but in case we have
negÂaÂtive results, to be more preÂ-
pared to face the conÂserÂvÂaÂtivism
that will come for sure. But this is the
pessimistic  view.  We  have  a  more
optiÂmistic  view,  to  be  conÂstrucÂ-

tive,  draw up proposÂals,  and make
our self-criticism – why we didn’t sucÂ-
ceed  as  trade  unions  before,  what
things have to be changed within the
strucÂtures and the processes to be
more demoÂcÂraÂtic and less clienÂ-
telisÂtic. We have a lot to do.

K:  How  is  the  relaÂtionÂship
between  SYRIZA  and  the  labor
unions? Are there strong ties?

G: No, they don’t have strong conÂ-
necÂtions  because  actuÂally  within
the trade union strucÂtures, SYRIZA’s
perÂcentÂages are the same as they
were five years ago. So peoÂple from
SYRIZA  in  trade  unions  are  in  the
minorÂity.  Although  sociÂety  has
changed,  due  to  clienÂtelism,  perÂ-
sonal  conÂnecÂtions,  and  all  these
rotÂten  sysÂtems,  demoÂcÂraÂtic
ways of  breathÂing are not allowed.
So SYRIZA in power is  in a betÂter
posiÂtion to put these processes in the
front and cenÂter.  But I  don’t  know
how big the resisÂtance will be, espeÂ-
cially  from  the  ComÂmuÂnist  side.
Because, unforÂtuÂnately, the ComÂ-
muÂnist Party is  part of  this clienÂ-
telism  and  has  espeÂcially  non-
democratic  ways  of  holdÂing  power
within the unions. I’ve heard terÂriÂ-
ble stoÂries,  and I  know they’re not
just  stoÂries,  about how unions that
belong to the ComÂmuÂnist party use
very undemocÂraÂtic means to keep
their power.

K: In other words, the prinÂciÂple
probÂlem is the strucÂture of the
unions  –  they  are  clienÂtelisÂtic
and  not  very  demoÂcÂraÂtic  –
which  makes  it  difÂfiÂcult  for
SYRIZA to gain a foothold in the
unions?

G: They were very close to the parÂ-
ties that were in power. SYRIZA must
not  fall  into  the  trap  of  using  their
power  in  govÂernÂment  to  sow  the
same seeds in this field. It must leave
the  trade  unions  alone  to  change
themselves.

K: One critÂiÂcism of  SYRIZA is
that the party is domÂiÂnated by
uniÂverÂsity intelÂlecÂtuÂals, not
peoÂple  from  the  union  moveÂ-
ment – do you share this view?

G: It is more or less true. But as I told
you, the probÂlem is that peoÂple in



the  unions  who  are  memÂbers  of
SYRIZA are few in numÂber. And to be
honÂest,  perÂsonÂally  speakÂing,  I
don’t proÂmote myself in SYRIZA as a
trade unionÂist and in my trade union
as  a  memÂber of  SYRIZA.  They are
two difÂferÂent roles. I try to disÂtinÂ-
guish and behave accordÂing to where
I  am. Of  course,  between these two
roles, the priÂorÂity for me is to be a
dockÂworker and to proÂtect as much
as I can the rights of my colÂleagues
and my job. But apart from this, I need
some  politÂiÂcal  tools  to  make  this
hapÂpen. I think there will be fewer
uniÂverÂsity  guys  and  more  trade
unionÂists over time. But also I have
to  tell  you  that  trade  unionÂism  in
Greece is quite devalued.

K: There is a negÂaÂtive opinÂion
of trade unions?

G: Yes, because of the very big conÂ-
necÂtion between the parÂties of New
Democracy and PASOK with the trade
unions. I think I told you before that
many presÂiÂdents of the ConÂfedÂ-
erÂaÂtion  of  Greek  WorkÂers,  after
the end of their term, became minÂisÂ-
ters, withÂout explainÂing or havÂing
any process  open to  the peoÂple or
open to the unions. It was just a very
perÂsonal  deciÂsion,  passÂing  from
one  role  to  the  other.  So  all  these
behavÂiors  creÂated  probÂlems  and
peoÂple  were  leavÂing  the  unions.
What we’re tryÂing to do in our union
is to fight this. Of course we have few
things in comÂmon with such behavÂ-
iors. On the conÂtrary, we have very
open approaches, we try to mobiÂlize
peoÂple, we try to involve new memÂ-
bers and young memÂbers in decision
makÂing  in  the  union,  so  while  we
might not one of the best, I think we
have  a  very  good  approach  to  this.
And we think that unionÂism is a tool
to  have  comÂmon  demands  and  to
fight  for  our  comÂmon  demands.  It
should not be seen as only a step for
one perÂson to become more powÂerÂ-
ful  or  more  domÂiÂnant.  WhoÂever
holds these posiÂtions has to serve for
the good of everyÂbody, not to serve
their perÂsonal interests.

K: The Piraeus B elecÂtoral disÂ-
trict near the port had among the
strongest supÂport for SYRIZA in
the  elecÂtions  in  2012  and  in
2015.  Why  has  there  been  such
strong supÂport there?

G: GenÂerÂally, in the poorÂest areas,
SYRIZA  got  the  biggest  perÂcentÂ-
ages. The vote was quite class oriÂ-
ented.  In  Piraeus,  and  in  the  wider
area of Piraeus, I think the seriousÂ-
ness of the approach of SYRIZA, the
sinÂcere interÂvenÂtion, you know, all
the activÂiÂties of the last three years,
have awarded SYRIZA with this perÂ-
centÂage of the vote.

K:  You  have  been  very  active  in
orgaÂnizÂing  with  the  party  in
Piraeus. What kinds of activÂiÂties
has  SYRIZA  been  involved  in
there?

G: SolÂiÂdarÂity for All in Piraeus, an
orgaÂniÂzaÂtion  supÂported  mainly
by SYRIZA, serves daily meals. There
are also the “solÂiÂdarÂity  lessons”,
free classes for stuÂdents who canÂ-
not afford to have priÂvate lessons for
the  uniÂverÂsity  exams,  as  well  as
social pharÂmaÂcies and social docÂ-
tors, checkÂing peoÂple for free and
preÂscribÂing  and  so  on.  These  are
immeÂdiÂate actions for the sociÂety
done  withÂout  checkÂing  people’s
staÂtus,  unlike  Golden  Dawn.  Every
vulÂnerÂaÂble  perÂson  is  accepted.
It’s a healthy interÂvenÂtion in sociÂ-
ety. Of course we are tryÂing to tell
peoÂple  that  they  should  mobiÂlize
and collectively demand their rights.
But it’s not to make them be a memÂ-
ber of SYRIZA or to work for SYRIZA
and so on.

There is also a coorÂdiÂnatÂing body
of anti-fascists in Piraeus and we are
in it.  We don’t  have our own camÂ-
paigns. We try to supÂport the comÂ-
mon  strugÂgles,  the  anti-fascist
strugÂgles.  On  the  conÂtrary,  the
ComÂmuÂnist  Party  is  unforÂtuÂ-
nately  out  of  this,  with  their  own
interÂvenÂtion,  which  is  very  low,  I
have to tell you. They don’t make freÂ-
quent  protests,  and  so  on,  although
they were a tarÂget and they are still
a  tarÂget  of  fasÂcists.  But  they  are
very afraid to get involved in a comÂ-
mon strugÂgle. On the other hand, we
have very good relaÂtions with peoÂ-
ple  from  ANTARSYA,  espeÂcially  in
anti-fascist  strugÂgles,  despite  our
difÂferÂences. I don’t think there is an
anti-fascist moveÂment or manÂiÂfesÂ-
taÂtion, in Piraeus at least, that we do
not parÂticÂiÂpate in.

K:  supÂport  for  Golden  Dawn  is

less than it was one, two, or three
years ago. Why do you think this
is?

G:  In  my  opinÂion,  they  should  be
even less powÂerÂful, they should lose
more than 5% of  the  perÂcentÂage.
UnforÂtuÂnately,  they  kept  6.5%  or
someÂthing like this. It’s a big perÂ-
centÂage if  you conÂsider that their
leadÂerÂship  is  in  prison,  that  they
don’t  have  the  finanÂcial  resources
they used to have, and, most imporÂ-
tantly,  that  it  is  now pubÂlicly  well-
known that they are engaged in crimÂ-
iÂnal activÂiÂties.  So it’s  an unforÂ-
tuÂnate result and it’s quite painful to
have 6,000 or so of your neighÂbors
vote for Golden Dawn. I expect from
SYRIZA first of all to put them on trial,
to give them a fair trial,  and at the
same time, from the perÂspecÂtive of
being in govÂernÂment, to proÂmote
anti-fascism and anti-racism so as to
start  changÂing  the  menÂtalÂity  of
those peoÂple  who are now votÂing
for Golden Dawn, to change their oriÂ-
enÂtaÂtion and to be clear with sociÂ-
ety about their crimÂiÂnal face.

K: As a union leader and a SYRIZA
memÂber,  when  you  speak  to
memÂbers of your own union or to
workÂers  in  Piraeus  in  genÂeral
who  aren’t  memÂbers  or  supÂ-
portÂers of SYRIZA, what kinds of
arguÂments do peoÂple make and
how  do  you  respond  and  try  to
orgaÂnize them?

G: First of all, they are afraid that they
are going to act like the preÂviÂous
govÂernÂments.  They  say  now  that
they are not going to priÂvaÂtize the
port  and  finally  they  will  do  it.  So
these are the main arguÂments I hear.
What I  say honÂestly is  that I  don’t
believe they will do it, but in case they
are presÂsured or they change their
mind, I’m sure that they are going to
fight from a betÂter posiÂtion. We are
going to have for sure a more demoÂ-
cÂraÂtic govÂernÂment. I’m cerÂtain
we are going to take part in an open
dialogue, and anyÂway, not only our
abilÂity to fight but our responÂsiÂ-
bilÂity  to  fight  is  here.  And we are
going to be against anyÂone, even if
it’s SYRIZA in power, who undermines
our rights and our jobs. It’s clear.

K: Are there other strateÂgic secÂ-
tors that you would like to see pass



to pubÂlic ownership?

G:  Energy  comÂpaÂnies,  for  sure,  I
don’t  have  to  menÂtion  the  health
sysÂtem  and  educaÂtion  sysÂtem,
uniÂverÂsiÂties,  trains  and  roads,
should be taken back from subÂconÂ-
tracÂtors that have taken a very big
amount  of  money.  For  examÂple,  I
travÂeled to my vilÂlage which is 350
km from Athens recently durÂing the
ChristÂmas  holÂiÂdays  and  we  paid
45 euros for the tolls,  for the roads
that were paid to be conÂstructed by
the state. I want to see my dad but I
don’t want to pay 45 euros to go and
see him. So for all  these secÂtors, I
think they should remain public.

K: What  is  your  opinÂion of  the
arguÂments made by SYRIZA figÂ-
ures  like  Costas  LapavitÂsas  in
favor  of  Greece  leavÂing  the
Eurozone?

G: PerÂsonÂally, I think the euro as a
curÂrency  is  a  means,  it’s  not  the
objecÂtive. It’s the means to have an
econÂomy. What is an econÂomy? An
econÂomy is  ok if  it  serves peoÂple
and  proÂvides  a  cerÂtain  level  of
secuÂrity to the peoÂple – jobs, health
sysÂtems,  eduÂcaÂtion.  So  in  those
terms, the euro is a tool. Apart from
this, it is a politÂiÂcal issue. I would
preÂfer to see what chances we have
inside the EuroÂzone. And after that,
for sure inside the EuroÂpean Union,
which is someÂthing difÂferÂent. And
after that if they insist, if they say, you
have  to  keep  getÂting  fucked  over,
you have to be sacÂriÂficed so as to
remain in the EuroÂzone, no. I think
that if that moment comes, we should
go  to  a  refÂerÂenÂdum  and  decide
altoÂgether.  And  from  LapavitÂsas’
side, I  was folÂlowÂing him durÂing
2011 and 2012 – for two years, I was
folÂlowÂing his speeches. I was quite
open to hearÂing such opinÂions but I
was not perÂsuaded that they have a
clear answer espeÂcially for the first
period of a transÂfer from the euro to
a local curÂrency. They didn’t conÂ-
vince me that they have someÂthing
conÂcrete to proÂpose to the peoÂple
for those first critÂiÂcal six months of
tranÂsiÂtion. And you know, our sociÂ-
ety is not trained or eduÂcated to sufÂ-
fer under such terms. For examÂple, if
you leave the euro, the iPhone will be
three or four times more expenÂsive. I
don’t care. I don’t give a damn. But

many  peoÂple  give  a  damn  about
some items that they don’t even have
the  power  to  buy  in  euros.  So  I’m
ready to wait for gasoÂline and to do
my part and not to demand more but I
know  many  guys  around  me  that
would be happy to simÂply take their
share and their family’s share for the
month.  So I  think we’re  not  trained
well  enough  to  conÂfront  such  a
danger.

K: There have been some critÂiÂ-
cisms  that  SYRIZA  has  moved
toward  perÂsonÂalÂisÂtic  leadÂ-
erÂship  and  is  becomÂing  too
focused  on  indiÂvidÂual  politiÂ-
cians – do you share this view?

G:  It’s  becomÂing  too  presÂiÂdenÂ-
tial, yes. That’s true. I’m one of these
guys  that  are  critÂiÂcizÂing  Tsipras
although I recÂogÂnize that he is very
charisÂmatic, very clever, very effiÂ-
cient.  He  can  repÂreÂsent  our  core
ideas and all this that we call SYRIZA.
Unfortunately, the last six months, we
have  seen  that  the  party  proÂceÂ-
dures  were  not  respected and some
deciÂsions  were  taken  with  a  small
group around the presÂiÂdent. This is
a probÂlem. This is a probÂlem which
we have addressed within the organs
of the party. It’s someÂthing that we
canÂnot preÂvent now, now that he is
Prime MinÂisÂter. This kind of thing
will hapÂpen more and more, I think.
But I hope that the colÂlecÂtive reacÂ-
tions, the colÂlecÂtive interÂvenÂtions
will ameÂlioÂrate this. And of course
I’m not saying that he’s like GeorÂgios
PapanÂdreou or SamaÂras. He’s a left
guy. And he’s not going to act in such
a way. But ok, within the left specÂ-
trum, he has made some mistakes –
not  respectÂing  the  organs  of  the
party – and he was tryÂing espeÂcially
durÂing the pre-election period to put
things as far back as posÂsiÂble so as
to  have  less  colÂlecÂtive  proÂceÂ-
dures. I’m also critÂiÂcal of this. But I
don’t know if it’s perÂsonal decisions
or  peoÂple  surÂroundÂing  him.  For
examÂple, there are one or two guys
that are are not so clever, in my opinÂ-
ion, that don’t have such a colÂlecÂ-
tive  way  of  actÂing,  though  I  don’t
want  to  minÂiÂmize  his  responÂsiÂ-
bilÂiÂties. I preÂfer to give responÂ-
siÂbilÂity to a team, a party, a union.
That’s why I’m accusÂing the team of
leadÂerÂship. It’s not just one man.

K:  Do  you  parÂticÂiÂpate  in  a
politÂiÂcal  curÂrent  within
SYRIZA?

G:  I  was  parÂticÂiÂpatÂing  in  the
meetÂings  of  AKOA,  the  RenewÂing
ComÂmuÂnist  Ecological  Left,  a
EuroÂcomÂmuÂnist party and one of
the foundÂing memÂbers of SYRIZA.
Inside  SYRIZA,  AKOA,  with  two
smaller  groups,  creÂated  ANASA,
which  in  Greek  means  breathe.
ANASA became an offiÂcial politÂiÂ-
cal curÂrent. It doesn’t have a strucÂ-
ture,  there  is  an  open  diaÂlogue
between ANASA and some guys from
the majority  of  the  party,  meanÂing
close  to  Tsipras  and  close  to  the
president’s  group.  They’re  critÂiÂcal
and they creÂated what is called the
Group of Fifty-Three, fifty-three memÂ-
bers of the cenÂtral comÂmitÂtee. So
this Group of Fifty-Three, it’s getÂting
bigÂger  and  bigÂger,  it’s  not  fifty-
three anyÂmore, it’s more. We don’t
have a very strict strucÂture. ActuÂ-
ally it’s a group for diaÂlogue that is
tryÂing  to  proÂmote  colÂlecÂtivÂity
within the party, tryÂing to preÂvent
facÂtionÂalÂism, tryÂing to preÂvent
the leadÂerÂship from makÂing deciÂ-
sions withÂout being approved by the
colÂlecÂtive, and tryÂing to preÂvent
the  presÂiÂdenÂtial  leaderÂship
group  from  makÂing  misÂtakes  and
takÂing deciÂsions out of the hands of
the party.

K: What can worker moveÂments
in  genÂeral  learn  from  this
experience?

G: This topic we could talk about for
some  hours.  Look,  the  motto  that
SYRIZA used durÂing the pre-election
period was that hope is comÂing. So
now we feel that hope has come and
we think it’s a great opporÂtuÂnity for
the workÂing class to start breathÂ-
ing. In my perÂsonal opinÂion, it’s a
period of responÂsiÂbilÂity for all  of
us  to  go  beyond  ourÂselves,  not  to
have  the  first  demand  be  for  our
union,  for  ourÂselves,  but  to  try  to
develop  more  colÂlecÂtive  demands,
more funÂdaÂmenÂtal  demands,  and
to start the hard work of posÂiÂtive
critÂiÂcism, of seriÂous impact proÂ-
posÂals. Because I think now we are
fightÂing  from  a  betÂter  posiÂtion,
but we are still  fightÂing. It  doesn’t
mean that just because we have a very
charisÂmatic  Prime  MinÂisÂter  with



good minÂisÂters that this is the end
of the story, no. I’ve know these guys
for  many  years.  They  are  guys  like
ourselves. So I can imagÂine that if I
were in that posiÂtion how imporÂtant
it could be for me to have the supÂ-
port of the peoÂple. I would feel more
secure havÂing peoÂple back me. Not
to  folÂlow  them  and  to  say  yes  to
everyÂthing they say, no, but to supÂ-
port the right deciÂsions, to keep our
presÂence and to keep our sigÂnaÂ-
ture being active in  every deciÂsion
they  take.  It’s  really  seriÂous  and I
feel  more  responÂsiÂbilÂity  because
as General SecÂreÂtary of the union,
it’s a lot of work for me to mobiÂlize
peoÂple,  havÂing fulfilled their main
demand, meanÂing that the port is not
going to be sold but I want the state to
own it. It’s difÂfiÂcult. But it’s the only
way we’re going to sucÂceed, knowÂ-
ing that the proÂgram is not someÂ-
thing revÂoÂluÂtionÂary. It’s a clear
social  demoÂcÂraÂtic proÂgram. But
in order to achieve a socialÂist sociÂ-
ety, we need some time so as to pass
through a real  social  demoÂcÂraÂtic
path with socialÂism as the end goal.

K: What is the sigÂnifÂiÂcance of
the elecÂtion for  workÂers  outÂ-
side of Greece?

G:  I  have  to  tell  you  that  I  have
received  from  our  friends  who  are
dockÂworkÂers in Europe many, many
mesÂsages,  conÂgratÂuÂlaÂtions,
very optiÂmistic mesÂsages. They are
waitÂing, at least the peoÂple I am in
conÂtact with, and they are very close
to  my  mentalÂity,  they  were  very
happy. And they really want to see this
govÂernÂment succeed, because they
feel that this will trigÂger changes in
this direcÂtion in their countries. I do
believe  that  the  govÂernÂmenÂtal
change in Greece will have a snowÂ-
ball effect.

K: What can peoÂple outÂside of
Greece do to supÂport the politÂiÂ-
cal process in Greece?

G: First of all, they should not lisÂten
to the mainÂstream mass media and
should try to find alterÂnaÂtive inforÂ-
maÂtion.  It’s  really  imporÂtant.  I’m
folÂlowÂing what the mass media in

GerÂmany  has  been  sayÂing  these
past two or three days and it’s really
too biased. They are against the new
govÂernÂment and they don’t tell the
truth. The secÂond thing is that they
should  show  their  solÂiÂdarÂity
actively.  For  examÂple,  I  know that
today  (JanuÂary  31)  PODEMOS  are
havÂing  a  big  manÂiÂfesÂtaÂtion  in
Madrid, so as to critÂiÂcize Rajoy for
his  stateÂments  at  the  EuroÂpean
meetÂing  about  EuroÂpean  debt.
These  kinds  of  actions  are  really
encourÂagÂing the Greek peoÂple and
encourÂagÂing Greece’s new elected
govÂernÂment  to  go  on.  To  EuroÂ-
peans, I have to say that we have to
remain  together  and  to  remain
together as nations, not as comÂpaÂ-
nies or as multiÂnaÂtionÂals. SYRIZA
is  another  Greek  experÂiÂment.
Greece was an experÂiÂment in ausÂ-
terÂity for the past five years and now
I think it will be an experÂiÂment in
prosperity.
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Swiss leaks / HSBC : Drug and Bank Lords

20 February 2015, by Éric Toussaint

It has been revealed that HSBC was
accused  o f  fa i l ing  to  respect
regulations,  to  prevent  money
laundering, on nearly $700 billion of
transfers and over $9.4 billion in US
currency  purchases  from  HSBC
Mexico.  The  bank  also  violated
sanctions  against  Iran,  Sudan  and
Burma,  amongst  others.  Although
HSBC is openly contemptuous towards
the law, it has hardly been subjected
to  any  legal  consequences.  In
D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 2 ,  H S B C  w a s
condemned to a fine of $1.9 billion –
about one week of revenue – as the
full  and  final  penalty  for  its  money
laundering activities. Although aiding
and  abetting  terrorist  organisations,
and  drug  trafficking,  are  punishable
by five years in prison not one director
or  employee  has  been  criminally
prosecuted. Bank directors have a free

hand to take part in drug trafficking,
sanction  violations,  or  any  other
crime.

The  International  Herald  Tribune
(IHT) has inquired as to what was said
behind  the  doors  of  the  Justice
department about this case. According
to  certain  information,  several
prosecutors  wanted  HSBC  to  plead
guilty  and  recognise  that  it  had
violated the law, which obliges banks
to  inform  the  authorities  of  any
transaction  of  over  $10,000  dollars
that  might  be  suspicious.  This  plea
would  have  led  to  HSBC  losing  its
United States banking licence and an
end to  its  activities  in  that  country.
After several months of negotiation, it
was  eventually  decided not  to  press
criminal charges in order to avoid the
Bank’s closure. It was even decided to

avoid  too  much  tarnishing  of  the
Bank’s image. [16] This small fine of
$1.9 billion was completed by a period
of  probation:  should  the  authorities
discover, between 2013 and 2018, that
HSBC has  not  put  an  end  to  these
pract ices  ( there  has  been  no
condemnation), the justice department
may reopen the case. This result may
be  summed  up  as:  “Naughty  child!
penance of one week’s pay and don’t
do  it  again  for  five  years.”  this  is
clearly an example of a bank that is
â€˜Too Big to Jail’.

During  a  Senatorial  Commission
concerning  HSBC  in  July  2013,
Elizabeth Warren (D.  Massachusetts)
interrogated  David  Cohen,  under-
secretary at the Treasury responsible
for  actions  against  terrorism  and
financial espionage, appearing for the
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US Treasury. She made the following
points: the United States government
takes  money  launder ing  very
seriously. It is possible to close a bank
that  engages  in  this  activity.  Those
condemned  can  be  definitively
prohibited  from  conducting  banking
and  financial  activities  and  may  be
condemned to prison sentences. Now,
in December 2012 HSBC admitted to
laundering $881 million for  Mexican
and Columbian drug cartels, and the
Bank also admitted to many sanctions
violations  over  a  long period.  HSBC
has  paid  a  fine,  but  no  individuals
were sanctioned and the closing of the
b a n k  i n  t h e  U S  h a s  n o t  b e e n
mentioned. She asked, â€˜What does
it take? How many billions of dollars
do you have to launder for drug lords,
and how many economic sanctions do
you  have  to  violate  before  someone
will consider shutting down a financial
i n s t i t u t i o n ? ’  T h e  t r e a s u r y
representative  dodged  the  issue
saying the question was too complex
to give an answer. [17] The Senator
concluded that a cocaine dealer would
go to prison and for a very long time if
he  repeats  his  fault  whilst  bankers
who launder hundreds of  millions of
narcodollars can sleep easily in their
own  beds  at  night  with  no  fear  of
being condemned. [18]

Stephen  Green,  CEO  of  HSBC
(2003-2010),  becomes  British
Minister  for  Commerce

Stephen Green is a vivid illustration of
the  symbiotic  relationship  between
finance and government. In this case,
it goes ever further, because he does
not content himself  with serving the
interests of big capital as a banker and
a minister. His â€˜ministries’ go as far
as  being  an  ordained  priest  of  the
Church  of  England.  He  has  written
two books on the subject of business
and  ethics,  notably  Serving  God,
Serving  Mammon?  [19]  The  title
refers to the biblical quotation, â€˜No
man can serve two masters: for either
he  will  hate  the  one,  and  love  the
other; or else he will hold to the one,
and despise the other. Ye cannot serve
God  and  mammon  (Matthew  6:24).’
Mammon is symbolic of wealth, greed,
and  profit.  This  name  comes  up  in
Aramaic,  Hebrew,  and  Phoenician.
Mammon is  sometimes  compared  to
Satan. As for Stephen Green, he has

received  university  honours  and  is
obviously untouchable.

He started his  career  at  the  British
Ministry  of  Overseas  Development,
b e f o r e  g o i n g  t o  t h e  p r i v a t e
international  consultancy  company,
McKinsey. In 1982, he was hired by
HSBC the biggest British bank where
he was rapidly promoted to positions
of high responsibility. He was named
Executive  Director  in  2003,  and
became  HSBC  chairman  in  2006,
where he remained until 2010.
The accusations by US authorities of
laundering  $881  million  of  drug
money,  and  other  illicit  transactions
relate  to  the  2003-2010  period.
According  to  the  334-page  Senate
report  published  in  2012,  Stephen
Green  had  been  informed  by  an
employee,  in  2005,  that  HSBC  had
installed money-laundering operations
in  Mexico  and  doubtful  transactions
had taken place.

Still  in  2005,  the  financial  services
company  Bloomberg,  based  in  New
York,  accused  HSBC  of  laundering
drug  money.  Stephen  Green  replied
that the accusations were, â€˜singular
and wholly irresponsible,’ putting the
reputation of a great and trustworthy
international bank into doubt. In 2008,
US  federal  authorities  informed
Stephen  Green  that  Mex ican
authorities  had  discovered  the
existence  of  a  money  laundering
operation involving HSBC in Mexico,
and an HSBC branch in the Cayman
islands.  The  agency  remarked  that
such  activity  could  imply  penal
responsibility  for  HSBC.  [20]  There
followed  a  series  of  rather  soft
warnings compared to the gravity of
the  accusations.  HSBC  promised  to
change  its  behaviour,  but  continued
its criminal practices.

Finally, HSBC was issued a Cease and
Desist Order in October 2010 to put
a n  e n d  t o  t h e s e  n e f a r i o u s
activities.  [21]  At  the  end  of  2012,
following  the  publication  of  the
Senatorial  Commission’s  report  and
months  of  discussion  between
different US security agencies, HSBC
was fined $1.9 billion dollars.
Stephen  Green  cannot  claim  he  did
not know what his bank was up to not
only  in  Mexico  and  in  offshore  tax
havens,  but  also  in  the Middle  East
and in  the  US.  He was  CEO of  his

group, and had also been a director of
HSBC Bank Bermuda Ltd. [22], HSBC
Mexico,  HSBC Middle  East.  He  had
also been president of HSBC Private
Banking Holdings (Suisse) SA, and of
HSBC North America Holdings Inc..

When  the  US  decision  to  impose  a
heavy fine on HSBC for drug money
laundering was made public in 2012,
Stephen  Green  was  no  longer  at
HSBC.  He  was  now minister  in  the
Br i t i sh  Cab inet  under  James
Cameron. . .

With  hindsight,  Stephen  Green’s
timing was spot-on, a work of art. In
February 2010, he published a book
entitled:  Good  value:  Reflections  on
Money,  Morality  and  an  Uncertain
World.  The  foreword  asks  the
following  question:  â€˜Can  one  be
both an ethical person and an effective
business  person? Stephen Green,  an
ordained priest  and the chairman of
HSBC, thinks so [23].’ Of course, the
â€˜ethical person’ and the â€˜effective
business person’ are identifiable in the
author,  priest,  and  HSBC  chairman
Stephan  Green.  The  propaganda  is
well coordinated, at the same time he
is  awarded  the  honorary  degree
Doctor  Honoris  Causa  by  London
University’s  School  of  Oriental  and
African Studies (SOAS).

In October 2010, for the second time,
the  US  justice  department  orders
HSBC to  stop  its  criminal  activities.
Before this information is made public,
Stephen  Green  jumps  the  boat.  The
following  month,  at  the  request  of
David Cameron, he received honours
and  was  appointed  Baron  Green  of
Hurstpierpoint,  which  is  in  West
Sussex.  Unbelievable,  for  a  shady
businessman, who laundered millions
of dollars of drug money, to become
on 22 November 2010, a Life peer, a
member  of  the  House  of  Lords.
Stranger than criminal fiction!

He resigned from his position at HSBC
in December 2010 to become Minister
of State for Trade and Investment in
February 2011.  [24]  In this  way,  he
continued to serve the interests of the
British  corporations,  with  whom  he
has very close relations,  because he
has  been  Vice-  President  of  the
Confederation of British Industry since
May 2010.  Stephen Green also used
his know-how to promote London as a



candidate for the 2012 Olympic Games
candidate,  which  were  held  in  July,
exactly when the US Senate published
its report on the HSBC affair. Stephen
Green  refused  to  reply  to  questions
from members of the House of Lords
on this scandal. He was protected by
the president of  the House of  Lords
Conservative  Party  group  under
pretext  that  a  Minister  is  not
answerable to Parliament for matters
that  do  not  concern  his  Ministry
portfolio. [25]

In 2013, David Cameron commended
Lord  Green  for  his  superb  job  in
favour of British exports, commercial
treaties and in particular for his work
on  the  EU  –  US  t ransat lant ic
treaty.  [26]  He  has  also  achieved
much in developing the sale of British
armaments throughout the world. He
finished his term in December 2013,
and now devotes his precious time to
speaking at conferences (probably in
exchange for  important  fees)  and to
receive  the  honours  that  so  many
academic institutions heap upon him.
His career is  certainly not over.  His
hypocrisy  has  no  limits.  In  March
2009, at the same time that HSBC was
totally involved in the famous money

laundering affair, he had the cheek to
declare  at  a  press  conference,
concerning the responsibility  for  the
crisis  which  started  in  2007-2008:
â€˜Underlying  all  these  events  is  a
question about the culture and ethics
of the industry. It is as if, too often,
people had given up asking whether
something was the right thing to do,
and focused only on whether it  was
legal  and  complied  with  the  rules.’
and,  â€˜there  have  been  too  many
who  have  profoundly  damaged  the
industry’s  reputation.’  [27]  That  is
how Stephen Green, rascal and rogue,
above the law speaks to the lackeys
who all rush to repeat his good words
all over the mainstream press.
In February 2015, ’The World Today’,
the review of the honourable British
’Royal  Institute  of  International
affairs’, published a long interview of
Stephen Green in order to show off his
great  erudition  in  Worldly  affairs;  a
propaganda exercise to the advantage
of  a  high-rise  Bankster.  The  title
mentions much ’A former chairman of
HSBC,  lifelong  Germanophile  and
committed  Christian,  Lord  Green  of
Hurstpierpoint talks about the future
of the eurozone, empty cathedrals and
what makes Chinese leaders anxious’’.

In the interview Stephen Green said,
’It’s  important  to  approach  business
l i fe  with  a  sense  of  values  and
responsibility: you can’t conclude that
banking is  off  limits.  It  would imply
that  banking  is  intrinsically  an  evil
domain  of  activity  and  no  self-
respecting  person  should  be  in  it.
That’s  nonsense’.  No questions were
asked  concerning  the  tax  evasions
organ ised  by  HSBC  or  on  the
laundering  of  drug  money;  an
omission?

Conclusion

Green and all his HSBC cronies who
have  organised  money  laundering
should answer for their crimes before
the courts and be severely condemned
to  periods  of  loss  of  liberty  and  of
community  service.  HSBC should  be
shut  down and  its  directors  sacked.
The bank should be split into smaller
units  under  public  control  with  a
strictly  defined  public  service
objective

Translation by Mike Krolikowski

CADTM

Social and democratic rights radically
challenged!

19 February 2015, by Éric Toussaint

The mainstream media often mention
the  dangers  of  the  Eurozone  falling
apart, the failure of austerity policies
to  fan  the  embers  of  the  economy,
tensions between Berlin and Paris or
Rome,  or  even  London  and  the
Eurozone,  disagreements  between
ECB directors, the enormous difficulty
in agreeing on the EU budget or the
w i n c e s  o f  c e r t a i n  E u r o p e a n
governments concerning IMF remarks
about austerity levels. These problems
are  rea l  bu t  they  shou ld  no t
overshadow the essential issues.

The leaders of the strongest European

countries and of big business alike are
delighted to have created a common
economic,  commercial,  and  political
zone in which European transnational
corporations and the major Eurozone
economies benefit from the collapse of
the  Eurozone’s  Southern  economies.
The  stronger  economies  gain  a
competitive  advantage  over  their
North  Amer ican  and  Chinese
competitors.  Their  objective  at  this
point is not to revive growth to reduce
differences between the stronger and
weaker economies of the EU.

Furthermore the European elites see

the economic collapse in the South as
an  opportunity  to  privatise  public
companies  on  a  large  scale  and
acquire  common goods  at  give-away
prices, helped by the Troika (ECB IMF
and European Commission)  with  the
active  complicity  of  the  peripheral
governments.  Big  Capital  in  the
Southern  European  countries  is  in
favour of this prospect, hoping to get a
piece of the cake it has been ogling for
a  long time.  The grabbing of  public
sector  companies  in  Greece  and
Portugal  foreshadows  what  will
happen  in  Spain  and  Italy,  where
public companies are relatively much
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bigger in respect to the size of their
economies.  The  leaders  of  the
strongest  European  economies  are
hoping  to  pass  another  wave  of
important privatisations in their own
countries.

The  collusion  between  governments
and big business has gone public. At
the head of  several  governments,  in
important ministerial posts and at the
presidency of the ECB, we find men
and women who are part and parcel of
the  world  of  high  finance,  [28]  in
particular  former  directors  of
Goldman  Sachs.  [76].  Meanwhile,
Putin played on "gas wars" (using the
weapon of  the price but  also of  the
quantities delivered), in particular to
t h e  U k r a i n e  o f  t h e  " O r a n g e
Revolution"  after  2005  –  which  was
not without having an impact on the
EU, which was extremely dependent
on  Ukrainian  pipelines  to  receive
Russian gas.

S i n c e  t h e n  t h e r e  h a s  b e e n
(everywhere)  a  frenzied  search  for
new sources of supply and alternative
"strategic"  corridors:  opposed  to  a
proposed  "Nabucco"  oil  pipeline
s u p p o r t e d  b y  t h e  E u r o p e a n
Commission and the United States so
as  to  bypass  Russia,  Moscow  has
negotiated  other  projects,  avoiding
Ukraine, with several EU members –
including Germany, France and Italy.
Nabucco had to be abandoned as too
costly  in  2013;  but  the  increased
tensions  with  Russia  placed  several
EU member countries or candidates in
major  economic  and  geopolitical
dilemmas  around  the  South  Stream
project,  between advantages granted
by Russia and EU constraints -  until
Russia  decided  in  late  2014  to
abandon  the  pipeline.

Multipolar world
But  we are  in  a  world  of  uncertain
alliances  between powers  which  are
partly rivals but which also share class
interests  and  indeed  methods  and
discourses that are convergent -  the
"war  against  terrorism"  provides  a
demonstration of this; but Russia also

plays  at  being  a  mediator  in  Syria,
while its oligarchs are popular in the
City  of  London  and  Gazprom  is
expanding  its  networks  in  Europe.
What  Putin’s  Russia  criticizes  about
the EU is that it is excluded from it. It
is also its "decadence" – against which
is  mobilized  the  "conservative
revolution" based on homophobic and
sexist religious orthodoxy. But it is the
EU model that the Putinist project of
Eurasian  Union  wants  to  copy;  a
Union  whose  aim  is  to  create  a
r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  f o r c e s  f o r  a
renegotiat ion  of  al l  European
relations.  It  is  partly  inspired  by
ideologues of a “Eurasian civilization"
that would correspond to the grandeur
and diversity of the" Russian World",
from Czarism to  the  Soviet  Union –
which  has  known  variants,  with  or
without  Putin  -  against  the  United
States  [77].  Red-white  or  national-
socialist  fronts  are  formed  on  this
basis,  attracting  far-right  (and
unfortunately  sometimes  far-left)
currents  throughout  Europe.

The "advantages" of Russia to play in
"the big league" are its military power
-  (it  owns  24  per  cent  of  the  arms
market,  against  30  per  cent  for  the
United  States  in  2011,  but  also  the
abundance  of  raw  materials.  But  it
weighs  less  than  Brazil  or  India  in
world GDP (2.5 per cent). An uneasy
compromise was concluded, according
to  Jacques  Sapir,  in  the  mid-2000s,
between  l ibera l  and  Russ ian
protectionist  currents.  The  points  of
friction  touch  on  the  use  of  oil
revenues to diversify the economy, the
recourse  to  international  financing
and the delimitation of what is under
the direct and indirect control of the
state.  The  international  and  then
European  banking  crisis  of  2009
produced a shift towards more trade
internal  to  the  BRICS  and  towards
autonomous  financing.  But  it  is  the
escalation that has been underway in
Ukraine  since  2014  that  is  pushing
towards major adjustments.

A Joint China (40 per cent)-Russia (60
per  cent)  Investment  Fund  was
created in 2012, but is becoming more
important with the sanctions against

Moscow.  It  has  invested  $4  billion,
principally  in  oil  and  gas  pipeline
infrastructure, rail  and air transport.
But  it  is  planned  that  exports  of
hydrocarbons  to  China  via  Rosneft
(public)  will  amount  to  365  million
tons of oil between now and 2038. For
the  moment  the  quantit ies  are
derisory:  2  million  tons  in  2014,
compared with... 208 million tons that
were delivered to European countries
outside the EU in 2013.

In  o ther  words ,  the  e f fec t  o f
international sanctions is to push for
the Russian economy to have greater
a u t o n o m y  ( t h r o u g h  i m p o r t
substitution and recomposition of  its
trade  exchanges);  but  in  the  short
term, the economy has become fragile.
Capital flight is leading to the fall of
the ruble, which increases the prices
of  imported  products;  reserves  are
massively mobilized to bail out banks
affected by the sanctions and to fund
new projects. But at the same time, as
Jacques Sapir points out, the central
bank has chosen to raise interest rates
to limit  the fall  of  the ruble,  at  the
expense of what would be a policy of
massive  domestic  credit  to  the
economy.

Finally,  it  is  not  clear  that  the
headlong  rush  to  "hybrid"  war  in
Ukraine  favours  Putin’s  objectives.
NATO is "legitimized" in Ukraine; and
tensions are appearing with Russia’s
partners  (for  the  Eurasian  project),
who  are  j ea lous  o f  the i r  own
independence.  Finally,  although  the
main objective  of  Putin  in  the short
t e r m  h a s  b e e n  a c h i e v e d  -  t o
consolidate  a  power  that  had  been
challenged by the movements of  the
years  2011-2012,  which  could  have
drawn fresh inspiration from Maidan -
the  first  protests  of  mothers  of
Russian soldiers killed in Ukraine and
anti-war  mobilizations  are  opening
substantial  gaps  in  the  patriotic
consensus.

The  peacefu l  and  egal i tar ian
recomposition  of  the  European
continent,  including  Ukraine  and
Russia,  will  be  the  work  of  neither
Putin nor the EU.



What’s Left in Africa?

5 February 2015, by Firoze Manji

Left and communist parties of various
sizes and influence have arisen in a
number  of  countries  across  the
continent over many decades, despite
the terror of colonial repression that
they faced. In many cases, the political
strategy of these parties was to merge
with  the  nationalist  parties  in  the
struggle for independence. This was in
line with the prevailing dogma at the
time: the â€˜stagist’ view of revolution
according to which communists were
required  not  only  to  support  the
emergence of  a  national  bourgeoisie
as part of the â€˜national democratic
revolution’, but to concede leadership
to the nationalist movements – much
as  we  have  seen  with  the  South
African Communist  Party  yielding to
the leadership of the ANC since 1994.

On  coming  to  power,  most  of  the
nationalist  governments,  often
supported by the left, believed that all
that  was  required  to  satisfy  the
demands of  the masses was to  take
control  of  the  state.  But  what  they
ignored was that the state was itself a
colonial  state,  and  set  up  to  serve,
protect and advance the interests of
imperial  power and its  entourage of
corporations  and  banks.  That  state
had  a  monopoly  over  the  use  of
violence. It had police forces, armies
and  secret  police  and  it  used  force
and,  where  necessary,  violence,  to
protect  the  interests  of  the  way  in
which  capitalism  operated  in  the
peripheries.

H a v i n g  o c c u p i e d  t h e  s t a t e ,
independence governments essentially
sought  to  make  modest  reforms
consisting  primarily  by  deracialising
the state and modernising it  so that
the  economy  could  be  more  fully
integrated  with  the  new  emerging
international  order  that  the  US,
Europe and Japan set about creating
after  the  Second  World  War.  The
structures of state control, the police,
army,  and special  forces  –  even the
structures  and  powers  of  native
authority  established  by  colonial

p o w e r s  –  a l l  t h e s e  w e r e  l e f t
fundamentally  intact,  albeit  dressed
up in the colours of the national flag.
The structures of the capitalist state
were left intact, even where regimes
proc la imed  an  adherence  to
â€˜Marx i smLen in i sm’ ,  as  in
Mengistu’s  Ethiopia.

Few  understood  the  dangers  of
occupying,  rather  than  creating
alternatives  to  the  capitalist  state.
Amongst  those  must  be  counted
Patrice  Lumumba  (Congo),  Amilcar
Cabral  (Guinea-Bissau)  and  Tomas
Sankara (Burkina Faso). They had in
common their commitment to building
alternatives to the colonial state. And
tellingly,  all  three were assassinated
b y  t h e i r  o w n  c o m r a d e s ,  i n
col laborat ion  with  empire.

Cabral  was  emphatic:  “It  is  our
opinion that it is necessary to totally
destroy, to break, to reduce to ash all
aspects  of  the  colonial  state  in  our
country in order to make everything
possible for our people.”

While the repressive arms of the state
may  have  been  dressed  in  new
uni forms,  the ir  ro le  –  that  o f
protecting the interests of capitalism
in  the  (former)  colonies  –  remained
unchanged  And  as  the  emerging
middle  class  and party  officials  who
now  occupied  the  neo-colonial  state
realised  the  potential  for  private
accumulation and looting that access
to the state provided, so their interest
in transforming the state waned. â€˜

Africanisation’  –  or in South Africa’s
c a s e  â € ˜ B l a c k  E c o n o m i c
Empowerment’ – was the battle-cry of
the  emerging  national  bourgeoisie
that would legitimise their access to
sources of private accumulation. The
growing  presence  of  transnational
corporations  and  international
financial institutions, and the growing
interest in â€˜investing’ – principally
in the extractive industries – provided
too  many  lucrative  opportunities  for

them  to  even  consider  making
changes to economic power. The state
became  a  honey-pot,  and  therefore
frequently  a  terrain  of  conflict
between  different  factions  of  the
emerging class. In some cases, leading
members of the left joined the ranks of
the  national  bourgeoisie,  just  as  we
have  seen  in  the  case  of  Cyr i l
Ramaphosa  and  others  in  South
Africa.

As  Fanon  put  i t :  The  nat ional
bourgeoisie  discovers  its  historical
mission  as  intermediary.  …  its
vocation is not to transform the nation
but  prosaically  serve  as  a  conveyor
bel t  for  capi ta l ism,  forced  to
camouflage itself behind the mask of
neocolonial ism.  The  nat ional
bourgeoisie,  with  no  misgivings  and
with great pride, revels in the role of
agent in its dealings with the Western
bourgeoisie.  This  lucrative  role,  this
function as small-time racketeer, this
narrow-mindedness  and  lack  of
ambition  are  symptomatic  of  the
incapacity of the national bourgeoisie
to  fulf i l  its  historical  role  as  a
bourgeoisie.

In fulfilling its function as an agent of
the Western bourgeoisie and â€˜as a
small-time racketeer’, this class turns
upon the  left  that  aided its  path  to
power, and slaughters it, imprisons it,
exiles it or marginalises it. Slaughter
was the case with one of the strongest
communist parties in Sudan when, in
1971,  Gaafar  al-Nimiery  launched  a
campaign that resulted in almost the
total  elimination  of  the  party.  Even
where  the  organised  left  was  not
strong, the post-independence period
witnessed  assassinations  of  radicals:
for  example  in  Kenya  with  the
assassination of Tom Mboya, Pio Gama
Pinto  and  JM  Kariuki,  or  in  South
Africa with the assassination of Chris
Hani and, more recently, of members
o f  NUMSA  and  Abah la l i  base
Mjondolo.  â€˜

African Socialism’ was fÃªted as the
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a n s w e r  t o  t h e  c o n t i n e n t ’ s
underdevelopment in the early post -
independence years, but in every case,
t h i s  w a s  c o m b i n e d  w i t h  t h e
requirement of that there be only one
legitimate party. Whatever the actual
political colour of the regimes, it was
not  uncommon  for  nationalists  to
proclaim  an  allegiance  to  socialism,
albeit to an â€˜African’ version.

Kwame  Nkrumah  was  perhaps  the
most  radical  of  the  nationalists,  but
even in Ghana, no attempt was made
to dismantle the colonial  state.  As a
result,  radicalisation spread amongst
the  population.  In  1961,  railway
workers  organised  a  national  strike,
but  the  state  became  increasingly
authoritarian  and  independent
political organisation was repressed –
until eventually a one-party state was
declared. Nkrumah’s political writings
became much more radical after the
coup  d’état  that  overthrew  him  in
1966.

Similarly,  Julius  Nyerere  established
his own particular brand of socialism –
Ujamaa  –  in  the  aftermath  of  the
revolution  in  Zanzibar,  in  which  he
orchestrated  the  repression  of
Abdulrahman  Babu’s  Umma  Party.
Nyerere’s  Arusha  Declaration
declared a one-party state, preventing
the independent organisation of  left,
working  class  organisations.  A  once
ardent  trade  unionist,  Ahmed Sékou
Touré led Guinea to independence in
1958, and in 1960, declared his party,
Parti  démocratique  de  Guinée,  the
only legitimate party.
The  combination  of  repressive  one-

party states that proclaim themselves
â€˜socialist’,  the  establishment  of
Stalinism in the Soviet Union with its
own  form  of  repression  and  one-
partyism, and its final demise in the
collapse of the Berlin Wall – all these
have contributed to the discrediting of
the  idea  of  â€˜socia l ism’  as  a
progressive force. In many countries,
the word â€˜socialism’ is a dirty word
that  has  been  lost  in  every-day
vocabulary.

Another factor that has inhibited the
development of the left in Africa needs
to be considered. The last thirty years
of neoliberal policies have resulted not
just in material dispossession, but also
in the dispossession of memory. Many
people born or raised in the aftermath
of  the  implementation  of  structural
adjustment  programmes  have  lost
connection with their own histories in
a n  e n v i r o n m e n t  o f  C N N  a n d
MacDonalds  culture.

As Milan Kundera put it: The first step
in liquidating a people is to erase its
memory. Destroy its books, its culture,
its history, Then have somebody write
new  books,  manufacture  a  new
culture, invent a new history. Before
long  the  nation  will  begin  to  forget
what it is and what it was. The world
around it  will  forget  even faster.  …
The struggle of man against power is
the  struggle  of  memory  against
forgetting.  There  remains  today  the
challenge  of  building  strong  left,
working  class  movements.  Whatever
the  constraints  that  we  may  have
inherited from our history, the reality

is  that  after  independence  our
national  bourgeoisies  have  failed  to
deliver on their promises.

Thirty years (or some twenty years in
the case of South Africa) of neoliberal
policies willingly imposed by this class
have  resulted  in  conditions  for  the
majority that are in many ways worse
than  they  were  at  independence.
Today  discontent  is  growing,
especially among the youth. But there
i s  a l s o  a  m o r e  w i d e s p r e a d
disenchantment  with  postcolonial
governments  that  derives  from their
loss  of  credibility  and  legitimacy.
Serious  questions  are  increasingly
being raised concerning the ability of
th i s  c l a s s  t o  l ead  the  way  t o
emancipat ion.

The objective conditions offer, at least
potentially,  good  conditions  for
building  a  left  movement.  But  that
cannot  be  done on the  basis  of  the
forty-year-old analysis of the nature of
capitalism and  imperialism to  which
much  o f  t he  l e f t  has  become
accustomed. There is work to be done
in deepening our understanding of the
changes  that  have  occurred  in  both
the  nature  of  today’s  financialised
capital  and  its  operation  in  the
â€˜peripheries’.  Such  an  analysis  is
necessary if we are to appreciate the
fact that the workplace is not the only
s i t e  w h e r e  a c c u m u l a t i o n  b y
dispossession occurs – it  also occurs
through the extraction of income and
wealth through rents, the privatisation
of  hea l th  and  soc ia l  wel fare ,
education, land, water, power, etc. All
of these are subject to speculation.

Revolution, Reaction, ?and Intervention in
Syria

4 February 2015, by Joseph Daher

New  Politics.  Your  writings  give
voice to those persons and groups
who  are  often  ignored  in  the
international media’s portrayal of
the crisis in Syria. I would like to
ask you some questions regarding

the  United  States’  recent  entry
into  the  battlefield  and  how you
believe this will affect the various
actors in the region.

The crisis in Syria is often painted as a

conflict  involving  the  Assad  regime
and  the  Islamic  State  (ISIS),  with
barely  any  mention  of  other  players
within  the  country.  How  do  you
understand the current state of Syria,
taking into account all of the groups

https://internationalviewpoint.org/spip.php?article3850
https://internationalviewpoint.org/spip.php?article3850
https://internationalviewpoint.org/spip.php?auteur866


vying for power?

Joseph Daher. The dominant narrative,
especially  since  2012,  has  been  to
portray  the  Syrian  revolutionary
process  as  not  a  part  of  the  other
revolutionary processes in the region,
for  democracy,  social  justice,  and
equality. Instead the ongoing events in
Syria  have  been  seen  as  either  a
sectarian  conflict  between  religious
minorities against a religious majority,
or through a geopolitical perspective
where  different  imperialist  and  sub-
imperialist states of the region oppose
each other. This is especially the case
with the so called “axis of resistance”
argument,  based on Syria,  Iran,  and
Hezbollah, with the support of Russia,
opposing Western imperialism led by
the United States and allied with the
reactionary monarchies of the region:
Saudi Arabia and Qatar. This ignores
the dynamics from below of the Syrian
revolutionary process.

Both of these analyses are problematic
because  they  ignore  the  deep  and
objective  conditions  of  the  Syrian
revolutionary  process,  which  are
similar  for  all  of  the  countries  that
went  throughâ€”and  are  still  going
throughâ€”revolutionary processes. In
short, the driving forces have been the
desire  for  democracy,  the  socio-
economic  crisis,  and  a  wil l  for
emancipation  and  liberation  towards
more equality.

Firstly, remember that Syria was also
an authoritarian regime, ruled for the
past 40 years by one family, and it is
also  a  bourgeois  regime  that  went
through a process of neoliberalization
and  privatization,  accelerated
considerably  with  Bashar  al-Assad’s
arrival to power. Sixty percent of the
population  was  living  under  or  just
above the poverty line in 2011. Syria
was  subjected  to  the  same  form  of
crony capitalism that is  prevalent in
the region. For example,  in Egypt it
was  the  Mubarak  fami ly  that
b e n e f i t t e d  m o s t l y  f r o m  t h e
privatization and neoliberalization; in
Tunis it was the Trabelsi family, of the
wife  of  the  dictator  Ben Ali;  and in
Syria  it  is  Makhlouf,  the  cousin  of
Assad,  who  owns  60  percent  of  the
country’s wealth. In the end what we
have are neoliberal and authoritarian
systems, and Syria is no different in
this regard.

Secondly, by saying it is all simply a
conflict between ISIS and Assad, one
ignores  the  popular  movement  that
has been ongoing for the past three
years  despite  the  fact  that  the
movement  was  undermined  first  by
the  regime  and  then  by  Islamic
reactionary  forces.  However,  this
popular  movement  is  not  only  still
alive but it is still playing an important
role. Members of this movement were
the  original  actors  of  the  revolution
and are still upholding the objectives
of the revolution.

Thirdly,  the  Assad/Islamic  State
dichotomy  ignores  the  fact  that  the
Assad regime helped the development
of ISIS and all the Islamic reactionary
forces, by releasing from the prisons
of the regime the different individuals
who would become the heads of these
reactionary forces. In various amnesty
decisions  during  the  start  of  the
revolutionary  process,  leaders  of
various  Islamic  reactionary  forces
were freed, while democratic activists
were  imprisoned,  tortured,  and
oppressed. We should realize that the
Assad  regime  targeted  and  still
targets  mostly  the  democratic  and
progressive  activists  as  well  as  the
Free  Syrian  Army,  while  it  allowed
ISIS to grow.

The best example is the city of Raqqa,
which  was  under  the  domination  of
ISIS since October 2013, and was only
targeted  for  the  first  time  by  the
regime  at  the  end  of  August  2014.
This  is  when  ISIS  gained  a  lot  of
territory in Iraq and when the U.S.-led
coalition for bombing Iraq and Syria
was organizing. And one must also not
forget that the first to oppose ISIS and
other  Islamic reactionary forces  was
the  popular  movement.  Since  the
beginning  of  2013  in  various  areas
there have been popular mobilizations
and  demonstrations  to  condemn the
authoritarian  practices  of  Jabhat  al-
Nusra and the Islamic Front.

A  popular  uprising  occurred  in  the
b e g i n n i n g  o f  2 0 1 4  i n  s o m e
neighborhoods  of  Aleppo  and  in
northern areas of Syria against ISIS.
ISIS  was  expelled  militarily  from
several areas due to the pressure of
the masses.  Jabhat al-Nusra and the
Islamic  Front  also  participated  in
these  military  fights  against  ISIS
because  of  the  opposition  of  the

masses  and  the  increasing  defiance
and violence of ISIS against them. We
can  see  that  the  popular  masses  in
Syria oppose those who don’t uphold
the  objectives  of  the  revolution  and
practice authoritarian policies.

Of course this does not mean in any
way  that  Jabhat  al-Nusra  and  the
Islamic Front, or other Salafist forces,
should  be  considered  allies  of  the
revolution  for  democracy,  social
justice, and equality; they are part of
the counter-revolution. We have seen
just recently that Jabhat al-Nusra and
the  Islamic  State  cooperated  in
expelling  the  Syrian  Revolutionaries
Front  from Rif  Idlib  and  that  Ahrar
Sham  (a  Salafist  group)  has  just
attacked Free Syrian Army forces in a
neighborhood of Aleppo called Bustan
Qasr.

Finally,  seeing  the  conflict  as  solely
between  Assad  and  ISIS  actually
serves no one but the regime and ISIS,
and both alternatives are reactionary.
In some ways it also serves Western
imperialism,  which  wants  to  portray
the conflict as choosing between the
lesser of two evils. The Assad regime
welcomed  the  U.S.-led  coalition’s
bombardment,  and  supported  “all
international  counterterrorism
efforts.” Assad wants to appear to the
various international imperialist actors
in  the  West  as  the  person  that  can
help  them  in  their  fight  against
“terrorism.” This last perspective has
unfortunately  pushed  manyâ€”from
conservative  right-wingers  to  ill-
informed  anti-imperialistsâ€”to  take
the  view that  Assad is  a  lesser  evil
than the Jihadists. In fact we should
oppose  both,  because  they  nurture
each other  and are  each seeking to
establish an authoritarian system.

So definitely this view of seeing only a
conflict  between  ISIS  and  Assad  is
negating  the  popular  revolutionary
process in Syria, and the strength of
the popular movement. Even though it
has  been  undermined,  it  is  still
present,  still  fighting,  and  still
upholding  the  objectives  of  the
revolution.

NP. What do you believe are the
objectives of the U.S.-led airstrikes
and  arms  supplies  in  Syria  and
Iraq?



JD. First, in Iraq, they serve to protect
American  allies.  The  U.S.  military
i n t e r v e n t i o n ,  d e s p i t e  i t s
“humanitarian”  propaganda,  is
nevertheless  part  of  established
political objectives that are: to protect
American  diplomatic  personnel
stationed in Erbil (which is also home
of a CIA base);  to  protect  the large
multinational  companies  in  the
hydrocarbon/oil sector such as Mobil,
Chevron,  Exxon,  and  Total  who  are
exploiting  the  oil  production  in  the
region and have already invested more
than  $10  billion;  and,  perhaps  most
importantly, to keep the alliance with
the Iraqi  regime,  inherited from the
American invasion. The United States
did not intervene when Mosul fell and
more than 200,000 refugees were on
the road to Iraqi Kurdistan, but only
got involved militarily when ISIS was
threatening  to  conquer  the  Kurdish
areas  of  the  north  and  the  capital
Baghdad in the south.

That  is  why  the  United  States  only
wanted  cosmetic  and  superficial
changes in the Iraqi regime, replacing
only the prime minister, Maliki,  who
was also let down by his Iranian ally
because  o f  h i s  ca tas t roph i c
mismanagement  of  the  country.  The
new prime minister, Haidar al-Abadi,
is  far  from representing  any  radical
change. He is a close partner of Maliki
and  a  member  of  the  same  party,
D a w a .  H e  w a s  M i n i s t e r  o f
Communication  in  the  interim
government set up after the overthrow
of Saddam Hussein in 2003. This new
Prime Minister, al-Abadi, has received
international  support  including  from
Iran.  Ex-prime  minister  Maliki  has
nevertheless tried to remain in power,
but  finally  gave  up.  Following  this
announcement, American officials said
that  they  could  accelerate  the
economic and military  aid  to  Iraq if
the new government of al-Abadi were
more  inclusive,  particularly  towards
the Sunni population of Iraq. But this
forgets that it is the current political
system of  the  Iraqi  regime  and  the
same  political  forces  that  have  led
Iraq into this situation today as I have
explained in different articles on my
website.

It  is  worth  mentioning  American
assistance to the Iraqi army for those
who doubt that this regime is an ally
of the United States: the Pentagon has

provided Iraq with $650 million worth
of  ammunition  and  small  arms  this
year  alone.  Before  2011,  the United
States had spent $24 billion on arming
and training the Iraqi army. Finally, on
October  22,  the  United  States
declared that it was negotiating to sell
$600 million worth of armor-piercing
tank rounds to Iraq.

The airstrikes in Syria are definitely
not in favor of the Syrian revolution.
Washington  from  the  beginning
claimed it would be targeting ISIS, but
it  has  targeted  other  reactionary
forces as well, such as Jabhat al-Nusra
or  forces  linked  to  it.  While  we  as
members  of  the  revolutionary-left
current in Syria have opposed these
reactionary forces, we also oppose this
intervention  in  Syria  because  the
objectives of the U.S.-led coalition are
not  to  assist  and  help  the  Syrian
revolutionaries  or  to  protect  them
from ISIS or the regime. The objective
is  to  reimpose  their  hegemony  over
the region and guarantee a  form of
stability, especially to the reactionary
regimes of  the Gulf,  including Saudi
Arabia,  by  putting  an  end  to  the
revolutionary processes.

These  s t r ikes  are  a l so  in  the
framework  of  reaching  a  “Yemeni”
solution,  as  was  the  goal  since  the
beginning.  In  other  words,  reaching
an  agreement  between  the  Assad
regime  (or  a  section  of  it)  and  the
opposition linked to Western and Gulf
regimes.  The  approval  by  the  U.S.
Congress of  $500 million to  support
President  Obama’s  plan  to  arm and
equip  5,000-10,000  Syrian  rebels,
whom  Washington  describes  as
“moderate” in their fight against ISIS
and Syrian regime forces, goes in the
same direction, as we can see in the
text of the resolution:

"The  Secretary  o f  Defense  i s
authorized,  in  coordination  with  the
Secretary  of  State,  to  provide
assistance,  including  training,
equipment, supplies, and sustainment,
to  appropriately  vetted  elements  of
the  Syrian  opposition  and  other
appropriately  vetted  Syrian  groups
and  individuals  for  the  following
purposes:

1. Defending the Syrian people from
attacks  by  the  Islamic  State  of  Iraq
and the Levant (ISIL [another term for

ISIS]) ,  and  securing  territory
controlled  by  the  Syrian  opposition.

2.  Protecting  the  United  States,  its
friends  and  allies,  and  the  Syrian
people  from  the  threats  posed  by
terrorists in Syria.

3.  Promoting  the  conditions  for  a
negotiated  settlement  to  end  the
conflict  in  Syria."

The  desire  of  the  United  States  to
constitute armed groups in Syria loyal
to  their  interests  is  nevertheless
thwarted by the reality on the ground.
This  is  because of  the decision of  a
large majority of opposition groups to
cooperate  with  Washington  only  if
they  are  able  to  maintain  their
independence  and  autonomous
d e c i s i o n  m a k i n g ,  a n d  i f  t h e
collaboration includes a clear plan for
the  overthrow of  the  Assad  regime.
Colonel  Riad al-Asaad,  the leader  of
the  Free  Syrian  Army,  for  example
said  he  would  not  join  the  alliance
against ISIS without a commitment to
oust the Syrian regime. He added, “If
they want to see the Free Syrian Army
on  their  side,  they  should  give
assurances  on  toppling  the  Assad
regime  and  on  a  plan  including
revolutionary principles.” Other armed
groups  present  in  the  Supreme
Military  Council  of  Syria,  close  to
Washington,  also  expressed  their
resentment of the United States and
other Western forces for their lack of
support.  They  said  that  coalition
airstrikes  against  ISIS  targets  were
not enough; the strikes must also hit
A s s a d ’ s  f o r c e s .  O n e  o f  t h e
commanders  said  that  “we  need  to
deal  with  this  problem  at  its  root
cause: Assad, the gangs that support
him,  and Daech [an Arabic  acronym
for the Islamic State]. Those are the
three  problems  every  Syrian  deals
with.” Many armed groups were also
critical  of  the  way  the  strikes  were
being carried out and many inside the
country on the side of the revolution
reject these bombings.

The  jihadi  and  Islamic  reactionary
forces  are  used  by  the  Western
imperialist and regional forces as the
entry  point  for  this  new  military
intervention.  At  the  same  time,  the
expansion of the jihadi groups, which
has ignored state borders and created
instability,  has  reached  the  point



where it  is  threatening Western and
regional  imperialist  interests.  We
should remember that ISIS, which was
established in 2006, was of no interest
to  these  powers  when  they  were
confined  to  specific  geographic
locations in Iraq and later Syria. They
were  even  financially  supported  by
some  Gulf  private  networks  in  the
beginning.  Although  ISIS  and  other
sister  organizations  are  a  factor  of
instability  for  the  global  imperialist
system, we should be clear they are in
no ways actors for the emancipation
and  liberation  of  the  people  of  the
region;  they  are  very  much  the
opposite.  At  the  same  time,  the
bombings from the U.S.-led coalition
have  killed  civilians  and  destroyed
much-needed civilian infrastructure.

These  are  the  reasons  we  should
oppose these bombings. Airstrikes by
U.S.-led forces have killed more than
32 civilians during the first month of
bombing in Syria, according to official
data.  At  the  same  time  the  Assad
regime has continued its war against
the population and combatants of the
Free  Syrian  Army in  the  “liberated”
areas. Thus, Assad’s siege of Aleppo is
almost  complete.  He  has  made
significant progress in the countryside
of  Damascus  (Al  Ghouta)  and  has
bombed on a daily basis the Al Wa’ar
neighborhood in Homs for the last two
weeks. This has elicited the complete
silence of the media.

In  addition,  to  believe  that  ISIS,
Jabhat  al-Nusra,  and  other  similar
organizations can be defeated with the
same  tools  that  created  them  is
completely insane.  These reactionary
forces are indeed the consequences of
the criminal authoritarian regimes (for
example Assad in Syria and Saddam
Husse in  in  I raq)  and  fore ign
interventions  (mainly  Western
countries led by the United States and
regional states such as Saudi Arabia,
Qatar,  Turkey,  and  Iran).  This  new
military  intervention  has  indeed  no
objective  of  overthrowing  the  Assad
regime. As a banner held by a Syrian
protester  in  Aleppo  last  week  said,
“Insanity is doing the same thing over
and over again and expecting different
results,  Albert  Einstein,”  and  below,
“Afghanistan  2001,  Iraq  2003,  Syria
2014.” The only political groups that
will benefit from these bombings are
the  two  s ides  o f  the  counter -

revolution:  the Assad regime on one
side, and on the other the reactionary
Islamic and jihadi political forces.

The Assad regime will most probably
benefit  in  the  short  term  militarily,
with the weakening of strong military
actors.  Assad’s  forces  have  actually
continued  their  attacks  on  various
areas of the country, but in addition
the  regime sees  a  chance to  regain
“legitimacy” with the West as part of
an  al l iance  in  the  War  against
Terrorism.

The  bombing  will  likely  militarily
weaken in the short term ISIS, Jabhat
al-Nusra, and other reactionary forces,
b u t  w i l l  m o s t  l i k e l y  p r o v e
counterproductive  for  the  Syrian
revolutionaries  by  increasing  the
popular support for the jihadi fighters,
driving  even  more  recruits  to  their
ranks.  These  forces  are  already
painting  themselves  as  the  only
serious  anti-imperialist  movement,
rather  than  the  reactionary  and
sectarian  outfit  they  are.  Several
reports have already noted that these
bombings have boosted the appeal of
these organizations, with new recruits
arriving  every  day.  There  is  also
c o m p e t i t i o n  b e t w e e n  t h e
organizations; for example, Jabhat al-
Nusra  must  further  radicalize  its
discourse to prevent the departure of
its members, especially foreigners, to
ISIS. Following the bombing of their
positions in Idlib, some members have
claimed  their  wil l ingness  and
readiness  to  fight  alongside  ISIS.

Further, when we look at the example
of  KobanÃª,  this  intervention  can
really  be  questioned  by  studying  its
consequences  on  the  ground;  in
particular it has been unable to stop
the offensive of ISIS. Let’s remember
that  when  the  U.S.-led  coalition
intervened in Syria in mid-September,
ISIS  was  60  kilometres  away  from
KobanÃª.  Today  ISISâ€”even  though
the  U.S.  started  bombardingâ€”is
occupying half of the city. This tells us
that this new intervention is not at all
helping  the  revolution,  and  is  more
propaganda than anything. Lastly, we
can  see  who  supports  this  U.S.-led
coalition: Saudi Arabia and Qatar, the
centers  of  counter-revolution  in  the
region.

This intervention is in the interests of

Western imperialism and also those of
the  different  sub-  and  international-
imperialist  forces.  You  can  see  that
Russia is not really opposing this kind
of  bombardment,  although  there’s
criticism of the way it is led. The same
with Iran; it criticizes the way it is led
but  does  not  directly  oppose  these
bombings.  All  of  these  actors  want
some  form  of  stability,  which  was
challenged  by  the  revolutionary
processes  that  began  in  2010.

When  the  United  States  says  it  is
targeting ISIS, we have to remember
that ISIS grew out of al-Qaeda, which
was present since 2005 in Iraq. When
ISIS  expanded,  especia l ly  by
intervening in the Syrian revolutionary
process,  it  was  not  a  problem  for
Western  imperialism  and  other  sub-
imperialist  forces.  But  when  the
expansion  of  ISIS  became  too
powerful  for  them  to  ignore,  they
chose to intervene at this moment. So
it is the level of expansion of ISIS that
was a problem for the United States,
not the fact that ISIS is a reactionary
force.  When  ISIS  was  not  directly
challenging  Western  polit ical
interests,  and  the  forces  of  Saudi
Arabia  and Qatar,  the  latter  nations
even  supported  it  financially  before
2011, and even after.

NP. Journalist Jeremy Scahill  has
recently said in an interview that
the idea that ISIS is made up of
strictly ultra-orthodox Islamists is
false. He claims that figures such
as  Izzat  Ibrahim  al-Douri,  a
prominent  Ba’athist,  are  also  a
part of it. Do you agree?

JD. One must understand that the fall
of Mosul was due to two factors. First
of all it was due to the corruption and
the complete unpopularity of the Iraqi
state, because of its sectarianism and
authoritarianism,  which  is  why  the
army and police forces left so rapidly.
Second,  it  was  a  coalition  that  took
over Mosul, led first of all by ISIS, but
composed  also  of  Sunni  tribes  and
former  Ba’athists.  However,  directly
after the takeover and occupation of
Mosul,  ISIS  became  the  dominant
force and eliminated the other forces,
including  tribes  and  the  Ba’athists,
and al-Douri as well. So it’s not right
to  say  that  al-Douri  is  part  of  ISIS;
he’s not.



At  the  same  time,  you  have  former
Ba’athist  military  commanders  that
became  jihadists  and  Salafists  after
the American invasion, and only after
joined forces with al-Qaeda and later
ISIS. So, yes, the military leadership
of ISIS is composed mainly of former
Iraqi  military  commanders  from  the
Iraqi army.

NP. What is the state of the Free
Syrian  Army  militarily?  After
losing territory to Assad’s forces,
and the rapid growth of ISIS, do
they still have a chance?

JD. First we need to understand that
the Free Syrian Army is not a single
and  united  institution,  but  rather  a
network  of  independent  military
groups  fighting  under  its  umbrella.
The various forces of the Free Syrian
Army  have  been  increasingly  and
considerably weakened over the past
two  years ,  because  unl ike  i ts
opponents it has not been supported
significantly  by  any  international
forces  either  by  direct  military
intervention  or  by  supplies  of
advanced weaponry. It has lost a lot of
ground  to  the  Assad  regime,  which
concentrated  its  offensive  against
them,  and  also  to  the  growth  of
Islamic  reactionary  forces,  not  only
ISIS  but  Jabhat  al-Nusra  and  the
Islamic front as well, which attacked
and  killed  commanders  of  the  Free
Syrian Army.

Nevertheless,  before  the  U.S.-led
coalition intervened, there was a new
form, a new growth of some factions
of  the  Free  Syrian  Army,  of  people
coming back to the idea and appeal of
a  Free  Syrian  Army  defending  the
objectives  of  the  revolution.  These
people  were  disappointed  with  the
Islamic reactionary forces. The reason
people had joined those forces was not
based on ideology most of  the time,
but  due  to  the  fact  that  the  jihadi
groups were well funded and received
arms from the reactionary monarchies
of the region, Saudi Arabia and Qatar,
and with Turkey closing its eyes to the
passage of jihadi forces into northern
Syria.  But  people  are  coming  back.
More and more, we have seen in the
past  weeks  demonstrations  with
slogans saying, “We need to go back
to  the  spirit  and  objectives  of  the
revolution,” and various forces of the
Free  Syrian  Army  were  building  on

this kind of popular mobilization. On a
mil i tary  basis  the  democratic
components of the Free Syrian Army
represent the will  of the people, the
popular movement. You still have a lot
of  slogans  and  songs  for  the  Free
Syrian Army, so it’s still a power, but
it lacks any kind of unity. There are
still a lot of problems. There are still
regional differences in the Free Syrian
Army. By unity I mean, not a unity in
objectives,  but  rather  in  military
strategy to defeat the regime and the
Islamic reactionary forces. They have
been fighting on both fronts: against
the regime for the past three years,
and against Islamic reactionary forces
increasingly for more than one year.
But  nevertheless,  they  still  have  a
chance because for  many people  on
the  ground,  for  the  popular  classes,
the  Free  Syr i an  Army  rea l l y
represents  the  armed  hand  of  the
revolution.

The  democratic  components  of  the
Free  Syrian  Army  still  protect  the
objectives  of  the  revolution.  This  is
why we can increasingly  see  people
going back to the Free Syrian Army
with  a  d iscourse  that  i s  more
democratic, some even acknowledging
that  they were wrong to collaborate
with  the  Islamic  reactionary  forces.
However  in  some  regions  you  still
have  collaboration  between  Islamic
reactionary forces and the Free Syrian
Army, depending on the situation. But
this  is  tactical  cooperation;  they  do
not share the same political objectives.
This is important to clarify.

NP.  Does  the  group  still  have
political legitimacy? Are there any
prospects  for  governing  the
country?

JD.  Definitely,  among  the  popular
masses in support of the revolutionary
process in Syria.

NP.  What  is  the  ro le  of  the
revolutionary  left  in  the  Middle
East  and  North  Africa  today  in
combating  both  the  reactionary
religious  orthodoxy  of  jihadists
and  authoritarian  dictatorships?

JD. The duty of the revolutionary left is
to  understand  first  of  all  that  the
solution  is  regional  and  cannot  be
based on only one country. We have to
clearly  oppose  any  form of  counter-

revolution,  whether  it  is  branded as
Assad  or  el-Sisi.  Or  in  Tunis  as
modernism,  unity  of  the  nation.  All
this  kind  of  propaganda,  “fighting
against terrorism,” we have to oppose
very strongly. But we have to oppose
as well the Islamic reactionary forces
whose rhetoric speaks of the unity of
the  Umma,  authent ic i ty ,  and
moralism, when in fact they share the
counter-revolutionary  goal  of
implement ing  neol iberal ism,
authoritarianism,  patriarchy,
sectarianism, and forms of nationalist-
chauvinism.  This  is  why  we  oppose
both of  them, and both of  them are
linked to different imperialist and sub-
imperialist forces.

We need to build an alternative that is
from below, a radical alternative that
is  democratic,  in  favor  of  social
justice, and opposed to sectarianism,
patriarchy,  and  nationalism.  This
means first that we need to build mass
revolutionary  socialist  organizations,
with  clear  principles,  building
collectives. And also at the same time
we need to build a large democratic
f ron t  tha t  opposes  coun te r -
revolutionary forces, which is not only
based on socialist revolutionaries but
all the forces that share our objectives
of  democracy,  social  justice,  and
equality. This is the duty of the left.
We must oppose using sectarianism to
divide  the  people,  especially  now
w h e n  w e  s e e  t h e  d i f f e r e n t
authoritarian  regimes  or  Islamic
react ionary  forces .  We  must
understand that sectarianism is not a
heritage  from  a  medieval  past  but
rather a modern phenomenon, which
is used by dominant forces to divide
the people.

NP. How do you envision an end to
the conflict?

JD. I would prefer the term “solution
to the revolutionary process,” which is
not going to come tomorrow. We need
to  think  in  terms  of  a  long-term
revolutionary  process,  because  right
now  the  s i tua t ion  in  Syr ia  i s
catastrophic, where you have half of
the population displaced,  80 percent
of the people now living close to the
poverty line, total destruction of urban
infrastructure,  and  two  counter-
revolutionary  forces  that  are  still
strong:  the  Assad  regime  and  the
jihadi  groups.  A  solution  is  only



possible with crushing both of these
forces and building an alternative that
is  democratic,  in  favor  of  social
justice,  against  sectarianism  and
chauvinism,  and  for  equality.  This
means  bui lding  revolutionary
organizations and re-empowering the
popular movement that is still battling,
with  both  material  and  intangible
weapons.

We  should  support  the  sending  of
arms without any political conditions
to the democratic forces of the Free
Syrian Army, and the Kurdish popular
forces as well, to defeat both sides of
the counter-revolution. I would like to
urge  those  who  don’t  think  arms
should be provided to read Trotsky’s
text Learn to Think. Arms without any
kind of political condition! If the West
w e r e  r e a l l y  i n  f a v o r  o f  t h e
revolutionary process in the region, it
would provide arms. Its failure to do
so  shows  the  contradictions  of
Western imperialism. It does not want
to  strengthen  a  large  popular
movement that  is  democratic  and in
favor  of  social  justice  and  against
sectarianism. This is the way to build a
new Syria.

But  also  without  forgetting  that  the
solution  is  not  only  in  Syria,  the
solution  is  regional.  If  you  don’t
overthrow the centers of the counter-
revolution,  which  are  Saudi  Arabia
and  Qatar,  a  decent  future  for  the
region will be very difficult. Likewise,
the Syrian revolutionary process will
also need to challenge the Israeli state
and  help  the  Palestinian  resistance.
Israel  is  not  only  a  threat  to  the
Palestinians,  but  as  we’ve  seen
throughout  the decades,  it  is  also  a
threat to the region as a whole.  On
m a n y  o c c a s i o n s  s i n c e  i t s
establishment, Israel has intervened in
the region to serve imperialist political
interests, not only in Palestine. Lastly,
any  kind  of  people  who  are  serious
abou t  he lp ing  Kurd i sh  se l f -
determination should help the Syrian
revolutionary  process,  because  they
are directly linked.

NP. Do you believe that the growth
of ISIS represents a failure of the
left?

JD. I think that the growth of ISIS is
not directly linked to the defeat of the
left, because the defeat of the left is

much older. It goes back to the 1970s,
with  the  crushing  of  the  left  by
authoritarian regimes. We should also
remind ourselves of the position of the
Stalinist  left  that  allied  itself  with
authoritarian  regimes,  which  was
destructive for the left. For example in
Egypt,  where  the  Communist  Party
supported Mubarak until the last day,
even  before  the  crushing  of  the
Muslim  Brotherhood,  and  supported
el-Sisi.

This  is  terrible  because then people
ask,  “Is  this  the  left?”  Or  in  Syria
where  we  see  a  section  of  the  left
s u p p o r t i n g  t h e  r e g i m e ,  a n d
participating in the government. Or in
Iraq,  a  section  of  the  left  was  with
Saddam. So it is the crushing of the
left in the 1960s and 1970s in addition
to the opportunism of sections of the
Stalinist left allied with authoritarian
regimes that caused the defeat of the
left.

At the same time, following the Arab-
Israel i  war  of  1973,  oi l  prices
increased considerably, which allowed
the  Gulf  monarchies  to  increase
support  to  the  Islamic  reactionary
forces in various countries, especially
the Muslim Brotherhood. In the 1970s,
for  example  in  Egypt,  the  Muslim
Brotherhood was funded by the Gulf
monarchies while being used by Sadat
to  crush  the  le f t .  The  Musl im
Brotherhood  was  also  successful
because  it  presented  itself  to  the
people  as  an  alternative.  Nationalist
forces  were  defeated  in  1967,  and
became  most ly  corrupted  and
authoritarian. They also went back on
their  social  policies,  starting  the
“inf i tah”  pol ic ies,  increasing
neoliberal  policies,  and  creating  a
highly unequal society, while the left
was crushed and repressed.

On top of that, there was the defeat of
the  Palestinian  resistance  in  Jordan
and  Lebanon,  in  the  former  during
Black September in the 1970s and in
the  latter  during  the  Lebanese  civil
war at the hands of both the Syrian
regime and Israel.  This also crushed
sections  of  the  left  that  were  allied
with  the  Palestinian  resistance.
Finally, there have been the attempts
by Saudi Arabia and other Gulf states
to  co-opt  the  Palestinian  movement.
So the Palestinian resistance has been
attacked on all fronts.

This is why we say the liberation of
Palestine requires the overthrow of all
the regimes in the region. Arafat, on
the  other  hand,  played  a  bad  role,
saying  that  Palestinians  shouldn’t
intervene in Arab states. This was very
appealing to Fatah, which was playing
to the different  reactionary regimes,
a n d  w a s  f u n d e d  b y  t h e m .
Unfortunately, most of the Palestinian
organizations follow this policy today.
This  is  true  of  Hamas,  which  for
example  opposed  the  Bahraini
revolution  on  sectarian  and  political
grounds, and of the Popular Front for
the Liberation of Palestine, which has
not taken any radical position in favor
of the Syrian revolutionary process.

ISIS  is  a  direct  consequence  of  the
American invasion and destruction of
the Iraqi state and society. Contrary to
what  has  been  suggested  by  some
media  and  so-called  “analysts,”  the
current  events  in  Iraq  are  not  the
result of an ancestral hatred between
Sunnis  and  Shiites  that  goes  back
hundreds of years,  but truly are the
result of contemporary policies.

In  addition  to  the  military  invasion
that came after more than a decade of
inhumane sanctions,  killing a million
Iraqis  and  causing  the  forced
displacement  of  four  million  people,
the U.S. occupation policies are at the
origin of  the current  debacle.  These
include  fierce  repression  of  any
political  opposition  to  the  U.S.
occupation,  implementation  of
neoliberal  policies  and repression  of
the  independent  t rade  un ion
movement,  destruction  of  state
inst i tut ions  (mi l i tary ,  publ ic
administration, university system, and
so  on),  and  the  establishment  of  a
political  system  based  on  political
sectarianism as in Lebanon. The last-
mentioned  element  was  one  of  the
main reasons for the terrible sectarian
war  between  Shia  extremist  groups
and Sunnis between 2005 and 2008,
resulting  in  a  monthly  average  of
3,000 dead.

As I said before, some former officers
of the Iraqi military joined ISIS after
the American invasion. ISIS also finds
its  roots  in  the  sectarianism  of  the
Iraqi  state  led  by  Hizb  al-Dawa,
Maliki’s political party. Dawa was an
ally  of  the  Iranian  regime,  but  also
collaborated  with  the  United  States,



and  it  became  an  al ly  of  sorts,
collaborating  politically  and,  as  we
saw  previously,  militarily.  This  does
not  mean  that  the  previous  regime
before 2003 was ever good; it must be
remembered  that  the  country  was
under  the  bloody  dictatorship  of
Saddam Hussein’s clan which caused
the death, exile, and imprisonment of
huge  numbers  of  people,  not  to
mention  the  gassing  of  Kurds  in
Halabja in 1988. This regime was built
on a totalitarian repressive apparatus
that  accepted no political  opposition
or independent trade unions, and on a
clientelist tribal and sectarian basis.

We should also not forget that the rise
of ISIS is linked to the repression of
the popular protests that shook Iraq in
early  2011  in  the  wake  of  other
popular uprisings in the region. They
started on February 25, 2011 with a
“Day of Wrath,” which then launched
a weekly cycle of protests on Fridays
in most  major  cities.  Demands were
diverse, ranging from the fight against
unemployment,  which  is  still  very
high, to condemnation of the lack or
absence of services such as electricity,
the release of political prisoners, and
opposition  to  the  whole  sectarian
political  system  established  by  the
U.S.  occupation.  The movement  was
made up of members of civil society,
women’s groups, trade unionists, and
so on.

Popular  gatherings  sometimes
exceeded tens of thousands, while for
example  in  the  c i ty  o f  Mosul ,
protesters called for a general strike
pushing the local governor, Atheel al-
Nujaifi to support the popular protests
and support the violation of the curfew
imposed by the government. Popular
demonstrations represented a serious
challenge  to  Maliki’s  government,
with many local politicians resigning,
including  two  in  the  city  of  Basra.
Above all,  the  public  squares  where
protests took place became politicized
poetry  sites  and  areas  of  cultural
performances drawing on Iraq’s rich
cultural heritage.

The  government  was  quick  to  react

with systematic repression, using tear
gas  and  live  ammunition  and  the
e s t a b l i s h m e n t  o f  n u m e r o u s
checkpointsâ€”forcing people to walk
for  hours  in  the  scorching  heat  to
reach public squares that were usually
easily accessible. Security forces also
forbade  all  pens,  markers,  poster
board, and bottles of water to people
going  to  public  squares  to  protest.
Political  consolidation  within  the
ruling  elite  of  Iraq  nevertheless
allowed  Prime  Minister  Nouri  al-
Maliki  to  co-opt  local  dissident
polit icians,  as  in  Basra,  while
continuing  the  repression  of  the
popular  movement.

This Iraqi sectarian regime oppressed
Sunnis and fired many of them from
government  positions,  including  the
high  command  of  the  army.  Maliki
refused  to  integrate  the  “Sunni
awakening”  councils,  which  had
fought  al-Qaeda,  into  the  army.  He
maintained  the  anti-Ba’athist  law,
established  after  the  U.S.  invasion
against  former  leaders  close  to
Saddam  Hussein  but  which  was
mainly  used  by  the  Iraqi  prime
minister to suppress all Sunni political
forces,  while  accusing leading Sunni
politicians  of  supporting  terrorism.
This  is  a  typical  tool  of  repressive
regimes in the region to suppress any
opposition,  as  is  seen  in  Egypt  and
Syria today.

In 2013, a popular movement in the
Sunni-majority  areas  led  a  mass
campaign  of  non-violent  resistance
against  Maliki’s  government,  and
part icularly  i ts  sectarian  and
authoritarian  policies.  Popular  mass
demonstrations and sit-ins were held
in this period demanding the release
of  political  prisoners,  especially
thousands of  female prisoners,  more
jobs  and  better  public  services,  and
the  rep lacement  o f  the  I raq i
constitution. The protesters especially
opposed the “anti-terrorist laws” used
by the Iraqi government to suppress
opposition members with accusations
of  links with al-Qaeda or the Ba’ath
Party. At that time, leaders of the Iraqi
Shiite group of the Islamic Supreme
Council  of  Iraq  and  of  Moqtada  al-

Sadr’s movement, who had their own
grievances against the Maliki regime,
expressed  their  solidarity  with  the
protests organized almost entirely by
Iraqi  Sunnis,  and  threatened  to
organize  their  own  demonstrations.
Unfortunately,  no  trans-confessional
solidarity  materialized,  nor  inter-
ethnic,  despite  Kurdish  criticism  of
and  oppos i t ion  to  the  Mal ik i
government.
The Maliki regime bloodily suppressed
the  popular  protests,  as  it  did  the
movement of February 25, 2011, when
I r a q  h a d  e a r l i e r  w i t n e s s e d
countrywide protests. The government
also used tactics taken directly from
the U.S. occupation: districts wholly or
partially destroyed, mass arrests, and
torture.  Iraq  has  also  been  the
battleground  for  the  different  sub-
imperialist  states in the region: Iran
supporting the Iraqi sectarian regime
under  Maliki  and  other  reactionary
Shia  militias  and  groups,  and  Saudi
Arabia and Qatar  supporting Islamic
reactionary  Sunni  forces,  including
ISIS.

Finally,  what  allowed  ISIS  to  grow
considerably was the beginning of the
Syrian revolutionary process, and the
intervention  of  ISIS  in  this  process,
where it gained military experience. It
also was able, through the occupation
of  different  oil  facilities  in  Iraq  and
Syria, to build an independent military
economy. (ISIS is no longer dependent
on  foreign  funding,  which  has  been
mostly  stopped by Saudi  Arabia and
Qatar.) So all these elements enabled
ISIS to grow considerably.

The solution is of course to oppose the
jihadi reactionary forces of ISIS, but
also to oppose the Maliki government
with  its  sectarian  and  authoritarian
policies  and  reactionary  forces  that
support it. These two actors feed each
other and have to be overthrown and
defeated in order to have any hope of
building  a  progressive  popular
movement  opposing  sectarianism,
enabling Iraq to end a nightmare that
has lasted too long.
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The lessons that can be drawn from the
failure of the Greek 2012 restructuring

3 February 2015, by Éric Toussaint

I n  2 0 1 2 ,  t h e  T r o i k a  d i d  a
restructuring  of  the  Greek  debt:
what went wrong?

The context was as follows: from early
2010  Greece  was  subjected  to
speculative  attacks  by  the  financial
markets  that  demanded  excessively
high interest rates for roll-over loans.
Greece  was  close  to  defaulting
because it could not refinance its debt
at  reasonable  rates.  The  Troika
in ter fered  w i th  a  s t ruc tura l
adjustment  Memorandum’.  It  would
grant new loans for Greece to repay
its creditors, i.e. essentially European
private banks.  [78]  Those new loans
were  accompanied  by  austerity
measures  that  had  a  brutal,  even
disastrous,  impact  on  the  people’s
living  conditions  and  on  economic
activity.

In  2012 the  Troika  restructured the
Greek debt owed to private creditors
only, namely the private banks, of EU
member  states,  that  had  already
largely  withdrawn  though  they  still
held  some  Greek  debts,  and  other
private  creditors  such  as  Greek
worker ’s  pension  funds.  This
restructuring  involved  cutting  Greek
debts  to  private  creditors  by  50  to
60%.  The  Troika,  which  has  been
lending money to Greece since 2010,
restructured  the  Greek  debt  but
refused  to  be  invo lved  in  any
reduction of the debt.  It  means that
the debt owed by Greece to the Troika
has not been reduced.

The  operation  was  presented  as  a
success  by  mainstream  media,
Western  governments,  the  Greek
government as  well  as  the IMF and
the  European  Commission.  They
attempted to fool international public
opinion and the Greek population into
believing  that  private  creditors  had
gone to considerable lengths to ease
Greece’s  dramatic  situation.  Actually

the operation was not at all beneficial
for the country in general, and even
less  for  its  population.  After  a
temporary  slackening  in  2012  and
early 2013, the Greek debt has been
steadily  rising  again  and  is  now
beyond the highest point attained in
2010-2011.  The  conditions  enforced
by  the  Troika  have  resulted  in  a
dramatic  fa l l  in  the  country’s
economic activity: the GDP went down
by over 25% between 2010 and early
2014.  The  living  conditions  of  the
populat ion  have  dramatical ly
deteriorated:  violation  of  economic
and  social  rights  and  of  collective
rights,  regression  of  the  retirement
system,  sharp  reduction  of  public
health and public education services,
massive  layoffs,  drop  in  purchasing
power. . .  Moreover,  one  of  the
conditions for  any debt  relief  was a
change in the applicable law and the
relevant jurisdiction in case of dispute
with  creditors.  All  in  all  this  debt
restructuring goes against the interest
of the Greek population and of Greece
as a country.

How does this restructuring of the
Greek  debt  compare  with  the
Brady Plan that was implemented
in  countries  of  the  South  as  a
consequence  of  the  1982  debt
crisis?

The Brady Plan [79] was implemented
in  some  twenty  indebted  countries
towards the end of the 1980s. It was a
way of restructuring debts through an
exchange  with  US-guaranteed
securities  on  condition  that  creditor
banks reduce the amount of what is
owed to them and that they use the
money in the economy. In some cases
the debt was reduced by 30%, and the
Brady  bonds  guaranteed  a  fixed
interest  rate  of  about  6%,  which  is
most  favourable  for  bankers.  The
problem was thus solved for the banks
and  merely  postponed  for  indebted

countries.

We find the same components in
the debt restructuring imposed on
Greece,  Ireland,  Portugal  and
Cyprus  as  in  the  Brady  Plan.

1Â°: In the Brady Plan, just as in the
Memoranda imposed on the countries
on  the  â€˜periphery’  of  the  EU,
governments of the major powers and
international  institutions  step  in
instead  of  private  banks  as  main
creditors. All those plans thus aim to
make it possible for private banks to
withdraw  as  main  creditors  of  the
countr ies  concerned  without
significant loss since they are replaced
by  governments  and  multilateral
institutions such as the IMF. This was
what happened with the Brady Plan.
In Europe, the European Commission,
the  European  Stability  Mechanism
[ESM],  the  ECB  and  the  IMF  have
gradually replaced private banks and
private  financial  institutions  as
creditors.

2Â°: All those operations are obviously
accompanied  by  conditionalities  that
enforce  the  implementation  of
austerity  measures  and  neoliberal
policies.

3Â°: The other common point lies in
the  u l t ima te  f a i l u re  o f  such
restructuring  for  indebted  countries.
Even  neoliberal  economists  such  as
Kenne th  Rogo f f  and  Carmen
Reinhart  [80]  acknowledge  that  the
Brady plan was not beneficial for the
countries  concerned:  debt  reduction
was much more limited than had been
announced and in the long term the
amount of debt actually increased and
the amounts paid are very high. We
can now say the same about Greece,
Cyprus, Portugal and Ireland.

If restructuring the debt is not a
solution, what should be done to
help those countries solve the debt
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issue?

Those countries ought to unilaterally:
1) set up an integral debt audit – with
citizens’  active  participation;  2)
suspend debt repayment; 3) refuse to
pay the illegal or illegitimate part of it;
and  4)  demand  a  reduction  of  the
remainder.  The reduction of  what is
le f t  a f ter  cance l la t ion  o f  the
illegitimate and/or illegal part can be
seen as a form of restructuring but it
cannot  be  isolated  as  a  sufficient
response.

What  happens  if  a  government
starts  negotiating  with  creditors
without suspending repayment?

If there is no suspension of repayment
or public auditing, creditors are in a
dominant  position.  We  mustn’t
underestimate  their  manipulative
skills  that  can  lead  governments  to

unacceptab le  compromises .
Suspending  debt  repayment  as  a
unilateral sovereign decision creates a
new power relationship with creditors.
Besides, with a suspension, creditors
have to  crawl  out  of  the woodwork.
Indeed  if  you  deal  with  securities
holders  without  suspension  of
payments  they  remain  anonymous
since securities are not nominal. Only
if they topple this power relationship
can governments create the necessary
conditions  for  them  to  enforce
measures that legitimize their action
in domestic and international law. In
the cases of Greece, Portugal, Ireland
and  Cyprus  the  troika  is  the  major
creditor and would be obliged to go to
the negotiation table.

In  this  case  could  governments
initiate  negotiations  to  show
public opinion that creditors have
an unacceptable position and that
they have no choice but to turn to

unilateral actions?

Yes,  but  such  an  approach  has  its
pitfal ls .  Creditors  may  create
confusion  in  the  people’s  minds
claiming  that  the  governments  are
unyielding  and  delay  negotiations.
Whereas  the  countries  need  urgent
solutions  and  cannot  afford  to  use
their  tax  revenues  to  repay  their
debts.

The adequate moment to suspend debt
repayment must be defined according
to each country’s specific conditions:
the people’s degree of consciousness,
urgency,  creditors’  blackmail,  the
general  economic  situation  of  the
country...  In  some  circumstances
auditing can occur before; in others,
the two must occur simultaneously.

[CADTM-http://cadtm.org/The-lessons-
that-can-be-drawn-from]

What caused the killings?

3 February 2015, by Ahmed Shawki, Gilbert Achcar

What has been the reaction to the
attack on Charlie Hebdo by French
society in general, and the French
s t a t e  a n d  r u l i n g  c l a s s  i n
particular?

The reaction has been what anybody
would expect. The initial reaction was
one  of  massive  shock—which  is  not
that different from the initial reaction
to 9/11 in the United States, though
it’s  obviously  a  big  exaggeration  to
place both attacks on an equal footing
as many did, particularly in France.

And,  of  course,  the  shock  was
immediately exploited by the French
government in the same way that 9/11
w a s  e x p l o i t e d  b y  t h e  B u s h
administration—in  order  to  silence
critics  and  get  wide  support  in  the
name  of  "national  unity."  Suddenly,
François  Hollande’s  popularity  went
up sharply, from a very low point. The
same happened with George W. Bush,
whose popularity was very low before
9/11 and got boosted beyond anything

he could have dreamed of.

These  were  quite  similar  reactions
from  appal led  and  fr ightened
societies—and,  of  course,  the crimes
were appalling indeed. In both cases,
the ruling class took advantage of the
shock in order to whip up nationalist
sentiment and support for the state:
The police forces have been hailed as
great heroes in France for mobilizing
several tens of thousands in hunting
down three  lunatic  assassins.  To  be
sure, the New York firefighters were
much more deserving of the praise for
their bravery.

There is nothing much original about
all  this.  Instead,  what  is  rather
original  is  the  way  the  discussion
evolved later on.

As  you  know,  the  Charlie  Hebdo
attack and the anti-Semitic attack on a
kosher  supermarket  in  Paris  were
perpetrated  by  two  young  men  of
Algerian  background  and  one  from

Malian background, the three of them
French-born. Over the last few days,
there has been a significant  shift  in
the discussion about the attacks: it has
become  more  mit igated,  with
increasing  acknowledgement  of  the
fact that there is something wrong in
French  society—in  the  way  it  treats
people of immigrant origin.

This  shift  went  to  the  point  French
Prime  Minister  Manuel  Valls  stating
publicly  two  weeks  after  the  attack
that  there  is  a  "territorial,  social,
ethnic  apartheid"  in  France  with
regard to people of immigrant origin.
T h a t ’ s  a n  e x t r e m e l y  s t r o n g
characterization  indeed—and  as  you
might  expect,  it  was  massively
criticized,  even  from  within  the
cabinet  over  which  Valls  presides.

But it  did represent a vindication of
some sort for those who said from the
start that those terrible attacks should
lead people to think in the first place
about the conditions that bring young
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people to such a level of resentment
that they become willing to engage in
suicidal  attacks in order to kill.  Not
that  any  reason  whatsoever  could
constitute an excuse for the murders
that were perpetrated, but because it
is  indispensable  to  investigate  the
origin of such hatred and resentment
instead  of  indulging  in  the  inept
explanation that "they hate us for our
freedoms," as George W. Bush put it
after 9/11.

This gets us to the core issue, which is
what the French prime minister was
referring  to.  The  core  issue  is  the
condition of populations of immigrant
origin inside France. One obvious and
very  telling  indication  of  this  is  the
fact  that  a  majority  of  inmates  in
French prisons are people of Muslim
background, although they constitute
less than 10 percent of the population.
And there is the related fact that the
French society and state have never
really  settled  accounts  with  their
colonial legacy.

On  this  last  issue,  it’s  striking  that
self-examination  in  the  U.S.  society
about the Vietnam War has been much
m o r e  r a d i c a l  a n d
widespread—reflecting  the  huge
mobilization that  built  up within the
U.S.  itself  against  that  war—than
whatever  there  has  been  in  France
about the war in Algeria, although the
latter was no less brutal, if not more
so,  and  came  after  well  over  one
century  o f  barbar ic  co lon ia l
occupation  of  that  country.

France is a country where, believe it
or  not,  the  parliament  voted  in
2005—that is, only 10 years ago, not
half a century ago!—for a law about
the  colonial  legacy  that  saluted  the
men  and  women,  especially  the
military, who took part in the colonial
enterprise.  And  it  required,  among
other things, that schools should teach
"the  positive  role  of  the  French
presence overseas, especially in North
Africa." That particular part of the law
was repealed by presidential decree a
year  later  after  a  huge  outcry  from
migrant  organizations,  the  left,
historians and schoolteachers. But the
very  fact  that  such  a  law  could  be
adopted by a parliamentary majority is
just outrageous.

Can you tell us
more about the
reaction to the
prime minister’s
statement about
France’s
"apartheid"?
Because that’s a
striking statement.
It is—very striking. Mind you, Valls is
definitely  not  a  radical  or  even  a
progressive. He’s from the right wing
of the Socialist Party. He was minister
of the interior before becoming prime
minister, and was criticized on the left
for  entering into  a  competition  with
the far right—with Marine Le Pen—of
trying to outdo each other on the issue
of  immigration.  And  now,  suddenly,
here he is with this strong statement.

Unsurprisingly,  he  was  widely
criticized, not only from the right-wing
opposition,  but  also  from within  his
own party, and even from some people
on the left, all of them saying that he
went over the top and should not have
used the A-word.

His most sober critics pointed to the
fact that there is no legal apartheid in
France,  unlike what you had until  a
few decades ago in South Africa or in
the U.S. South half a century ago. But
no one could seriously deny the reality
of  a  "territorial,  social  and  ethnic"
segregation in France that is similar to
what  still  prevails  in  the  United
States.

The  condition  of  the  populations  of
migrant  origin  in  France  is  indeed
closer to that of the Black people in
the U.S. than to apartheid in the strict
sense.  These  populat ions  are
concentrated in separate areas, on the
periphery  of  cities,  and  l ive  in
extremely  frustrating  conditions.  On
top  of  that  comes  racism  that  is
pervasive in various forms in French
society,  including  discrimination  in
employment, in housing and so on.

On  this  last  point,  France  is  even

worse than the United States—it won’t
be any time soon that we shall see a
person of African background elected
president of France, other than in the
wild  fantasy  of  an  infamous  French
I s l amophob ic  nove l i s t .  I t  i s
actually—and  unfortunately—much
more likely that a far-right candidate
would  be  elected  to  the  French
presidency.  After  all,  in  2002,  Jean-
Marie Le Pen managed to get to the
second  round  of  the  presidential
election,  beating  the  Socialist  Party
candidate in the first round.

This brings up a related question
about the French far right, which
is quite powerful electorally, with
Le Pen’s daughter Marine leading
a  "reformed"  National  Front.  My
understanding is that the National
Front, which historically draws its
inspiration from the far right—up
to  and  including  the  fascist
r i g h t — i s  n o w  i n v i t i n g
representa t ion  among  i t s
leadership  of  gays,  of  other
minorities,  of  Jews.  But  it  is
singling  out  the  immigrant
population,  and  in  particular
Muslims,  as the "new enemy."  Is
that roughly the trajectory?

Generally  speaking,  the  far  right  in
Europe nowadays, except for a lunatic
fringe,  does  not  focus  on  anti -
Semitism  or  even  anti-gay  bigotry.
Actually, one of the major figures of
the far right in Holland was an openly
gay  man,  who  used  to  justify  his
Islamophobia  by  referring  to  the
alleged  homophobia  of  migrants  of
Muslim background.

So this is no longer the platform of the
European  far  right  nowadays.  The
preferred target of their hate speech
i s  I s l a m .  M u s l i m s  a r e  t h e i r
scapegoats, much more so than Jews
or any of the other victims of fascism
and  Naz ism  in  the  1930s  and
1940s—save the Roma, who are still
the  object  of  much  racist  hatred.
Nowadays, it is Islam that is by far the
main target of far-right hatred.

This  Is lamophobia  is  actual ly
presented  most  often  with  the
p r e t e n s e  t h a t  i t  i s n ’ t  a b o u t
racism—that  it’s  a  rejection  of  the
religion  alone,  and  not  of  Muslims
themselves,  so  long  as  they  aren’t
practicing Muslims.



In  other  words,  there  are  "bad
Muslims"  and  "good  Muslims,"  the
latter being those who "drink alcohol
and  eat  pork,"  i.e.  those  who  are
irreligious and adapt fully to Western
Christian culture. The most welcome
Muslims—here in the ethnic sense, of
course—are  the  small  minority  who
join  the  Islamophobic  choir,  seeking
reward for their collaboration, like the
colonial natives who worked for their
colonial masters.

It is this anti-Islam approach that is at
work in the demonstrations that have
been  organized  in  Germany  by  a
movement that claims to be fighting
against "the Islamization of the West."
This kind of ideology is common to the
far  right  all  over  Europe—though
m a y b e  l e s s  s o  f o r  t h e  U K
Independence Party in Britain, which
targets all immigrants, including those
from European Union countries.

It’s  been  suggested  that  the
French left  is  quite  poor  on  the
question  of  institutional  racism
within  French  society.  Do  you
think that’s true?

Definitely,  thw  French  left—and  I
mean  what  is  usually  called  the
"radical  left,"  to  the  left  of  the
Socialist  Party,  which  I  would  not
really call "left"—has a poor record on
relating to people of immigrant origin.
This  is  a  major  failure—though,  of
course, you can find similar situations
in most imperialist countries.

The  absence  of  a  strong  connection
wi th  these  popu la t i ons ,  and
particularly  with  their  youth,  means
that there is little challenge when the
resentment  that  bui lds  up  for
legitimate reasons among them goes
in  the  wrong  direction,  leading  in
extreme  cases  to  the  murderous
fanaticism that we have seen at play.

The  historical  record  of  the  French
Communist Party on anti-colonialism,
especially in the case of Algeria, is far
from clean overall. Within France, the
fight against ethnic discrimination and
the  colonial  legacy  has  not  been
central  enough in the actions of  the
left,  and  this  has  led  many  young
people who have been attracted to the
left  at  some  point  to  reject  it  and
develop quite bitter feelings toward it.

This is usually connected to a tradition
within the French left  that  one may
call  "radical  secularism,"  or  "secular
fundamentalism."

You mean "laicité"?

"Laicité"  means secularism.  There is
something beyond that,  though—let’s
call  it  an  "anti-clerical"  tradition,
which has been very strong on the left
historically in France. It can take the
form of  secularist  arrogance  toward
religion and the believers overall.

As long as the targeted religion is the
dominant  one,  this  isn’t  a  major
problem, although even then it can be
politically  counterproductive.  As  the
young  Marx  aptly  put  it,  the  same
religion that is the dominant classes’
ideological tool can also be the "sigh
of the oppressed."

But  this  is  much  truer  when  the
religion in question is  the particular
faith  of  an  oppressed  and  exploited
part  of  society,  the  religion  of  the
downtrodden,  such  as—in  the
West—Judaism  yesterday  and  Islam
today.  You  cannot  have  the  same
attitude to Judaism in 1930s’ Europe
as in today’s  Israel,  for  instance—or
the same attitude to Islam in Europe
today as in Muslim-majority countries.
Likewise,  you cannot have the same
attitude to Christianity in, say, today’s
Egypt  where  Christians  are  an
oppressed  minority  as  in  Christian-
majority countries.

This  is  the  problem  with  Charlie
Hebdo. Some of the people involved in
Charlie Hebdo were very much on the
left. Stéphane Charbonnier, known as
Charb,  the  editor  of  the  magazine,
who was the principal  target  of  the
assassins,  was,  by  any  standard,
someone on the left. He had close ties
with  the  Communist  Party  and  the
general milieu of the left. His funerals
w e r e  h e l d  t o  t h e  t u n e  o f  t h e
"Internationale,"  and  his  eulogy  by
Luz,  a  surviving  member  of  the
Charlie Hebdo editorial staff, included
a bitter criticism of the French right
and far right, and of the Pope as well
as of Benjamin Netanyahu.

In  this  respect,  the  comparison that
some have made of Charlie Hebdo to a
Nazi  publication  publishing  anti-
Semitic cartoons in Nazi Germany is

completely  absurd.  Charlie  Hebdo is
d e f i n i t e l y  n o t  a  f a r - r i g h t
publication—and  present-day  France
definitely not a Nazi-like state.

Rather,  Charlie  Hebdo  is  a  blatant
illustration  of  the  left-wing  arrogant
secularism that I mentioned, which is
an attitude widely held on the left in
good conscience—that is, in the firm
belief  that  secularism  and  anti-
clericalism are basic tenets of the left-
wing tradition. They are seen as part
of  a  left-wing  identity,  along  with
feminism  and  other  emancipatory
causes.

I  know  that  one  of  the  major
debates on the French left in the
last  decade or  so  was  about  the
question of the veil and the rights
of Muslim women to wear the hijab
in public. Can you discuss what the
issues were in that debate?

This id another illustration of the same
problem.  It  arose  in  1989  over  the
issue of young girls coming to school
wearing  the  headscarf,  and  being
expelled for insisting on doing so, with
the support of their families. This led
to a 2004 law banning "ostentatious"
religious symbols from being worn in
public schools.

Part of the left—in fact, I  would say
the vast  majority of  the French left,
i n c l u d i n g  t h e  C o m m u n i s t
Party—supported  this  ban,  in  the
name of "helping" young girls to fight
an  oppressive  imposition  of  the
headscarf  on them by their  families,
and in  the conviction that  since the
headscarf  is  a  symbol  of  women’s
oppression,  banning  it  is  a  way  of
challenging this oppression, as well as
of upholding the secular character of
public schools.

The core problem with this arrogant
secularism—this  very  Orientalist
arrogance, one could say—is the belief
that  liberation  can  be  "imposed"  on
the oppressed. The rationale is that in
forcing you to remove your headscarf,
I  am  "liberating"  you,  whether  you
approve of it or not. Needless to say,
t h i s  h a p p e n s  t o  b e  a n  e x a c t
reproduction of the colonial mindset.

I think that for some people, this
criticism of the French left for its
arrogant secularism gets mixed up



with a hesitation to make a left-
wing analysis of political Islamism,
particularly the reactionary variety
behind  the  attack  on  Charlie
Hebdo  or  the  September  11
attacks in the U.S. You touched on
that  issue  with  your  book  The
Clash of Barbarisms, didn’t you?

I  wrote that book after 9/11 indeed.
When you’re faced with an attack like
9/11,  of  course,  the  term "barbaric"
will inevitably be used to describe it.

Now  how  should  anti-imperialists
react?  There are two possible  ways.
One is to say, "No, it’s not barbaric."
That’s ridiculous, because it obviously
is. Why should one regard as barbaric
t h e  I s l a m o p h o b i c  r a m p a g e
perpetrated  by  Anders  Breivik,  the
Norwegian far-right fanatic, in 2012,
but not the massacres of 9/11, or the
Paris  killings,  for  that  matter?  This
wou ld  be  an  ex t reme  case  o f
"Orientalism in reverse," substituting
the  contempt  of  Islam  with  a  very
naive  and  uncritical  stance  toward
everything  that  is  done  in  Islam’s
name.

What  is  pol i t ical ly  wrong  and
dangerous is not the use of terms like
"barbaric,"  "appalling"  and  the  like,
but  that  of  the  misplaced  political
category  of  "fascism."  Many  on  the
French left—the Communist Party, but
also members of the far left, and most
recently,  the post-Maoist philosopher
Alain Badiou—have labeled the Paris
attacks  as  "fascistic"  and  described
those perpetrating them as "fascists."

This is completely pointless in socio-
political  terms  since  fascism  is  an
ultra-nationalistic  mass  movement
whose  main  vocation  is  to  salvage
capitalism  by  crushing  whatever
threatens it, starting with the workers’
movement, and to promote aggressive
imperialism. Applying this category to
terrorist currents inspired by religious
fundamentalism in countries that are
dominated by imperialism is nonsense.

Such a use of the label "fascism" blurs
everything that makes it a distinctive
sociopolitical category. If  one wishes
to dilute a socio-political category this
way,  then  phenomena  such  as
Stalinism  or,  even  more  so,  the
Baathist dictatorships in pre-2003 Iraq
or present-day Syria bear much more

resemblance to historical fascism than
al-Qaeda  or  the  purported  "Islamic
State in Iraq and Syria."

The misuse of the label was started by
t h e  n e o c o n s  i n  t h e  B u s h
administration and others who called
al-Qaeda  "Islamo-fascism,"  and  it  is
quite unfortunate that people on the
left  fall  into  this  trap.  The  obvious
political  goal  of  this  misuse  of  the
label—since "fascism" is  seen as the
ultimate evil, and Nazism itself being
an  avatar  of  fascism—is  to  justify
every  action  against  it,  including
imperialist  wars.

I remember well a discussion in which
I was invited to take part in Paris in
the  immediate  aftermath  of  9/11,
w h i c h  w a s  o r g a n i z e d  b y  t h e
Communis t  Par ty .  One  o f  the
speakers, a prominent member of that
party,  explained  that  al-Qaeda  and
Islamic fundamentalism constitute the
new  fascism,  against  which  it  is
legitimate to support war by Western
states,  in  the  same  way  as  it  was
legitimate for the USSR to ally with
the  U.S.  and the  UK against  fascist
powers in the Second World War. You
can  find  a  direct  echo  of  the  same
rationale in the neocon description of
the "war on terror" as being a "Third
World War" against "Islamo-fascism."

To come back to the "barbaric" label,
the  other  way  of  reacting  to  it,  of
course, is to say: Yes, these massacres
are barbaric indeed, but they are in
the first place a reaction to capitalist-
imperialist barbarism, which is much
worse.  That’s  the  reaction  many  on
the left had after 9/11. Noam Chomsky
was probably the most prominent of
those who explained that, as appalling
as the 9/11 attacks were, they were
dwarfed by the massacres committed
by U.S. imperialism.

I n  m y  b o o k  o n  " t h e  c l a s h  o f
barbarisms,"  I  emphasized  that  the
barbarism of the strong is the major
culprit,  and  that  it  is  the  primary
cause that leads to the emergence of a
counter-barbarism  on  the  opposite
side. This "clash of barbarisms" is the
true face of what has been, and still is,
misleadingly described as a "clash of
civilizations." As Rosa Luxemburg put
it a century ago, the dynamics of the
crisis  of  capitalism  and  imperialism
leaves no option in the long run but

"socialism or barbarism."

The attacks  of  September  11,  2001,
those of  Madrid  2004,  London 2005
and Paris recently, were all claimed by
al-Qaeda—an  extremely  reactionary
organization.  Along  with  likeminded
organizations,  they  are  the  sworn
enemies of anyone on the left in the
countries where they are based. For
example, a prominent member of the
so-called  Islamic  State  in  Iraq  and
Syria boasts of having organized the
assassination of two key leaders of the
Tunisian left in 2013.

The young men who carried out the
killings in Paris were wrapped up in
terroristic organizations that stand on
the  extreme  far  right  in  Muslim-
majority  countries.  Al-Qaeda  is  an
outgrowth  of  Wahhabism,  the  most
reactionary interpretation of Islam and
the  official  ideology  of  the  Saudi
kingdom—and  as  everybody  knows,
the Saudi kingdom is the best friend of
the United States in the Middle East,
outside of Israel.

People on the left should not appear to
be excusing or supporting in any way
organizations  like  these.  We  must
denounce them for what they are—but
we must also stress, at the same time,
that  the  main  responsibility  in  their
emergence lies with those who started
the "clash of barbarisms" in the first
place,  and  whose  barbarism  is
murderous on an incomparably larger
scale:  the  imperialist  powers,  and
above all, the United States.

There’s actually a direct and obvious
connection  between  the  two.  The
United  States,  along  with  the  Saudi
kingdom,  has  been  fostering  for
decades  these  militant  Islamic
fundamentalist  currents  in  the  fight
against  the  left  in  Muslim-majority
countries. These currents were, for a
long time, associated with the United
States—a historical collaboration that
culminated  in  the  1980s  war  in
Afghanistan, when they were backed
by  Washington,  the  Saudis  and  the
Pakistani  dictatorship,  against  the
Soviet  occupation.

What happened eventually is that, like
in  the  Frankenstein  story,  some
sections of these forces turned against
the Saudi monarchy and against the
United States. This is the story of al-



Qaeda: its founders were allied with
the  United  States  and  the  Saudi
kingdom during the fight against the
Soviet occupation in Afghanistan, but
they  turned  against  both  of  them
because of  the direct  deployment  of
U.S. troops in the Saudi kingdom in
preparation  for  the  first  U.S.  war
against Iraq in 1991.

Thus,  the  Bush  Sr.  administration
provoked  al-Qaeda’s  about-face
against the U.S. with the first war on
Iraq, and Bush Jr. carried it on with
the  invasion  of  Iraq.  The latter  was

carried out on the pretext of huge lies,
one of which was that it was needed in
order  to  destroy  al-Qaeda—although
there was no connection whatsoever
between al-Qaeda and Iraq. The result
of the U.S. occupation of that country
was actually a huge boost to al-Qaeda,
allowing  it  to  acquire  a  crucial
territorial  base  in  the  Middle  East,
after having previously been restricted
to Afghanistan.

What is today called the Islamic State
in  Iraq  and  Syria  is  but  a  further
development  of  what  used to  be  al-
Q a e d a ’ s  b r a n c h  i n  I r a q — a n

organization  that  didn’t  exist  before
the 2003 invasion, but came into being
thanks  to  the  occupation.  It  was
defeated and marginalized from 2007
onward,  but  it  then managed to  re-
emerge in Syria, taking advantage of
the conditions created by the civil war
in  that  country  and  the  utmost
brutality  of  the  Syrian  regime.  And
here it  is,  now striking again in the
heart of the West. As ever: "They sow
the  wind,  and  they  shall  reap  the
whirlwind."

Socialist Worker

Rebuilding the Left – “building movements,
bringing them together”

2 February 2015, by David Finkel , Greg Chern, Susan
Schmitt

Income  and  wealth  inequality,
widening  since  the  1970s,  have
reached  levels  not  seen  since  the
Great Depression. Real wages remain
stagnant  or  declining  while  massive
debts  are  crushing  “underwater”
homeowners and college students. Job
creation since the 2008 crisis has been
disproportionately concentrated in low
wage  positions  with  unpredictable
schedules  that  cause  stress  and
anxiety,  especially  for  workers
attempting to care for their families.
On  top  of  the  unstable  employment
situation, around 20 percent of us are
providing  unpaid  care  to  an  aging
adult, and many of us are struggling
with physical or mental health issues
without adequate health insurance.

As  we  face  daunting  economic  and
personal challenges, we also find our
support  network  shrinking  and  our
communit ies  fractured.  Mass
incarceration  and  deportation  have
destabilized many poor and working-
class communities. The approximately
2.4  million  people  currently  behind
bars represents a massive disruption
of  fami l ies  and  communit ies ,
espec ia l ly  Afr ican-American

c o m m u n i t i e s  w h i c h  a r e
disproportionately  impacted  by  mass
incarceration. Similarly, the more than
two  million  deportations  carried  out
under the Obama administration has
devastated  immigrant  communities.
Tens of thousands of children of those
deported now face an uncertain future
and  the  possibility  of  long-term
separation from their parent(s). At the
same  time,  the  churn  of  neoliberal
“development”  in  the  form  of
privatization  and  gentrification
deprives  communities  of  public
neighborhood  schools  and  safe
affordable  housing.

Bourgeois  pol it ics  have  taken
increasingly ugly forms, fuelled by a
toxic  ideological  brew  of  greed,
racism, bad religionâ€”and mountains
o f  u n r e g u l a t e d  p o l i t i c a l
cashâ€”manifested  in  state  voter-
suppression  laws  and  the  drives  to
close  abortion  clinics;  the  spread of
“right to work” laws to northern states
(Michigan and Indiana); and the rest
of  the  poison  spread  by  the  Koch
brothers and the American Legislative
Exchange  Council.  The  municipal
bankruptcy of the city of Detroit with

all  its  vicious  consequences  may  be
the largest so far, but certainly not the
last.

All  this  takes  place  against  the
backdrop  of  a  growing  cascade  of
environmental  disasters,  local,
national,  and  global.  The  logic  and
necessity of capital accumulation, and
what’s considered “growth” under the
regime of capitalist production, mean
that this system cannot and will  not
h a l t  t h e  d e s t r u c t i o n  o f  t h e
environment. If this system itself isn’t
challenged  and  overthrown  in  time,
the  environmental  crisis  (actually,
multiple crises) will accelerate until it
becomes  an  actual  obstacle  to
“growth”â€”at  which  point  the
measures likely to be imposed on the
population,  the  means  of  enforcing
them,  and  the  prospects  for  human
civilization  are  not  pleasant  to
contemplate.

The  left  has  the  analytical  tools  to
understand  the  deep  roots  of  the
capitalist crisis, and on the whole uses
them  reasonably  well.  In  principle,
furthermore,  the conditions of  social
decline  should  provide  openings  for
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the left and for the growth of socialist
politicsâ€”indeed, in the wake of the
2008-09  f inancia l  mel tdown,
“socialism”  famously  received
favorable polling results among young
people. It’s fair to say that millions of
people in the United States perceive
that  there’s  a  general  crisisâ€”more
than  just  separate  and  discrete
issuesâ€”and feel it sharply impacting
their  own  lives,  their  families,  and
their futures.

The Occupy movement, mass protests
and actions against the Keystone XL
pipeline and fracking, the outpouring
of  hundreds  of  thousands  for  the
September 21 Peoples Climate March,
t h e  O c t o b e r  1 0 - 1 3  w e e k e n d
mobilization  in  St.  Louis  demanding
justice  for  Michael  Brown,  and
numerous  local  struggles  large  and
small, show that people are not silent
or passive in the face of the system’s
serial atrocities. And the deep hostility
in the U.S. population toward another
military  adventure,  thankfully,  limits
the options  of  the  current  president
and the next one to put “boots on the
ground” back into Iraq or elsewhere.

This  potential  must  be  viewed,
however, against the stark reality that
the  left  itself  has  nothing  like  the
capacity  to  beat  back  the  continual
assault on working people, on African
A m e r i c a n s ,  o n  i m m i g r a n t
communities, on public education, and
on  essential  social  services.  Our
exist ing  organizat ions,  taken
individually  or  even  all  combined,
have nothing like the social or political
weight or leadership capacity to act as
an authentic “vanguard”â€”not to be
confused  with  the  posturing  of
ideological  currents  aspiring  to  play
that role. And this problem, of course,
is self-reinforcing as the vast layers of
working-class and oppressed peoples
are less likely to be attracted to a left
that  can’t  win  big  gains  for  their
communities and themselves.

How  can  the  left  rebuild  itself  to
become the force it  needs to be? In
Solidarity,  we  are  engaged  in  two
mutually  supportive  tasks:  building
movements  and  bringing  them
together,  along  with  uniting  the
remnants  of  the  left.

Solidarity  from  our  inception  has
emphasized  the  importance  of  left

unity  in  action  wherever  that’s
feasible, and of socialist regroupment
when  agreement  on  basic  principles
make it  possible,  without demanding
unanimity  of  opinion  or  artificially
enforced “discipline” on every political
question.  We have  attempted  to  act
accordingly  both  in  left  unity
init iat ives  and  inside  our  own
organization.  But  breaking  down
sectarian intra-left  barriers,  however
important and necessary, is in no way
sufficient for reconstructing a socialist
left that matters.

That’s  why  we  need  to  build  social
movements, taking them seriously and
on  the i r  own  te rms .  As  mass
movements  progress,  the  leadership
and  consciousness  that  develop  can
form a firm foundation for a relevant
left.

It  may  sound  old-fashioned,  but  we
believe  that  the  labor  movement
especially remains key. If the general
state of unions in the United States is
shockingly weak by historic standards,
that only reinforces a hard fact:  the
weakness of working class politics and
organization imposes a low ceiling on
the possibilities of significant reforms,
to say nothing of fundamental change.

That does not mean now, nor has it
ever meant at any time, that struggles
like  Black  liberation,  the  women’s
movement,  indigenous  people’s
struggles,  or  any  other  democratic
fight,  should  “wait  for  the  working
class” or hold back on their demands
for fear of disrupting a mythical “class
unity.”  Quite  the  contrary,  those
struggles are inevitable,  progressive,
and democratic in their own right, and
may also have a catalytic impact on
sectors of the working class. And no
one ever won their rights by waiting
for someone else to do it for them.

There’s  one  example  at  least  of  a
movement  that’s  made  significant
gains  in  a  politically  reactionary
per iod :  the  LGBTQ  s trugg le ,
particularly  in  the  arena  of  equality
within  mainstream  institutions,
notably  the right  to  marry;  to  some
d e g r e e  i n  h o u s i n g  a n d  j o b
discrimination;  and  in  winning  the
evolution  of  a  much  less  hostile
culture  toward  queer  people  and
issues,  although much more remains
to be fought for and won.

Nonetheless,  reviving  the  nearly
moribund labor movement is essential
to  any  overall  strategy  for  serious
reform  let  alone  social ist  left
reconstruction.  Our  views  on  “A
renewed  strategic  perspective  on
socialist work in the labor movement”
are  outlined  in  a  document  posted
here.

Without  going  into  details  here,  it’s
important  to  say  that  the  union
movement must be rebuilt, but cannot
be expected (nor would we want it) to
look  l ike  the  organized  labor
movement  and  apparatus  of  the
1940s, 1950s, or 1960s. The enormous
changes in the structure of the U.S.
working class and of work itself, and
the  demands  imposed  by  the  social
c r i s i s  i t s e l f ,  d e m a n d  t h a t  a
reconstructed  labor  movement  be
radically  more  democratic,  inclusive,
and armed with a far more inclusive
social  justice  agenda  than  that  of
decades past. That agenda will need to
cover the gamut from universal single-
payer  health  care,  to  defending
immigrant rights,  to a conversion to
r e n e w a b l e  e n e r g y  a n d
environmental ly  susta inable
economyâ€”taking on the system that
forces millions of  workers to choose
between having a job or a habitable
planet.

The socialist left needs to project that
kind  of  labor  movement  vision,  and
engage in  the hard work of  helping
make it happen. A picture of what kind
of  movement  is  possibleâ€”and  how
those  movements  relate  to  left
refoundationâ€”can  be  seen  in  the
Chicago  Teachers  Union  strike  two
years  ago,  spearheaded  by  an
energetic  rank-and-f i le  union
leadership in which socialist activists
play a meaningful role.

To achieve the strike’s limited victory,
CTU  built  a  powerful  alliance  with
parents and especially with Black and
Latino communities far in advance of
what  most  union  leaderships  have
even contemplated. This entailed not
just  a  positive  program  for  quality
education,  but  moreâ€”it  demanded
and  achieved  a  level  of  sustained
teacher membership involvement on a
scale  that  most  traditional  union
leaderships  have  considered  to  be
i m p o s s i b l e ,  u n n e c e s s a r y ,
inconvenient, and indeed threatening.
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Even in the case of this magnificent
struggle, “all proportions guarded” is
a  necessary  caution.  This  was  a
defensive strike, which succeeded only
partially  in  the  struggle  to  stop  the
plague  of  school  c losings  and
“turnarounds” in the destructive drive
of  “Mayor  One  Percent”  Rahm
Emanuel  and  President  Obama’s
education  czar  Arne  Duncan.  CTU’s
Caucus  of  Rank-and-file  Educators
(CORE)  had  raised  the  union  above
that  ceiling  imposed  by  the  general
w e a k n e s s  o f  w o r k i n g - c l a s s
organization in the United States, only
to  encounter  another  ceiling:  the
undemocratic  Chicago  political
system.  Among  other  things,  this
meant that CTU found itself isolated
from other public sector unions or the
rest  of  the Chicago labor leadership
that’s  tied  itself  to  the  Emanuel
machine.  Nevertheless,  the  alliances
built in Black and Latino communities
and  the  local  left  catalyzed  by  the
strike continued to gather momentum,
sweeping CTU President Karen Lewis
into position as a strong challenger to
Rahm. A left was building around her
campaign,  which hoped to  turn that
ceiling  into  the  floor  for  further
political organization.

But  as  the  situation  unfolded,  it
p resen ted  new  bar r i e r s  and
c h a l l e n g e s  r e s u l t i n g  f r o m
fragmentation  within  the  labor
movement, social movements, and the
left  generally.  How  does  a  union,
isolated and defensive in the wake of
the  mayor’s  post-strike  counter-
offensive,  prepare  itself  to  expand
offensively into political activity? How
does  it  maintain  the  democracy,
inclusivity,  and social  justice agenda
CORE  built  within  the  union  as  it
enters  the  undemocratic,  exclusive
arena of bourgeois politics? How does
it  avoid splitting the left  side of the
ticket,  coordinating  with  other

movements  entering  that  same
bott leneck  at  the  ba l lot  box?
Movements  we work  with  can  often
end up in competition with each other
for  resources,  media  attention,  or
capacity,  especially in times like the
current  crisis  where  working  class
people are asked to “make more with
less.” And any victories riding on the
efforts  of  one  organization  or  social
movement working in isolation cannot
last in the long run. This indicates the
necessity  of  a  left  refoundation
perspective that seeks to break down
barriersâ€”both  material  and
ideologicalâ€”between  movements
and  socialist  organizations.  The
continued future success of  any one
movement requires it.

Even as Karen Lewis has withdrawn
from the race due to a serious illness,
the  questions  brought  up  by  her
campaign and the continued pull into
local  political  action  by  CTU’s  post-
strike  setbacks  commit  us  to  this
perspective.  We  can  safely  estimate
that,  in  times  of  state-administered
austerity, future successes from rank-
and-file-led  unions  will  come  up
against  the  same ceiling  of  political
action against that state.

There are other examples that give us
glimpses  of  possibilities  still  to  be
realized:  the  potential  for  alliances
between  Occupy  forces  and  West
Coast longshore workers,  the unions
that  came  out  in  support  of  the
Peoples  Climate  March  (a  revival,
perhaps,  of  the  “Teamsters  and
Turtles Together” of Seattle in 1999?),
the continual growth in turnout for the
b i e n n i a l  c o n f e r e n c e  a n d
“Troublemakers  Schools”  held  by
Labor Notes for activist layers in labor
and  allied  movements,  and  the  two
straight  months  of  mobilization-
turned-organization  in  Ferguson,
Missouri,  that  have pulled in  unions
and  garnered  recognition  of  a  new

generation of black activists in public
attention.

Solidarity  looks  for  ways  to  engage
with  comrades,  whether  from  other
s o c i a l i s t  o r g a n i z a t i o n s  o r
independents, in projects to help move
such  possibilities  forward.  For
example,  our  Ecosocialism  Working
Group  participates  in  the  exciting,
relatively  new  System  Change  Not
Climate  Change  (SCNCC)  initiative
that’s building a left presence in the
environmental movement.

We’re  exploring  how  the  left  that’s
engaged  in  independent  political
action can build on the successes of
Kshama  Sawant/Socialist  Alternative
campaign  in  Seattle,  the  Howie
Hawkins  campaign  for  New  York
governor  and  other  Green  Party
campaigns  around  the  country,  and
the  powerful  example  in  Jackson,
Mississippi, that was so tragically cut
short by the untimely death of Chokwe
Lumumba.  We’re  certainly  hopeful
that a national progressive campaign
might  emerge  in  2016  posing  an
alternative to the dreadful reactionary
candidates sure to be the Republican
and Democratic nominees, but it’s far
too early to assess those prospects.

Our own efforts and those of others, to
be sure, are barely a start of what will
be required to take on the ruling class
offensive in both its neoliberal and far-
right forms. The crisis is way bigger
than  we  are,  and  in  one  way  or
another it is leading toward some form
of social explosion. Whether that may
ultimately  take  the  positive  form  of
mass strikes and new movements, or
any  number  of  destructive  and
reactionary  forms  resulting  from
hopelessness, cannot be predicted, but
may in some measure depend on what
we do now.

New Politics

Violence against women in West Bengal and
Police-party Axis and the police-party axis
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2 February 2015, by Radical Socialist

The  incidence  is  a  straightforward
case of politically motivated violence
targetting  women.  A  man  named
Sheikh Mithun, of the Parui region, is
reported  to  have  switched  from the
TMC to the BJP. As part of the threat
to  wipe  out  the  BJP from the  Parui
area,  he  was  injured  due  to  bomb
throwing on the part of alleged TMC
goondas.  Treated  in  a  hospital  in
Bardhaman,  he was released on the
17th  of  January,  2015.  Thereafter,
police,  accompanied by TMC people,
turned  up  at  the  paternal  home  of
Mithun’s aunt, which is in the Budbud
area  of  Bardhaman.  She  was  asked
about his  whereabouts,  and dragged
to a forest area, tied to a tree, beaten,
with  a  blade  used  on  her  body,
stripped and otherwise tortured.

The TMC has jumped to the defence of
the  police,  claiming  that  nothing
wrong  was  done.  The  police  has
accepted that some wrong was done,
but the role of  senior police officer,
SDPO Amlan Kusum Ghosh, has been
ignored. In a typical move, the internal
police report has been trying to pick
holes or inconsistencies in the torture

victim’s claims, questioning whether a
blade was indeed used and so on. The
Calcutta  High  court  had  asked  the
police  to  provide  protection  to  the
w o m a n ,  y e t  i n  s u b s e q u e n t
developments the father and brothers
of the woman were attacked by TMC
leaders with journalists being chased
away. The survivor claimed that they
are under constant threat to withdraw
the case and even the threat of rape
dangles on her which the police think
wi l l  compel  Sheikh  Mithun  to
surrender.

Without  diluting  in  any  way  our
condemnation  of  the  police  and  the
ru l ing  par ty ,  and  whi le  fu l l y
supporting the woman concerned, we
would however also point out that the
media hype today is because this is a
conflict  between  two  rightwing
bourgeois parties. When it is a case of
women being accused of belonging to
left  forces,  or  of  being  relatives  of
male left wing activists, in particular
the radical left, the media often plays
a  far  less  vocal  role.  We  therefore
urge  all  women’s  rights  activists  to

relate the Budbud case to all cases of
police  and  party  led  violence  on
women,  instead  of  treating  it  in
isolation.

Radical Socialist:

â€¢ condemns the police violence

â€¢  condemns  the  use  of  woman’s
body as a pressure tactic to arrest the
target of the police

â€¢  demands  an  end  to  pol ice
protection  of  polit ical  parties
whenever  they  are  in  power

â€¢  demands  a  speedy  independent
enquiry and punishment of the guilty

â€¢ demands an interim suspension of
the  OC  and  the  SDPO  during  the
inquiry

â€¢  demands  that  the  government
should take the responsibility  of  the
safety  of  the woman and her  family
and should also bear the responsibility
for the medical expenses

Radical Socialist 28 January 2015

After the Peshawar massacre of 141 children,
Imran Khan’s retreat

1 February 2015, by Farooq Tariq

And  this  was  not  accidental  or  a
change  of  tactics.  The  protest  by  a
handful  of  the  Peshawar  victims’
parents has made a huge impact on
the PTI’s  changing position.  The KP
ministers’ initial policy of rebuttal in
an offensive manner backfired. All this
is a natural outcome of Imra Khan’s
political  blunder  of  launching  an
untimely  agitation  to  overthrow  the
PML-N government.

Imran’s  changed calmer  tone  was  a
reflection  of  the  present  political

scenario.  Most  of  his  strategies  for
dealing with growing extremism have
been rejected by the circumstances he
has  had  to  face  in  recent  weeks.
Arguments like â€˜this is not our war,
it is America’s war’, â€˜why should we
fight another country’s  war?’,  â€˜we
must  differentiate  between the good
and the bad Taliban’, â€˜tribal people
are different’ – are not repeated any
more.

T h e  s p e e c h e s  a t  t h e  d h a r n a
convent ion  were  an  exp l i c i t

manifestation of the PTI leadership at
a loose end. They had to listen to the
people’s verdict – â€˜do a good job in
KP and then come back to us’. The PTI
felt the pain of the parents in protest.
Imran  Khan’s  â€˜no  protocol  letter
and back to KP’  was an exercise to
control the damage.

The  Peshawar  incident  changed  the
consciousness of many Pakistanis in a
decisive  manner.  Even  the  military
establishment  had  to  change  its
decade-long  security  paradigm
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strategies. The PTI is no exception. It
had to abandon its dharna politics and
political tone.

The  rising  extremism  resulting  in
terrorist  act iv i t ies  cannot  be
challenged  by  softening  your  views
towards them or offering concessions.
You offer them an inch, they will take
a mile.  Zulfikar Ali  Bhutto tried this
and not only failed but lost his life as
well.  In 1977, to cool  down a right-
wing challenge on the issue of rigging
elections,  Bhutto  offered  Fridays  off
instead of Sundays, a ban on alcohol
etc.  That  accelerated  the  agitation
rather  than  taming  it.  The  ultimate
result was a military coup led by Ziaul
Haq on July 5, 1977.

Imran  Khan’s  strategy  towards  the
Taliban was more like Bhutto’s 1977
tactics.  It  failed  then,  and  it  failed
now.  The  extremists  took  ful l
advantage of Imran Khan’s softer tone
and  went  on  the  offensive;  the  net
result was the most barbaric incident
in the history of Pakistan. The killing
of 141 children by militants shattered
many myths.

After every terrorist activity the most
popular argument by religious groups
has been that it is the work of RAW
and Mossad. They would easily blame
foreign  hands.  Another  argument  to
favour this was that those who were
killed had not  been circumcised.  All
these false arguments have not been
used this time.

Chaudhry  Nisar ’s  f i rs t  press
conference  after  the  Peshawar
incident  emphasised  that  those
involved  in  the  Peshawar  barbaric
murders  were  Pakistanis.  His  own
PML-N had to change its position on
the  â€˜good  and  bad’  Taliban  by
accepting that they are all the same.

Seldom have we seen in such a short
space of time the failure of strategies
as  those  of  the  PTI  towards  the
Taliban. A rising political tide without
an  ideology  cannot  last  long.  The
charisma of personality to popularise
politics without a proper ideology is a
short-term phenomenon.

Imran  Khan’s  present  popularity  is
because of the recent unpopularity of
Mian  Nawaz  Sharif’s  neo-liberal

policies,  particularly  in  the  energy
sector.  Imran’s  retreat  was the only
reasonable  option  left.  Much  is  lost
but not all. The PTI can regain some
lost  constituency  if  it  is  able  to  do
what it says about KP.

However ,  a l l  e f for ts  to  br ing
â€˜change  and  revolution’  mainly
through  the  media  failed  miserably.
Dharna  politics  were  not  a  genuine
mass  mobilisation  but  an  organised
effort through the growing popularity
of Imran Khan to change the name of
the game. It could not go very far.

Right-wing  politics  has  its  own
limitations.  It  has  to  be  within  the
circle of a certain ideology. Organising
a mass public meeting is different in
character than calling a general strike
–  the  most  effective  tool  of  political
damage to opponents. The lonely call
of  a  â€˜Pakistan  band’  was  not
successful. A revolution in a counter-
revolutionary  period  was  just  not
possible.

Thursday, January 22, 2015

News International

http://www.thenews.com.pk/Todays-News-9-297443-Imrans-retreat

