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COLOMBIA


Interruption in the dialogue process, elections and the recession deepen the crisis





The election carnival that came onto the agenda right in the middle of a deep economic crisis and a refuelled war gives a headache to the ruling classes and their masters in the White House. 


A High level of poverty and misery affecting 34 million out of a total population of 43 million adds to the uneasiness of the people. The sweltering developments in the political, military, economic and social arenas; recession-crisis plans imposed by the IMF and other international financial circles which rule and drag the country towards the ALCA (American Independent Trade Region), excessive increase of public debts (about 53 per cent of the GDP) etc., all these make it increasingly difficult for the oligarchy to rule, and have damaging effects on the people and on national sovereignty.


We are witnessing a new revival of the guerrilla movement against the state terror intensified as a result of Pastrana's suspension of the dialogue with FARC in February 2002 and the declaration of a "total war". Prior to this, during the second half of 2001 the promises made to the ELN were not kept, and EPL's proposals through comrade Francisco Caraballo were refused.  This new revival of the guerrilla movement has taken place as a result of this process.


These factors have also motivated the political struggle of the masses to a great extent. Political demands are increasingly being expressed both in the trade union movement and the popular movement. The revival of the mass movement, which began in late 1990s, is continuing and growing despite the genocide attempts against the workers' and the popular movement, and despite the opportunities provided to the bourgeoisie by the opportunist and social democrat bureaucrats of the mass organisations. 


In this framework, as communists, we have decided to join our forces in action to carry out a political campaign with other revolutionary and democratic forces. The aims of this campaign are as follows: 


Intensification of the struggle against the attacks of the national and international capital; building up forces to establish a National Constitutional Assembly defending the interests of the people; establishing a democratic and popular government through the existing popular struggle and leading this process into one that would crush the bourgeoisie. 


This political campaign depends and relies on the strength and energy of the workers, peasants, women, youth and the progressive intellectuals of Colombia. It also draws strength from all those steps taken to turn the anti-imperialist unity into something concrete in this part of the world. Here, we want to draw particular attention to the importance of the Quito seminar called by the International Conference of ML Parties and Organisations, the Sao Paulo forum, and the anti-imperialist meeting organised by the Cuban government. 


Large sections of Colombian people keep a close eye on the class struggles developing with a new momentum in the southern countries of the continent. They have great sympathy towards the popular struggles in Ecuador and Argentina. They do not share the joy of the Latin American bourgeoisie who supported the coup in Venezuela, nor do they support the imperialist embargo on Cuba. They also condemn the imperialist-Zionist aggression towards the Palestinian, Arab, Iraqi, and Afghan peoples.     


Fraudulent elections under the shadow of the paramilitary forces


The illegitimacy of the regime has become even clearer following the March 10 parliamentary elections which resulted in a failure for the parties of the oligarchy despite the extensive fraud which was admitted officially, and despite the fact that the opposition had no guarantees.


After the colossal corruption cases involving the Senate, 75 per cent of its members have been re-elected, 35 per cent of whom have admitted to have been involved in paramilitary activities (and at the forthcoming presidential elections the paramilitary candidate Alvaro Uribe Velez is expected to win).  All this proves the fact that the reactionary state is infected with cancer.


The degeneration of bourgeois parties and of the system has reached its peak. Bourgeois party leaders claim to reform their democracy which is imbedded in blood. To this end, there are people who even suggest that the senators resign and the senate be renewed. In other words, the bourgeoisie have not come out of these elections as renewed.


14 million people (60 per cent of the electorates) not going to the ballot box, and 2 million people using invalid votes show the extent of protest and rejection of the existing system by the people. The election results in fact reflect people's discontent and their resolve for struggle. 


The manoeuvres to get people forget the illegitimacy of the regime using the "threat of boycott in the elections" did not work either. It was thought out by the members of the government, bourgeois politicians and the army in order to prove that "the people demonstrate their trust in the institutions and their opposition to violence by going to elections in mass". In reality there was no organisation calling for a "boycott". However, it is a government policy to use terror at any given opportunity. The terror atmosphere during the elections was part of the "total war" launched by Pastrana. In the name of fight against armed revolutionary groups, an attack has been launched against the people, against all those who fight for revolution and democracy.  


No political surprise


The capitalist crisis has manifested that a fascist and militarist political stance is becoming stronger in the ranks of the oligarchy. This trend is being confirmed by facts such as the lining up of the fragmented parties of the oligarchy, the withdrawal of the conservative candidate in favour of Alvaro Uribe in the name of "authority, law and order", etc. It was also a requirement of this rightward trend that people like Horacio Serpa and Noemi Sanin supported Pastrana who, having terminated the dialogues with FARC, declared a total war.  


Majority of those who called themselves "independent" are social democrats and friends of Horacio Serpa. They aim to gain a position, to deceive naïve people and to gain privileges by favouring up with those who control the system. 


It is not surprising for anyone to see the presence in parliament of some of the leftist elements that were not included in the 1998 re-assembly. They are an expression of the aspirations of the popular movement. However, it is necessary to mention that what really represents these aspirations is not those who are elected to the Senate from the ranks of Political Social Front, but it is the struggle for the unity of action and organisation of the working people and for their urgent demands with a perspective of seizure of political power. 


The conclusion from this panorama is the fact that a large section of the people will not vote for Uribe Velez, Serpa or Noemi. These individuals are the defenders of the interest of capital and they are the ones who were part of the former governments which have rooted neo-liberalism with all its bad consequences in Colombia. 


The Political and Social Front


The Political and Social Front (FSP) (1) represents the hope for a broad anti-imperialist and democratic political movement becoming a concrete one. The results of the parliamentary elections verify this situation. The oligarchy is deliberately taking the results out of proportion. Pampering the leaders of the FSP they express their desire for a formation which would not question their system and which would play the role of a decoration for democracy. 


The expectations of a large number of FSP members are, on the other hand, to do with overcoming parliamentarism, the roles of the individuals not being exaggerated, putting an end to solving problems by personal contacts with high rank individuals, and claiming the decisions of the Constitutional Congress of August 2001. A much broader rank and file people, on the other hand, expect the development of real alternative political stances uniting the working people against the Yankee imperialism, globalisation and neo-liberals attacks.   


Despite the existing majority in the leadership, there are people in the FSP who believe that their work must be based on the rank and file, that the organisation must be built in the fire of the struggle, that the FSP must become an entity guarding the daily interests of the people and educating them with the perspective of coming to power. Moreover, there is still a great amount of work that it needs to carry out among the masses, as there is a large section of working people out there who are not members of the organisation and who are not participating in its political activities because either they do not know enough about it or have no trust in it.  


The “Democratic Camp” and presidential candidates 


The newly established "Democratic Camp"2 is a hopeless alliance set up for the elections to support Lucho Garzon as a candidate for presidency. One should not be mistaken by the name camp or bloc, or assume that this is a formation with a clear programme with strategic aims. Its dominant ideology is social democracy, and it aims to bring together those sections which are terrorised and harmed by the attacks of capital, but which are not prepared for a harsh struggle to improve their situations. 


The election platform of the Democratic Camp is a hurriedly set up one, which has no aim whatsoever to educate the people, organise or mobilize them, or help build strength to establish a democratic, patriotic and popular government. It does not even have a plan to broaden the mass struggle. The demands for political freedoms and national sovereignty are weak, lacking and even some are wrong. They have a very wavering attitude towards issues such as work, salary, pay, public service costs, etc. which is in harmony with the social state of the composition of the "Camp". 


The majority of the elements of the "camp" consider themselves as the centre, and with a typical social democrat attitude they show great care not to startle imperialism and the bourgeois parties and to find common points to come to conciliation. In other words, they have that attitude trying to conciliate on main issues and raising their voices as much as they can on unimportant secondary ones. 


In his party platform, Lucho Garzon states that he is for "a national sovereignty that is limited and agreed upon".  In this way he shows that he does not oppose globalisation and quietly supports the American Free Trade Region (ALCA). He is being stupid enough to consider Plan Colombia not as a plan of the Yankee imperialism but as an initiative that will work in favour of the rebels. Without saying anything against the savage state terror, he calls for "an end to the war", etc. The political reform that he proposes involves some cosmetic changes without any reference to the constitution, blesses the "limited democracy", and aims to criminalize the struggle of the working people. 


Armed war and peace


The struggle for peace and social justice is of great political value and continues to be the aspiration of the majority. However, they can have a different content in accordance with the interests of the class, and at times can turn into something that is unrelated to the one demanded by the people. This is the basis for the proposal for a constitutional assembly that defends the interests of the people and for a democratic, patriotic and popular government.


The regime and the opportunist forces want the people to believe that social, economic, political and armed conflict can be resolved by a new government and by bureaucrats that consider themselves as "civic society".  Their foremost aim is to isolate the rebel movement from the masses and force it to surrender. They also want to turn popular masses into mere spectators of the process of dialogue and agreement. 


After the announcement of total war, those who believed in bourgeois pacifism have proposed to "surround the guerrilla with agreement offers" and force them to disperse. However, the regime's opportunity to defend and implement the reformist proposals has seriously weakened. This is the reason for the tactic of holding over the social, political and economic demands of the ELN and gaining a temporary ceasefire. 


Regime's attention has been concentrated on showing its capacity to defeat the guerrilla on the war front (we leave this possibility to a side). For this reason, military operations of the government and of paramilitary forces are being exaggerated, while the financial and political effects of the rebel movement are being overlooked. Guerrilla activities are being portrayed as terrorist actions, militarily unsuccessful, while sabotage is being presented as part of the art of war.


There are open talks of some provocative activity plans, similar to that of fascism, in order to dissolve the struggle of the people and their organisations, and to diminish the prestige of the guerrilla.  On the other hand, contrary to government announcements, there is no regression or slowing down of the guerrilla movement. They just need time and attention to get ready for more effective and important activities.  


At large, the guerrilla movement has consolidated its strength when the dialogues were in halt. The thesis has been verified that methods of struggle are not a matter of negotiation, that different methods of struggle can be used to fulfil social, economic and political demands for the people and the country. On the other hand, there are examples of the fact that, even though there was a dialogue, it is more effective if it was not limited between the government and the guerrilla alone, but people are also given the opportunity to participate in this process. 





Footnotes:





(1) FSP's roots go back to that united effort which organised the 1999 strikes. It was set up in 2000 with the initiative of the CUT, the confederation of  workers' unions, and this initiative was approved at the 5th Congress of the CUT in Cartagena. 





(2) Democratic Camp is an election alliance that was set up following the March 2002 elections as a result of two politicians supporting Luis E. Garzon's candidacy for presidency. One of them is Antonio Navarro Wolf  (One of the chiefs who dissolved the M-19 guerrilla group in 1990). His list received 210 thousand votes, and was able to nominate two senators. The other politician is Jaime Dussan who was the former leader of the teachers union and one of the founders of the Colombian Social Democratic Workers Party. He was re-elected as a senator with 90 thousand votes.
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DOMINICAN REPUBLIC


Marxist theory on the crisis of capitalism is verified once again


(Notes on the analysis of the present day)


In late 1998 we saw signs of an economic crisis in some Asian countries, including Korea, Japan and Indonesia. There were talks of a financial crisis then. Some data concerning those days were as follows:


In late 1997, activities in the South Korean stock market were dropped by 33 per cent, and its currency was devalued by 40 per cent.


In Japan, bad debts of financial institutions reached 860 billion dollars. The fall in the Hong Kong stock market was 19-21 per cent, while it was 44-45 per cent in the Philippines and 45 per cent in Thailand. 


Asian tigers suddenly turned into tame cats.


Globalisation of the economy made it possible to spread this situation into other areas.


However, the US economy was going through a fine period then, and as a driving force this had an effect on the world economy: on the one hand, it prevented the crisis in Asia from becoming a prolonged and destructive one, and on the other, it limited its effects on other areas, and even encouraged the birth of some signs of a recovery.


At present we are going through once again a new difficult period of the capitalist system. Moreover, this time the US economy itself is affected heavily by this crisis. Since last year it has been in recession, and what happens in this country has an effect on the whole world through globalisation.


Under the present conditions finance capital and stock markets have a dominant position on economic processes. A speculative economy is being imposed. There are 40 billion dollars in circulation without any contributions to the productive sector. 33 per cent of the world capitalisation is taking place in the US. That is the reason why the problems manifest themselves more heavily in this country. 


Although it is true that the growth in US economy pump up the demand within the highly qualified working people, this same situation is also at the root of other problems: we witness, in the meantime, a decrease in the demand of unqualified or low qualified workers, a drop in real wages and the exclusion of 25-30 million people from any kind of distribution relations.


In this century, while the top 1 per cent of the population appropriated 62 per cent of the whole wealth created, the bottom 80 per cent benefited only from 1 per cent of it.


This situation requires drawing attention to the following points:


Despite contrary claims by bourgeois economists, the present economic problems stem from the very production field itself and affect other sectors as well. This is not only a financial crisis but an economic one too. For this reason the root of the problem must be sought not in the consequences but in the causes. In the USA, Japan or the European countries, monetary measures or dropping the interest rates may have calming effects on the crisis, but they do not invalidate the disorder at the root of the problem.


There are various data showing that American families are buying less. This in turn shows that trade activity (demand) is shrunk and the production activity (supply) is retarded. In their statements to the El Pais newspaper two stock market analysts point out that the Americans are in debt up to their necks and have no idea about their repayment. This situation has come to such a serious level that the Congress is discussing a bill in an effort to find a solution for those who cannot repay their debt and thus who are deprived of new credits.


Companies with no good sales are unable to repay their bank credits, and they lay off their employees. This in turn results in falling consumption, giving an injury to economic development. In the first quarter of this year, 400 thousand people were made redundant in the US. This is a 187 per cent rise compared to the same period of last year.


The governor of the American Federal Bank had to make great effort to convince those sectors demanding a restriction in the imports. Such a measure would have negative effect on foreign economies and lead to a more severe worldwide economic recession.


The problems are getting bigger everywhere. Having put aside neoliberalism to which it was tied in an orthodox manner, in addition to other measures Japanese government has bought shares of 87 billion dollars in value in an effort to rescue the troubled financial sector. European countries are dropping the level of interest rates in an effort to encourage investments. Argentine, Brazil and Chile are faced with severe problems. “Mad cow” and “foot and mouth” diseases have shaken the Argentine economy which has a strong animal farming sector; while the other two have been affected by this due to their Mercosur regional economic relations.


2- We went through similar situations in 1973, 1974, 1979, 1987, 1990, 1998-99, the latest being in 2001. This shows the spasmodic character of the crisis of capitalism. It also shows that the periods of boom are getting shorter and shorter, and that neoliberalism cannot rescue capitalism from its crises.


3- One cannot talk about a worldwide economic recession yet. However, like October 1929, there are more than enough factors that could lead to such a situation. 


4- The present situation has in many ways parallels with 1929:


I- Just like all typical crises, economic boom periods continue to exist too. The US economy has just left behind the longest boom period of the last few decades.  


This is being experienced following a period dominated by liberal policies. Prior to 1929, liberal policies were being implemented too, which were later replaced by Keynesian policies. At present, too, (neo)liberal policies are being implemented.


Just like today, in 1929 too, there were talks about the formation of a new economy with endurance to a crisis. Industrial line production, fordism that was existent prior to 1929, had been presented as a new economy and a great revolution in production. Today, on the basis of scientific and technologic revolution, it is again suggested that a new economy has been formed.


All this emphasises once again the significance of the Marxist theory on the inevitable crisis of capitalism.


On the other hand, there exist suitable factors for the work for an alternative movement against capitalism to remobilise and go on the offensive again. This system which has set up its hegemony across the world without a counter-balancing force can prevent neither political and social tensions nor the spasmodic crisis of capitalism. Even at present, there are political tensions in all continents; and the rivalry and friction between great economic powers manifest itself in various forms. 1.3 billion people live in absolute poverty, while 800 million people have no jobs.


Today irrationalism is at its height. According to the UN figures, for universal minimum education opportunities 6 billion dollars is needed, but it cannot be found! However, in the meantime in the USA, 8 billion dollars is spent every year on cosmetic products! Europeans spend 11 billion dollars annually just on ice cream. However, 9 billion dollars that could supply the whole world with clean drinking water cannot be found. Armament costs the world 780 billion dollars every year, but 12 billion dollars that could provide all women of the world with maternity facilities cannot be found!


Consequently, there exist suitable conditions for revolutionary propaganda. If we put it theoretically, this is a revolutionary moment. The antagonism between capitalist relations of production and social production forces is ever deeper. Capitalism had never reached the present capacity of the production of goods and services, nor had it ever produced so much poverty and misery.


II- Parallel to this situation is the rising struggle of the working people. Popular struggles in Latin America are getting a more systematic and mass character. Like in Nicaragua, Venezuela, Uruguay, Ecuador and Brazil the Left is taking important political steps. In the very developed countries themselves, huge demonstrations have been organised (like in Seattle, Davos, etc.), setting a blow on neoliberal globalisation.


Of course, it is not possible yet to suggest that a revolutionary socialist tendency has its stamp on these struggles which have been developing under the conditions of this crisis of neoliberal capitalism. However, it is also certain that we are no longer in that one-sided darkness which, not long ago, was the dominant atmosphere in those days of the collapse of the Berlin Wall, which had Fukuyama suggesting “the end of the world”, and which saw many abandoning the path of revolution and socialism.


We are optimistic


We have an optimistic vision of the possibilities of the formation of our ideals once again, of cadres and the revolutionary movement. We have the objective conditions which are getting better and which require the solutions proposed by the subjective elements.


Having this optimistic vision, we can and must fulfil the tasks that are placed on the shoulders of our movement. I would like to touch, even though in a general way, upon some problems that we need to overcome immediately, so we can utilise the opportunities before us. The Dominican Left must rid itself of the following three deadly burdens: Firstly, the general belief that we are the defenders and the continuation of the regime which has failed in Eastern Europe; secondly, the general idea that division is in our blood; and thirdly, the idea that protesting is our reason for existence, and that politics and political power is the work of the right. We must change these impressions.


In this framework, my proposals for consideration are as follows:


1- We need to put forward a social project to win over the workers and popular masses in general. We must give special importance to scientific research and theoretical work to do that. In the same way as Lenin did in analysing the imperialist stage of capitalism, we must use the universal principles of scientific Marxism to answer the questions of the present day.


2- Under these conditions, it becomes more important to carry out the propaganda work for the education of the workers and other working people with the spirit of revolution and socialism, and for a systematic exposure of capitalism as a system of exploitation which harms humanity and causes social and ecological problems.


3- It is of great importance that we fight against the ideas and values imposed on society by the ruling classes in order to break their influence, against those one and the same forces who, like in our country, control the economy, the media and the state, and who create an almost useless information market under the conditions of extreme poverty.


4- We need to establish strong links with the workers and popular masses and take fresh steps for an uncompromising defence of their rights and interests.


5- In order to achieve unity we must act with historical responsibility. Listening to each other, respecting the differences, being tolerant, and having a position which is based on the struggle for concrete daily demands without losing sight of the ultimate goals, and on a step by step formation of a united, mass revolutionary project... This is the position which will form unity, and it involves all sorts of efforts such as election work, struggle for general reforms, work for a constitutional assembly, or for the formation of a broad united front aiming to unite all sections of society against imperialism.


6- It is necessary that we consider all these efforts with a logic going from the simplest to the most complex, and starting with local administrations in the way to seizing power.





Manuel Salazar


Communist Labour Party of Dominican Republic (PCT)








ECUADOR


Proposal for the debate on change1





Ecuador forms part of the international capitalist system; it is subjugated by imperialism, by globalization; it is a dependent country.


In the first place, Ecuador faces plunder and foreign domination, the looting of its natural resources, the yoke of the large imperialist businesses, mainly North American.


Structurally, Ecuadorian society has a capitalist social economic formation, it is a society divided into classes. On the one side are the possessing classes, the capitalists, and on the other, the working classes.


This domination by imperialism distorts the development of the productive forces, holding them back on an international level, confining them to specific areas that are of use to the international division of labor. In this way Ecuador has become a backwards capitalist country whose economy is based on agriculture and the extraction of natural resources, particularly petroleum; with an incipient industrial development, particularly in the food, plastics, textiles, assembly industry (household appliance and automotive) in the framework of the Cartagena Agreement and the Free Trade Association of the Americas (FTAA).


Ecuador also suffers due to the national and cultural subjugation of imperialism: the imposition of the North American way of life, of the deviant ideas of individualism and decadent capitalist society, drug addiction, pornography and crime.


In the second place, Ecuadorian society faces the exploitation and domination of the large local capitalists, the financial, industrial and commercial businessmen who appropriate the surplus value created by the workers of the town and countryside. Through wage labor, the owners of the means of production, of the land, banks, industries, the large means of transportation and chains of middle men, a handful of capitalists have accumulated material wealth. By means of the State, the laws, the bureaucracy and the armed forces, those same groups exercise political power, they concentrate authority in their hands and they establish the institutionality, legality and legitimacy of their rule.


This means that the big obstacles to development, to the social progress of Ecuador are the domination and oppression of imperialism and its allies and servants, the big pro-imperialist bourgeoisie. These form a reactionary union that only can be ousted through a merciless fight waged by the working classes.


Imperialist domination and the exploitation and oppression of the local bourgeoisie form a whole. One cannot fight imperialism without at the same time fighting the oligarchy and one cannot attack the large capitalists if one does not at the same time confront imperialism.


The capitalist system must be destroyed and replaced by a new society, a society of the workers, by socialism.


We, the working classes: the proletarians, the workers of the city and the countryside; the petty bourgeoisie, those who work for themselves, the peasants, the small and medium-sized producers; the semi-proletarians of the city and the countryside, form the broad base of the Ecuadorian social pyramid.


Starting from the Marxist conception of the people, as a historically determined social subject, made up of the subordinate social classes, the peoples of Ecuador: we, the mestizos, Indians and blacks constitute the great majority of the population, we form part of the working classes.


The Ecuadorian women who are part of the working classes, of the working class, the semi-proletariat and the petty bourgeoisie, form an indivisible part of the workers and peoples of Ecuador.


We are the social forces who need the revolution


The Ecuadorian revolution is a process. It is an irreconcilable political struggle between the working masses of Ecuador, the mestizo, Indian and black peoples on the one hand, and U.S. imperialism and its allies and servants, the big pro-imperialist bourgeoisie on the other hand.


We, the great majority of Ecuadorians, more than 12 million people, are exploited and oppressed; we need the revolution; we form the social base of the revolution. We are the exploited in the trenches of the revolution and we are confronting a small number of families and big businessmen who count on the State, the laws, the institutions, the armed forces and the police, who also have the reactionary political and military support of imperialism.


We, the social forces interested in the revolutionary transformation of society, form a large popular bloc, we are millions: we are proletarians and other workers of the city and the countryside, men and women, mestizos, Indians and blacks who live from the sale of our labor power, who are the protagonists of the social and material life, the creators of the wealth, the builders of the roads and highways, of the ports and airports, the ones who built the cities, the big buildings and avenues, the ones who cultivate the fields and work in the factories, the creators of the material goods that society needs for its development. We are the small and medium-sized producers, those who work for ourselves, who work in the fields, in the industrial and handicraft shops, in the small and medium-sized commercial establishments. We are the mestizo, Indian and black peoples, who form one of the pillars of the economy of the country, who produce food, clothing and material implements for internal consumption and for export. We are the men and women who work with ideas and knowledge, we are mestizos, Indians and blacks who, in our work and above all in our conception of the world are committed to the present and future of Ecuador, to change. We are the intellectuals of the process of liberation.


We, the working classes, or what is the same thing, the popular classes, form the social subject of the Ecuadorian revolution, the workers and peoples of Ecuador, the popular revolutionary bloc.


We are one great social conglomeration; we are immersed in a similar moral and material situation. We have similar economic interests, we face the same problems of subsistence: lack of employment, low salaries, lack of health care, lack of education, low prices for our agricultural, handicraft and industrial products and high prices as consumers, we are the main victims of the economic crisis that Ecuador is facing today. We have common social interests: we suffer the political oppression of imperialism and the oligarchy; we are victims of social, ethnic, cultural and gender discrimination. Our basic aspirations are the same: we want a free and sovereign Country, mental and material opportunities for all: access to health care and education, to decent housing, to democracy and peace, to solidarity and to the exercise of personal liberty.


A great part of the workers and peoples of Ecuador are tied to capitalist cultural alienation. The ruling classes manipulate the consciousness and political and social behavior of the rural and urban masses. Through the dominant ideas, the method of seeing and understanding things, through the imposition and generalization of its conception of the world, the ruling classes legalize and legitimize their nature, the exercise of their power.


This means that throughout Ecuadorian society, the ideas, the way of thinking and acting of the ruling classes, of the bourgeoisie and of imperialism, predominate.


Under the weight of these ideas, the workers and peoples of Ecuador, despite the elements and factors that unite us, are divided by problems and contradictions which conspire against popular unity, which are opposed to the united march of those on the bottom, which open cracks, at times very deep ones, among us.


Those contradictions and problems are of a political, ethnic, cultural, economic, social and gender character


The great majority of the Ecuadorian popular masses are workers: we sell our labor power or we work for ourselves; but, we are located in different areas, in the city and the countryside, in industry and in mines, in the services and in the so-called informal sector, we work with our hands and with our brains. These differences also lead to discord and at times hatred among ourselves.


What was always a reality is now accepted formally, that Ecuador is a multinational, multiethnic and multicultural country, but that recognition does not in any way mean that there is cultural equality among the various peoples, nationalities and ethnic groups.


On the contrary, as a consequence of the bourgeois and feudal domination that our country has suffered for centuries, the cultural diversity is marked by national oppression of the black and Indian peoples by the Ecuadorian nation, formed by the mestizos who are the majority and dominant nation.


That relation of domination – dominated between the mestizos and the black and Indian peoples is expressed daily in all social and economic, cultural and spiritual manifestations. It is expressed in the idea that the indigenous and black peoples are lazy, crafty, uncultured, ignorant, inferior beings, thieves and that the mestizos are cultured, intelligent, hard-working, clever, skilled people, etc. This discrimination is in the popular consciousness; it is expressed in every day life.


Racial discrimination and, in some cases, abject racism forms part of the cultural diversity.


On the other hand, the black and Indian peoples and nationalities, in defense of their identity, assume racist positions; they attribute to the mestizos, as a national whole, the full responsibility for their situation of exploitation and oppression. To them, the mestizos, independent of their social situation, whether they are workers or bosses, are the main enemy, the cause of their misery and hunger. (One must note that the social differentiation that is established within the Indian peoples is based on economic and social privileges of bourgeois business groups that feed these ideas, in defense of their own interests – "the Indians should not organize unions in Indian businesses, since they are all Indians, brothers").


Within the great mass of the workers and peoples of Ecuador, as a consequence of the power of the bourgeois and feudal ideas, there is gender inequality, the subordination, oppression and repression that working women suffer from the social system and their own companions. The subordinate classes, the peoples, reproduce in their ideas and behavior, the ancestral ideological patterns of the bosses: "women are inferior and their place is in the home and the kitchen, taking care of the children."


It is important to note another thing that also affects the popular bloc – regionalism. The historical reality of Ecuador has created a country in which the interests of the regional oligarchic groups, mainly of Guayaquil and Quito, stirred up by the ruling classes, confront each other. This confrontation affects the ideas and behavior of the popular masses, in the form of the confrontation between residents of the coast and of the mountains, between residents of Quito and of Guayaquil; that contradiction extends, to a lesser degree, to the inhabitants of other provinces and regions.


The Ecuadorian popular movement has a long history of struggle of the exploited and oppressed, of the workers and peasants, of the small and medium-sized producers, of the teachers and the youth; it has to its credit a significant number of social organizations, of workers' unions and peasants' cooperatives, of committees, associations, societies, cooperatives, etc on the basic level, on the provincial and national level, in federations and confederations; they include various organizations and political parties of left, revolutionaries, who struggle to establish roots, to grow and to develop in the fulfillment of their historic responsibilities. Recently the popular movement has been strengthened by the emergence of the organization and struggle of the Indian peoples for their cultural and national rights.


Gradually a popular bloc is being strengthened, a political and social process that forms its own dynamic, that grows and develops, independently of the bourgeoisie and its political parties, that is forming its own character.


This popular movement is forging its own identity, an identity of liberation


In the heart of the trade unions, in the economic, political and ideological confrontation of class against class, between labor and capital; in the course of a strike at an enterprise, in the daily life of the trade unions, in the general strike, there is being formed, in deeds, the unity of the workers without regard to ethnicity and nationality, to gender and creed, illuminating the role of the workers, assuming their responsibility in the process of change, forging the proletarian consciousness.


In the peasant organizations, in the confrontations with the large landlords and the robber State, in the process of their struggle for land, for water, for just prices and technical assistance, for health and education, the organization is developing, new levels of unity are being reached among Indian, mestizo and black peasants, between residents of the coasts and the mountains; the peasants playing an outstanding role in the popular movement; they are uniting their aspirations and struggles with those of the workers of the city.


In each of the social organizations, among the small merchants and the poor neighborhood residents, among the teachers and the youth, among the professionals new heights of the popular movement are also being reached.


The popular movement is increasing in breadth and depth. The most recent examples have shown high points of struggle for the general objectives of the workers and the peoples, important levels of unity, actions of national significance and of a political nature such as the popular uprisings that threw out Bucaram and Mahuad and other general strikes and uprisings. The united and deliberative efforts which took concrete form in the Congress of the People and in the Parliament of the Peoples of Ecuador are of unsurpassed importance. But, above all, of extraordinary importance are the new levels of popular consciousness, particularly, the focus that is being placed on the problem of power.


We, the Marxist-Leninists, the revolutionary left – Marxist and Christian, the left-wing nationalists, the democrats and patriots, are taking an important place in this process of the development of the popular movement.


What we have just outlined means that the problems and contradictions that affect the organized popular movement, the working classes, the revolutionary forces, can be faced and resolved; it means that the present situation of those forces are good, positive and that, above all, they can be and should be better in the near future, they are creating and developing the conditions for the revolutionary victory of the workers and the peoples of Ecuador, for the conquest of popular power and the construction of socialism.


What are the conditions and tasks that will allow us to advance more quickly?


First, it is necessary to clarify the immediate and medium-range objectives.


We have to struggle against capitalist oppression and exploitation, against the conditions of hunger and misery that the system imposes on us, against social, ethnic and gender discrimination, against injustice and repression, for the defense of human rights, against the politics of neo-liberalism, privatization and denationalization, against the measures of the International Monetary Fund, for fair and stable wages, for health and education, etc.


We must resolve to get rid of foreign domination and that of its local allies and servants, to put an end to the oppressor State.


This means that the liberation process has tasks of both a national and social character.


Second, it is necessary to win popular power, the power of the workers of the city and the countryside, the power of the peoples of Ecuador, and to build a new society, the society of the workers, socialism.


Third, to bear in mind that the protagonists and leaders of these great deeds are we the popular masses, the millions of Ecuadorian working people, the mestizo, Indian and black peoples.


Fourth, to hold fast to the idea and practice that it is the working class that is the most prepared to assume the leadership of this process, since life, the conditions of its nature and its activity, have made it into an organized, disciplined class, with great practical energy; a social class that owns no form of private property of the means of production and therefore is devoid of their own exclusive interests; a social class with a high degree of organization, with political, social and historic experience; a class that is certain that its own liberation is impossible without the liberation of all the working classes, without the emancipation of humanity. The workers, in this conflict, "have nothing to lose but their chains."


Fifth, it is necessary to lay out revolutionary politics collectively and through debate. The process of liberation, its zigzag course, is the highest expression of revolutionary politics. It is not true that politics have nothing to do with the popular struggle; on the contrary, if the masses do not have their own politics, their enemies, the bourgeois political parties will create their politics for them, they will manipulate them and will lead them to defeat, to the maintenance of the present state of affairs.


Sixth, the clarification of these and other problems, in the heart of the popular movement, must be the result of a free discussion of different theses and proposals, of open and frank debate among all those interested in the struggle, of the elimination of reformist and social-democratic ideas, of the isolation of obstinate people and opportunists.


Above and beyond these objectives, we the workers and peoples of Ecuador propose "to take heaven by assault," that is:


To build a new Ecuador, free and sovereign; to fully win ethnic, social and gender equality, the democracy of masses, that is the full exercise of political and social rights by the workers and peoples, and full personal liberty; the material welfare of all Ecuadorians; a new culture that promotes and develop the ethical values of all the peoples of Ecuador. We will build one single great country, united in its cultural and regional diversity.


The great objectives of the workers and peoples of Ecuador can not be attained easily, they will be result of an uninterrupted process of organization and struggle, of particular actions of different classes and social sectors and of general and large-scale mobilizations, of the political and trade union struggle, of the struggle for land and housing, of their participation with their own voice in elections under bourgeois democracy, and principally, of the armed popular insurrection that is the only road that leads to power, but that cannot be waged apart from the use of all forms of struggle, legal and illegal.


The struggle for the popular power requires the building up of the revolutionary forces. This task is accomplished in the organic, political and ideological spheres. It is a process that is already in motion but must be solidified.


A first demand is the strengthening of popular unity. It is necessary to strengthen the working classes in all that unites them and carry out a fraternal and frank process of debate over differences, to find and to apply solutions. Unity has a political and ideological character, it is expressed in organization and action, in combat.


A second great task is to build up the will to fight for emancipation, to create a totality of moral values, a conception, an ideology, a way of seeing and doing things by the totality of revolutionary social forces. This means that, within the popular bloc, revolutionary ideas must be firmly maintained, a way of being and understanding oneself as part of the forces of change, confidence in oneself, in the capacity and possibility of building a new, full life for all. We must promote the open expression of all cultures and alternatives proposed by the various peoples of Ecuador.


Using these elements as a point of departure one should take into account:


The role of labor in the creation of wealth. Science and technology, capital, the instruments of production, natural resources, the means of production, can only be transformed into material goods through the intervention of labor. It is the workers who create surplus value, who create the wealth. This means that the working class is at the center of the epoch, it is the best prepared to unite, organize and lead the other popular classes in the process of emancipation.


Social liberation, in the epoch of imperialism, requires national liberation, the breaking of dependence. This means that social demands, the struggle against exploitation, is indissolubly united with the fight against imperialism.


National and social liberation, the democracy of the masses and solidarity, require, demand, ideological struggle against their opposites: capitalist alienation, individualism and utilitarian egoism.


The revolutionary identity of the workers and the peoples of Ecuador has breadth and depth for the great objectives of popular power and socialism; one must keep in mind the commonality and differences between the workers of the countryside and the city, between manual and intellectual workers; one must take account of the ethnic, cultural and national diversity; the regional differences; it is necessary to overcome gender discrimination.


We propose to strengthen this identity, affirming the following values:


Freedom, that is the commitment to fight against the tyranny, oppression and repression of the capitalist system, against wage slavery, against social, ethnic and gender discrimination; the decision to fight for social equality, for a true cultural diversity among the ethnic groups, peoples and nationalities of Ecuador, for the democracy of the masses which is the only true democracy, one that guarantees personal rights of all men and women, with the realization of their collective aspirations.


The fatherland, that is, merciless struggle against imperialist oppression and aggression, in opposition to the North American way of life, to reclaim our natural resources, for the reaffirmation of Ecuadorian culture in opposition to the worship of foreign things.


Solidarity, the opposition to individualism, to egoism, to utilitarianism imposed by bourgeois-imperialist ideology and the promotion of the collective, of the general interests over individual ones; the forging of the new man without the obstacles and traumas imposed by centuries of feudal and bourgeois domination.


It is a matter of values of an ideological character that have a daily expression, that are manifested in political and social action, in the aspirations, the collective and personal behavior that can and should galvanize the Ecuadorian popular movement.


The great objectives of the workers and peoples of Ecuador demand a united march of all its participants; the affirmation of their national and social, union, rural organizations, those of the woman and youth, of teachers, neighborhood residents and small merchants; the solidifying of their political organizations, particularly, the affirmation, growth and strengthening of the revolutionary party of the proletariat; one must promote hundreds, thousands of revolutionary cadres, men and women who take up the responsibilities and tasks to contribute to the organization, unity, education and leadership of the revolutionary social forces; they must learn to struggle in new conditions, to arm themselves with the idea of being armed and to be prepared to win the great battles for national and social liberation.


The Ecuadorian revolution, its problems, its forces, its goals have a certain future, they will be resolved, they will grow and develop and will be crystallized in deeds, in the popular power and socialism.


The revolutionary forces are advancing; they have in the forefront the revolutionary proletarians, the leftists, the popular fighters of the countryside and the city, the red flag of the workers, the tricolor flag of the Ecuadorian people, and the huipala of the Indian peoples. Three Banners for one single cause, national and social liberation, the revolution, the popular power and socialism.





Pablo Miranda


Ecuador, January 2001


1) Text published in the journal Espacios No. 10, March 2001
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FRANCE


PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS AND THE POSITION OF THE PROLETARIAN PARTY 


The results of the first round of the presidential elections in France caused various lively reactions both in the country and internationally. An intense campaign was launched, mobilising numerous intellectuals, people from the cultural and arts world, etc. The aim of this campaign, of which the media played a certain part, was to convince people about the possibility of the extreme right wing candidate Le Pen winning the elections.


Chirac, who received 5.6 millions of the total votes, increased his share in the second round to 25 million, thus scoring an unprecedented and even unimaginable result, which was thanks to the calls from almost all sections of the political spectrum for voting for him. Le Pen, on the other hand, was not at a level to win the elections despite the fact that he increased his share of votes in the second round, receiving all the votes of the extreme right.


It is, of course, worrying to see the emergence of a significant number of extreme right electors and a consolidation of the political preferences of the electors. And we believe this phenomenon is part of the general tendency that we call fascisisation of the parliamentarian bourgeois democratic system. 


This is a common feature of all imperialist countries, mainly in Europe, and is strongly linked with the crisis of the imperialist system. Especially after the September 11 the process of fascisisation gathered speed across the world with the whip up by the USA.


These elections have marked a turning point. However, the differentiating point is not the fact that Le Pen’s party received votes, as it has had its own electors since 1983. It is the fact that the reformist leftist coalition which was actively campaigning for Chirac in these elections which was turned into a referendum has been replaced after the “victory” in these elections by a consolidated right which claim to be a “barrier” to the extreme right, but which also has many common “values” with them.


It is necessary that we set a parallel with the events in many European countries. Social democracy’s project for a “Social Europe”, which can be summarised as “a more just distribution of wealth between labour and capital”, has fallen into pieces in the face of the realities of the system and the impositions of monopolies that led social democracy and its partners to submission. In this way, social democracy which paved the way for reactionary forces is now playing its role in opposition: the role of extinguishing the struggle of the working and popular masses against capital and blurring their consciousness.


In this article we will touch upon again the intensive campaign for Chirac in the name of “suffocating Le Pen through the ballot box”. In addition to this article we recommend that the reader should read the pamphlet we printed in 1989 in French and Spanish, entitled “The Le Pen Phenomenon and the Process of Fascisisation” (1)


*   *   *


The story behind the figures


A simple study of the results received by different candidates in the first round of presidential elections showed that the fascist National Front’s candidate Le Pen would not be able to win the elections. This fact was completely covered up by a uniquely big campaign carried out by a coalition led by the Socialist Party (SP), which was the unexpected loser of these elections. SP’s candidate Jospin, who was considered to pass the first round, came third after Le Pen by a margin of 200 thousand votes. Finding it difficult to swallow this defeat in the first round, Jospin resigned immediately after the results had been announced.


In the second round, the right wing parties did hardly any work for their candidates. During the two-week interval, they were preoccupied with solving their problems to form a united party called “Unity for Presidential Majority” (UPM) whose mission was to win the majority in the parliamentarian elections (there were at least five right wing candidate in the first round). In fact, the campaign for Chirac was carried out by the “United Left”, which came out of the “Multiparty Left” which was in power. (2) For example, the Communist Party of France (CPF) did more fly posting for Chirac in the second round than they did for their own candidate R. Hue in the first round. As if there was an untold consensus in the second round everyone called for voting for Chirac.


There was very few parties who did not take part in this campaign: the Trotskyite party “Lutte Ouvrière”, our party, anarchist circles and small groups called for a boycott or using invalid votes. Our party campaigned around the slogan “Le Pen out, Chirac in (to prison)”, and called people to write this slogan on their ballot papers, thus making them invalid.


This slogan was first chanted in the demonstrations launched by the youth immediately after the announcement of the first round results. Leaflets expressing our position in the elections were distributed in their thousands, especially in the May Day demonstrations. However, it was not an easy task to defend our party’s position during the two-week campaign for the second round.


Leaflet distributing was repeated in the demonstration organised almost daily especially by college and university students who went out onto the streets spontaneously to cry out their sincere hatred for Le Pen and his racist ideas.


This strong and spontaneous mobilisation of a section of the youth raised alarm among the right in terms of street demonstrations becoming a habit. Right wing politicians called the youth to go back to their schools.


For the “Multiparty Left”, on the other hand, these demonstrations were “a nice surprise”. It did not take them long to work out how they could benefit from the most chanted slogan “All together against Le Pen”.


They clang tightly on to this slogan, which would help them forget the defeat they suffered in the elections and reappear on the political stage. Distributing widely the national flag of the country, they undertook the mission of “protecting the republic”, scare-mongering the petit bourgeoisie by reminding the rise of the nazis in the 1930s. The main objective of this comparison, which is no more than a complete distortion of history, was to make the sections of the people who did not vote for them in the first round in protest of their five-year governance feel guilty and turn it into an investment for parliamentarian elections.


The revisionist CPF (3) came out of the elections with double punishment: the elector did not vote for it as it was a party of the “Multiparty Left” in government, and the party militants refused to make propaganda work for the party candidate R. Hue. 


By doing this, party supporters expressed their opposition to its “mutation” policy which was imposed by R. Hue and which made it no different than social democratic parties, erasing its political identity and its ideological references.


This policy was resulted in a loss of 1.6 million votes compared to the 1995 presidential elections. Hue received less than one million votes, dropping behind two Trotskyite candidates.


The leadership of this parliamentarian party did not have any other perspective than clinging on to its ally, the Socialist Party, in order to get their support in the parliamentarian elections. In the end, they joined those who supported Chirac, getting behind them the leaders of the CGT union.


This was not materialised without problems. The same leadership who used to call for “the independence of trade unions against political parties”, in fact against the CPF, was now calling its members to vote for Chirac, the candidate of the right. This caused great discontent among the militants who consider the right and the boss as one and the same thing.


Determining the camps


Our party’s position was established as a result of a profound analysis of the bourgeois camp and of the state of the workers and the popular masses. It was important that the party of the working class voiced the class-conscious proletariat in the face of the attempts to materialise a wide class collaboration around the slogan “in defence of the republic”.


In the first round of the elections, the workers and popular sectors gave two very important messages. First, a total refusal of the two coalition periods of the last two decades, especially during the “cohabitation”(4) periods, when the interest of French imperialism was defended in alliance by the right and the left; and second, a certain radicalisation which manifested itself in the so-called “extreme left” candidates having received a high share of the votes. 


These votes cannot be considered to be given mechanically in favour of a revolutionary solution (they are also far from reflecting an approval of the political and ideological lines of those Trotskyite parties who put forward candidates). These votes, in fact, represent the stance of those who want to express themselves by boycotting the elections. The radical opposition to the system manifested itself in the votes given to the Trotskyite candidates as well as in high rate of not voting. Another aim of the campaign for Chirac was to cover up this reality and erase it from memories. 


After the results of the second round had come to the light, people had the opportunity to evaluate what had been happening in a healthier way. However, calling for votes for a right wing candidate cannot be considered as a simple detail, as some sections of the left are trying to convince it is. 


Many people, especially those youth who went onto the streets, the majority of which were college and university students rather than the youth from the suburbs, sincerely believed that Le Pen would win the elections.


Thanks to the reformist left Chirac gained certain legitimacy. There is no need to mention the dreams created on the “republic” which was presented as the most precious entity that needs to be protected.


In almost all street demonstrations organised in this period, mainly the May Day one, the three-colour national flag overshadowed the red flags, while the national anthem took the lead from the International.


The bomb attacks a few days after the elections on the French workers who were working in Pakistan (in submarine construction) reminded immediately the fact that France took part in the bombing of Afghanistan with the USA, and that it sold sophisticated weapons to the reactionary leadership of Pakistan which was in an undeclared war against its neighbour India.


This time the Brussels commission reminded that important decisions were being taken, decisions that would create negative social consequences in agriculture, fishery, etc. in all countries of the EU.


Neither of these questions or any others was discussed during the presidential and parliamentarian elections. Yet, there is no fundamental difference on the EU policies between the left and the right. We often hear that years of cohabitation rule erased the differences between the two camps and made their politics similar. Here it is necessary to remind that cohabitation rule was possible only if there was a consensus between the right and the left in defending the interests of the French imperialism. The entry process to the EU, the participation in the “anti-terror” coalition led by the USA, selling of arms, etc. were all materialised in favour of the interests of French monopolies during the cohabitation rule. Although there are opposing tendencies in both blocs against the general line, they have similar ideas in defending the French imperialism. The bosses insisting on the necessity of “rooting in the EU” during election discussions was an important sign in terms of determining the political orientation of French imperialism. They criticised fiercely Le Pen who had in his programme getting out of “euro” and going back to the national currency “franc”, and a review and amendment of the Maastricht and Amsterdam Treaties.





The end of a political period


The period in which the social democracy defended the interests of imperialism initially in a duet with the revisionists, then in a trio with the revisionists and the greens has come to an end. With the exception of the period between 1995-97 during which the right was in government on its own, the left took on the responsibility of “cohabitant rule” three times with the right. We should not forget that the left returned to power when the politics of the right had led to political and social tensions. Right in the middle of the colonial crisis the bloody attack of the colonial army (5) on the Kanak people in 1987 prepared the ground for the defeat of the right in the parliamentarian elections. When Chirac decided to dissolve the parliament in 1997 for early elections, the December 1995 strikes were still fresh in minds. These facts manifest the traditional role of the social democracy in trying to passivise the workers and the people. During the period of harmonisation with the EU, in coalition with the revisionists they did exactly what was expected of them to passivise the movement of the workers and peoples. In the last 20 years, the European and French social democracy have been implementing the anti-worker, anti-people reforms which played a significant role in the formation of the EU, one of the foundation stones of the imperialist globalisation. Again, in the “new period” after the end of the bi-polar one, the French social democracy took an active part in this “new period’s” three big wars in the Gulf, the Balkans and in Afghanistan. They also took part in Bush’s “crusade against terror” without any hesitation, implementing the American type anti-democratic laws. 





Nowadays, the coalitions led by social democratic parties are being replaced by right wing coalitions, sometimes in alliance with the far-right. We have seen this in Denmark, Holland, Portugal and Italy. If we were to include the countries from Eastern Europe which are candidate members of the EU, we can see the real dimensions of this phenomenon. 


One of the missions of these coalitions is to complete the liquidation of the mechanisms of distribution put into use after the Second World War. A direct result of this liquidation initiated by social democrats themselves was, on the one hand, the intensification of exploitation and plunder of the masses, and on the other, the encouragement of a return to class struggle. The trend of bourgeois democratic regimes becoming more reactionary is directly linked with this tendency to return to class struggle. Although the tendency of fascisisation in Europe is not yet essentially related to the rise of the revolutionary movement, it certainly is accelerating it.


In other words, in many European countries there is a rising wave of social opposition, which is mobilising an important section of the working class and the youth. The target of this movement is the neo-liberal politics of the imperialist globalisation and the institutions implementing them. And this movement is seeking to organise and express itself at an international level. Although it is at large under the influence of reformist concepts and understandings, it still has in its bosom a radical critical view against the imperialist system. The bourgeoisie sees a potential danger here, and this is why the protests in Gothenburg, Warsaw and especially Genoa were met with such violence. The “international campaign against terrorism” which has been declared by US imperialism, the strongest and most violent imperialist power, also aims to suppress this growing opposition. 





The Presidential elections were an inseparable part of this process of fascisisation. This process has an ideological dimension as well as economic, political and institutional ones that we have not touched upon in depth here. Social democrats and revisionists who called for votes for Chirac constantly propagated that “the working class was voting for Le Pen”. Those who have been suggesting, for many years, in their theoretical analysis, congresses, etc. that the working class is coming to an end as a class, and those who are out there to liquidate its political representations are now re-inventing the working class in order to accuse them. This is nothing but serving the monopolies by showing the unemployed and extremely exploited workers as targets. It leads to the closure of workplaces, and support for “restructuring”. If the workers have an insurrection in the future, surpass the limits of bourgeois legality and turn against the sacred private property, it is certain that the reformists will then try to find “a worker who had voted for Le Pen” in an attempt to legitimise the violence of the state apparatus. Yet, the republican state which is considered as a safeguard in the eyes of the petit bourgeoisie, is the one which restricts democratic freedoms, which exercises repression on foreign workers, which supports dictators, etc. It is also this state that tries to criminalize openly and in a systematic way the social opposition to the existing order. 


Our party has considered all these factors, established its political stance and publicised it as widely as possible. In the existing conditions when the atmosphere is filled with smoke clouds, when the interests of the working class are overshadowed by the arguments about the defence of the bourgeois republic, it was of paramount importance and vital for the future that the party expressed the political stance of the working class. Despite the tense environment it was also important that this was done openly before the public. We did this both for ourselves but also as a message to those who were under the thumb of the manufacturers of media consensus, so that they knew they were not alone. We did this to show our party’s capacity to put forward and defend the working class perspective, and that they can trust us. During the distribution of our leaflets expressing our stance, we heard numerous times sayings such as “finally a stance that is refusing to vote for Chirac”. We can say that our political campaign has strengthened our party’s authority over the militants of the working class, of other revolutionary parties and organisations and anti-imperialist elements.


This gives us courage to speed up our activity to build up the workers’ and popular opposition to the politics of the monopolies, which the right is aggressively trying to put into practice. 


The Workers Communist Party of France (PCOF)


 29 May 2002





A short summary of Parliamentary majority and changes in presidential periods


1981�
Election of Mitterrand. The first 7 years of service (until 1988) where a coalition government between the Socialist Party, Communist Party and Radical Left Movement. An absolute majority of reformist left in the Parliament. �
�
1983 �
Local Elections: The right takes the majority. Le Pen’s National Front uses immigration and crime problems and gains seats for some of the cities’ local councils.�
�
1984�
The government backs down on its decision to close down private church schools after the protests of hundreds of thousands of people.  The victory of the right and far right who are interwoven with the fundamental Catholics. �
�
1985�
Le Pen gains 2.2 million votes in European parliamentary elections. �
�
1986�
Parliamentary elections: The right gains the majority seats in the Parliament. The fascist National Front (FN) gains 35 seats. Mitterand who have changed the elections procedures have now opened the door to parliament for the FN. As a result of the same change the Greens are in the parliament for the first time too. Chirac is appointed as the Prime Minister, and for the first time a left Prime minister–right government period starts. �
�
1988�
Colony Crisis: Just before the Presidential elections in New Caledonia, Ouvea, Kanak militants who were fighting for independence were massacred in a cave.  Mitterand is re-elected for a second term of 7-year presidency. (Until 1995).


The left regains the parliamentarian majority. However, many of the Socialist Party MPs were elected thanks to the National Front MPs not withdrawing from the second round and thus splitting the votes of the right. 


M. Rocard was appointed as prime minister to the “opening” government which was also joined by centre-right and right ministers.�
�
1993�
Parliamentary elections: The right gains the majority in the parliament and for the second time the left Prime minister – the right government period starts. Balladur is appointed as the Prime Minister.  �
�
1995�
Presidential Elections: Mitterand is not a candidate again. Towards the end of his service his close relationships with high ranked bureaucrats during the Second World War’s collaborationist government were exposed. The candidate for the right wing, Chirac, wins the election. He does not dissolve the parliament with a right wing majority.  In this way the adminsitration of the right and the left comes to an end. �
�
�
In December 1995 large scale strikes broke in opposition to Prime Minister A. Juppe’s proposals for retirement reforms. This movement is a typical deep-rooted opposition of the people and the working class. On the other hand, the right wing is split into many fragments.�
�
1997�
Chirac decides to dissolve the parliament for early elections.  Right-wing electors still do not understand this decision. Jospin who has an impressive and honourable image in the eyes of the electors regains the majority in the parliament with the “Left Majority” that he governs. Thus for the third time the right and the left govern together. This was the longest period of cohabitant governance, it continued until the 2002 elections.  During this period a constitutional change, presidential period has been equalised with that of Member of Parliament, took place so that the right and the left do not have to govern together any longer. �
�



Candidates and Parties that took part in the 2002 Presidential Elections: 





�
2002 


(1st round)�
1995�
�
�
Lutte Ouvrière


(Workers’ Struggle)


Arlette Laguiller�
1 630 045�
1 631 653�
The Trotskyite party taking part in elections since 70s for which very high estimates were given have repeated the same results as they gained in 1995. Thus maintained a stable trend. �
�
Ligue Communiste Révolutionnaire 


(The Revolutionary Communist League)


Besancenot�
1 210 562�
�
LCR did not take part in the 1995 elections with their candidate. In these elections they put forward the globalisation issue and had a young candidate representing the "Genoa generation”, it worked on their advantage.�
�
Parti des Travailleurs


(Labour Pary), Gluckstein�
   132 686�
�
A Very sectarian Trotskyite party trying to win over the CPF supporters.   �
�
Parti Communiste Français


(Communist Party of France)


R. Hue�
   960 480�
2 632 936�
In comparison to 1995 they had a big downtrend. They were left behind the Greens and the far-left parties. The “necessity” of their existence is now under discussion. �
�
Parti Socialiste 


(Socialist Party), Jospin�
4 610 113�
7 098 191�
Have lost about 2.5 million votes. �
�
Verts


(Greens), Mamère�
1 495 724�
1 010 738�
With the increased votes they got more votes than the CPF. �
�
Pôle Républicain


(Republican Front)


Chevènement�
1 518 528�
�
A party that gathered former Socialist Party members (Chevenement had a ministerial position twice during the Mitterand period), offended right-wingers and the circle of former Home Minister, Pasqua, around the idea of further consolidating the state. It received less votes than expected; the future of the party is at risk.�
�
Mouvement Radical Gauche (Radical Left Movement)


Mme Taubira�
   660 447�
�
Tubira, the candidate for the Radical Left Movement which is a small centre-left party, is an old militant who fought for the independence of Guyana. He channelled the colony votes. �
�
RPR 


(Unity for Republic), Chirac�
5 665 855�
6 348 696�
In comparison to 1995 Chirac lost votes.�
�
Ecologistes de droite 


(Right Greens), Lepage�
   535 837�
�
This candidate who has declared the Greens not to make alliance with the Socialist party is clearly on the right. �
�
UDF (The Democratic Unity of France)


Bayrou�
1 949 170�
�
UDF, established by Giscard D’Estaing, was one of the two largest parties on the right up until now. Newly established EDF is dissolving internally. �
�
Démocratie Libérale 


(Liberal Democracy), Madelin�
1 113 484�
�
This ultra liberal movement, which is acting as a kind of compass of the right wing, is also the favourite of the bosses. �
�
Droite 


(Right), Boutin�
   339 112�
�
This candidate who is RPR’s MP campaigned about “protecting family values”. �
�
Chasse pêche tradition (Hunting, Nature and Traditions), St Josse�
1 204 689�
�
This party, especially organising in the provinces, is taking on the responsibility for hunting and protection of old traditions that is under threat from “European Union Bureaucrats”.�
�
Front national 


(National Front)


Le Pen�
4 804 713�
4 571 138�
MNR's departure did not make much difference on the number of votes received.  Le Pen tried to present a “social” image to the bottom ranks and middle class voters. 


During the first round of the election campaign Chirac and Jospin carried out the security and crime campaigns for Le Pen.


After many years of elections, Le Pen who gained a stable vote range was confident that he would win the election, he hardly carried out a campaign. 


At the first round, Le Pen’s votes did not get a high rise. Decrease in Jospin and FKP’s votes, the multiparty left not being approved, an increase in the votes of the far left and increase in the number of voters not going to the ballot box; all led to Le Pen going through to the second round despite no one thought he would. �
�
Mouvement National (National Movement)


Mégret�
   667 026�
�
This party, which opposed Le Pen’s refusal to make open alliance with right wing parties, left FN and managed to draw a lot of FN’s administrators with them. It aims to bring “together” all the far-right movements in France. Their campaign during the elections was based on exposing the “foreigners”.�
�



The groups that are defined as far-left gathered about 3 million votes altogether. 


If we were to exclude Chevenement's votes the “multiparty left” gained 7.7 million votes.  It would not be right to include Chevenement in the left spectrum. He can be put in between the two poles.  


The right gained 9.6 million votes. Again, St Josse’s votes that are also included in this category were shared out between Chirac and Le Pen in the second round. 





In the first round of the 2002 elections:  


REGISTERED ELECTORS�
41 194 689�
�
NO OF VOTERS�
29 495 733�
�
VALID VOTES�
28 498 471�
�
NO OF THOSE WHO DID NOT VOTE�
11 698 956�
�
EMPTY OR INVALID VOTES�
     997 262�
�



In the second round of the 2002 elections:


REGISTERED ELECTORS�
41 191 169�
�
NO OF VOTERS�
32 832 295�
�
VALID VOTES�
31 062 988�
�
NO OF THOSE WHO DID NOT VOTE�
 8 358 874�
�
EMPTY OR INVALID VOTES�
 1 769 307�
�
CHIRAC�
25 537 956�
�
LE PEN�
  5 525 032�
�



The figures given above are official figures. The change in the number of registered voters is due to changes made in the electoral register and deaths. In the second round, an increase in the number of empty and invalid votes was observed, as well as a decrease in the number of those not voting.  





Footnotes:





1- “The Le Pen Phenomenon and the Process of Fascisisation” was printed both in French and Spanish as part of the political report of our Party’s 3rd Congress. 





2- The concept  “multiparty left” was put forward in 1997 just before the parliamentary elections. It represented the coalition between the Socialist Party, Communist Party and the Greens. Contrary to previous coalitions, a government was set up from ministers that did not belong to a platform or programme. The coalition being named as “multiparty” did not conceal the hegemony of the Socialist Party in the coalition. None of the MPs from the Communist Party or the Greens managed to pass any legislations in favour of their electors or supporters. 





3- Even though the CPF no longer “revises” Marxism because they do not take it as their guide, we will continue to use the term “revisionist” for them. The reason for maintaining the term communist in the party name is to seed hope among the masses. There is no end to the stream of those leaving the party. Each group that leaves the party claims that they represent “the true communist party”.  





4- "Cohabitation" is a term used where the President and the Prime Minster, elected through general elections, in government are from two different parties. The legislation of the 5th Republic is a combination of parliamentary and presidential system. During Algeria’s independence war where the bourgeois ranks were coming out of a deep political crises, De Gaulle implemented a legislation in 1958 that was based on the election of President to the government in general elections. The logic of the legislation was that the President that is elected directly by the general public whose legitimate elections is not debatable, need to have all the opportunities to implement his/her programme. Thus the “party” (usually a coalition of parties – right or left) to which the President belongs would have to have the absolute majority in parliamentary elections. The President administers through the Prime Minster who is appointed by the coalition, right or left, who has the majority in the parliament.


The important function of this legislation until 2001 was that the 7 years of service by President and 5 years of service by the parliament did not even up. The reason for “cohabitations” was the disharmony of these periods. The President has the authority to dissolve the parliament for early elections without himself resigning. Until 2001 Presidents served two years longer than the members of the parliament. The change implemented on this date, though did not eliminate “cohabitations” altogether, made it more difficult. Presidential elections are now taking place in two rounds. Two candidates who take the most votes go through the second round. Unlike the members of parliament elections at times, in presidential elections 3 candidates cannot compete. For the first time in history an unexpected number of candidates, 16, in the last elections put their names forward for the first round. 





5- It started with the uprising of the “Kanak” people demanding the independence of New Caledonia. The Kanak people, who lived thousands of kilometres away from the metropolis, demanding independence inflamed the colonial crisis. In a short time, this uprising turned into a battle between the colonial military with all its mechanisms for the anti-guerrilla struggle and the ordinary people with hunting guns. One of the most important events of this struggle was the hostage taking of gendarmes and the massacre of 13 Kanak guerrillas in a cave near the capital city Ouvea.  On 5 May 1988, the Chirac-Pons government took the decision for the massacre (Pons was the overseas minister who used to call the French colonies as “overseas cities”). This massacre taking place a few days before the Presidential elections led to a big opposition in France. Mitterrand was the President at the time of the massacre. There was some influence of this event for the election of Chirac. 








ITALY


Italy and Europe: from social democracy to neo-fascism


In the old continent we are witnessing profound changes in the social arena. There are deep divisions in the labour front: antagonist contradictions, discrimination, and arbitrariness...


A systematic activity has been carried out continuously for decades to destroy the proletarian ideology. Political organisations, trade unions, state institutions have been subject to a radical transformation. And they are breaking away from the masses even more.


Ambition for power has caused the “left” of the centre parties to cling on to the programme of finance capital.


All parliamentarian parties are making all their efforts to prevent the development of class struggle and to restrict it with the laws of the bosses.


Opposition, revelations and protests have been condemned to a weak and marginal status. They have been deprived of the instruments of organisation, of expressing opinions and taking a stance.


The fact that institutions lose their representative capacity day by day and submit ever more to the “multinational” oligarchy is being accompanied by the “new” form of imperialism, which is mistakenly being called as globalism.


Reformist parties in general have neither tried to become an alternative against the economic aggressiveness of capital internationally, nor have they taken a self-critical stance on the historical collapse of the anti-Leninist revisionism. They have got closer to the anti-communist camp.


The reformist practice of over 40 years has not given a positive education to the masses; it has also made Marxism-Leninism, the science of class struggles, stagnant and frozen. Thus, while those sections of workers’ movement have supported the social democratic illusion, petit bourgeoisie, on the other hand, have been thrown into Guevarism, anarco-syndicalism and even into adventurism.


The end of the bipolar world (USA-USSR) has eradicated the need for the Khrushchevite and euro-communist parties, and prepared the conditions for those unlimited fierce attacks on the working people, called liberalism.


Leaning on the disaster of globalism, the most fierce form of the universal dictatorship on waged people, various reformist parties in Italy and Western Europe have left alone not only the productive sections of the petit bourgeoisie of the town and the country, but also those defenceless broad sections of the working class, foreign workers. 


Now in many countries discontented people, protesters, those who do not go to the ballot box constitute the biggest party. In the meantime, neo-fascist racist parties are succeeding in getting on their side the reaction of those who have the least of economic possibilities and who consider their existing rights under threat.


As was the case in France in recent times, the defeat of the socialists and the rise of the national fascist Le Pen show that the reactionary forces manipulate national sentiments and even workers’ demands.


While parliamentarian foolishness has been taking the revisionist parties into liquidation, the collaboration between the oligarchy and the labour aristocracy leads to the neo-fascist demagogy becoming more effective in the ranks of the proletariat.


In the old continent, the weakness or lack of a United Proletarian Front, a United Democratic Front, lies at the roots of profound problems of the working class movement.


Methods and forms of political existence are becoming useless due to ideological sectarianism, bureaucratic approaches to the relations with the class, and rightist deviations in the trade union work. Parties’ political activities, their agitation and propaganda work are becoming bureaucratised from the beginning and from the top. We have forgotten, to a certain extent, that political struggle in the ranks of the workers comes to life and develops in the course of the class struggle, that they develop their tactics in practice, in the movement itself.


Marxist-Leninists know that they must be present physically in the areas where social struggle is sharpest, and on all levels of democratic revolutionary movement.


The Marxist-Leninist movement must become more profound in the theoretical plane, benefiting from the lessons of its glorious past, and holding high especially the flag of Stalin and Enver Hoxha.


Revolutionary forces in different countries where there exist concrete conditions for radical class struggle are having an institutional and relative political practice, behaving in such a way that as if according to the Leninist doctrine there was no need for the movement to go through a qualitative change in terms of forms and level of struggle in order for these forces to have a qualitative development. Thus, there emerges a gap between the actual process and the declaration of principles, which means the abandonment of the principle of unity between theory and practice.


La Nostra Lotta


Organisation for the CP of the Proletariat of Italy








MEXICO


The communist party and the Indian question





The ruling classes have systematically downplayed the Indian question in the history of our country. This is in the interests of oppression and exploitation. 


Our party argues, despite the propaganda developed by the representatives of the capital, its institutions and their spokespersons, that the Indian question is a problem of today and is closely linked to the class struggle. The existence of the Indian movement for the struggle and resistance, which is supported by a significant fraction of the 12 million Indians living in our country, bears witness of the persistence of the Indian problem. 


The alternatives proposed by various political groups to the Indian movement are a reflection of different underlying class interests. It is known that the ruling classes push for the policies practiced in the past: the suppression of the Indians by any means possible, either by violent, legal or diplomatic means including the infliction neo-Malthusian methods of birth control and forcible sterilization. The middle strata of the bourgeoisie and the petty bourgeoisie reduce themselves to mongering about humanitarian actions in order to solve the political, cultural and educational problems of the Indians in our country.


These tendencies are aware of the fundamental problem of the Indians, basically who owns the means of production, however, they tend to isolate it from other aspects of the Indian question and belittle its significance with the purpose of perpetuating the present state of affairs in the country.


This discussion has exposed a number of ideologies, which tend to confuse the national and ethnic character, nature and the historical conditions of the development of the Indian movement in our country.


It is a fact that a principle prevails over the material and historical conditions in this question. The majority of the nations arose with the establishment of capitalism displaying distinct racial, tribal and ethnic composition. A nation is defined as “a historically constituted, stable community of people, formed on the basis of a common language, territory, economic life, and psychological make-up manifested in a common culture.” (1). According to this definition a nation may not conceal its ethnic, tribal and racial composition.


An ethnic group is a group of humans, which has been formed historically on the basis of common racial, tribal, language backgrounds, of a common territory and culture. As opposed to the nation, these ethnic groups have local character or they are spread over a larger territory together with other ethnic groups. It should be taken into account that many ethnic groups consist of few hundred members; some of them have few thousand and few of them have few hundreds of thousands. The largest ethnic groups are the Náhuatl, which have somewhat over 2 million people and are spread throughout our country, and the Mayas, over 1.5 million people in similar conditions.


These ethnic groups survived next to other bigger nations thanks to their persistence to preserve their own identity. This resistance is not isolated from the dynamics of the class struggle and the historical development of the nations. The present configuration of Indian ethnic groups in Mexico has undergone a long process of transformation from tribal formations, confederations of tribes and exploited Indian societies. In the course of this historical process certain alien forms of production, distribution and exchange together with other superstructural forms of social organization, religious, cultural and writing forms were assimilated. The fact that these ethnic groups did not evolve into nations in the course of this historical development is pretty clear in our mind: the European colonization established the Mexican nation and imposed severe conditions on the various ethnic groups, which started to dissolve as the capitalism developed.


The Mexican nation alike other nations in America and the world, has a number of peculiarities, which are a result of the presence of a diversity of races and ethnical groups. However, it is necessary to point out that the Mexican nation is unthinkable without its Indian, European, Asiatic and African roots, not only due to mixture of races but mainly due to the different contributions to the national development. We should not ignore irrefutable fact that our Indian roots are present in the majority of the Mexican society.


In the course of the historical development of the Mexican nation, we should not ignore this fact even though the remaining Indian ethnic groups still preserve certain features that are not shared by the bulk of the Mexican society, such as the language and culture; our society gets constantly enriched with these Indian cultural elements. On the other hand, the Indian ethnic groups have assimilated features of the Mexican nation. This development is not common to all countries, for in many countries Indians are isolated from development of the main nation even when the territory they occupy is part of the same state. In many cases the ruling classes adamantly oppose any attempt of integration of the Indians into society.


In our country the contradictions between the ethnic groups and the national bourgeois State is clearly determined by the domination of the exploiting classes, by the basis and superstructure of the capitalist system in Mexico.


It may be pointed out that some nations in the course of the process of its integration broke away from the ethnic problem without endangering its own specific features. In our country the ruling classes have forced the Indians to integrate by loosing their specific features. This is in contrast with a number of trends with a humanitarian program within the Indian movement, which isolates the Indian problem from the historical development; it ignores the nature of the social development, its economic laws and class contradictions by reducing itself to complaining about the cruelty of the conquerors, colonizers and all the representatives of the exploiting classes, to the point of fostering reactionary attitudes against the non-Indian working masses.


This situation is a result of a fundamental problem, specifically but not uniquely, the property of the land. It is no secret that forcible expropriation of the land from the Indians and the formation in its place of private large estate is one of the major the baseline of the Indian problem.


The problem of the property of land suggests the following: firstly the large estate, which belongs mainly to large landlords, to big cattle dealers and owners of large agro-industries (such as cane, vineyards, wood, coffee, corn, tomato, forage) and to other big companies, which use the manpower of the Indians who live nearby. The capitalist not only have control the property on the means of production, but also over the work force of adults and under age Indians through a complex web of contractors. Indians are hired for half the minimum wage to pick the crops of corn, coffee, fruits, in the production of wooden goods and textiles, etc… The oppression against the Indian peoples, which has been exerted over centuries, is obviously reflected in their racial, cultural, religious and administrative features in order to accommodate the domination of large private property and the forms of exploitation that derived by the latter; this is the main reason for the economic and social backwardness of the Indian peoples. The lords of exploitation during feudalism and afterwards in capitalism forced the Indian peoples into poverty, discrimination and ignorance. 


The existence of a system of social classes with antagonistic interests within the Indian ethnic groups is often denied. Also among the Indian there are vivacious exploiters of other Indians. The Indian ethnic groups are also divided into social classes and are not alien to the class struggle. Among them we observe bourgeois elements, middle and poor peasants, retailers, craftsman, proletarians and also intellectuals. 


This is understandable as the exploiting classes have their agents within the Indian movement, who falsify the class relations and advocate the thesis that all Indians are equally exploited. This is favoured by the extreme racial oppression in our country. Sometimes within the Indian movement there prevails an obsession with praising the ethnic identity of the Indians with the purpose of preserving the processes of exploitation and class contradictions, which operate within the community.


We should not forget that not all the native Indians think about the ethnic problem; unfortunately many emigrate to the city or to other regions of the country and integrate into society and they break up with their past ethnic background, or they are simply obliged to do so already in their hometown. This is the type of “solutions” that capitalism has to offer the Indian question, which are responsible for the ethnic suppression that the Indians are subjected to by the system.


The Indian problem is therefore, an economic, social and historical question, which solution depends first of all upon the solution of the question of the property on the means of production (2). 


Our Communist Party will never cease to expose bourgeois neo-liberal, social-democratic tendencies, which are in accord with petty-bourgeois trends; these put aside the main issue in the Indian question. 


In fact the Indian question embraces a number of ethnic questions of administrative, educational, cultural and racial characters, which have been covered by these tendencies. We should give them credit that these questions have been studied in certain depth, however the main issue has been always neglected, namely, the access to the ownership the means of production in general, of the land, the right for an autonomous territory that includes the demand of expropriation of the large lords, who plunder the Indian peoples.


The Army also plays a major role in annihilation of the Indian peoples, in terms of physical terror exerted in the occupied territories. Also the army drafts a large number of Indian youth and using chauvinist propaganda the army curves the ethnic conscience among the soldiers.


Nevertheless, let’s return to the economic question. The integration, which is proposed by the bourgeoisie, is clear: the Indian ethnical groups are a bother for the capital to further penetrate territories with important reserves of fuel and other profitable resources,


The draft on the native Indians recently approved is clear in this respect; it is based on the clearest intention of helping capitalist penetration into the Indian territories, not as a collateral damage but as a central aim. This draft helps further the penetration of monopolies into the Indian territories, their exploitation and appropriation of natural resources for it defends the interests of the bourgeoisie and the state and protects the interests of the large land owners; it forces the Indian day workers, peasants and craftsmen and middle intellectuals to fight capitalist “liberties” over the capitalist forms of property and pushes them further into poverty and proletarisation. Let’s see “To access, with respect to forms and modalities of property and possession of land as established by this Constitution and the laws adopted in this matter and also the rights acquired by third parties or by members of the community, the use and enjoyment of the natural resources of the places where they inhabit and that are occupied by the communities, except for those, which correspond to strategic areas, as specified in this Constitution. 


In this matter the communities should comply with the current legislation.” (3).


Unfortunately, the Zapatistas – the native Indians in arms – do not consider the possibility of expropriating large landowners. This left unclear, they only demand respect, and this way the de facto accept the capitalist exploitation and deprive the program of the native Indians from its revolutionary core. 


The only consistent alternative consists of the complete appropriation of the Indian territories by the native Indians, i.e., the petty lots of land, the communal territories and the land of the great landowners, including the appropriation of all means of production created with their labour. 


From the political and administrative point of view the capitalist regime is strict; the Indian peoples are deprived from the right of self-determination. However, the EZLN (The Zatapista Army of National Liberation) for instance, has been clear in this respect, more over it has broke up with certain collectivist tendencies for integration and supports the process of municipalisation. They will have to face bourgeois administration and their forms of oppression as the latter reinforce the corrupted administrative, police and legal systems. The experience in the past with the so-called democratic municipalities is very instructive in this respect. The municipalisation is one of the characteristic forms of the bourgeois democratic administration, which prevents the regions form developing further, and where the defence of private property and of the principles of bourgeois democracy prevails. Not even the democratic municipalities have been able to go beyond these principles. The Accords of San Andres, despite being a fruit of the resistance of the Indian peoples, failed to surpass this level. 


The development of events are determined by this level of struggle, which undermines the most genuine and just demand of the right on the property of the means of production.


One of the demands put advocated by the Zapatistas and the Native Indian National Congress is related to the educational system. The State and the bourgeoisie twist around this type of demands. The ruling classes propose a system of fellowships in order to undermine among the youth the characteristic cultural featured of the Indian peoples and the arguments for the militant and proletarian defence of the ethnic groups. The Zapatistas speak about an educational system, somewhat independent, but subordinated to the bourgeois system of education. 


Our party has repeatedly insisted that the way to go is to create the educational system of the Indian peoples, according to their own needs and culture. This will not be possible unless the material basis is provided.


If that were not enough, the Zapatistas and their followers do not seem to realize that by insisting on the preservation of their customs and their “cosmo-vision” (which is nothing else but common psychology with regards to the world, society and every day’s life of every nation in this world) they reduce themselves to obscurantism, superstition and essentially to idealist petty-bourgeois thinking with a mixture of elements of authoritarianism. In place of rescuing the scientific, medical, artistic and cultural contributions of the community, they overlap them with a thick layer of mystical thinking contrary to the materialist point of view and the class struggle. This attitude prevents the Indian people from following the path of the national and international revolutionary struggle and reduces them to struggling for short-term demands.


It is true that the capital is against their “cosmo-vision” and the Zapatistas’ plea for self-sufficiency, as these represent a barrier against the way of life advocated by the modern market economy. We do not mean to break up with the valuable cultural contributions and the psychology of the Indian people, however, as we pointed out before, we oppose the idealistic thinking, which helps the Indian accept internal and external oppression and exploitation.


In conclusion, the Indian problem will not be fully solved without the complete expropriation of the land of the big landlords and of all the means of production in use in the territory of the Indian peoples. The land should be transferred to the Indian ethnic groups for their collective use, with the establishment of their own forms of democratic and popular government based on forms of local and regional councils up to the federal level. The Indian ethnic groups should be represented on the national level on an equal basis with the rest of the peoples of Mexico; they should enjoy territorial autonomy with their own educational system at all levels and they should be given the chance to develop their own progressive culture.


At this point it is clear that the Indian question will not find a solution unless the government of the workers, peasants and the people is establishment, as the only one solid guarantee to accomplish a progressive program. The interests of the Indian peoples are in harmony with the expropriation of the means and the establishment of the socialist form of property.


The native Indian movement has in the working class, the peasantry and the people in general and in the Communist Party solid and reliable allies. The Popular Revolutionary Front (PRF) and organization for the struggle for revolutionary demands; the native Indian movement has a trench for the struggle in the PRF.


Without the unity of ideology and action of the masses of our country it is not possible to talk about find a viable solution to the deepest problems of our society. Social democratic and petty bourgeois trends within the native Indian movement try to reduce the movement to an isolated organization detached from the mass movement in our country and to put aside the revolutionary perspective for the expropriation of the private property and the socialization of the means of production.


By means of the popular councils and other organizations, which unite different ethnic groups, the native Indian movement should take over the struggle for the land, for the possession of other means of production, which are today in the hands of the bourgeoisie, for the territorial autonomy and for its own progressive, democratic and revolutionary native institutions. With this the native Indian movement will break up with narrow-mindedness and reformism, which has been inflicted on it, and will unite in the struggle with the working class, the peasantry and the people of our country in general.





NOTES





J.V. Stalin, “Marxism and the National Question”, Collected Works, Vol.2 p.307, Foreign Languages Publishing House, Moscow, 1954.


This is the central issue of the discussion about the national oppression as well as the oppression of the native Indians, which has been adamantly underlined by Stalin and Jose Carlos Mariategui in his famous “Seven Essays of the Peruvian Reality”.


“Legislative Treason of the Accords of San Andres” (booklet), p.19, Native Indian National Congress, Mexico, F.D. June 2001. 








NORWAY


Some points for the discussion on the working class





First, we endorse the general observations in the material put forward by the comrades of the PCOF and October. This document gives, in our opinion, a solid basis to consider important aspects concerning the working class of today.


In the following, we wish to draw attention to some specific points that are not emphasized in the document "The working class today". Our remarks must not to be regarded as final conclusions, but rather as considerations we feel need to be investigated and discussed further.


1.1.	New appearances of commodity production and the implications regarding the class analysis.


Capitalism is, as stated in the document from the French and Spanish comrades, imposing itself on all sectors of society. Health, culture, relations traditionally belonging to the family sphere etc. are all being turned into commodities, i.e. products and services put up for sale.


Especially in the most developed countries, the so-called service sector is therefore rapidly expanding, and is employing vast numbers of labourers. Some of these labourers belong to the


working class, while others do not.


The problem put forward is


1) what may actually be described as commodity production?


2) how should these different strata be regarded from a class perspective?


To look at, it does seem that just about anything is turned into a commodity, including social and cultural relations that formerly were not considered as such.


The massive privatisation in the sectors of health and education is apparently turning the whole process of reproduction of the labour force into a commodity. These sectors have from a Marxist point of view always been regarded as non-productive, in the sense that the labourers in these sectors have been paid for through surplus value generated from the productive sector in combination with heavy taxation on the broad masses of people. Now, these sectors appear to be generating great profits for private capital, despite the decrease in state financing.


If we understand Marx correctly, he was generally of the opinion that whatever generates profit for the capitalists must be seen as productive labour from the point of view of capitalism. On the other hand, he points out that what we today refer to as the public service sector, is financed from the surplus value created in the productive sectors of the economy.


If we look at the health sector, this is of importance in order to define which part - if any - of the employees in the health sector belong to the working class, and moreover, whether some of them even might belong to the productive sector of the working class (we think they do not, until the opposite is proved).


Some theories, mainly revisionist ones, insist that these sectors are of interest to the capitalists because of the high proportion of manual labour necessary for them to function (it is very limited how much you can automatize health care), hereby avoiding the general tendency of a shrinking rate of profit. Therefore, they say, capitalism can live on for ever by expanding its scope of activity to every sector of culture, education and health. We are in need of profound theoretical arguments to oppose such theories.


Let's take sports as another example. In this field, especially in football, enormous profits are generated, and sports have become a de facto industry of great proportions. Football players are bought and sold like luxury slaves for tens of millions of dollars, while the exclusive rights for broadcasting football events are paid for in hundreds of millions of dollars.


The profits from this "business" is evident. However, to us it seems equally evident that a football player or a team as such can in no way produce exchange value or surplus value. In the sense of political economy, sports are completely non-productive.


Nevertheless, vast sums of money and great profits arise from the sports arenas. How do we explain this?


As far as we can see, it turns out that the real value (or surplus value) is created not in the arenas, but in the "spin-off' from the events, i.e. in the building of stadiums, in the production of TV signals and transmission and so on. Therefore, there is a difference in the appearance of the commodity and the actual commodity. In other words, while the football game appears as a commodity, the real commodity lies in the productive facilities transforming it into a matter of consumption.


The same thing applies to the sex industry, where one hardly can speak of any productive effort from the prostitutes or pornographic "actors". The real profits lie in the film and magazine


production.


These two examples, where the vast profits are only exceeded by the arms industry and drug business, prove the moral decay of capitalism in its present stage. But they also show the need of drawing a line of demarcation when we generally speak of "commodity production".


Does this have any impact on the question of class analysis? Yes, it does. If it is so that the "industries" mentioned above are productive, this implies that football players and prostitutes are wage earners, labourers and perhaps even part of the working class. The prostitutes in Germany have, for example, demanded that they are referred to as "sex workers", and not as hookers. Many leftist and revisionist currents accept terms like these in their "class analysis", which incorporates almost everyone as "wage earners".


Such a conclusion is in our opinion absurd, both from the view of criteria for defining the


working class, and also from the view of Marxist political economy.


1.2 The increased organic composition of capital and the creation of surplus value prior to the process of mass manufacturing.





Is the thesis that the fundamental tendency of capital is the substitution of complex work by simple one and the substitution of living work by dead work valid in all fields? The automatization and use of robots in production are proof of the latter. It is also true that the term of "simple work" is relative, depending on the level of culture and education in a specific country at given time.


Still, the question should be raised whether this applies to present-day industry. In the advanced countries, it certainly seems clear that brain work is of equal importance to manual labour. Thelabour market in these countries is becoming clearly divided into two sectors, one labour force for complex, mainly intellectual, work, and another for simple, mainly manual, work.


When we regard the situation from the view of political economy, it also seems clear that value and surplus value in the process of production increasingly is being created in the process prior to the actual mass production (where automatization greatly has reduced the need of manpower). This may have implications beyond the general tendency of growth in constant capital and the relative decrease of variable capital.


What is clear today, is that science has become an integrated part of production. Formerly too, there have been engineers and technicians, designing products and putting up plants for manufacturing. However, their contribution to the total mass of produced (exchange) value was relatively minor. Tens of thousands of workers dominated the production line.


In many industrial sectors today, this appears to have undergone a change. Of course, we here speak of great differences between branches of industry. But let us take an example:


In the software industry (like Silicon Valley) vast resources and hundreds of employees spend their time designing and trying out products targeted for mass consumption (as well as more limited business solutions). This process, which we must note takes place prior to the mass manufacturing, is highly productive. When the software is released from the programmers and designers, a considerable amount of the surplus value is component in the product before the phase of mass production is entered. The production line for the market is generally highly automatized, where computers and robots copy the program onto CDs for final retail and distribution. The need for workers in the line of mass production is limited.


Of course, this high-tech industry is not yet typical for industry as a whole. But many of the same tendencies can be seen in the automobile industry and other places, where design and planning prior to the actual mass production have become a decisive and sometimes even dominating part of the process of production itself.


These observations on our part may not be accurate and profound, but we think that some of


these aspects deserve to be analysed more deeply.


1.3. Labour aristocracy


Another reason for digging into these problems, is the need of a clearer understanding of the social basis of reformism within the working class itself. As has already been put forward by several parties of the Conference, the layoffs in industry in the developed capitalist countries, has also affected and diminished the traditional labour aristocracy, in numbers as well as in influence. But the "bribery" of a better-off section of workers still prevails, and the question arises whether it can be said that a "new" labour aristocracy is developing in other branches and sectors, either as a supplement or as a substitution for the traditional outlook of this strata.


We pose the question, without yet having definite answers.


(In connection with the new edition of Lenin’s work on imperialism, it is relevant to mention Lenin’s quotation of the reformist economist Hobson, who pointed out the future possibility of the workers of Western Europe deteriorating into a mainly non-productive mass of relatively well-paid workers and servants, mainly occupied in delivering services to the parasites of the ruling class who have extracted their profits from Asia and Africa. In some regions of Europe, these phenomenon can surely be observed today.)





1.4. The female working class





The increasing role of women as an active section of the working class must not be neglected. The women have in many cases proved to be an active force in the struggle against capital, sometimes more militant than their male co-workers. This is understandable; the women are even more oppressed and are compelled to take responsibility for their families and children as well as being labourers. Even in those countries where the slogans of "women liberation" have been sung for years on end, and where women's rights are relatively acknowledged, like in Norway, the difference in wages between male and female labourers and employees still persists.


These circumstances snake the women willing to go in the forefront raising demands of equal pay and demanding a shorter working day.


The problem is that the women and the sectors where they predominate (like in the health sector, child care etc.) lack experience in trade union organization and struggle. Organizing the women is in itself an issue of importance, as it is known that half of the female labourers only work part-�time, a fact that makes it difficult to organise and develop an advanced trade union consciousness.





The comments and considerations above do not give any final conclusions. These are questions that just have been raised in our native discussions, and we are far from having discussed them thoroughly, not to speak of having any final answers. We offer theese issues to the participants of the conference in case they might be considered relevant for the evolving discussion. Of


course, we are happy to receive comments and criticism.


Revolusjon, Marxist-Leninist organization of Norway 


Oslo,  19/9/01





SPAIN


ON SPAIN’S NATIONAL MINORITIES





“Our Galician dialect deserves all our sympathy, because it is the language of the labourer, the worker, the artisan, the peasant, the sailor (...) and is despised only by the flashy unemployed young toffs in the province's capitals.” (Castelao)  


The tragic events involving ETA, both in the Basque country as well as other parts of the country, pose in the most pressing way the problem of nationalities, and what attitude to take towards this question.


To start with, we have to take on board the fact that the problem of nationalities and national minorities is not restricted to the Basques. In Spain, national unity was established formally in the 15th century with the annexation of the kingdom of Navarre (1) by Ferdinand II (nevertheless, it was not until the 18th century that the title of "King of Spain" came into use, and the titles of Aragon and Castilla etc. were no longer used). Since then, different nationalities have co-existed, such as Galician, Catalan, and Basque. The three Basque provinces united voluntarily under the kingdom of Castilla: Vizcaya in 1179 and Guipúzcoa and Alava in 1200.


We must remember that the question of nationalities is one of the forms under which the class struggle is played out in every country. Marx and Engels are quite right when they explain:


 "The bourgeoisie takes over more and more the division of the means of production, property and population, centralising the means of production and concentrating ownership in the hands of a few. The necessary consequence of this is the centralisation of political power. The independent provinces, linked together only by federal connections, with different interests, laws, government and customs (border taxes), are then consolidated into a single nation, under a single government, a single system of law, a single national class interest, and a single customs system."


The present process of globalisation, deregulation, etc., which we are undergoing, in no way invalidates the foregoing statement, which has been confirmed throughout a long historical process, demonstrating that the class struggle under capitalism can change its form but not its content.


The forces of reaction, and not only in Spain, are trying to create confusion in terminology. We must not confuse nationality with nation. In one nation, various nationalities may exist, as in Spain. Nationality is not always convertible into nationhood. To use a classic formulation:


"A nation is a historically constituted, stable community of people, formed on the basis of a common language, territory, economic life, and psychological make-up manifested in a common culture." 


In the historical process of the formation of nations, not all manage to achieve statehood. The uneven development of capitalism results in a range of underdeveloped and weaker nations (Africa is a paradigm for this), through the development of their own bourgeoisie fall under the claws of colonial and now neo-colonial imperialism.


Faced with the forced "unification" imposed by the strong imperialist countries, there arises the resistance of the bourgeoisie of the oppressed nation. The said bourgeoisie calls on the entire people, appropriates the national flag, and attempts to identify its own cause with that of the people. That is how the "national problem" arises.


But for the bourgeoisie the main problem is not about how to "liberate the entire nation, with all its people and nationalities." Its main problem is the market, finance, competition with the bourgeoisie of other nations, and how to emerge triumphant from out of this competition and confrontation. For this reason, at a certain point, the bourgeoisie has to chose: either it remains at the head of the national movement and takes the struggle to its conclusion, towards independence, towards separation from the dominant imperialism and the creation of its own state - or else it abandons the national movement smoothly and completely, and integrates itself with the dominant class. In Spain the big bankers and financiers, Basque, Catalan and Gallic, are perfectly integrated into the state, form part of it and are opposed to any national movement. (2)


What is certain is that the Catalan, Basque and Gallic nationalities, in existence before the 16th century, never succeeded in asserting themselves in every aspect within the population of the rest of Spain, nor did they enjoy the freedom to practise their national identity, with equal rights within the state which was establishing itself little by little. 


We must not confuse the state with the nation. The state is a political manifestation, an instrument of class rule, and the oppression by one class of the others. The state has existed since, with the dissolution of primitive communism, there began the division of society into distinct, antagonistic classes. 


The characteristics of Spain as a nation, not only as a state, made up of various nationalities, took place over several centuries and particularly over the last 150 years, without any social class from any of the nationalities having chosen to establish their own state. (3) These features of Spain as a nation have developed to such a point that today it is out of place, almost grotesque, to claim that the only thing that unites the various peoples of Spain is the existence of a unified and centralised state apparatus. And we repeat, the transitional home rule states are nothing more than a cruel joke, a mockery of all the peoples of Spain.  


Nevertheless, there remain regions with their own characteristics which define them as nationalities or national minorities. It is clear that the difference between nation and nationality rests on the fact that to exist as a nation, there must be given, in a stable form, a community of language, history, territory, economic and cultural life. All this is given in Spain, in spite of existing differences.


In the heart of any nation it is possible for there to exist various nationalities, although in some of the aspects indicated, such as language, there are differences, or dialects spoken by the said nationalities or a part of them. (4) In relation to community of territory or economic life, it is equally evident that there is no need to demonstrate this. One would have to be very myopic or closed to deny it. In particular, during more or less the last two centuries, this community has developed throughout Spain; it is a given, it exists, in spite of some or others being opposed to it.


Self-determination


 "The right of self-determination (...) signifies exclusively the right to independence in the political sense, of the free political separation from the oppressor nation. This demand of democratic politics requires full freedom of agitation in favour of separation and that it should be decided by means of a referendum of the nationality which wishes to separate itself. Therefore, this demand is in no way equivalent to the separation, breaking away and formation of small states. It is nothing more than the consequent expression of the struggle against all national oppression" (V.I. Lenin, The Right of Nations to Self-Determination, April 1916)


The banner of self-determination cannot be raised outside the context in which we are living; that is to say, of sharp class struggle, which neither globalisation nor "unified thinking" can prevent. This epoch, which continues to be imperialist, is one of larger or smaller confrontations, mitigated sometimes, aggravated at others, and in which the progressives, not to say the revolutionaries, have to openly take the side of the working people.


It must be observed that the imperialist wars for the re-division of the world, the transformation of the national states of Europe into first colonial and now neo-colonial states, shows that the bourgeoisie, far from having resolved the national question, has actually revived the rivalry between nations. The Yugoslav war, or rather, the war against Yugoslavia, is a good example of the foregoing, as is the two-facedness applied by the imperialist powers, including Spain.


This reality has been examined, even by bourgeois sociology. Thus we see that the French sociologist Maurice Duverger writes: 


 "The concept of the "Nation" in the 18th century is forced through by the bourgeoisie: it serves it to establish a solidarity with the people and to mobilise their communal feelings against the cosmopolitan aristocracy" (But when the proletarian class appears as a revolutionary class with sufficient ability to put the capitalist class in danger): "the bourgeoisie continues to use nationalist ideology, but now against the people, to the point of relegating the international tendency to socialism. The nation serves to establish solidarity between the privileged and the exploited classes, in order to prevent the workers of all countries uniting against capitalism." (Sociology and Politics, Barcelona 1968)  


The right to self-determination is a democratic demand, insofar as the people clearly do not counterpose their interests to those of people of other nationalities. Marx's statement is absolutely true: "The people who oppress other people cannot be free." In a full democracy, not this Bourbon succession, in order that equality between the different nationalities should be effective, it is necessary to recognise the right to self-determination, that is to say, the right to free and peaceful separation. "Unity" and "democracy" are only deceptive phrases, if one does not recognise the right to separation.


Faced with this problem, we cannot limit ourselves to putting forward some abstract generalities, denouncing repression, etc. We make it very clear that our support for self-determination goes well beyond the bringing down of the monarchy and the establishment of a Federal Republic. This is a revolutionary proposal, which will certainly bring us headaches due to the incomprehension of some, and the angry attacks of others. More precisely, within a truly revolutionary point of view, Marx proposed in 1869 the separation of Ireland from England and added: "Even though after separation there comes federation." 


Years after, Castelao shared in this idea: 


"No, it is not certain that Spain will be united and indivisible, and it is from here that there come the dangers of disintegration when Power concentrates itself in one province, one city, or one man. Separatism in Spain is the consequence of an all-absorbing, uniform, totalitarian politics. Why is it not legitimate for me to feel separatist from Franco? Oh, if in those moments I could separate Galicia from totalitarian Spain, I would do it without hesitation, even if it was only to be able to say to the expatriate Spanish: 'Here you have a Spain where you can live in liberty.' We would not feel ourselves separatist if we had a Republic legally constituted by the will of the people, and based on Spanish realities. And in order to defend this republic, there would not and could not be differences between the genuinely republican Spanish (...) Spain is not an intellectual concept, but a tangible reality; it is not an abstract space, but the result of concrete realities: Castille, as well as Catalonia, the Basque country, Galicia, (...) Spanish republicanism was born federal; it is obliged to fight against unitarian and centralised Caesarism..." (Montevideo, 18 April 1943)


The nationalists must understand that by themselves they will never achieve their aims, and that they must unite their forces together with all those who are fighting against the monarchy and for the republic. Their hopes do not have any influence, they cannot be fulfilled within the limits of the Constitution of 1978, and not because that Constitution is already discredited (it has never seen the light of day), but rather because from the first moment it has been and remains a centralist and anti-nationalist Constitution, intended to betray the nationalities.


*  *  *


Today the nationalist movement is led by the bourgeoisie with the support of elements of the oligarchy. This is clearly evident as much in Catalonia as in Galicia and the Basque country, even though the movement does not exclude -far from it- popular participation to a greater or lesser degree. Here enters into play the role to be developed by the proletariat, since, as we said at the beginning, the movement has components of class struggles.


The first question to be posed is: does the proletariat direct this struggle? It does not direct it, neither in the Basque country, in Catalonia, nor in Galicia, even though there are proletarian sectors or layers in the three nationalities involved in this fight, and to deny this, independently of whatever posture is taken, is pure blindness.


Second question: the framing of the issues is being carried out by the petit and middling bourgeoisie, partly supported by some proletarian sectors and by the oligarchy. Nobody can deny that important sections of the population, particularly in the Basque country, support the nationalist demands of the three nationalities.


Third question: the splitting or division of the bourgeoisie held to the setting up of numerous regional platforms and forces, and the appearance of numerous nationalist political tendencies (and not only in the three historic nationalities). The oligarchy is rubbing its hands at the sight of this panorama of forces, each one occupying its own national niche. This is why, whenever there is any indication of unity among the nationalist forces, such as after the last Catalan, Gallic and Basque elections, alarm bells sound and they attempt to boycott and to stop unity by any means possible. The maxim of divide and rule gives them very good results. In particular the Pact of Lizarra has caused panic in the ruling class. Faced with this Pact, government layers have attacked to the death those forces represented -particularly by the PP and the PSOE in the Basque country. There has been no threat or menace left unused, slanders, insults, every kind of pressure, etc., etc.


What do the various nationalist forces propose? All of them, all without exception, ignore class differences, class contradictions, and refer only to national differences (the differentiating factor, as says Sr. Pujol). In this way, and perhaps unconsciously on the part of some of these forces, they are separating themselves from the proletariat, essentially, as a class. A crass mistake, since in spite of the difficulties suffered, it is the proletariat who will achieve the social, political, economic, and national changes, like it or not.


This posture, this aberration into which the nationalists have fallen, has led them into pronouncements in the very recent past, such as "war against Spain", "war against the Spanish, as Spaniards, whether they are on the left or the right", we are anti-francoists, but above all we are anti Spanish", "Francoism is only an epiphenomenona, our struggle is against Spain", "the Spanish working class is imperialist in the Basque country", and other similar ideas.


Thus even today, or perhaps more than ever today, there persist in the Basque country and Catalonia derogatory expressions aimed at immigrant workers, who are, in general, the most exploited and discriminated against.


The fact cannot be hidden or avoided that the Basque, Catalan, Gallic, (as well as Andaluzian, Extremenan, Cantabran, etc.) ruling classes are the real exploiters and oppressors of the people of their respective nationalities and of the rest of Spain, since these ruling classes are not divided by nationality: they form a unity with a deep sense of class and they close ranks in defence of their interests, their class interests. 


Equally, one cannot be unaware of the size of the problem. The reactionary forces attempt, and often succeed, in mobilising one national, regional or area population against another. Once again, they divide and rule. We are of the people, with all our ideological and political differences, but with a common objective:  to create a federal Republic in which all the peoples of Spain have influence. It is not too much to remember the great Catalan scientist and republican, Bosch y Guimpera, who warned:


 " If Spain is not united with all its peoples, and does not conceive itself and does not conceive itself as an entity formed by all of them, it will never achieve a structure in which no-one feels suppressed or belittled, trailing behind hegemonic groups and peoples, there will be no monopoly on what some believe it necessary to demand, before calling themselves Spanish, and about Spain..." 


Is this Spain, "united with all its peoples", the existing Spain with its autonomous regions and imposed monarchy? Evidently not. And not only this: one can state that within the framework of the present constitution, such a Spain has no influence, it cannot succeed, because not only does it ignore all reference to the right of self-determination: it also forbids alliances between communities: "In no case is the federation of Autonomous Communities permitted." (Art. 145)


Nationalism in the Basque Country today


It is necessary to be able to distinguish between oppressor and oppressing nations and nationalities; between patriotic and chauvinist parties on the one hand, and the national movements fighting for their rights on the other.


ETA and its political wing EH speak of their "oppression by the Spanish state." The Government, now of Aznar, previously of Felipe Gonzalez, Calvo Sotelo and Adolfo Suarez, has always described ETA as a terrorist organisation without a political component, and has tried by every means, including the most unscrupulous, to destroy that organisation, and to declare that "there is no Basque problem", that in relation to such a "problem" (euphemism for concealing the real armed conflict), the framework within which to resolve it is the Constitution and the statutes of Guernica. 


The reactionary capitalist Government, bound to foreign imperialism, tries to reduce the question to the sole responsibility of "Basque fascism with its greatest exponent, ETA and others like EH, as well as those who ignore them, with clear reference to the PNV and other nationalist forces.


However, nationalism in the Basque country did not rise only with ETA. ETA is the effect, not the cause. Similarly, it is not, as some claim, the invention of Sabino de Arana y Goiri, from Bilbao.


Nationalism made its appearance, more or less structured, with the Carlist guerrillas of the X1X Century; and started rebellious demonstrations with the abolition of the Basque forces in 1876, lost during the second Carlist war.


What Sabino de Arana did do, was to give organisation to the idea of Basque nationalism. In his pamphlets and speeches, Arana expressed ideas which this writer believes no-one can share today. His famous motto "Jaoungoukua eta Lagizarrak" (Gods and Old Laws), reveals the essence of his thought; this is, according to Professor Corcuera Atienza of the University of Euskal Erico, "the foundation of Basque nationalism is religious (...) The defence of Basque nationality, which is of course naturally Christian, demands separation from Spain which is naturally impious (unbelieving)."


It would be difficult for anyone today to reclaim for the Basque Country the proposals of Sabina de Arana. Arana wrote, in June 1897: 


 "There are many Basques who do not know the Basque language. This is bad. There are some 'maketos' who do know it. This is worse. A hundred Basques who do not know Basque do grave damage to the fatherland. A single 'maketo' who does know it does worse damage."


Obsessed by language, he did not hesitate to attack those nationalists who did not share his ideas. He wrote in the review Bizkaiterra (October 1894):


 "... The Catalan people wish that all other Spaniards established in the region should speak Catalan. For us it would be disastrous if the 'maketos' living in our territory were to speak Basque." (5)


One of the components of bourgeois, or petit bourgeois, nationalism is traditionalism. In the Basque country this leapt into view. Now they no longer speak of their ancient lost statutes. However they continue to use them to justify their demand for their "lost independence." And as far as nationalism is concerned, the Basque country was independent while they had the old Statutes. The Statutes were abolished in 1876, the date at which, according to nationalist logic, the Basque country lost its independence.


What is certain is that the aberrations like those cited concerning language, are not widely shared, we believe, or at least nobody now proposes them so brutally. But the notion of nationalism manifested as much by ETA as by the PNV, is still in essence that which was held by the aforementioned Biscayan, excluding those who are waverers or undecided. Arana stated:


 "(We must separate) nationalism in two classes: the common name which means the restoration of national characteristics, whether they are political, social, ethnographic, religious, literary, etc., and the claim adopted by the political system a few years ago, when we proclaimed ourselves for the restoration of the Basque nation (...) there are no quantities in nationalism, there are no grades: it is one and indivisible; one either is or is not a nationalist, and all those who are, are so equally, and the reason is clear: because nationalism, as distinct from the politics which surround us, is formed only on essential foundations: in order to profess nationalism, you have to profess all its fundamentals: anyone who excludes any of these is not a nationalist..." (Ibid.)   


Recent statements by Arzalluz, with whatever nuances one cares to put on them, and of course without falling into the shameful manipulation practised by the PP and the PSOE, are completely Aranist..


The fact that we do not share the postures of the PNV (let us not forget that, nationalism apart, it belongs to the same family as the PPO, nor do we share the tactics and strategy of ETA, lends itself to confusion. We denounce uncompromisingly the reactionary posture of the Government of Spain and of the "Espanolistas" (nationalism of the opposite side), which claims to introduce the idea that anyone who disagrees with them must be with "terrorism".


In the Basque Country there is a percentage of nationalists who are not with ETA nor with the PNV, there are those also who are not nationalists. One cannot marginalize those nationalist sectors nor demonise them. To claim that the solution to the problems is in the Constitution and n the Statute of Guernica, is a complete deception. We have already seen how the Constitution of 78 is anti-nationalist and opposed to any regrouping or agreement between the nationalisms of different zones and regions. 


On the other hand, the indiscriminate repression against the Basque nationalists, repression led by the cynical Mayor Oreja, with the keen support of Judge Baltasar Garzon, is creating a real climate of civil war in the Basque country. In effect, an actual State of Emergency has been imposed. How else to understand, except within the framework of a State of Emergency, the monstrous penalties inflicted on minors under 16 years of age who participate in the kale borroka? How to justify ETA prisoners being incarcerated for more than thirty years, in flagrant violation of the monarchic Constitution, while the convicted and condemned bosses of GAL, Barrionuevo and Vera, with twenty-seven assassinations to their name, come out of prison after few weeks, greeted by the leaders of the PSOE? One cannot dismiss the words of General Sabino Fernández Aranda, now monarchist, before a Francoist, demanding this State of Emergency, or the warning of Sr. Serra, crying that if anyone makes any attempt "against the unity" of Spain, it will be necessary to mobilise the Army, as laid down in the Constitution.


Faced with the power and repression of the Government of Aznar, the PSOE (which when it was in government knew only how to utilise state terrorism) adopts servile postures, calling for "united anti-terrorist pacts", etc. They have very little to say about organisations of the left, which sometimes by deed, sometimes by omission, play the same game as the reaction.


The solution is not, as they claim, in the Constitution, a "consensual" constitution, which has avoided since its beginning what should have been its first measure. Since the monarchy arose from an insurrectional uprising against the regime legally established as was the Republic, and there never having been allowed since then any kind of democratic election or referendum, the first question should have been "monarchy or republic." This has not been forthcoming. The Constitution of 78 had a significant number of abstentions, throughout Spain. That is why when the Bourbons or their ministers or Felipe Gonzalez say "the people of Spain gave themselves" this Constitution, they are lying. 


In the Basque country, there was a global participation of 44.65%. That is to say, half of the Basques on the electoral register did NOT vote for the Constitution, and of those who did vote, 23.5% voted against. If we summarise these official percentages, we find that 68.5% did not approve this Constitution. (6)


In conclusion


Neither policy measures, nor state terrorism, nor police (7) and judicial repression can solve a problem which has its roots in more than a century and a half ago: nor can they put an end to an organisation which, whether mistaken or not, has remained active both inside and outside the Basque country for more than half a century, and which moreover has the support of an important section of the population, without which it could not have maintained its existence. 


Equally certain is that the solution will not come from bombings, kidnappings and accumulated deaths. ETA, by itself, within the present framework, can maintain itself but it cannot win, just as Basque nationalism and its inalienable right to self-determination cannot be heard. Trying to gain from the violence of ETA will not give results to anyone.


We insist that the only solution must be political. Now, the right of self-determination does not mean anything if one cannot indicate the conditions under which it may be exercised. This right presupposes independence and free separation. One cannot pretend that the people of Spain's nationalities can exercise their right outside the framework of the struggle for a new constitution, for the abolition of the monarchy and the restoration of a federal republic. Only within this framework (that of a federal Republic) can one guarantee freedom of propaganda and agitation in favour of self-determination.


In this way, yes, the Basques, the Catalans, the Galicians will be able to exercise their right to self-determination: the right which we will defend up to its ultimate consequences, without giving up our right to proclaim and defend federalism.


One can object that Spain has already existed as a nation and as a state for several centuries, which is true. But a nation is not immoveable; still less so is a state. Both can evolve and change. History is full of examples of this, from the separation of Norway from Sweden in 1905, to the division of ex-Yugoslavia recently (a problem still not concluded), passing through the ending of the Austro-Hungarian Empire, or the division of Pakistan, or the dismemberment of the ex-USSR, or thousands more examples. 


History can analyse and judge the past; it cannot do so with the future.


Footnotes:


(1) Navarre, which was the last independent kingdom to join with the kingdoms of Castille and Aragon, had times when it was dominant over Castille. Thus, King Sancho III (1004-1035) had under his dominion the Independent County of Castille, Vizcaya and Alava, and went on to take Leon and Astorga. He called himself, not King of Navarre, but "King of all the Spains". After its annexation by Castilla, Navarre preserved its privileges and forces.


(2) There are, nevertheless, certain Basque oligarchies, like the Urquijo, who subsidised the PNV under Franco. The PNV, in spite of the cheap demagogy of its leaders, in particular the ex -Jesuit Arzalluz, represents clerical, oligarchic and reactionary nationalism, and the enemies of social change who, for example, simultaneously demand "liberty" for Euskalerria and applaud the Yankee intervention in Vietnam: "the great Amwerican nation is defending in Vietnam western civilisation against communism."


(3) In the revolt of Barcelona, known as the War of the Reapers (segadores) (1640), against the royal power, Catalonia constituted itself as the Independent Republic of Castille and put itself under the protection of the King of France. When its laws were recognised by the crown, it once again united with Castille in 1653.


(4) For example, in Euskalerria, only one part, I think not the majority, of the Indigenous population speaks Basque, or rather unified Basque or Euskera-batua, while the other part of the population neither speaks it nor understands it.


(5) The quotes from Sabino de Arana are taken from the article by Corcuera Atienza: "Basque nationalism: on the statutory reintegration of historical rights."


(6) In Alava 40.7% abstained and 11.37% voted NO. In Biscay, there were 57.54% abstentions  and 8.91% NOs; in Guipúzcoa, 56.57% abstentions and 12.97% NOs. 


(7) During the Franco dictatorship, the repression against the nationalists, the forbidding for years of speaking or writing in Catalan, Basque, etc. Awoke a great current of sympathy among those who were not nationalist, and led us to support the struggle for freedoms for the minorities, united in struggle against the dictator. Paradoxically, one can say that Franco gave more support to nationalism than did the nationalists themselves.
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ON SOME RECENT QUESTIONS OF THE TRADE UNION STRUGGLE


The end of the illusions about capitalism and bourgeois democracy


The attacks on the working masses that have come onto the agenda in almost every country are not just temporary economic measures but a compulsory result of a new turning point that the imperialist system has entered on an international scale. This turning point has become more noticeable with the attack on Iraq and the collapse of revisionism, and it was characterised by the sharpening of the main contradictions of the imperialist system. Sooner or later every country has begun to implement the attacks as a "requirement of its own economy", and new steps have been taken in terms of the competition between the imperialist countries and their attacks on underdeveloped countries. 


The economic crises that broke out in Japan, Far East and Russia has given a new dimension to the inter-imperialist competition. Added to the conflicts of the Caucasus and the Middle East were two recent events: the bombing of Yugoslavia and the attacks on Afghanistan with the excuse of the terrorist attacks in the USA. These events have consolidated the grounds for the awakening of and a fundamental leap in the consciousness of the working masses of the advanced capitalist countries as well as the oppressed peoples with regard to the course of the imperialist system. Both countries which were once close allies of imperialism in the fight against the USSR have been declared to be the main terrorist targets when they rejected submission to new imperialist impositions. They have become the targets of fierce attacks which posed threat to all underdeveloped countries and the oppressed peoples. In major advanced capitalist countries, while warmongering has constantly been on the agenda, reactionary economic and political measures have been  brought forward one after another with the excuse of terror. 


Despite this, in every country where the proletarian movement has been developing, particularly in the advanced capitalist countries, the struggles in the form of strikes, acts of resistance and street demonstrations since the 1990s have deepened the cracks both within the top trade union bureaucracy and between the top administration of unions and lower level of trade unionists. On the other hand, the fact that the attacks were being carried out by "socialist", social democratic governments or by coalitions supported by revisionist-"communist" parties, like in Italy and France, has accelerated the trend among the advanced sections of workers to break away from revisionist and bourgeois reformist parties. This had its unavoidable repercussions within the trade union movement as well. Recent statistics from the US and Britain show that the downward trend of trade union membership has smoothed or stopped completely-despite huge number of redundancies; that there is an income difference between members and non-members in favour of the members, and that the trade union membership is on the rise. This shows that parallel to the break away of the advanced sections of workers from bourgeois parties is the tendency among new generation of workers to get organised in trade unions again.


In the eyes of broad sections of working masses, these developments as a whole indicate the nearing end of the illusions about capitalism and bourgeois democracy.


There are developments which are reflected in the trade union movement almost in every country, taking a particular form each time, and showing that the working class have entered a new period of struggle and organisation. These developments have made it necessary for the revolutionary class parties to renew their work among the working class in general, and their tactics for organisation and struggle in the trade union movement in particular. For this reason, this issue has for some time been on the agenda of our conferences and there have been concrete debates and exchange of experiences, which we believe serve the consolidation of the unity among our parties. In this framework we will try to discuss some aspects of the question of renewal of the trade union movement and deal with some emerging phenomena.


Trade unions regaining importance as centres of working class unity, resistance and struggle against the bourgeoisie


One of the most significant characteristics of this period is that as a form of struggle; strikes, acts of resistance, and demonstrations have become widespread, and in many countries these actions took place despite trade union leaderships and sometimes even forcing them to follow suit. Examples of this are the widening strike actions and acts of resistance in Turkey since the 1990s; the 1995-97 actions in France; the 1997 actions in Germany; the strikes in the USA, etc.


Secondly, having gone through a specific process in each country these struggles have developed forms of organisation in line with the needs of that country. It has reactivated the ability of the working class to organise as a class. In Turkey, we have witnessed the development of strike and resistance committees evolving into local trade union platforms, then gradually into national bodies. In France, the unions which had been competing for a long time have set up common platforms of struggle locally or nationally. In Germany, local platforms under the name "Initiative of Left Trade Unions" are gradually becoming a centralised opposition. In the USA, some trade union platforms have been going through a process of unification under a mass Labor Party. In Ecuador, we witness the decline of the influence of revisionist and opportunist union administrations, and see a tendency of unity in the rank and file and an increasing influence of the revolutionary working class party within trade unions. These are some examples of developments in this area.


The two interlinked phenomenon we have mentioned above allow us to draw some general conclusions. First of all, with their demands and forms of struggle and organisation that they have employed to achieve these demands, the working class have drawn a line of demarcation on the basis of defence of its common interests, including its historical gains, against the attacks of the bourgeoisie. This line of struggle has enabled everyone to define themselves not according to their claims but according to their positions with regard to the concrete interests of the working class. It has also caused divisions among the bourgeois revisionist-reformist trade union administrations that dominated the workers' movement for the last 50 years. It is obvious that these developments and the tendency of struggle that nourish them demonstrate the desire of the working class to unite around their own common interests and aspirations against the artificial divisions created by the bourgeois trade union currents.


This also implies to a concrete and objective tendency that emerge in the workers' movement, independently of the political attribute of the participating forces and their self-evaluation. When considered with international developments, it is this tendency of struggle and organisation building up in the working class movement that will constitute the ground for the improvement of revolutionary class consciousness, for the organisation of the proletariat as an independent working class party once again, or for the revolutionary class parties to base themselves on. It is these objective developments that enable trade unions, which have been turned into an instrument of bourgeois domination and class collaboration for the last 50 years, to regain importance as centres of unity, resistance and struggle against the bourgeoisie. 


It is obvious that ideologically and politically this tendency has a spontaneous character and it represents the spontaneous consciousness that is awakening within the working class. However, this spontaneous consciousness belongs to a class which, if taken since the announcement of the Communist Manifesto, declared its historical responsibilities against capitalism 150 years ago before the eyes of the humanity as a whole, which achieved revolts and revolutions in many countries, including the Great October Revolution and the establishment of socialism, which challenged successfully fascism and imperialism in the Second World War, and which has inherited a great historical accumulation of experiences. It is the spontaneous consciousness of a class which fuelled the aspirations of humanity in recent history. Therefore, it represents a spontaneous consciousness and awakening which is loaded with new mobilisations ideologically and organisationally.


For this reason, the renovation of the trade union movement and the task of restructuring our parties and consolidating their class base are tightly linked together, with specific characters in each country.


What kind of renewal?


The history of Bolshevism shows that at important turning points where the development of class struggle has particular features, revolutionary class parties need to renew their organisational instruments and methods as well as their tactics. They need to equip their cadres with specific qualities that will allow them to fulfil the new tasks of the struggle in new forms, and position them accordingly. They also need to strengthen their ranks with new cadres that come out of the new conditions of the struggle.


This is because every new period with its specific conditions creates its own ideas and habits of struggle, and shapes cadres accordingly. When the conditions of the movement change, these habits and styles of work prevent the revolutionary class party from taking more advanced positions in these new conditions, halt its ideological and organisational development, limit its utilisation of possibilities created by that new period, and weakens its revolutionary advancement and creativity. This is the problem that the revolutionary working class parties have been facing for some time.


We can see a concrete example of the meaning of renewal in recent developments in the metal sector, similarly in many other sectors, of the 1990s. The metal workers in Turkey, as in many other countries, have a long tradition of struggle. In order to divide the workers a second trade union was organised in the 1970s by fascist militants. Following the military coup of 1980 this union advanced even further, with the helping hand of the revisionists and reformists who reduced the trade union struggle down to a rivalry between different administrative cliques. In the 1990s, the workers in this union began to organise acts of resistance and demonstrations especially at times of collective bargaining, and in spite of their union leadership. Thus, they created significant faults in the union bureaucracy, especially in big workplaces. Despite the calming effects of redundancies made by the employer, hand in hand with the union, on the opposition, the 1997 collective bargaining period witnessed the reaction against the union leadership turning into a mass resignation from the union, with tens of thousands strong demonstrations in big cities. However, the existing reformist unions in this sector were afraid of recognising those resigning workers joining their unions. Finally, this act of resistance was pacified without any success because of the failure to find an emergency solution to the problem. 


The revolutionary class party gave particular importance to this struggle from the beginning. It played an effective role in the acts of resistance. It was also in the forefront of the latest struggle that targeted the leadership of the union. Bearing the previous developments in mind, it predicted the outbreak of a new wave of anger against the reactionary union leadership, and tried to carry out a militant activity accordingly. However, the mentality that had been created by previous periods restricted the correct evaluation of the possible dimensions of the event, while the failure to use new forms of activity caused an inadequate preparation and perspective for the possibility of advanced workers organising an independent union. 


Although it did not entirely depend on the will of the revolutionary class party, the weakness to understand the conditions of the new period and organise the practical work accordingly meant that the rich possibilities of the movement were not used fully if at all. In other words, despite the general gains of the struggle, what we saw was a lost chance to obtain a position that would have constitute a significant step forward both in organising a section of advanced workers as a party and in renewing the trade union movement as a whole.


The question of renewal today has nothing to do with a general theoretical or programmatic convincing, or emerging with a new ideological-theoretical base or a new programme. On the contrary, the ML movement is the only current that should not have any hesitation about its platform and its historical base. Its ideological and theoretical foundation was formed in the struggle against modern revisionism; thus its programme shaped by this foundation gives a great advantage to revolutionary class parties. However, if one is content with repeating the thinking habits and organisational forms of activity of the previous period, if one does not draw correct conclusions from new developments, then this advantage will not exist forever. Our ideological-theoretical basis and understanding demand us to fulfil their practical requirements. With the awareness of this fact and the confidence, responsibility and courage that it gives, what is needed is firstly to have a concrete tactical line which will lead the struggle of broader sections of masses, and secondly and most importantly, to put into practice the kind of organisational work and positioning to achieve this. Turning the theory into a material force and giving life to the political programme depend on this. What makes this possible and essential is the different levels of opportunities and possibilities created by the new period of the movement in almost every country.


At present the revolutionary class parties do not have the luxury to put their tasks in a mechanical order such as forming their organisations first, and then taking a greater part in the trade union movement; or to have a weaker participation in daily struggles in favour of getting ready for long term tasks. On the contrary, in such conditions, a conscious participation in daily struggle and trade union movement is the precondition for preparing the largest sections of the working class for the long-term tasks of the struggle, and for the re-structuring of the party on sound class bases. The question is not being adequate in a quantitative or formal way, but the reorganisation and positioning of professional work, or of "ten intelligent people", which is the distinguishing feature of bolshevism in a way that will meet the requirements of the struggle.


International trade union platforms come into being as a result of the need for renewal in trade unions, a need that results from the divisions created by the tendency of struggle and organisation developing at different levels in every country. For this reason, to the extent that revolutionary class parties take part in such platforms, they will prevent the revisionist and reformist currents, which are already disintegrating and losing influence, from regaining strength among the working class and from spreading new illusions. They will help the advanced sections of the class who are in search of something to cling to, and get the possibility of forming links with new circles of workers who are breaking away from the reformist and revisionist parties. They will also get the chance to penetrate into the problems of the workers' movement in different countries and thus enrich their own agenda. In the same way, giving a new form and content to the conferences organised by the ML parties, at present with a participation mainly from their own circles, will help revolutionary class parties to participate in international platforms in a more organised way, and to influence broader sections. This is because the 150 year-old historical process shows that to the extent that the working class inclines to renewing its own class unity through its practical movement, to that extent will they draw more advanced conclusions from their own experiences and unite around their own class ideology.








