
Global  Day  of  Action  for
Climate  Justice  called  for
Saturday 12 November
The newly launched COP27 Coalition has called a decentralised
Global  Day  of  Action  for  Climate  Justice  on  Saturday  12
November 2022 and for the reset of climate talks ahead of
COP27 in Egypt.  Demonstrations and protests have already been
called  by  Climate  Justice  Coalitions  across  Britain  and
Ireland as part of the Day of Action – a full list will be
published shortly, but major events are already planned for
London, Edinburgh, Dublin, Belfast and other big cities.

Below is the statement launching the Day of Action.  Further
information can also be obtained by joining the mailing list,
just send a message to the COP27 Mobilisations working group:
cop27-mobilisations-subscribe@lists.riseup.net

Newly-launched COP27 Coalition calls for
global mass action for climate justice,
reset of climate talks ahead of Egypt
COP
15 September 2022: Civil society groups from Egypt, African
countries and the Arab world have come together to call for a
global mass mobilization of people everywhere to address the
root cause of the climate crisis and other injustices, to
take place around the world during the COP27 global climate
talks this November.

Today,  they  are  launching  the  ‘COP27  Coalition‘  with  an
invitation to civil society groups around the world to join
them in demanding an end to climate and other injustices, and
an urgent response from governments and leaders to climate
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and other multiple linked crises.

They are calling on citizens to join in a decentralised
Global Day of Action on Saturday, November 12th, during the
COP, organised in cities and towns across the globe, and to
help mobilise millions of people under a call for climate
justice and bring movements together to build real power for
systems change.

They are also calling on civil society to organise People’s
Forums wherever they are throughout the duration of the COP
to organise collective action and demand effective action by
leaders and governments.

The COP27 Coalition demands a ‘reset’ of the multilateral
system to address the scale of the challenge, as part of a
wider agenda to address climate change.

To  achieve  climate  justice,  the  groups  are  calling  for
efforts to:

Decolonise the economy and development.

Faced with multiple crises, developing countries
must reframe and implement alternative models of
development that move away from Northern models
of economic growth, which have proven to be a
failure and are the cause of many of the crises,
including the climate crisis, today.

Enable a just transition to 100% renewable energy
through an equitable phase out of fossil fuels.

Prioritise  public  health,  food  sovereignty,
agroecology and decent living conditions.

Restore nature and defend the rights of Mother
Earth.

Have  rich  countries  repay  climate  debts  –  Rich



countries  have  historical  responsibilities  for  the
climate crisis and must fulfil their obligations and
fair shares by reducing their emissions to zero and
providing poorer nations the scale of financial support
needed to address the crisis.

Stop false solutions – Africa and other developing
countries are fast becoming the dumping grounds for
false  solutions,  many  of  which  are  driven  by
corporations who see the climate crisis as a way of
profiteering, and which have devastating consequences
for frontline communities and must be stopped.

Build global solidarity, peace and justice – We are
facing an existential crisis as humanity. Social and
climate  injustices  prevail,  human  rights  are
threatened, democracy is at risk and civil society
space  is  rapidly  shrinking.  To  achieve  peace  and
justice,  we  will  need  to  build  massive  global
solidarity, especially with those most vulnerable and
at risk from the impacts of these injustices.

They say the UN climate talks are dominated by rich countries
and corporations, and will need a major overhaul to address
the scale of the climate crisis and injustices in the current
system.

They recognise that the climate negotiations are an important
focus for climate campaigners, but not the only way. And so
they are calling on groups around the world to use the COP as
a moment to build local solidarity and action and build power
for real change.

Quotes:

Mohamed Adow, Director of the think tank



Power Shift Africa, said:
“For far too long, Africa has been controlled by outside
interests – a resource pool for extraction and export, and a
dumping ground for the practices and technologies no longer
wanted  elsewhere.   The  COP27  Coalition  is  a  space  for
Africans to take back control of our collective future. 
Civil  society  representing  hundreds  of  organisations  and
millions of people across the continent are stepping up to
show what an Africa that puts communities and well-being at
the centre of its priorities could look like.”

COP27 needs to be a reset moment where rich countries need to
face up to their failures to both cut their emissions fast
enough  and  deliver  on  the  climate  finance  they  have
promised.  A new vision is needed where urgency and action
replace voluntary targets and broken promises.  If that shift
takes place then COP27 will have put us on a trajectory to a
clean, safe and prosperous planet.”

Tasneem  Essop,  Executive  Director,  
Climate  Action  Network  International
(CAN-I)
“For the Climate Action Network (CAN), a global network of
civil society working to address the climate crisis, COP27
being held on African soil represents a critical opportunity
to  secure  climate  justice  for  peoples  and  communities
vulnerable  to  and  least  responsible  for  the  climate
catastrophe.

Africans and peoples in the Global South are suffering from
the devastating impacts of climate change, from flooding,
heatwaves,  drought  resulting  in  food,  water,  and  energy
insecurity. Climate change impacts have a direct effect on
how African countries can address their development needs.



We believe that deep transformational change, that is just,
equitable and people-centred, is necessary to address these
multiple  and  compounding  crises  facing  people  today,
including rising poverty and inequality.

As CAN, we believe that these changes are only possible
through  the  power  and  inclusion  of  the  people.  We  are,
therefore, joining hands with our sisters and brothers in the
COP27 Coalition, representing movements from Africa, the Arab
region, Egypt and globally to use our collective power to
secure climate justice through the outcomes from COP27”.

Omar  Elmawi,  Coordinator,  StopEACOP
Coalition
“Africa needs to be a little selfish and think about itself.
We have faced myriad levels of colonialism, our resources are
exploited  each  waking  day  for  the  benefit  of  wealthier
nations as the resulting impacts to lives and livelihoods are
left behind.

The upcoming COP27 in Egypt is a time for Africa and African
interest to rise, a time for a community-led renewable energy
revolution,  a  time  for  real  climate  reparations  for  the
climate  crisis  affecting  all  Africans  when  we  have  done
little to nothing to cause it. This is the time for the
historical emitters to own up to their mistakes and deliver a
COP that looks at avoiding emissions as an opportunity for
real  development,  and  not  continuing  to  prioritise  the
interests of fossil fuel corporations who care only of their
profits and shareholders, as we endanger humanity and the
future for the coming generations.”

Lorraine  Chiponda,  Coordinator,  Africa
Coal Network
“In the face of an overwhelming climate crisis, Africa sits



at a critical tipping point: if we continue business as usual
as the pawn of external and elite interests, we risk being
shackled by old fashioned thinking and outdated technology. 
We will become the last resort for the dirty energy systems
of the past.

If,  however,  we  embrace  the  leadership  of  African
communities, and put their well-being at the centre of our
priorities,  we  have  an  opportunity  to  fight  the  climate
crisis by embracing our abundance of clean, cheap, renewable
energy.  We need leaders with a vision and boldness to reject
the neo-colonialism of the fossil fuel industry. We need
leaders to invest in communities to make the leap past the
fossil fuels that are causing suffering to our people, and
towards a future powered by clean, green power from the wind
and sun.  Africa is blessed with an abundance of this energy,
but we need governments and business to help us harness it if
we’re going to reach our true potential.”

Hindou Oumarou Ibrahim, President AFPAT
and Co-chair Indigenous Peoples Caucus
“Today Africa lives on the edge of climate wars. People are
fighting for the few resources left. It can be a pond, access
to a river or to a source of freshwater. Or for a piece of
fertile land. In a region where 70% of people depend on
nature for farming, when nature is sick, people are going
insane. Farmers and pastoralists had an old alliance that is
now broken in the competition for nature.

But for me, Africa is still a land of hope. We have so many
climate warriors, fighting back at home. In my community,
women already implemented solutions to the changing climate.
They use their indigenous peoples’ traditional knowledge to
identify  crops  that  can  resist  drought  and  heatwave  and
support  a  resilient  agriculture.  In  the  memory  of  our
grandmothers and grandfathers, we find the map of ancient



sources, those who still give water in the middle of the dry
season. Indigenous peoples’ traditional knowledge not only
gives us so many words to describe the rain but also offers
us the tools to fight back and combat climate change.

This COP27 must be an action COP for those who are the most
impacted. Loss and damage, and climate adaptation should be
guiding the discussion and the outcome should be as real for
the people as direct access funding to adapt to and mitigate
climate change. We, Indigenous Peoples,  must be at the table
and taking decisions as victims and also solutions to climate
change. “

Charity  Migwi,  Africa  Regional
Campaigner, 350.org
“Developed nations have fallen short of their climate finance
pledges to provide $100 billion a year by 2020 to facilitate
developing nations to adapt to and mitigate the impacts of
climate  change.  Beyond  this  shortfall,  the  much  needed
finance to build resilience to the increasingly devastating
impacts of climate change still remains lower than mitigation
finance.

This is why it is time for Africa to curb the fossil fuel
reliance of developing nations that has rapidly led to one of
the greatest moral challenges of our time. Not only is there
no room for more fossil fuels in Africa, where developed
nations are now turning their gaze, but there is also no room
for  them  anywhere.  African  nations  must  reject  this
exploitation and extractivism which will further fuel climate
breakdown and expose African nations to catastrophic impacts.

As COP27 is being held in Africa, it’s time to build a
different future: one based on renewable energy; one that is
truly  just  and  accessible;  and  one  that  focuses  on
accelerating Africa’s development by an economic systemic
shift that leaves no one behind.”



Ubrei-Joe  Maimoni  Mariere,  Climate
Justice  &  Energy  Project  Coordinator,
Friends of the Earth Africa
As the world prepares for COP27, which will be hosted in
Africa,  we  must  use  this  opportunity  to  demand  climate
justice and solidarity for Africa and the global south.

To stop the climate crisis and bring about energy justice to
the world, we need a rapid phase out of fossil fuels and a
just and feminist and equitable transition to community-based
renewable energy systems. We demand public climate finance in
the form of grants (not loans), and technology transfer to
help support the transition for our peoples. COP27 must be
used as a space to empower people-centred renewable energy
solutions. We demand that African leaders stop all new gas
exploration and fossil fuels projects on our continent, which
is already being burned and facing the ravages of the climate
crisis. We also demand an end to attacks on environmental
human rights defenders and journalists, in Egypt, all across
Africa and everywhere.

For more information:
Juliah Kibochi and Janet Kachinga
COP27 Coordination Team
media@cop27coalition.org 

The return of the dinosaurs
As the planet burns, and Britain faces a massive cost of living
crisis, writes Alan Thornett on his ecosocialist discussion blog,
Jurassic Park has taken over in Westminster, with the climate denier –
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and ‘hand-out’ hater – Liz Truss as Prime Minister.

Truss has been cynically foisted on the British electorate
against their will. Only 6 per cent expect her to make a good
Prime Minister, even most Tory voters are not convinced. She
was the choice of neither Tory MPs nor Tory voters. Most of
them preferred Sunak or for Johnson to stay in office.

Despite such fragile support, she never hesitated in gifting
all the top jobs to the cronies who backed her. Only one MP
who backed Sunak is a cabinet member today, which is Michael
Ellis, the new attorney general. How long such a concoction
will  hold  together  when  the  proverbial  hits  the  fan,  of
course,  is  another  matter.  (She  is  also  trying  to  model
herself on Margaret Thatcher, though whether she is up to that
one only time will tell.)

You couldn’t make it up. Jacob Rees-Mogg, the climate denier
in chief – who wants to squeeze the last cubic inch of oil and
gas out of the North Sea, bring back fracking, and who has
claimed that climate alarmism is responsible for high energy
prices – is now Energy Secretary. His ravings are not only
bizarre  but  completely  unworkable,  since  anything  that  is
extracted – at huge cost the environment – would have zero
impact  on  UK  oil  or  gas  prices  which  are  set  by  the
international  market.

Lurch to the right

Truss’s election is yet another lurch to the right by an
increasingly  xenophobic  Tory  party  –  driven  by  the
fundamentalists  of  the  European  Research  Group.

She  is  to  the  right  of  her  (corrupt  and  despicable)
predecessor Boris Johnson, as he was to Theresa May. She was
elected  in  what  is  now  a  well-established  and  dangerous
charade.  Candidates  in  a  Tory  leadership  contest,  are
required, in order to win, to convince the ever-more-extreme
Tory members that they are racist enough, little Englander



enough, and anti-migrant enough, for the job. Truss fully
understood this process and played it to the full.

Nor is Truss any better than Rees-Mogg when it comes to the
environment. In fact, her record is appalling.

As Theresa May’s Environment Secretary, Truss was an arch
deregulator of environmental standards. She cut subsidies for
renewables and banned on-shore wind farms – which was (and
remains) a huge blow to the UKs renewable energy capacity.

She is also responsible for the catastrophic pollution of our
rivers and beaches with raw sewage by cutting millions of
pounds earmarked for tackling water pollution. She cut the
budget of the Environment Agency by £235m, including £24m that
had been allocated for the surveillance of water companies in
order to prevent the dumping of raw sewage in rivers and on
beaches.

Her newly appointed chief economic adviser, Matthew Sinclair –
the Gaudian columnist Zoe Williams tells us – “wrote a book
entitled Let Them Eat Carbon in 2011, in which he argued that
“the  temperatures  we  face  today  may  not  be  the  ideal
conditions for humanity to live and flourish”. Let warming go
wild, in other words. It might be fun.”

Trickle-down economics

Her version of low-tax trickle down, free market, economics
will  further  devastate  the  UK  economy.  She  told  Laura
Kuenssberg last week that she was OK with the obvious fact
that her cancelation of the proposed national insurance rise
would be worth twice as much to the richest 5 per cent of the
population as it is to the whole bottom half of taxpayers.

The scrapping of Sunak’s planned return of corporation tax to
25 per cent will cost an estimated £19 billion and will be a
bonanza  for  big  business.  Her  approach  will  be  tested  to
destruction as the crisis develops further.



She insists, moreover, that the only factors that are driving
the current crisis – which is more acute in Britain than any
other European country – are the Covid pandemic and Putin’s
invasion of Ukraine. Otherwise, she says, the British economy
is “in good shape”.

This is arrant nonsense. There are two other crucial factors
as well. The first is that economy has been wrecked by 20
years of Tory rule of which she was an active and uncritical
participant. The second is that and it has been ravaged by
Brexit – a factor which is being deliberately ignored (or
obscured) by both the government and by Kier Starmer.

The idea that Johnson ‘got Brexit done’ is a sick joke. The
whole economy has been destabilised by the ending of free
movement of labour and by the developing trade war with the EU
– which is the UK’s biggest trading partner many times over.
Brexit  permeates  every  aspect  of  British  political  and
commercial life from restricting trade relations to boosting
racism and xenophobia.

Sectors  such  as  agriculture,  fishing,  hospitality,  retail,
health care and meat processing, have been traumatised by it,
whilst racism and xenophobia have been boosted. The problems
created by Brexit in the North of Ireland remain entirely
unresolved.

Truss’s pledge to rip up the North of Ireland Protocol if she
does not get her way on it threatens both an all-out trade war
with the EU, plus retaliation from Biden in terms of a future
trade agreement with the US.

It  remains  regrettable  that  most  of  the  radical  left  in
Britain voted for Brexit. The claim that they were voting for
a different kind of Brexit that did not exist makes no sense.
The  only  Brexits  on  offer  were  those  proposed  by  various
sections of the Tory party.

Truss’s energy package



Having refused to discuss rocketing electricity bills during
the election campaign – bills that were set to more than
quadruple by January – she has now been forced to make a
dramatic U-turn after no doubt contemplating the alternative,
which was the likelihood that the current strike wave would be
joined  by  rioting  on  the  streets  over  energy  prices  and
increasing social unrest. She also, no doubt, hopes that the
package will give her political breathing space to launch the
programme she really wants. We will see.

The  resulting  U-turn  was  her  so-called  the  Energy  Price
Guarantee, which she refuses to put a figure on – though some
estimates  put  it  at  150  billion  pounds.  It  will  freeze
household bills for two years, at  £2,500 a year. Businesses
and public sector organisations like hospitals and schools
will get an equivalent deal for six months, after that, only
‘vulnerable’ businesses will be supported. There will also be
more licences issued to drill for oil and gas, and the ban on
fracking will be lifted.

Whilst her package is better than nothing, given the scale of
the problem, the average UK household will still be worse off,
its energy bills will still be shockingly high, and the cost
of living will continuing to rise. Many businesses see the
package as little better than a stay of execution. The Joseph
Rowntree Foundation has calculated that it will leave low-
income  families  with  around  £800  shortfall  this  winter,
leaving them at risk of poverty or at the mercy of high-
interest loans.

Her method of repayment says it all. She refuses even to
contemplate a wind fall tax on the eye-watering and unexpected
super-profits that are being made by the oil and gas companies
and insists instead on financing by government borrowing which
means that it will be paid for by taxation. She has done this
under conditions where three quarters of Tory voters say they
would prefer a windfall tax to more government borrowing. The
long-term consequences of such borrowing, however, might prove



a very hard sell.

Starmer has challenged the method of payment, but he also
ruled out the nationalisation of the oil companies, arguing,
ludicrously,  that  to  do  so  would  be  too  expensive.  His
position is a huge liability as the possibility of a Labour
government comes closer.

The big losers

The biggest loser in all this – along with the poorest in
society as argued above – will be the planet and the future of
life on it. The Truss premiership is a direct challenge to the
zero  carbon  reduction  targets  that  are  crucial  to  the
protection of life on Earth. And this, moreover, with COP27 in
Sharm El-Sheikh only two months away.

Her perspective was challenged on the Today Program on Tuesday

September 6th by none other than John Gummer (now Lord Deben),
who was John Major’s Environment Secretary from 1993-97, and
is  now  the  chair  of  the  Climate  Change  Committee  –  an
independent  body  formed  under  the  Climate  Change  Act  of
2008 (i.e. under Gordon Brown) to advise the government on
tackling and preparing for climate change. The Committee has
long  been  critical  of  recent  Tory  administrations  on  the
issue.

Gummer argued that whatever the government chooses to do or
otherwise the harsh realities remain the same. Human activity
has  caused  the  global  temperature  to  rise  by  1°C  since
preindustrial times, and the disastrous consequences are clear
to see. At the moment we are on course for an increase of 3°C
and if we fail to reverse it the consequences we are seeing
would at least treble.

The future, he argued, is with renewables – as is the way out
of  the  current  crisis.  There  are  two  crucial  things,  he
insisted, that we have to do to defeat global warming and



climate change – and we have to do them now. The first is to
reduce carbon emissions to net zero, the other is to reduce
the demand for electricity and gas via a major programme of
energy conservation.

He is right, and the scope for both in the UK is enormous.
Recent research by the Institute for Government found that the
UK is particularly vulnerable to spikes in the price of gas
since more than four-fifths of UK homes are still heated by
gas boilers, which is much higher than most countries. The
UK’s  housing  stock  is  also  the  oldest  and  least  energy
efficient in Europe. More than 52% of homes in England were
built before 1965 and nearly 20 per cent before 1919.

It found that the UK scored worse than other countries in
Europe in terms of the energy efficiency of its homes. Citing
analysis of a 2020 study, it found that a UK home with an
indoor temperature of 20C and an outside temperature of 0C
lost on average 3C after five hours – up to three times as
much as homes in other European countries such as Germany.

Renewables are getting cheaper whilst fossil fuels and nuclear
energy are ever more expensive. Renewables are also being
weaponised – in terms of both economic and military conflicts.
Putin is currently holding Europe to ransom by withholding gas
supplies. In Ukraine the biggest nuclear plant in Europe is
being fought over in a terrifying game of (actual) Russian
roulette.

Gummer warned governments that they ignore this reality at
their peril. Whilst they can impede progress they can’t turn
the clock back. Public opinion, he argued has moved on in
recent  years  and  people  today  are  far  more  aware  of  the
consequence if we fail to tackle climate change.

We need a programme for rapid transition to renewables on a
war-preparation  scale.  We  don’t  want  ‘transitional  fossil
fuels, or any other kind of prevarication, we want renewables



and we want them now. Governments can make major changes fast
when they decide to do so, economies can be  transformed
within months.

This is the message that has to be taken to COP27 in November.
We have to ensure that the gains of Glasgow are defended and
that that new nationally determined pledges (NDPs) that are to
be adopted at COP27 are radical enough to turn the corner on
climate change and break the addiction to fossil fuel.

Alan Thornett, September 13 2022.

Solidarity  with  all
protesting the imposition of
an unelected King
by Radical Independence Campaign
The  Radical  Independence  Campaign  (RIC)  expresses  its
solidarity with all those protesting the imposition of an
unelected King. We condemn the fact that protesters have been
charged with breach of the peace following the proclamation of
Charles’ rule in Edinburgh, and demand an end to militarised
policing preventing our communities from having their say.

Last week, the final act of the UK’s unelected head of state
was to appoint a Prime Minister who has come to power with the
votes of 0.12% of the population. A Head of Government chosen
by a tiny number of Tory party members, and a Head of State
anointed by an unaccountable ‘Accession Council’, to which our
MPs and representatives are subordinate.

The death of Elizabeth II means the automatic appointment,
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with no discussion or reflection on our future, of a King
manifestly unfit to represent the modern peoples of these
islands. Charles is unelected, and unelectable. He would never
have been chosen in a democratic system.

Never has it been more clear that
the  rotten  structures  of  the
British state are unfit for purpose
in the 21st century.
We are told that “this is not the time” to discuss whether we
wish to remain subjects of a monarchy. But the current wave of
proclamations and propaganda promoting acceptance of the new
King leaves republicans throughout these islands no choice but
to voice our dissent. RIC insists that now is the time, and
that it is vital we demand the right to have a say about our
democratic future.

The  passing  of  Elizabeth  II  is  obviously  a  historic  and
culturally  significant  moment.  Many  people,  regardless  of
their feelings about the monarchy as an institution, feel a
sense of loss at the death of someone who has been a constant
presence in our public life. For some, it leads to reflection
on our own bereavements. These feelings are valid, and must be
respected.



But many others strongly feel that, despite their symbolic
role, the Royal family do not represent them. There is a sense
of widespread unease about having to immediately adapt to a
new  “King”,  and  the  current  state  of  officially  enforced
mourning creates an oppressive atmosphere to which we have not
consented. For those with connections to countries colonised
in the name of the Crown, it is impossible to mourn someone
who acted as a symbol of one of the world’s most criminal
imperial powers. This reaction is equally valid and worthy of
respect.  RIC  rejects  the  idea  that  undue  deference  and
sycophancy are measures of anyone’s respect or humanity.

The rush to be seen to conform to state mandated grief feels
more appropriate for an authoritarian regime than a modern
21st  century  democratic  country.  The  mass  cancellation  of
events, from sports to entertainment to crucial battles for
workers’ rights, causes massive disruption to the lives of
millions. Ambiguity about correct protocol has seen football
matches  cancelled  while  rugby  and  cricket  continued  with
minutes of silence. Citizens of Edinburgh face their city once
again being shut down by road closures and armed police, in
order to cater to a fantasy feudal image of the past.

Coming on the heels of years of pandemic conditions which
prevented  socialisation,  cancelled  events  represent  the
crucial  loss  of  a  mental  health  lifeline  for  their
participants. Organisers will have lost time and resources
that cannot be replaced. But most importantly, thousands of
people  in  temporary,  insecure  and  low  wage  employment
connected to events and hospitality will lose work, in the
midst of an unprecedented cost of living crisis.

RIC  demands  Scottish  and  UK
governments urgently collaborate to



ensure  these  workers  receive
compensation  for  their  loss  of
income.
RIC notes that MPs have been invited to make a new oath of
allegiance to Charles. All elected parliamentarians, in both
Westminster and Holyrood, are required to swear loyalty to the
British  Royal  family,  making  this  new  vow  a  symbolic
formality. Nevertheless, it is a democratic affront that our
representatives do not swear to serve the people that elected
them, and we call on all Scottish MPs to actively boycott this
further demonstration of subservience.

The imposition of a new monarch simply crowns the completely
anti-democratic nature of the British state in Scotland. Her
elevation at the hands of Tory party members makes Liz Truss
the 9th Tory Prime Minister which Scotland has not voted for
since 1955. She has variously promised to refuse Scotland’s
democratic  right  to  self-determination  through  a  second
independence referendum, and to attempt to gerrymander the
franchise. Her proposed restrictions on a future vote would
have seen her fail to win the Tory leadership if imposed on
her own contest. RIC demands the unelected UK Tory regime
cease its attempts to prevent Scotland holding an independence
referendum in 2023.

Contrary to what is often claimed, the monarchy play a key
role in the continued anti-democratic nature of the British
state. The monarch is consulted on legislation, leading to
anomalies like the fact that the Royal household is exempt
from  laws  against  racial  and  gender  discrimination  in
employment. It’s widely expected that Charles will use his
audiences with the UK government to push for his own personal
hobbyhorse  issues,  in  complete  defiance  of  democratic
scrutiny. The fact that new Tory Prime Minister, Liz Truss, is
to accompany Charles on a tour of the UK demolishes the myth



that the monarchy is apolitical.

But crucially, it is the Crown as an institution that allows
British governments to act with impunity, declaring wars or
states of emergency without oversight should they so wish. The
Crown  Powers  are  at  the  heart  of  the  UK’s  unwritten
constitution, and must be abolished if we are to live in a
democratic society.

The  death  of  Elizabeth  II  also  marks  a  moment  of  deep
reflection  for  formerly  colonised  countries  and  their
descendants, from Jamaica to Australia. Their citizens must
now decide to either amend their constitutions to recognise
Charles, or move forward to a modern democratic republic. RIC
expresses  our  solidarity  with  all  societies  shedding
themselves of the legacy of British imperialism. We demand
that in addition to relinquishing their role as head of state,
the Royal family begin to make reparations for the enrichment
of their ancestors through the plunder of the British Empire.

RIC pledges to oppose all efforts to legitimise the rule of
“King” Charles with vocal and public protest, in line with the
long history of dissent represented by the common people and
republican movements of these islands. We call on all those
who support democracy to join us.

RIC  is  supporting  a  solidarity  demonstration  outside
Edinburgh  Sheriff  Court  on  Friday  30th  September,
9.45am. You can find more information on Facebook.

Originally  published  on  the  RIC  Scotland  website:
https://ric.scot/2022/09/solidarity-with-all-protesting-the-im
position-of-an-unelected-king/
FRIDAY, 30 SEPTEMBER 2022 AT 09:45 UTC+01

Defend the Right to Protest
Edinburgh Sheriff Court and Justice of the Peace Court

https://www.facebook.com/events/5365278846901668/
https://ric.scot/2022/09/solidarity-with-all-protesting-the-imposition-of-an-unelected-king/
https://ric.scot/2022/09/solidarity-with-all-protesting-the-imposition-of-an-unelected-king/


27 Chambers St, Edinburgh EH1 1LB

Being a transgender woman at
the International Youth Camp
by Sister from Scotland

In July this year, I attended my first ever International
Youth Summer Camp. While I may have been a committed Leninist
for a long time, and while I have been a member of the Fourth
International’s  Scottish  section  for  a  few  years  now,
unfortunately those years fell amid the COVID-19 pandemic and
thus were deprived of camps. So by Summer of this year, I was
especially excited to finally attend the camp as part of a
delegation made up of comrades from Scotland (along with some
dear international friends based in England!). It being my
first ever time would have made this camp a special occasion
all  by  itself,  but  there  was  another,  much  more  personal
reason why I was so excited to be taking part: This was going
to be my first time living publicly as a woman.

You see, I am a transgender woman. But so far I have been a
very cautious and closeted trans woman. I am really early on
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in my transition, and until recently the only people I have
truly been myself around are fellow trans people from the
queer movement. And even then, I’ve only presented as a woman
in small gatherings of trusted friends and partners. But I
decided that this time, at the camp, I was going to take a
leap into the unknown: I was going to dress, present, live as
the woman I really am, for the duration of the camp. I was
going to introduce myself to my comrades.

It is a general point with me, that I do not take leaps into
the unknown very often. I am one of those people who are very
easily caught and stuck by indecision when it comes to big
choices. I am a woman, but a fearful one. I want to show my
face: I want to be known and thought of and spoken to and
loved as a woman, but I am afraid. I am a woman, but most of
the time I am silent and hidden, buried deep in the closet. So
what led me to take a leap, for once?

Two  things.  Firstly,  I  was  impressed  by  the  Fourth
International’s approach to identity issues. Not just their
historical involvement in the feminist movement, but also the
ongoing  commitment  to  racial  justice,  feminism  and  queer
struggle that I could see upheld in the various sections of
the  international.  Of  course,  historical  and  programmatic
commitments, while inspiring and appealing to a closeted trans
woman like me, would not alone have been enough to convince me
to bare myself so truthfully and openly.

It was the second thing that was decisive. It might seem small
to you, reader, but it was simply getting the chance, a few
months before the camp, to meet some members of the Danish
section  who  introduced  themselves  with  they/them  pronouns.
Here they were, some gender dissidents just like me, clear and
queer among their fellow comrades without a worry. It occurred
sharply to me, right then and there, that if I was just a
little bit braver, I could be like that!

Well, that decided it. With a good deal of panicked, excited
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sincerity, I told those comrades about myself, I mean really,
truly about myself, and told them that I wanted to come out at
the  camp.  They  were  supportive  and  cheerful,  and  looking
forward to knowing the real me when we met again in France.
And so, I had now committed myself. I won’t lie: It was a
decision I would worry and fret about as the camp drew near.
This was natural, obviously. I was about to come out to about
two hundred people, and across multiple language barriers too!
Would I get tangled up in explaining myself? Would there be
misunderstandings? Would some people turn out to be bigots? I
had reason to be more than a little nervous: A depressing
number of times in my years on the left, I have seen how
easily some supposedly progressive “comrades” have dropped the
act  and  morphed  into  reactionary  dogs  when  challenged  by
actually-existing trans people with ideas and opinions.

However, I was also buoyed by a kind of feverish anticipation.
The  simple  prospect  of  cutting  the  bullshit,  dropping  my
boyish disguise and being totally honest seemed so radical, so
wonderful, so liberating, that I could not wait to get to
France. Besides, I knew full well that to be openly myself at
the camp was a political commitment, not just a personal one.
I am both a militant in a battle for my own civil rights and a
socialist, and I feel it is my duty as a transgender socialist
to do my best to bring together the causes of trans rights and
socialism  into  one  struggle.  I  firmly  believe  that  the
perspectives  of  trans  people  are  valuable,  and  that  the
socialist movement is lessened by their absence, just as it is
lessened by the absence of black perspectives or disabled
perspectives. If the patriarchy tries to turn gender into a
binary of bitterly opposed frontlines, then gender rebels like
me  are  well  positioned  to  show  how  these  frontlines  are
vulnerable to permeation, sabotage and mutiny. We cannot be
quiet, not when we have so much to give, so much to talk
about, so much to teach. And so, I felt compelled to raise my
voice: A woman’s voice, loud, sharp and liberated.



As the fateful date approached I made some preparations, like
telling the other members of the Scottish delegation, and
coming out to a few comrades I had already met. Their support
and acceptance was a welcome boost, and it really cemented my
resolve and confidence to know that they would have my back
during the camp. And when, after the long journey down to the
campsite, the time finally came to commit to things and reveal
my true self, it was good to be able to take the first steps
with some help from comrades. I remember, on the first morning
of the camp, speaking with my delegation, airing out some
last-minute nerves and making absolutely sure that, in the
event of any exclusion or bigotry, I could count on them to
help me assert my right to be there as the woman I am.

Thankfully though, all that worrying was completely needless.
I got so hung up on potential issues and fears, only for them
to dissolve the moment I walked out into the sun in a dress
and began introducing myself. I don’t think I was prepared for
how natural it all felt, as if I had been doing this my entire
life. Whether it was a comrade who had previously met me as a
“boy”, or whether it was someone entirely new, things went so
smoothly that I was a little bit shocked. But only a little
bit, because the dominant emotion I felt was joy – pure,
riotous, joy.

This wonderful feeling would develop into a deep sense of
fulfilment as the days passed. Yes, as one of a handful of
trans women at the camp, I was in an extreme minority, but it
hardly felt that way. On the contrary, the blanket response of
my sisters was to welcome and include me, and as I spent time
participating  in  the  women’s  discussion  spaces,  learning,
sharing ideas and helping to plan actions, I came to realise
some things: chiefly, that this was the first time I properly
felt a part of a women’s movement.

I am a feminist. The problem is though, that the feminist
movement in Scotland and the UK is in a parlous, disorganised
state compared to the women’s movement in the rest of the



world. Feminism in these gloomy islands can’t boast of mass,
vibrant, militant women’s strikes and demonstrations in the
way  that  Argentinian  or  Portuguese  or  Polish  or  Chilean
feminism can. In addition, the feminist movement here is so
riven by culture war junk and middle class transphobia, that
it feels pretty difficult for a trans woman like me to feel
safe or welcome taking part in what little we have. There is
that constant worry with the movement back home, a lingering
fear that solidarity is something that can easily be revoked
when  the  sister  doesn’t  fit  some  arbitrary  biological  or
social norm.

I had no such worries among the women at the camp. Here I
experienced  live,  determined,  militant  sisterhood,  a
sisterhood  ferocious  in  combat  yet  caring  and  inclusive
towards its own, a sisterhood committed to mass revolutionary
struggle. And I was welcome implicitly, no questions asked! As
I  sat  in  meetings  surrounded  almost  totally  by  cisgender
women, I felt utterly at ease, a circumstance which honestly
surprised me. I reflected that, were I in a similar setting in
the  UK,  I  would  be  a  lot  more  nervous  and  on-edge,  the
familiar fear gnawing at me and making me wonder whether my
inclusion might suddenly be subject to withdrawal on some
bigot’s whim. But here, among revolutionary socialist women, I
was as much a woman as any other, a comrade to be loved and
supported.

And this love and support helped me realise something else,
too: The sheer difference which living in an honest manner
makes to my ability to express emotions. I’ve long been aware
of  how  enforced  masculinity  has  marked  and  scarred  me  in
various  ways.  Throughout  childhood,  I  was  conditioned,
punished and harassed into acting and thinking like a boy by
various forces, whether they be the ways patriarchal society
moulds the minds of children to adopt certain gender roles,
the way kids learn to laugh at girly “faggots” and “trannies”,
or the way an overly emotional child is relentlessly bullied



for being “soft” and “effeminate”, too much of a “crybaby”.
This prolonged campaign against the personality of the child
induces a painful kind of alienation- Confused and afraid,
bombarded by the world around you, the easiest response is
just to give in and try and fit the role as well as you can,
even if it means doing as the oppressor wants and shutting
away parts of yourself. Sure, it might make you less of a
target, and you might be convinced that it’s better to try and
be “normal” and “just like the other boys”, but it never,
ever, feels right. Even though you can’t put your finger on
what’s wrong and why you feel so at odds with yourself, you
simply cannot ignore the pain, no matter how much you scream
at yourself to shut up and conform. It’s hard to be at peace
when you’re mutilating yourself.

This is something that you gradually confront as you begin to
wake up and process the fact that you’ve been brainwashed, but
you really do not realise the extent to which your identity
has been dulled by living a lie until the burden of the lie is
gone. It’s something I’ve been approaching as I’ve shared my
womanhood  with  loved  and  trusted  friends,  but  the  scale,
duration and public nature of my doing so at the camp, and in
front of so many cis people simultaneously, affected me in
ways I hadn’t prepared for. It shook me, but in the most
wonderful way possible. Living so naturally and freely as a
woman was like coming home to myself. Suddenly, I was so much
less inhibited and so much more confident in expressing my
feelings  and  emotions.  Years  of  self-censorship  and  self-
scrutiny have led me to mentally check myself in countless
ways whenever I’m with other people, but here I didn’t need to
think  about  how  I  acted  and  expressed  myself  at  all-
Everything  just  flowed  naturally.

So  here  I  was,  accessing  those  alienated  parts  of  my
personality that had been walled off and hidden by a childhood
of having to be a boy. Here I was: A confident, affectionate,
goofy, relaxed woman, perfectly at ease among her sisters and



comfortable in her own skin. It felt so good to throw all the
old defense mechanisms, all the nerves, all the congealed boy
shit- in short, all my chains- right into the trash. How
lightly you breathe when you aren’t chained down!

This is what made the Youth Camp so special for me. I think it
speaks to the way that the Camp functions as a space for a
kind of pre-figurative politics, a way of testing out some
elements of socialism via collective, co-operative living. The
ability to express yourself exactly as you wish to at the
Camp, there among your fellow militants, is a miniature of
that limitless expression of the human personality that will
be the right and freedom of everyone under socialism. I may be
back in Scotland now, and I may be remaining quite closeted
for the time being, but I nevertheless see the camp as marking
an important milestone in my transition. It has inspired me,
and given me strength and determination. I have had a sample
of full, liberated womanhood, and I want it every day of my
life.  Yes,  the  world  will  not  always  receive  me  as
enthusiastically  as  my  comrades  have  done,  and  yes,  the
struggle for freedom will be long and difficult, but I also
know what’s at stake and what’s to be won, if only I, we, all
of us women dare! And I know that it can only be so through
collective, revolutionary sisterhood. We will go forward over
the corpse of the patriarchy, arms linked and voices raised as
one.

Our bodies, our choice!

Every woman a sister, every sister a revolutionary!

8 September 2022

Sister from Scotland is a Fourth International supporter.

Article  also  published  by  International  Viewpoint  &  Anti
Capitalist Resistance:

https://internationalviewpoint.org/spip.php?article7813  
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https://anticapitalistresistance.org/being-a-transgender-woman
-at-the-international-youth-camp/

The  experience  of  the
International Youth camp, an
essential political moment!
The International Youth camp took place from 23 to 29 July
2022 in Vieure, France. After two years of suspension due to
Covid-19, the gathering is a week of self-managed camp that
this year brought together more than 200 young revolutionaries
from different parts of Europe, but also from Ukraine, Russia,
Brazil and Mexico to celebrate the 37th edition of the youth
camps of the Fourth International.

This  annual  camp  is  dedicated  to  indepth  discussion  of
different  themes,  to  the  sharing  of  our  local  and
international  struggles  and  to  the  developing  of  common
strategies  and  actions.  Each  day  is  divided  into  several
parts. The mornings are reserved for plenary educationals on
themes such as ecosocialism, feminist and LGBTQIA+ struggles,
imperialism,  anti-racism,  anti-fascism,  class  struggle  as
youth and strategic approaches. This year we had guests such
as  Andreas  Malm  (Socialistika  Partiet,  Sweden),  Olivia
Borchmann  (SUF,  Denmark),  Julien  Salingue  (NPA,  France),
Laurent Sorel, (Gauche Éco-Socialiste, ex Ensemble Insoumis,
France), Marta Autore (Comunia, Italy) and Jonathan Simmel
(SUF, Denmark)

The  afternoons  are  mainly  aimed  at  highlighting  specific
concepts or situations arising from the theme of the plenary.
They consist of concrete workshops on different struggles,
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inter-delegation  meetings  to  deepen  our  international
knowledge and share strategies of struggle, but also non-mixed
spaces for self-organisation of feminist, LGBTQIA+ and anti-
racist  struggles.  In  order  to  build  and  elaborate  a  real
internationalist struggle, standing commissions on the Russian
imperialist war in Ukraine and ecosocialism today were also on
the agenda. A declaration in solidarity with the resistance of
the Ukrainian people was also adopted.

Throughout the busy stay, the camp also remains a place for
practising self-management where young activists manage the
different  daily  tasks  from  cleaning  to  multilingual
interpretation. There are also voluntary tasks such as the
awareness team (to deal with conflicts or personal concerns)
or the care team (which acts as a preventative measure and
ensures the well-being of everyone) that allow us to make the
space as safe as possible and to carry out certain tasks
around care.

This kind of political practice is even more indispensable in
a materialist perspective. The neoliberal capitalist system in
which  we  live  shapes  our  thinking;  in  other  words,  our
consciousness is constructed according to the world around us.
Throughout  the  year  we  fight  this  system,  even  when  the
revolution  seems  far  away,  we  know  that  the  struggle  is
permanent and on all fronts. For many participants, far from
being a utopian space outside the system, the camp, by its
organization and structure, allows us to have a foretaste of a
self-managed  internationalist  communist  solidarity  society
requiring perpetual adjustments in order to ensure the proper
functioning of community life. Indeed, during meetings between
FI youth delegates in preparation for the camp, the camp is
constantly  redefined  each  year  on  the  basis  of  previous
criticisms. The camp is organized by the member organizations
or those close to the Fourth International in Europe, and its
construction is ongoing and international.

This political moment is an essential exercise that acts as a
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catalyst facilitating the sharing of experiences, a festive
atmosphere and above all a true spirit of camaraderie. The
experience of the youth camp is essential in the construction
of tomorrow’s anti-capitalist, ecosocialist, feminist, queer,
anti-racist, anti-fascist and internationalist society.

Translated  by  International  Viewpoint  from  Gauche
Anticapitaliste   Originally  published  at:
https://internationalviewpoint.org/spip.php?article7766

“Total, BP or Shell will not
voluntarily  give  up  their
profits.  We  have  to  become
stronger  than  them…”
Interview with Andreas Malm
Andreas Malm is a Swedish ecosocialist activist and author of
several books on fossil capital, global warming and the need
to change the course of events initiated by the burning of
fossil  fuels  over  the  last  two  centuries  of  capitalist
development. The Jeunes Anticapitalistes (the youth branch of
the Gauche Anticapitaliste, the Belgian section of the Fourth
International) met him at the 37th Revolutionary Youth Camp
organized  in  solidarity  with  the  Fourth  International  in
France this summer, where he was invited as a speaker.
As left-wing activists in the climate movement, we sometimes
feel  stuck  by  what  can  be  seen  as  a  lack  of  strategic
perspectives within the movement. How can we radicalize the
climate movement and why does the movement need a strategic
debate in your opinion?
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I share the feeling, but of course it depends on the local
circumstances – this Belgian “Code Red” action, this sort
of Ende Gelände or any similar kind of thing, sounds promising
to me, but you obviously know much more about it than I do. In
any case, the efforts to radicalize the climate movement and
let it grow can look different in different circumstances.

One way is to try to organize this kind of big mass actions of
the Ende Gelände type, and I think that’s perhaps the most
useful  thing  we  can  do.  But  of  course,  there  are  also
sometimes  opportunities  for  working  within  movements  like
Fridays for Future or Extinction Rebellion for that matter and
try to pull them in a progressive direction as well as to make
them avoid making tactical mistakes and having an apolitical
discourse. In some places, I think that this strategy can be
successful. Of course, one can also consider forming new more
radical climate groups that might initially be pretty small,
but that can be more radical in terms of tactics and analysis,
and sort of pull others along, or have a “radical flank”
effect. So, I don’t have one model for how to do this – it
really depends on the state of the movement in the community
where you live and obviously the movement has ups and downs
(it went quite a lot down recently after the outbreak of the
pandemic, but hopefully we’ll see it move back up).

Finally, it’s obviously extremely important to have our own
political  organizations  that  kind  of  act  as  vessels  for
continuity and for accumulating experiences, sharing them and
exchanging ideas. Our own organizations can also be used as
platforms for taking initiatives within movements or together
with movements.

For some of us, our first big climate action was during the
COP 15 in 2009 in Copenhagen. Now we are in 2022 – what do you
think are the lessons that the climate movement has learned
since then?

The COP 15 in Copenhagen was a turning point. I was very



active in the run-up to COP 15 and was part of the group that
organized the big demonstration there. But the sense that most
of us had in the movement after COP 15 was a general sense of
failure. Of course, the COP itself was a massive failure, but
we also realized that the demonstrations and direct actions
didn’t really have an impact. The movement realized that the
focus on the COP summits that we had had up until then didn’t
really make sense at all, and it was largely after that that
you saw a decisive turn towards opposition to fossil fuel
projects, blockades, climate camps and things like that.

I think that this strategic turn will have to be reinforced,
particularly given the fact that this year’s COP will be held
in Egypt and next year’s COP will be held in Dubai in the
United Arab Emirates. These two countries are both completely
inhospitable to dissent – it’s impossible to organize anything
on the ground there and so this is different from the most
recent COP happening in Glasgow. The climate movement will
have to organize things in other places – we can’t bring
activists to Sharm El Sheikh in Egypt, this resort town where
the summit will happen. So, these two upcoming COPs should be
occasions for the movement to pull off mass actions at various
places around the world at that time, targeting fossil fuel
projects.

I was at the COP 26 in Glasgow last November. Again, there was
a very big demonstration – something like 100,000 people, –
again, there was an alternative “people’s forum”, and I had a
sense of déjà vu. This is something that we’ve been doing for
a long time and it doesn’t really get us anywhere. One very
brilliant comrade in the climate movement in Portugal, João
Camargo, expressed in discussions around Glasgow and in a
piece he wrote that we need to decisively turn our backs on
the  COP  process  because  it’s  so  useless.  As  I  said,  the
upcoming two COPs really should be just an opportunity to
escalate the struggle in which we engage regardless of COPs.

Carrying on with the strategic and tactical issues, in your



talk the other day you mentioned the question of the role of
the workers and the workers’ movement as they are (and they
are obviously very different in the different countries). You
elaborate a lot on how to block the most destructive fossil
infrastructures and companies; how do you see that in relation
to the workers – not only in these sectors but more generally
– and the workers’ movement as you know it – be it the Swedish
example or other countries?

I think I phrased this a bit unfortunately the other day and I
came across as too dismissive of trade unions. That wasn’t
really my intention. My concrete experience over the past few
years in relation to trade unions has been pretty limited, but
my sort of horizon is northern European and in Sweden the
trade unions are completely indifferent to the climate issue
probably more so than in even in Norway and Denmark. Swedish
unions are totally ignorant and uninterested and also totally
incapable of putting up a fight for their members interests.
We have no strikes in Sweden any longer. This is probably an
exception  rather  than  the  rule,  but  the  level  of  class
struggle in Sweden is so low that from my point of view it’s
extremely hard to imagine that all of a sudden organized labor
in Sweden would rise to the occasion and become an important
player in climate politics.

In Germany, which is where I have a little bit more concrete
experience of climate activism to an extent, the situation is
a little bit more complicated. On the one hand, with the
Fridays for Future movement in 2019, which was stronger and
larger in Germany than anywhere else, you had a moment in the
autumn of 2019 when you had a trade union component to these
strikes and the big public sector union called on its members
to  join.  On  the  other  hand,  you  have  a  very  negative
experience from the struggle around coal in Germany – which is
really a key struggle in the whole European field of climate
politics – where the big trade unions have resisted calls for
an immediate or even early phase-out of coal and have been



very retrograde in clinging to coal.

Out of this experience a position has emerged that has been
articulated by my dear friend and comrade Tadzio Müller, who
has been sort of a key organizer, strategist and thinker of
Ende Gelände. He now almost says that he considers the working
class in the global North to be more or less part of the enemy
– he thinks that the organized working class is so invested in
the existing economy that it will just defend coal and similar
things like it has in general. Then there is an opposite
position  which  is  very  forcefully  articulated  by  another
friend  in  common,  Matt  Huber,  in  his  recent  book  Climate
Change as Class War. Building Socialism on a Warming Planet:
he says that the only hope for climate politics is to activate
the forces of organized labor and that it’s only by turning
towards the working class – including by taking jobs in the
industry, something like the old industrial turn that we had
in the 80s – that we can make any progress on the climate
front. So the organized working class is the only conceivable
subject  of  a  climate  revolution.  So  these  are  like  polar
opposites and here I find myself advocating a kind of centrist
position between these two. I cannot accept the idea that the
working class is part of the enemy – not even coal workers –
but on the other hand I don’t really believe in the idea that
organized labor will be the prime mover of the climate front.
I think the prime mover of the climate struggle will be and is
a climate movement that isn’t defined around class. I think
there are three routes for someone to be interested in the
question  of  climate:  1)  having  some  kind  of  personal
experience of adverse weather which is becoming more and more
common; 2) having knowledge of the severity of the crisis
without having personally experienced it, which isn’t very
hard to get by and doesn’t require a PhD or any university
degree; 3) being animated by solidarity with people who suffer
from climate disasters around the world. I would think that
these are the three main routes into the commitment to climate
struggle and none of these routes necessarily pass through the



point of production. So it’s potentially a funnel that draws
people into the climate movement from various points along the
landscape of class society.

The movement that emerged in 2019 was largely defined not
along the lines of class or race or gender, but rather of age.
It was primarily a youth phenomenon – with Fridays for Future
in particular – and there is a logic to that because the
climate crisis has a very distinct temporal aspect: it’s young
people who will have to deal with this through the rest of
their lives while old people have perhaps benefited from the
fossil economy and won’t see as much of the damage. I think
this needs to be theorized and to an extent accepted and
understood that the age component of the climate struggle will
be significant in the coming mobilizations. I think that Matt
Huber and others who argue along similar lines as he does are
correct insofar as the climate movement needs an alliance with
the working class and with segments of organized labor to
amass sufficient strength to turn these things around. The
climate  movement  has  to  make  sure  that  its  politics  are
compatible with working class interests and can converge with
those interests. But that’s something else than putting all
eggs in the basket of an industrial turn or proletarianization
of the climate movement, which I think would be a strategic
dead-end. Now the promise of the Green New Deal and of all
these kinds of initiatives that we’ve seen in recent years –
which haven’t come to fruition unfortunately, but that doesn’t
mean  that  they’re  useless  or  doomed  –  that  the  climate
transition goes hand in hand with improving the standards of
living for workers and strengthening the bargaining power in
the political position of the working class is something that
needs to be pursued further.

When  it  comes  to  the  concrete  tactical  questions  about
relating to workers when you are having a blockade, again,
from the German experience I think it would be a massive
mistake – a workerist error if you like – to prioritize good



relations  with  the  coal  workers  over  having  an  effective
blockade  that  temporarily  damages  the  interests  of  these
workers  because  you  close  their  mines  for  a  few  days  or
something like that. There have been numerous initiatives to
try to establish contact and dialogue with coal workers in
Germany and it’s been very unsuccessful, particularly in the
east where the coal workers rather tend to move towards the
far  right  –  the  Alternative  für  Deutschland,  AfD  –  as  a
defense of their interests because the AfD wants to continue
with coal forever and doesn’t believe in the existence of the
climate crisis. Then again, we definitely shouldn’t give up on
the idea that the type of transition we want to see has to
ensure that workers in sectors that have to be dismantled
completely get equivalent or better jobs, preferably in the
places where they live so they don’t have to move. This should
be a key component of the transition. But eventually you can’t
expect workers in the fossil fuel industry itself to take the
initiative  for  closing  down  that  industry  –  it’s  a  basic
Marxist insight that their immediate day-to-day class interest
is of course to keep their jobs. So the initiative to close
that  industry  down  has  to  come  from  the  outside  and  the
blockade is a manifestation of this: we’re coming from the
outside and we want to shut this sector down because it’s
necessary.  But  you  don’t  want  to  make  these  workers  your
enemies and you don’t want to consider them the enemy – you
want to tell them that unfortunately they are employed in a
sector that has to be shut down but that we are demanding that
the transition ensures that they get equivalent or better jobs
where they live.

I really felt the mistake I made the other day – coming across
as too dismissive of the trade unions – when I was at this
workshop about eco-unionism, where I heard several cases –
some of them I knew about – of workers in factories actually
proposing  a  conversion  of  their  production.  We’ve  had  a
comrade in the Swedish section of the Fourth International
(FI) who has been doing absolutely heroic work in the metal



workers’ union in the auto industry for decades; he has been
trying to establish the idea that auto workers can save their
jobs by proposing a conversion of their plants to something
like electrical boxes or wind turbines or whatever it is that
could be used for the for the transition. Unfortunately, he
just hasn’t made any progress because he’s so isolated and the
trade union bureaucracy has such complete control. I have sort
of followed his efforts for two decades, and he’s banging his
head against the wall of trade union bureaucracy trying to get
somewhere  with  this  idea.  I’ve  sort  of  lost  faith  in  it
because it hasn’t produced any results; but in cases where it
does  produce  results,  I’m  obviously  extremely  excited  and
happy to be proven wrong. Nothing would make me happier than
the  spreading  of  these  kinds  of  examples  of  workers  in
factories having ideas about the transition.

A glimpse of hope from Belgium then. It’s not like the trade
unions are very green and climate friendly – well, they say
they  are  but  in  reality  they’re  not,  as  demonstrated  for
instance by their position in favor of the extension of the
airport in Liège to build a hub for Alibaba’s activities in
Europe – but still, in the 2019 Youth for Future movement, we
saw a new group called Workers for Climate that was created by
grassroots  and  left-wing  unionists.  What’s  more,  the  main
unions – including the bureaucracies – sent delegations to the
demonstrations, and the most progressive wings of the CSC
union, organizing for instance the retail workers but also the
aviation  branch,  officially  covered  the  workers  who  would
strike. It’s very symbolic, but still it was made public and
the workers received the information that they could go on
strike and be covered by the union.

This is a universe away from Sweden, it would never happen
there – but it’s great!

Another thing: in the Belgian public transport sector, there
is a real interest in the climate issue. This reminds of
the statement by Naomi Klein that railway workers on strike
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are actually struggling for climate. There may be some sectors
of the working class and some unions in some countries that
could more easily be reached regarding the climate issue.

My limited understanding of Belgium is that you still have a
fairly  significant  industrial  manufacturing  sector  and  a
working class that every now and then engages in some serious
battle for its interests. So you have some class struggle
happening in Belgium – we have nothing in Sweden, absolutely
nothing!  But  where  there  is  class  struggle  happening,  of
course  the  potential  exists  for  workers  themselves  taking
initiatives or for the climate movement drawing them in or for
convergence  or  productive  interaction,  and  this  should  be
taken  up.  It’s  exclusively  a  question  of  the  level  of
intensity of the class struggle. At the COP 26 for instance,
there  was  this  strike  happening  in  Glasgow  by  garbage
collectors, and Greta Thunberg approached them and expressed
her support for their strike, and they joined the big march.
That’s just one example of how these things can play out.
Sweden is perhaps an extreme case, but the problem is that
generally  I  think  that  the  intensity  of  working  class
struggles is very low compared to what it was in the 80s, 70s,
60s – not to mention of course the 1920s. If the climate issue
had exploded in the 1950s and 60s, it could have played out
completely differently. Now it has exploded in a moment of
doldrums where the working class is historically quite weak.

One last example of how at some point we could find another
potential, in Belgium at least: during the last general strike
before the pandemic, in February 2019, the airspace was shut
down and there were no flights at all for 24 hours. This shows
what  unions  are  still  able  to  do  and  how  they  could
potentially change things for real. On another note: now there
is a huge energy crisis which is also part of the reason why
there is a very high inflation in several countries, and this
is a major topic which is being discussed within the labor
movement  in  general  and  which  also  mobilizes  people  to



demonstrate. Could there be a point of convergence here, where
we can easily highlight the need to solve the energy crisis
for environmental reasons as well as for social reasons?

Absolutely. I guess that two demands should be efficient in
that  situation.  First,  roll  out  renewables  as  fast  as
possible, also because they’re now cheaper than fossil fuels
actually, so the cost of a unit of electricity is lower if it
comes from wind and solar than if it comes from any fossil
fuel in Europe. There should be massive public investments in
order to deploy renewables as fast as possible. Secondly, in
this situation of rising energy prices, it should be seen as
fundamentally perverse that private oil and gas companies are
swimming in these insane superprofits and you should be able
to whip up some kind of public anger about these.

Definitely. In France – but probably also elsewhere – there
has been a proposal from the parliamentary Left to implement a
special tax on these profits – and even a limited number of
Macron’s  MPs,  who  usually  act  as  loyal  soldiers  for  his
authoritarian neoliberalism, seem to be inclined to agree on
this idea. Now these are immediate demands, but you also put
forward transitional demands to be taken up by the climate
movement, i.e. demands that enter in direct contradiction with
the  ongoing  capital  accumulation.  What  are  some  of  these
demands?

One of them is the demand for not a single additional fossil
fuel installation or infrastructure. This can apply to an
airport, a highway or a gas terminal or oil pipeline among
other things. Another transitional demand – and obviously none
of  this  is  my  invention,  it’s  something  that  is  being
discussed more and more – is nationalizing the private energy
companies and taking over oil and gas and coal companies and
forcing  them  to  do  something  different,  to  stop  their
extraction of fossil fuels as fast as humanly possible and
perhaps instead roll out renewable energy or even engage in
carbon dioxide removal – that means taking down CO2 from the



atmosphere in one way or another. But these are only two
dimensions, they are not the only ones and again, it depends
on where you find yourself. In some countries, the oil and gas
and coal sectors are already nationalized – there, you would
have to formulate this differently.

You mentioned carbon dioxide removal (CDR), which is a great
opportunity to discuss geoengineering. You warn a lot about
solar geoengineering and Naomi Klein also does, and we can
fully understand why when we see the nightmare it could be
when we read or hear about that. Yet in the media in general
there is not much writing about that – then again, you say you
fear that it might come out all at once – and we seem to hear
much more about carbon dioxide removal. Why is that? What’s
your take on solar geoengineering? And what’s your take on
carbon dioxide removal – given the state of things now, is it
becoming unavoidable as a necessary yet insufficient part of
the solution, to be deployed next to massive reductions of
emissions?

This is a massive field which we can talk about for hours. I
have a research project on this topic with a Belgian colleague
from Lund university, who is also a friend and comrade, Wim
Carton. We have a research grant and this coming autumn we
will do research with a whole team of interns – made up of
students  from  my  Master’s  program  in  human  ecology  –  on
various aspects of carbon dioxide removal. We will write a
book with Verso in the spring, which would be about both
carbon  dioxide  removal  and  solar  geoengineering  and  whose
working title right now is Overshoot. Climate Politics When
It’s Too Late. I spent the past couple of months writing about
solar geoengineering and trying to understand it. This might
sound  bizarre  but  I’m  trying  to  use  psychoanalysis  to
understand solar geoengineering because it has the component
of  repressing  a  problem  as  in  the  Freudian  model  of
repression, where you push something out of the conscious so
that it appears not to exist, but under the surface it’s



bubbling and sooner or later it explodes.

CDR and solar geoengineering need to be distinguished as they
work in different ways. You’re absolutely right that solar
geoengineering isn’t much talked about. Some vulgar Marxists
have sort of anticipated that big fossil fuel companies would
promote  solar  geoengineering  as  a  way  continuing  with
business-as-usual. That has not happened: neither ExxonMobil
nor any other big fossil company say anything about solar
geoengineering, nor is there any government that’s advocating
it and there’s no far right party advocating it – although
during the Trump era there was this expectation that he would
soon flip over into advocating solar geoengineering, none of
that has happened. On the contrary, carbon dioxide removal,
which works very differently, is something that all the big
oil and gas companies say that they are planning on doing as
part of their net zero propaganda, and you can see far right
parties – someone here on this camp mentioned Berlusconi the
other day – advocating in favor of planting trees and things
like that, and there are also a lot of startups and capitalist
companies  who  see  carbon  dioxide  removal  –  perhaps
particularly direct air capture – as a new line of business
where you can produce commodities and make profit from them.
So you have this sort of the burgeoning field of business
opportunities  in  CDR  that  doesn’t  exist  in  solar
geoengineering  because  that  doesn’t  produce  any  new
commodities  that  you  can  sell.

There are many differences between them but another one is
that CDR, just as you suggested, is going to be necessary
because the concentration of CO2 in the atmosphere is already
too high. We need to get CO2 down from the atmosphere, back
under the ground, locked into subsurface storage – where it
was originally before it was taken out in the form of fossil
fuels and set on fire. The only way to do that on a massive
scale seems to be to use some kind of advanced technology –
planting trees is not going to be enough because you can’t



return carbon to the passive part of the carbon cycle, under
the ground, just by planting trees. Planting trees affects the
active carbon cycle, but to get it back sequestered under the
ground, where it’s locked out geologically from the active
carbon  cycle,  you  need  something  else.  A  technology  like
direct air capture has promise in this respect because it can
actually capture CO2 and mineralize it, so you turn it into
stone under the ground.

There  are  now  plants  on  Iceland  doing  that  and  it’s
essentially a proven technology, but the problem there in our
analysis – Wim and I wrote an article about this in Historical
Materialism – is that this technology is being captured by
private  interests  who  don’t  see  any  profits  potential  in
taking the carbon and burying it underground, because that
means that you essentially put a resource out of the business
cycle. What they can do instead to make profit is to capture
the CO2 and turn it into a product such as synthetic jet fuel
or they can use it in fertilizers or capture CO2 and sell it
as fizz to Coca-Cola – this is what Climeworks, one of the big
direct air capture companies, does. When you use it as a
commodity,  then  you  can  make  a  profit,  but  that’s  just
recycling the carbon because it doesn’t actually put it under
the ground. So if you want to put it under the ground you need
to sort of liberate this technology from the compulsion to
make profit – that’s our view.

Solar geoengineering on the other hand is a very different
story because it comes with so many dangers of messing with
the climate system. The biggest risk, of course, is what is
known  as  the  termination  shock:  if  you  do  solar
geoengineering, you have this sunscreen but you continue to
build up CO2 in the atmosphere; what happens is that all of
this CO2 in the atmosphere is just waiting to exercise its
radiative forcing – its impact on the climate; – so if the
sunscreen is taken down for some reason, boom, all of a sudden
this accumulated CO2 creates an enormous rise in temperatures.



(Picture boiling water on which you put a lid and it continues
to boil, it burns hotter and hotter, and then you take away
the lid and the whole boiling water comes out of the pot.)
That could lead to the most unimaginably disastrous spike in
temperatures and there are all sorts of other dangers with
geoengineering.  Therefore,  solar  geoengineering  isn’t
something that people on the left should advocate for, and
here I part company with someone like Kim Stanley Robinson for
instance. He’s a novelist who wrote a great novel called The
Ministry for the Future, probably the best climate fiction so
far, but he advocates in favor of solar geoengineering – which
forms a big part of that book – from sort of a left-wing
perspective. A colleague of mine, Holly Jean Buck, does the
same  thing  in  the  US:  she’s  written  about  solar
geoengineering, and she says that this is something that the
left should look upon as a potentially useful technology.

I don’t think it is useful, I don’t think we should ever
advocate it, but we should prepare for it because it’s so
likely that it will start; the likeliness does not come from
any aggressive sponsorship, so far like we said it’s almost
never talked about, but there is a logic to it which is that
there is only one known technology that has a potential to
immediately  reduce  temperatures  on  earth.  Carbon  dioxide
removal would have effect over decades, and likewise, if we
were  to  stop  emissions  now  you  wouldn’t  see  a  drop  in
temperatures – you would see the temperatures rising more
slowly  and  then  perhaps  flattening  out.  If  you  are  in  a
situation where you feel we are in a total emergency and we
have to do something and reduce temperatures, the only thing
you can do to accomplish that is to shoot sulfate clouds into
the atmosphere. It’s the only known technological option for
doing  this.  With  every  summer,  with  every  new  season  of
disasters, my feeling is OK, when will the order be given to
implement geoengineering? When will things break, when will
the system snap and when will there be a sudden real sense of
emergency that – as in during the pandemic – we have to do



something and when will there be this moment where governments
start looking around: “what can we do? The American West is on
fire”, or becoming a desert, or the entire Europe is burning
or whatever? And then there is only one thing you can do.

If we are in such a moment and the planes take off, I’m not
saying  we  should  for  instance  shoot  down  those  planes  or
sabotage them or something like that. But we should think
about what a left strategy in such a moment would be because
it looks increasingly likely for strictly logical structural
reasons. There are more and more signs that part of the sort
of  bourgeois  intelligentsia  is  moving  towards  this.  For
instance, there is a think tank called the Paris Peace Forum
which  aspires  to  be  like  the  World  Economic  Forum  in
geopolitics – they have put together a commission on overshoot
which is chaired by Pascal Lamy who was previously chairing
the WTO, and he said a few months back that we need to look
into geoengineering, that there is no other way… You know this
guy?

Yes, he is or used to be a neoliberal member of the Social-
Democrats in France, he was EU commissioner for trade and then
he went to the WTO…

Right. Another sign is that about a year ago the US National
Academy  of  Sciences  put  out  a  long  report  advocating  a
national research program into geoengineering, and I think
that  it’s  far  more  likely  that  Biden  and  the  Democrats
initiate moves towards this than Trump and the Republicans. So
this is something to closely monitor and prepare for.

This leads us to the question about the state. Many people and
many leftists say that the climate and more generally the
ecological disaster is a reason why we need to take up the
question of the state and not only focus on something like
local alternative societies, because it’s so global and so bad
and it will require so many investments and decisions and so
on, that you need to find something as a state to act. But



then of course there is the question of what kind of state we
are thinking of. You talk about it a bit in in your book on
the  pandemic  –  it  would  be  interesting  to  explore  that
question.

Fundamentally, I think that the observation is correct that
this crisis, however it’s dealt with, is going to be dealt
with by the state. Solar geoengineering would be an incredibly
extreme intervention into the whole planetary system and it
would be carried out by some states. Carbon dioxide removal on
a large scale obviously requires massive involvement from the
state. Emissions reductions also require the state because the
reductions will have to be so big and quick and comprehensive
that no other agent than the state can conceivably do it. Here
we should point out that all scientists who advocate carbon
dioxide  removal  and/or  solar  geoengineering  are  perfectly
clear that none of this will work without massive emissions
reductions. Those who advocate solar geoengineering nowadays
never say that we can do this instead of emissions reductions,
they say that we have to do both at the same time; the
question is “is it really likely that both happen at the same
time?” They think so, I think that’s an optimistic illusion.
What I mean here is that there is no serious way out of the
climate crisis without massive emissions reductions, and they
have to be extraordinarily fast and deep and radical.

Now  in  whichever  path  states  follow,  I  think  states  will
undergo changes into their character. If you have a state that
is implementing solar geoengineering, that state will become
extremely powerful because it will rule the climate of the
planet,  so  you  would  have  all  sorts  of  dangers  of
authoritarianism  and  extremely  centralized  control  over
climatic conditions in other parts of the world. There are all
sorts of scenarios: solar geoengineering might cause monsoon
failure in India or some other very bad side effect somewhere
in the global South. But the state that does geoengineering –
it could be the US for instance – will probably continue



regardless and thereby exercise incredibly centralized power
over humanity.

Now a state that undertakes massive emissions reductions could
also change character. it might be authoritarian because it
needs very forceful steering of the economy and of society if
you’re going to have these rapid emissions reductions. But
there could also of course be a deepening of the democratic
substance  of  that  state:  for  instance  if  you  nationalize
private  fossil  fuel  companies,  what  you  do  is  that  you
essentially  extend  the  democracy  to  the  sphere  of  energy
production. In other words, you put it under public control
and take one sector of the economy into the hands of the
democratic polity, which in a way pushes against the limits of
bourgeois democracy which says that democracy is this strictly
political sphere and that the economy is a sphere that runs
itself and should not be intruded. If you take over the energy
sector and put it inside the political sphere then you sort of
extend  democracy  into  the  economy.  I  think  that  a  real
transition requires this kind of deepening of democracy and
that it can take on potentially something like a rupture, a
revolutionary change in the sense that if you are ever going
to  accomplish  this  you  probably  have  to  defeat  a  very
important part of the class enemy because it’s not like Total
or BP or Shell will voluntarily give up and say “OK, take our
companies and we will never again have any profits and we’re
just going out of business and dying voluntarily”. That’s not
how  it  works  usually  in  history.  So  if  we  are  going  to
accomplish that, we need to become stronger than them which is
a very tall order because they are so much stronger than us
right now. So we need to become stronger than them and if we
were to defeat them, then that doesn’t necessarily mean total
social revolution but it’s a change in property relations that
could perhaps set in motion a process that goes beyond the
current order of things.

Apart from the question of the state and of local initiatives,



there is the question of the role of the individual. There is
an important, frequent narrative put forward by corporations
and governments that it’s essentially the responsibility of
the individuals to solve the ecological disaster, but there is
also sometimes pressure in the activist circles to live and
act  differently  and  maybe  sometimes  even  to  solve  this
question by individual or small changes on the scale of the
individual or the community. What is your impression about
this?

It is a question that always pops up and that we struggle with
all the time. Generally, I think it’s important to point out
that individual lifestyle changes will never be the solution
and  that  what  you  can  do  as  an  individual  has  extremely
limited effect. Buying into this whole narrative that I as a
consumer  can  change  things  by  shopping  differently  is  to
capitulate to a bourgeois narrative about society that is
fundamentally  false.  First  of  all,  you  as  a  consumer  can
affect extremely limited change on your own. And you acting as
a consumer is fundamentally unequal in the sense that it’s the
richest consumer that has the most influence: you don’t want
to  base  your  politics  on  your  affluence.  A  working-class
consumer might have no capacity – or no time – to buy the more
expensive,  more  ecologically  sustainable  alternative.  Bill
McKibben  was  at  my  university  once  and  he  was  asked  the
question “what’s the most important thing I can do as an
individual?” and he said “stop being an individual, join with
others and do things together, that’s the only way to change
things”, and that’s correct.

On the other hand, the idea that what you do as an individual
doesn’t matter at all is the opposite mistake. This isn’t
about  impact  but  it’s  about  credibility:  if  we  advocate
ecological war communism or a total transformation of society,
it would be hypocritical of me or anyone arguing along these
lines to make no changes in their own lifestyles and just go
on flight binges or eat endless amounts of meat for instance.



Saying that it doesn’t matter what I do as an individual so I
can do anything but I’m all for a total change of society is
not a way to make yourself credible. You need to practice what
you preach just at least a little bit.

Now there is this saying by Adorno which you might have heard:
“there is no good life in a bad one”, which is sometimes
translated as “there is no right life in a wrong one”. To me,
this means that if you’re stuck inside in a system that is
fundamentally  rotten  it’s  extremely  difficult  for  you  to
purify or purge yourself and live in a completely sustainable
fashion. That’s virtually impossible, unless you go out and
live on your own as a hunter-gatherer in the forest to escape
from the dirt of capitalist industrial civilization. We cannot
strive for complete purity, it’s impossible because you want
to be part of society and you want to affect change in that
society – you don’t want to stand isolated outside of it. And
as long as you’re inside of it, which again is a prerequisite
for changing it, then you have to make concessions to the
society in which you live. This has always been the situation
with our struggles: the workers have a relation of dependence
to their employers and receive wages from their employers;
they fight against their employers but they’re still in a
relation of dependence and can’t just escape that dependence.
In the same way, we are locked into a system that makes us
consumers of fossil fuels and we can’t just parachute out of
it completely.

This means for each and one of us that we need to negotiate
this in our own lives and make decisions balancing what’s the
right thing to do. And here the thing that most often comes up
is flying because that’s the worst thing you can do as a
private consumer in terms of emissions, and it’s also an act
that is hard to resist sometimes because for instance if you
want to go to North America for some reason – there might be a
political reason for you to go there – then there is no other
option than flying. Last December I needed to go to Egypt



because that’s a country I have connections to. And for the
first time in human history you can’t get on a boat on the
northern Mediterranean and cross to the southern Mediterranean
– there are no boats to Egypt! That’s bizarre because that’s
how people have traveled for millennia for instance between
Egypt and Italy – but it’s not there any longer because an
entire capitalist society has enforced aviation is the only
mode of transportation that is available. What do I do then?
Do I sit home and say I can’t go to Egypt because there are
only flights? No, that’s not what I did, I took a flight to go
there. On the contrary, when I discussed about how I were to
come here to this camp [in central France], I was first told
that speakers are asked to take the cheapest transportation to
the camp, which in my case would have meant flying here but
that wouldn’t have felt right – I try to avoid flying within
Europe. And then I was alerted to the bus of the Danish
delegation leaving from Copenhagen, so of course I took the
Danish bus because that’s a much better thing to do. But I
think that there is no general rule for how to deal with these
things in individual lives other than try to avoid excessive
emissions and try to avoid emissions-intensive choices when
possible.  Of  course  you  have  to  weigh  this  against  other
factors – the political projects you’re involved in or family
affiliations and so on. In any case, we need to abandon first
the idea that my individual actions are what’s going to change
society and secondly the idea that you can become pure and
free of sin and guilt in this society.

In your interview with Stathis Kouvélakis for Hors-Série, you
added another argument about how consumers don’t have control
about how things are produced, about the global chains of
production and so on, and that’s another important issue for
us as Marxists.

Yes, for instance the steel sector which is crucial when it
comes to emissions – there is no way that a consumer of final
products really can make an impact on choices in the steel
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sector because steel is an input into other commodities, and
as a consumer when you buy a car or whatever it is you don’t
get into contact with the steel industry directly, you cannot
boycott it.

One word on Sweden where you come from. What’s the state of
the climate or ecological movement besides Greta Thunberg and
what are the challenges for the Left in the country?

Well, Greta is an anomaly because the climate movement in
Sweden is extremely weak. Sweden is generally a graveyard for
social movements and Greta became famous in Sweden because she
first became famous in Europe. She was kind of discovered by
the Swedish media all of a sudden – “so there’s this Swedish
girl who’s becoming very famous in Europe so we need to cover
her here as well”. But Fridays for Future as a movement was
always  weaker  in  Sweden  than  in  Denmark,  not  to  mention
Germany or even Belgium. We never reached the stage where you
were – at some point in late 2019 there were a couple of
fairly big demonstrations in Stockholm but still far from the
influence and the magnitude seen in other countries. There are
initiatives here and there. At the time this interview is
published there will have been a small scale Ende Gelände type
of thing in late August against a cement company on Gotland,
an island to the east of Sweden. There was a massive flop in
early June: an attempt by activists in Stockholm – I was part
of it in the beginning – to establish a campaign called “Pull
the Plug” during a summit which took place in early June and
didn’t receive any media attention. The summit was called
“Stockholm+50” because in 1972 there was an important UNEP
summit there that was sort of a milestone in the development
of international environmental politics – so the idea was that
50 years later, the Swedish government and UN would have a 50
year anniversary summit. We wanted to make actions at the same
time, but the only thing that eventually happened was a march
between various apartments where CEOs of oil and gas companies
and banks in Sweden were living. We were going their outside



of their apartments, burning some Bengal fires, chanting and
so on – a great idea, but there were only 100 people. 100
people after half a year of attempts at mobilizing: a complete
failure. Embarrassing even.

And then there is the question of the Left. There is the Left
Party, which is the former Communist Party, and our FI section
dissolved itself as a party – we used to be the Socialist
Party and now we are called Socialist Politics – largely to be
able to work inside the Left Party. Now the Left Party has a
new chairwoman since a couple of years, Mehrnoosh Dadgostar,
who goes by the name Nooshi. She has abandoned the climate
politics of her predecessor Jonas Sjöstedt. He was an auto
worker who used to work at the Volvo plant in Umeå in northern
Sweden and was very close to some of our FI comrades because
the largest metal workers union in northern Sweden is led by
members of the Swedish section. He sort of started the process
of inviting us into the Left Party in the years when Podemos
and Syriza were interesting left-wing forces. He wanted to
open up the Left Party and make it more that kind of party and
suggested that we work together. He had a personal commitment
to climate politics and he made it a profile issue of the Left
Party. But Nooshi’s strategic project is to win over working
class voters from the Sweden Democrats – the far right – back
to the Left Party. Now I’m simplifying a bit but she kind of
has the idea that the working class is essentially the white
working class in old industrial or postindustrial towns in
rural areas, and that in order to win back these voters from
the Sweden Democrats we have to tone down our climate politics
and our anti-racism. Our current – Socialist Politics – and
quite  a  few  others  within  the  Left  Party  are  of  course
dissatisfied with this turn – this is a controversial line
that she has taken. She’s styling herself as an old-fashioned
Social  Democrat,  very  pro-industry  –  she  likes  to  go  to
construction sites and put a helmet on and take photographs of
herself posing as a worker, this kind of workerist attitude…



This sounds similar to the short-lived experience of Sahra
Wagenknecht’s Aufstehen in Germany.

Yes, it is that sort of thing. You have this tension all the
time: should we be against “identity politics” and just go for
hardcore  class  issues  or  should  we  have  a  broader
understanding  of  class  and  the  revolutionary  subject.  And
unfortunately she has a very clear tendency towards the former
position in this debate.

One  last  word  about  Code  Rouge,  the  action  we’ve  already
mentioned  at  the  beginning  of  the  interview.  As  Gauche
Anticapitaliste, we are members of a quite large coalition –
with organizations such as Greenpeace for instance – which is
planning an important action of civil disobedience in the
beginning  of  October.  The  goal  is  to  block  a  big
infrastructure  from  Total…

Oh, wonderful!

We agree with you! (Total bought the main Belgian oil company
Petrofina 20 years ago by the way.) We aim at mobilizing more
than 1,000 activists for this action. It’s really ambitious –
we would like to accomplish something like Ende Gelände, which
is very inspiring. We are working hard to make it a success…

Do you have dates for this action already? Where will it be?
Is there a website?

Yes, it will take place during the weekend of 8-9 October.
There is a website which is https://code-rouge.be/ (in French
and Dutch). The place has not been disclosed yet – we’ll
disclose it at the last moment to have more chances of success
in this confrontational action.

Of course, it makes sense. Perfect! Unfortunately I can’t make
it on these dates, but if I could I would definitely join!

July 2022

https://code-rouge.be/


Originally published on International Viewpoint, 12 September
2022 https://internationalviewpoint.org/spip.php?article7810

Solidarity with Ukrainian and
Russian resistance to the war
–  Statement  of  37th  Fourth
International youth camp
Having met this week with Ukrainian and Russian socialists
committed to the defeat of the Russian invasion of Ukraine,
we, activists gathered at the 37th international revolutionary
youth camp in solidarity with the Fourth international in
Vieure (France) from the 23rd until the 29th of July 2022,
declare our opposition to Russia’s imperialist war in Ukraine.

The full-scale Russian invasion of Ukraine since the 24th of
February 2022 marks a clear escalation of the war which had
been going on since 2014 in the country. It is aimed at
satisfying  Great  Russian  expansionism;  it  has  resulted  in
numerous  war  crimes  and  crimes  against  humanity;  tens  of
thousands of Ukrainians have already been killed, 15 million
have been forced to flee their homes and many of them had to
seek refuge abroad. The immediate withdrawal of Russian troops
is necessary to stop the sufferings and ensure the democratic
self-determination of the people in Ukraine.

We express our solidarity with the Ukrainian people who are
the victims of this unjustified assault and support their
resistance against the invading and occupying power. We also
stand in solidarity with opposition to the war as expressed by
Russian activists, many of them having had to flee abroad to

https://internationalviewpoint.org/spip.php?article7810
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https://fourth.international/en


escape  the  authoritarianism  of  Putin’s  regime.  We  remind
Europe that this regime is hailed by many far-right movements
which have been on the rise throughout the continent.

We warn against any direct inter-imperialist war between NATO
and Russia, all the while striving for the defeat of the
Russian invasion. A nuclear conflict would be a disaster the
world has only had horrifying glimpses of before.

We call for the cancellation of all Ukrainian foreign debt
held by Western powers as well as international financial
institutions such as the IMF and the World Bank. This debt has
only  helped  develop  a  neoliberal  regime  of  capitalist
accumulation  in  Ukraine  at  the  expense  of  the  Ukrainian
working class. Freeing these funds would help Ukraine resist
the  Russian  assault  and  rebuild  the  country  without  the
interference of Western neoliberal markets.

So  far,  the  sanctions  have  targeted  a  limited  number  of
members  of  the  Russian  ruling  class;  they  clearly  are
ineffective  in  stopping  the  war.

Furthermore,  Western  companies  continue  to  trade  military
components  with  Russia.  We  support  the  expropriation  of
Russian  millionaires’  assets  in  foreign  banks  and  their
redistribution to rebuild Ukraine and support the victims of
the war. This requires an international public register of
wealth; such a register would also be a necessary first step
to impose any meaningful tax on the capitalists of our own
countries to make them pay for the economic and social crisis
which the war in Ukraine has aggravated while allowing for
even more delirious profits for capitalists such as in the
spheres of energy and arms sales.

We  thank  our  Ukrainian  comrades  from  Sotsіalniy  Rukh  for
dedicating  time  to  come  to  this  camp  and  share  their
experiences; we will stay in solidarity with them and with our
Russian comrades to contribute to the defeat of the Russian

https://rev.org.ua/english/


invasion in any way we can and help rebuild an independent and
democratic  Ukraine.  We  hope  our  exchanges  and  discussions
during and after this camp can help inspire a world free of
military blocks and all neo-colonial relations.

29 July 2022

Building  revolutionary
tenderness: Chronicles of the
37th Revolutionary Youth Camp
in France
Between July 23 and 29, around 200 young people gathered to
celebrate the 37th edition of the Revolutionary Youth Camp
organised  by  the  Fourth  International  in  Vieure
(France). After almost three years since the last camp, the
hope,  motivation  and  emotion  of  returning  to  share  self-
managed spaces of camaraderie, support and mutual learning
were enormous. And it certainly did not disappoint. 

One of the greatest difficulties we have when it comes to
explaining and developing our political project for society is
to bring our theoretical proposals to praxis with maximum
consequences. They accuse us of being utopian or idealistic
and perhaps we are, but we need oases in which to show how a
fair,  democratic,  supportive,  open  and  empathetic  society
where the division of tasks, interpersonal relationships and
collective interests prevail over the principles of exclusion,
competitiveness  and  individualism  prevailing  in  capitalist
societies.
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https://www.ecosocialist.scot/?p=1368
https://www.ecosocialist.scot/?p=1368
https://www.ecosocialist.scot/?p=1368


That  is  what  the  revolutionary  youth  camps  are  about:  of
understanding  the  revolutionary  organisation  as  part  of  a
joint  learning  process  of  our  own  struggles,  but  also  of
sharing experiences of struggle and resistance with comrades
from the global north and south who allow us to walk towards
an  ecosocialist,  feminist,  queer,  anti-racist  and  anti-
capitalist horizon.

Thus the program, which is usually divided into thematic days,
tried to offer a broad look at the main issues that affect the
crisis of neoliberal capitalism and that help us build poles
of radicalisation in youth.  It placed special emphasis on the
need to bet on ecosocialism as our lives depend on it; to
stand firm in the anti-imperialist struggle and against the
radicalisation  of  authoritarian  neoliberalism;  to  vindicate
the importance of LGBTQI+ struggles not only on a cultural
level, but also in the materialist intersection of advancing 
collective rights and freedoms; to delve into the advances
that feminism has made and discuss how to go on the offensive
against reactionary discourses.  Finally, the importance and
necessity  of  having  organic  structures  that  allow  us  to
organise rage internationally was also addressed, enabling us
to weave common strategies against a system that devours,
crushes and marginalises us.

All of this was developed through plenary activities that
addressed how to be revolutionary in a world in flames, how
feminist and LGBTQI+ struggles are a threat to capitalism, the
characterisation  of  authoritarian  neoliberalism  and  its
attacks  against  international  solidarity  networks,  how  to
decolonise society, the role of youth in the class struggle
and  the  importance  of  organising  ourselves  to  crush
capitalism. On the other hand,  educational  activities also
took the form of workshops in which participants elaborated
specific  problems  or  shared  experiences  of  international
struggle. Among them, we can highlight the need to bring to
the debate aspects such as new forms of relationships and



radical  ways  of  loving,  the  importance  of  talking  about
capitalism and mental health, the new struggles in which youth
play a central role, as is the case with housing and the fight
against speculation or the Marxist theory of the state.

At the same time, spaces for women, LGBTQI+ and people of
colour were created which, in addition to being safe places
for those who are part of the group, also allowed us to go
deeper  into  the  discussions  and  horizons  towards  which
feminist, queer and anti-racist struggles are directed.

In short, the camps are an opportunity for political training,
but  they  are  also  the  best  option  for  weaving  personal
networks of friendship, sisterhood and camaraderie, which are
essential to the societies we aspire to build. In other words,
to harden ourselves without losing our tenderness, because
tenderness is revolutionary and knows no borders.  Therefore,
I would like to thank all the compañeras for making the camps
a space that truly becomes a reference point when imagining
alternative futures. In difficult times for social movements
and the radical left, enjoying places where utopia becomes a
reality is a pill that enables us to recharge our batteries,
to  focus  on  youth  building  along  a  new  political  path.
Paraphrasing Durruti, “ruins don’t scare us because we carry a
new world in our hearts. And that world is growing right now.”
For this reason, understanding the revolutionary organisation
as part of a joint learning process of our own struggles, and
sharing experiences of struggle and resistance with comrades
from the global North and South, is a ground-breaking and
transformative exercise that inspires us to stand firm until
victory. Long live the Revolutionary Youth Camps. Long live
the Fourth International.

1 August 2022

Diego Fernández Gómez is a militant of Anticapitalistas in the
Spanish state
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Article published in Poder Popular. Translated by David Fagan
for  fourth.interrnational  and  published  at:
https://fourth.international/en/2022-france/456

Rising Clyde 6: latest issue
of Scottish Climate Show on
“Climate Camp Scotland”
The latest issue of Rising Clyde, the Scottish Climate Show
hosted by Iain Bruce, is now available on YouTube via the
Independence Live video service.

In this episode Iain interviews Iain talks to Quan, Gillian
and Scott, activists taking part in Climate Camp Scotland, one
of the most important climate movement events of the year,
live from the camp near Aberdeen in August.

Watch the programme here:

A full report of the Five Days of Action can be found here:
https://www.climatecampscotland.com/post/five-days-of-action-a
t-climate-camp-aberdeen
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Previous Issues
Previous Rising Clyde shows on Independence Live can be found
here:

(1035) SHOW: Rising Clyde – YouTube

https://www.youtube.com/playlist?list=PLxc3IWpJ3vJZLQg9hFjnGWvvfSHdIrnxG

