Meaning, Subjects and Spaces of the Transformation

Subject of the second element of our project on the strategic perspectives of the Radical Left
 will be the idea of transformation, i.e. the linkage between every day’s pragmatic politics and the long term goals of the Left. To deal with this kind of questions requires a theoretical effort. Since we still lack positive experiences with transformative processes, at least in Europe the debate has to be somehow experimental. Moreover it implies the question if the Radical Left still regards theory as necessary for political strategy and how political thinking has changed in consequence of the collapse of so called “real socialism”.

The short questionnaire below may serve as a flexible guideline for the preparation of the reports on your country. Moreover we invite everybody to give also his or her personal opinion on the questions raised in it.

1.) On the concept of transformation: “How do you define transformation”?

a) Does the Radical Left of your country still aim at superseding capitalism? 
There is no chance for us to formulate terms aiming at superseding capitalism in party programmes. Therefore the concrete programmes of the left are mainly reformists today in Hungary. What are the reasons for it?
1. A direct superseding of capitalist system is forbidden by constitution. Therefore only the reformist way is accepted in law.

2. The common talk and common way of thinking are exclusively influenced by bourgeois think tanks, media gurus and politicians. “The superseding of capitalism” as a programme point and term would appear as an attack against the “Freedom” in capital letters for liberals and so-called socialists, as an attack against the “Nation” for the populist rightists, and as a jewish-bolshevist attack against the true Hungarians for fascists (the successors of Arrow-Cross men, Hungarian Nazis) The population is unsatisfied with the last 20 years, and mainly feels nostalgia after socialist era, but the bourgeois brainwashing was absolutely effective, the capitalism usually seems for them to be non-appealable  (and unconquerable), so they want reforms but don’t want socialism.
3. The former pseudo-socialist government (described as “communist” by the rightist hawks, ranting anti-communists) and the rightist falsification of the history and of the situation in present-day Hungary caused the idea of socialism right down.

How is this expressed in both theoretical texts, programs etc. and in its political practices?
1. Workers' Party of Hungary 2006 prefers a workers-defending policy, but in the long run wants to supersede the capitalism. Now it’s not an actual project for the party.
2. Hungarian Workers’ Communist Party: its aim to nationalize the capital, they want socialism in speech without concrete plans. Their plans are tinged by the fact that they prefer Hungarian capital to international capital. It seems to be a very confused point of view.

3. Green Left: It’s on the platform on eco-socialism, but it’s actual policy similar to our party.
4. Hungarian United Left: Similarly to our party wants to supersede the capitalism in long term, but according to them the preconditions are missing. They follow a radical socialist, but not revolutionary school of thought.
b) In which way the idea of superseding capitalism is relevant for the identity and the cohesion of the organisation?
See the previous points.
c) Which terms are used to designate the latter, e.g. “anti-capitalism”, “socialism”, “communism”, “emancipation” etc.? Do different parts and currents agree in this respect or do they differ?

There is a complete conceptual chaos today in Hungary. Communists and Marxists are denunciated by the rightist hawks and fascists, partly by the liberals. It makes heavier to use these terms. In spite of these difficulties some terms are focal points for the leftist organizations.

Socialism in the past and in the future was and will be a common idea for the leftist movements in Hungary. Moreover Workers' Party of Hungary 2006 and Hungarian Communist Workers’ Party identify themselves as communists.

Anti-capitalism is not a commonly used term for these parties, but fundamentally they are anti-capitalists, of course. The state of term “emancipation” is similar to this case.
d) Which term is used in your country to designate the identity of political groups left of the SD (e.g. “Radical Left”, “Socialist Left”, “Consequent Left”, “Transformative Left”, “Left of the Left”) and which are the specific options linked to the use of a respective term?
1. According to the rightist-oriented common talk: Every movement left of the conservatives are communists, thus also Socialist Party.

2. The leftist parties identify themselves as system-critical left. The other terms are not general.

e) By which means does the Radical Left of your country try to achieve a profound social change (reform/revolution, property regime, cultural hegemony/state power)? Is the term “transformation” used in the discourses, documents and programs? 

Unfortunately “To profound social change” seems to be a distant, irrelevant slogan in Hungary today. In our situation we have to defend ourselves from rightists, whose intention is to forbid communist criticism in law. But there are some common activities to improve our positions:

1. We maintain some internal sites, we are active on community portals, publish some magazines and journals.

2. We strive after finding new allies. The left wing of Socialist Party and some other alternative groups (greens, feminists) are approaching toward us. We founded a new party with Green Democrats as Green Left Party. It seems to be more attractive to the youth.

3. We are active in social movements, but sometimes it seems to be that there are more organizations than members.
4. We struggle against evictions of tenants and indebted flat-owners. Last week some of activists were arrested for this reason.

f) Is violence denounced or accepted as a possible tool of transformative processes?

Violence would be a complete suicide. Police and rightists would avenge it. It apparently would verify their historical falsifications and lies. It’s absolutely not our way.
2.) Agency of transformation

a) Is the questions of both social agents of transformation (working class, precarious workers, unemployed, women, youth) and political actors (trade unions, social movements, political parties) disputed within the Radical Left of your country? 

The original Marxist transformation theory based on working class is faded, but there is an uncertainty about extended term of working class. The opinions spread from orthodox views (e.g. Karl Marx Society) to neo-Marxist views (where the enumerated actors appear).
The real political actors are also disputed in Hungary. Hungarian United Left refuses politics via parties, the others don’t. All the parties and bigger organizations believe in the importance of trade unions, but they mainly feel uncomfortable the cooperation with us.
b) What is the actual power of traditional and new social movements in your country? Do they have a transformative vision?

It’s a very unpleasant question. We had very bad results on the last election. The main reason for it is our unpopularity, but the democratic deficit of Hungarian election system is also an important factor. (recommending coupon, entering threshold, surplus votes) We have to mention the common intimidation and blackening media campaigns that were really threatening for the potential candidates.
In this election the Hungarian left suffered a shocking defeat. Even the moderate Socialist Party received only 20 percent (in 2006 its proportion of votes was still 43 percent), the other parties could stand candidates hardly.
Our best result (Green Left and WPH2006) was in Hódmezővásárhely constituency, our comrade obtained 3.5%. 

But the rightists and fascist forged ahead massively.

c) Which new social movements emerged during the last decade in your country? Does the Radical Left regard them as an actual or potential antagonistic force?  Have these movements influenced the ideology, policy, practice and culture of the political Left?

A dozen of minor social movements emerged in last decade in Hungary, without measurable support. The whole movement is ideologically divided.

Only some groups seem to be capable of living initiatives.

The most important is Hungarian United Left that rallies round itself dozen groups from the orthodox and anti-revisionist Marxist Karl Marx Society to feminists and ATTAC Hungary. 
On the party policy level the Green Left and WPH2006 are influenced by the new social movements, but the HWCP absolutely refuses and ignores them.
d) Does the new generation of activists somehow refer to the history of the Labour, Communist and Left movement?

The falsification of history and brain-washing education has done its “best”. The youth refuse the socialist past, mainly have only phantasmagoria about the labour movement. The seniors feel nostalgia for the socialist past, but mainly are passive politically or vote for the Socialist Party.
e) Do Feminism and Ecology play a particular role?

Green Left, WPH2006 and HUL declared themselves as feminists and ecologist, but it’s also important for the HCWP.
f) Provided that the Radical Left regards a pluralist alliance of different forces as a requirement for the initiation of a transformative process what would be the sufficient conditions to constitute a new transformative blocks?

There is an enormous debate about it in Hungary.

Green Left and WPH2006 strives after a pluralist alliance. Frankly speaking with a very moderate success…

HUL is pluralist alliance, but it refuses the party policy.
The leader of HCWP often repeated earlier: “We are strong alone” But in last election they obtained only 0.11% (hundredth!) which is a 97% decline compared to 1998 (they obtained 4% then)
3.) Spaces 

a) What is according to the Radical Left the role of the national state in the transformative processes? 

Because of our traditions all the radical left parties follow an étatist view today, but Marxist thesis about the “slow decease of state” appears in the long run concepts.

HUL considers the strengthening of collective structures (e.g. co-operatives) essential elements too.
b) Some political forces suggest that Europe is the minimum space for a transformative effort. Does the Radical Left in your country agree with this claim?
We all are not very fond of EU, similarly to the Hungarian people. EU seems for us to be a bourgeois organization.
But we must emphasis that juridical system of EU means a “defending umbrella” against the rightists hawks. E.g. European Human Rights Court agreed with our party leader, Attila Vajnai and nullified a Hungarian judgement that would punish him for wearing a red star.

c) Following the present crisis, what is the view of the Radical Left in your country regarding the desirable future of the EU? (can or should it be transformed, be dissolved, other)? 

GL, HWP2006 and HUL want to have reorganized it to a more social organization.
HCWP is adherent of withdrawal from EU.

� The notion „Radical Left“ is used in this context in a mere empirical sense to designate the group of parties which exist on the Left and independently from Social democracy. In some studies this group of parties is named the “Far Left” or “Left of the Left”. In any case, the concept of “Radical Left” points to a strategic problem which also will be subject of our debate in the seminar.





