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Introduction  
 
 
 

n 3 September 2018, the Fourth International 
will be 80 years old. It was amidst the biggest de-
feats of the international proletariat, in early 

September 1938, that the Fourth International was 
founded on the basis of its programme, the Transitional 
Programme. As recalled by our comrade Jean-Jacques 
Marie in his article for this issue of The Internationale, it 
was founded in order to guarantee the continuity of the 
three previous Internationals, and in particular to fight to 
guarantee the continuity of the 1917 October Revolution 
and the Left Opposition inside the Bolshevik Party. 
Beyond marking the anniversary itself, as far as the Or-
ganising Committee for the Reconstitution of the Fourth 
International (OCRFI) is concerned this is about opening 
the broadest possible discussion – among the ranks of 
the organisations from 35 countries affiliated to the OC-
RFI, but also beyond their ranks – on the relevance today 
of the programme of the Fourth International, and on 
the need to build the Fourth International as a defining 
factor in allowing the masses to take their fate into their 
own hands and put an end – by expropriating capital in-
ternationally – to the avalanche of suffering and barba-
rism that are the consequence of the survival of the capi-
talist system in its stage of decay. 
This autumn, the OCRFI’s International Committee, ap-
pointed at the Second International Conference in No-
vember 2017, will hold a meeting (1). 
The discussion will, of course, focus on an assessment of 
the current world situation and the extremely difficult 
conditions in which the working class has to develop its 
class struggle. Conditions that are marked by an explo-
sion of barbarism, of which the hundreds of thousands of 
refugees driven from their homes by imperialism’s wars 
and plans for pillage are just one illustration. 
But the OCRFI’s International Committee will focus par-
ticularly on debating the conditions of the fight for the 
reconstitution of the Fourth International in this context. 
We actively embrace the reproclamation of the Fourth 
International in 1993 with Comrade Lambert, whilst the 
revisionist centre which was responsible for the split in 
the summer of 2015 no longer has any limits in its adap-
tation to the currents that are most destructive of the la-
bour movement (2). And precisely because we take re-
sponsibility for that continuity, it falls to the International 
Committee at it meeting this autumn to debate the way 

in which we implement our orientation, by reflecting on 
the extent to which the hypotheses we formulated in the 
documents adopted in 1993 have materialised, or not. 
This is the focus of the article entitled “Initial reflections 
on the relevance today of the Fourth International, 
eighty years after its founding” by Comrade Daniel Gluck-
stein, which already represents a contribution towards 
the reflections and preparations for the International 
Committee’s meeting. 
Part Two of the article on the situation in China today, 
which continues the assessment begun in our previous 
issue, also forms part of those preparations. 
This issue also includes excerpts from publications pub-
lished by organisations affiliated to the OCRFI, in which 
they formulate their point of view on recent events in 
countries from Mexico to Germany and from Aza-
nia/South Africa to Cote d’Ivoire/Ivory Coast. This issue 
also contains elements of reflection by activists from Por-
tugal and Tunisia, whether or not they are organised 
within the ranks of the OCRFI (as is the case with the arti-
cle sent to us by a reader from Tunisia), in keeping with 
the traditions of free discussion that have always pre-
vailed in our movement and our movement’s press. 
These documents, offered up for our readers’ reflection, 
are aimed at beginning a discussion with the aim that 
brings us back to the relevance today of the founding of 
the Fourth International, 80 years ago. 
As highlighted in one of the articles in this issue: “The 
swifter the ranks of the vanguard are fused, the more the 
epoch of bloody convulsions will be shortened.” 
 

The editorial team 
 

__________________ 
(1) An initiative which, like all initiatives by the OCRFI and its affili-
ated organisations, will be self-financed. This is why the Interna-
tional Committee has proposed that to mark the 80th anniversary 
of the founding of the Fourth International, an international finan-
cial campaign should be launched on the theme “1938-2018: The 
Fourth International is 80 years old, 80 years of struggle for the 
emancipation of the workers by the workers themselves, for social-
ism”. The campaign will aim to guarantee funds for the travel and 
accommodation costs and the practical arrangements associated 
with the international meeting. The editorial team invites the read-
ers of The International to contribute as much as they can afford 
towards the success of this financial campaign. 
(2) See the “Chronicle of revisionism” section in this issue. ..
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 ANALYSIS 

 

 
 
Initial reflections 
on the relevance today  
of the Fourth International,  
eighty years after its founding 
 
By Daniel Gluckstein 
 
 

hat does the fight to reconstitute the Fourth In-
ternational mean today, 80 years after its 
founding? The militant activists of the Organis-

ing Committee for the Reconstitution of the Fourth Interna-
tional (OCRFI) claim a continuity, beginning with the continu-
ity of the Fourth International, which itself – in its founding 
programme – declared that it stands on the shoulders of 
those that came before: the First, Second and Third Interna-
tionals.  
To take responsibility for the legacy of those first three Inter-
nationals is to proclaim the pertinence and relevance today 
of the theoretical analyses of Marx, Lenin and Trotsky, but 
also the pertinence and relevance today of the practical ex-
perience gained by the masses, especially the experience of 
the Russian Revolution. It also means laying claim to the con-
tinuity of the fight for the workers’ united front as opposed 
to the Popular Front. 
The continuity which we claim covers the different episodes 
that have punctuated the history of the Fourth International; 
in other words, it also covers the history of its crises, espe-
cially the fight of the French section against Pabloite revision-
ism, starting with the crisis of 1950-3 (1), and the long and 
difficult struggle to bring together the conditions for re-
proclamation at the 1993 conference, closely intertwined 
with the wish to work towards regrouping the forces that 
were oriented towards the recomposition of the labour 
movement on a new axis. 
This was the continuity which we claimed at the Turin Con-
ference (February 2016), which ended with the constitution 
of OCRFI as an act of resistance and a response to the liqui-
dationist revisionist offensive that had been launched in June 
2015 in an attempt to break up the Fourth International. It is 
now 2018.  
The question which the OCRFI must answer today does not 
simply relate to a necessary historical commemoration; it 
must define the tasks of the Fourth International in relation 
to the current developments in the world situation. 

The Reproclamation Conference 
of the Fourth International in 1993 
 
The Reproclamation Conference of the Fourth International 
in 1993 rested on two fundamental documents, of which it 
adopted the general line (2). 
Let us recall the context: the Berlin Wall had fallen, the Soviet 
Union had blown apart, and a political, economic and ideo-
logical offensive by imperialism and the forces linked to it 
was underway to decree “the end of Marxism” and the end 
of the class struggle. 
Humankind’s “unsurpassable horizon” was deemed to be the 
limits of the market economy. In keeping with the Marxist 
method, the Fourth International was obliged to answer the 
following question, based on the facts: has the Programme 
been verified by events? 
The report devoted to this question introduced it in the fol-
lowing manner: “The upheavals in the world situation, which 
are following one after another and compounding at an in-
creasing rate, can be understood as revolving around two 
fundamental axes: 
● On the one hand, the spectre of an unprecedented crisis 
looms over humanity – a worldwide economic crisis destroy-
ing the very basis of the production of material wealth 
throughout the world, launching a recessionary period of un-
predictable depth and duration.  
A financial crash is imminent, and there is a social crisis in 
which living conditions are worsening every day for more and 
more people. Covert wars and overt wars encompass increas-
ing parts of the planet.  
● On the other hand, through these manifestations of decom-
position on a world scale, and as a result of the crisis within 
the old organisations stemming from the very processes of 
the class struggle, elements of recomposition of the workers’ 
movement are emerging around a new political axis.  
The movement for the emancipation of workers and op-
pressed peoples – which played a decisive role in the collapse 
of Stalinism, in the fall of dictatorships throughout Africa and 
Latin America, and in the resistance to the plans of big capital 
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in the developed capitalist countries – is confronted with new 
situations through which – not without difficulties or detours 
– it seeks to chart a course that is independent and in oppo-
sition to the ruling order.  
All the problems that are confronting all the peoples on every 
continent – regardless of the political, national or religious 
forms they may take – are converging today around a single 
question that must be resolved: the dead-end of a system 
based on private ownership of the means of production.” 
From which flows the following alternative: 
“● Once capitalism, i.e. private ownership of the means of 
production, is restored in eastern Europe, will it be capable of 
ensuring the development of the productive forces, of eco-
nomic and social development? Under this hypothesis, it 
would be necessary to consider Marxism, the Transitional 
Programme of the Fourth International (3), as proven inade-
quate, given that it is rooted in an analysis of the incapacity 
of capitalism, having reached the ultimate stage of imperial-
ism, not only to develop the productive forces, but in fact to 
offer anything other than decline and barbarism as an alter-
native.  
● Or will the dead-end of the system based on private owner-
ship of the means of production be expressed within the pro-
cess of restoration itself – or rather, attempts at its restora-
tion – in the former Soviet Union and eastern Europe? In this 
case, continuing the struggle to bring down the system based 
on private ownership of the means of production, and to re-
place it with social ownership, collective ownership of the 
means of production, would be the order of the day.” 
Quoting figures and documents in support, this report 
showed that, far from giving a new boost to the capitalist 
economy, the sudden enlargement of the market economy 
to include the former USSR and Eastern Europe would on the 
contrary constitute an additional factor in the decay of the 
capitalist system.  
The report pointed out that this heralded an unprecedented 
offensive against the workers and peoples, a period of wars 
and disintegration of nations, a period of privatisation and 
deregulation, a period marked by “unprecedented economic 
decline” in which “speculation reigns supreme”. In short: the 
survival of capitalism, which had reached the stage of impe-
rialism as analysed by Lenin at the start of the 20th century, 
resulted in destructive and repressive phenomena on a scale 
that was unimaginable a few decades earlier, manifested es-
pecially in the unlimited growth of the “destructive forces” – 
namely, to use Marx’s terminology, “machinery and money”, 
to which Rosa Luxemburg added “the arms economy”. From 
this flowed more than ever the need to fight for socialism, 
the expropriation of capital in order to save the whole of hu-
mankind from decomposition. 
Twenty-five years separate us from the publication of that 
1993 report. As the workers and peoples can see, the facts 
only confirm in every domain the “perspective” described in 
the second half of the alternative quoted earlier. To take just 
one illustration of this, let us quote the following passage 
from the 1993 report: “Debt, and especially public debt, plays 
a considerable role in the mad spiral of an economy drawn 
deeper each day into the speculative vortex. Total world debt 
is estimated by specialists at US$30 trillion!” 

Let us clarify that at the time, this world debt figure of 
US$30 trillion (a figure from 1990) represented the equiva-
lent of 16 months of the world’s gross domestic product 
(GDP). By 2017, world debt had increased eight-fold: its total 
amount (US$237 trillion) now represents the equivalent of 
three-and-a-quarter years of global GDP! 
Hundreds of trillions of dollars – partly fictitious, partly real 
(4) – injected into the capitalist economy on the official 
grounds of boosting production… Hundreds of trillions of dol-
lars which in the main only serve to feed speculation. With-
out this forced indebtedness, without this huge drain on con-
sumers’ future income, the economy would collapse. But this 
continuously inflating speculation generates bubbles which 
burst, one after the other: the “dot-com” bubble of 2000-1, 
the bubble of the big crisis of 2007-8, the bubble of the big 
crisis to come. To the point that, from the viewpoint of the 
real economy, capitalist specialists dare now to talk of “sec-
ular stagnation” (5). Echoing the Hundred Years’ War (6), one 
hundred years of stagnation, with even capitalism’s defend-
ers saying that its process of decay on the hoof will extend 
across a century, maybe more.  
All of these factors result in a worsening of the conditions for 
the super-exploitation of the working class. Because, in order 
to be able to feed those masses of capital, in order to be able 
– faced with those factors – to make profit despite every-
thing, there is a pressing need for more surplus-value to be 
extracted. 
One way or another, every one of the speculative processes 
proceeds from the super-exploitation of the working class, 
while at the same time increasing that super-exploitation. 
Every time a worker has been threatened somewhere on the 
planet in the last 30 years, every time the retirement age has 
been pushed back, every time collective bargaining agree-
ments and recognised job-grades have been “flexibilised”, 
every time businesses have been relocated to lower-cost ar-
eas, every time precarious work has increased, every time 
public services have been privatised – every time, new 
sources of profit were deducted directly from the value of 
labour-power and transferred to the sphere of speculation. 
 
Capitalism’s inability to open up new areas of growth 
 
This only leads to a worsening of what was indicated in the 
1993 document, namely capitalism’s inability to open up new 
areas of lasting growth at a sufficient level. 
In keeping with what we wrote at that time, this situation has 
seen imperialism move into a phase of launching wars. Inter-
imperialist contradictions are resulting in the incredible situ-
ation where Trump can say publicly that he is “declaring war” 
on Iran, China and Russia and the European Union in the 
same breath, a situation where the EU’s leaders, more spine-
less than ever, are begging the American “big brother” to 
please regard them as allies rather than enemies.  
The whole world is trembling at the prospect of a major war, 
a war which Trump is pushing for while blowing hot and cold, 
a war for which the Netanyahu government is pushing all too 
clearly with its racist apartheid law aimed at definitively ex-
pelling all Palestinians from the State of Israel and the Occu-
pied Territories.  
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Already, over the course of the 25 years since the Reprocla-
mation Conference, how many millions of deaths have re-
sulted from the wars fomented by imperialism in the four 
corners of the world, the wars in the Balkans, the wars in Af-
ghanistan, Iraq and Syria, the wars in Central Africa, not to 
mention the tens of thousands and hundreds of thousands 
of victims in the forced migrations across the Mediterranean, 
or in the framework of the systematic bleeding of Mexico by 
the drug-traffickers, from the homicides in Brazil or in the de-
portation of the Rohingya and so many other situations? 
When The Washington Post (15 July 2018) headlines an arti-
cle with “The $247 trillion global debt bomb”, it is deliber-
ately using a warlike vocabulary which characterises the 
whole world situation. On the one hand, masses of capital 
that are increasingly failing to be valorised in the production 
of commodities; and on the other, producers with an ever-
shrinking power of consumption which does not allow the 
market to develop and leads to the spread of parasitism. 
Only the arms economy is seeing significant growth, thanks 
– once again – to the pressure exerted by Trump, who ini-
tially got the competing imperialisms to agree to increase 
their arms spending by up to 2 per cent of GDP, and who to-
day is demanding that they increase it to 4 per cent – which 
represents enormous amounts of money. 
In the last quarter of a century, all of the destructive forces 
referred to by Marx and Rosa Luxemburg have seen unlim-
ited growth: together with the arms economy and specula-
tion, this has been the case with automation (computerisa-
tion and digitalisation). Today it is an established fact that 
when computerisation brings productivity gains of 100, 150 
or even 200 per cent in US industry, this translates into a 
massive reduction in the workforce and a stagnation of pur-
chasing power. 
This is a striking confirmation of the Transitional Programme: 
“New inventions and new technological advances no longer 
lead to an increase in material wealth. In the conditions of 
the social crisis of the whole capitalist system, economic cri-
ses inflict ever greater hardships and suffering on the 
masses.” 
Therefore, returning to the two axes which characterised the 
world situation as depicted in the 1993 report, we can say 
that the first one, “the spectre of an unprecedented crisis 
looms over humanity”, has been fully verified over the course 
of the last 25 years. What about the second one, namely “el-
ements of recomposition of the workers’ movement are 
emerging around a new political axis”? 
The preparatory document for the 1993 Conference used the 
following terms to establish the relationship between the 
processes of “decomposition” and “recomposition” on a 
global scale: 
“In this phase of accelerated decay, the system of private 
ownership of the means of production generates the very fac-
tors which disrupt it. Factors of disintegration at the eco-
nomic level, insofar as the relationship between speculation 
and production tends always to favour speculation; factors of 
social disintegration, insofar as the system, in its struggle 
against the effects of the crisis, must attack the working class 
and peoples all the harder, provoking a resistance which itself 
becomes an obstacle to the plans to use capital to realise 
profit; factors of political disintegration, insofar as the sys-
tem’s crisis creates a crisis of dismantling all institutions, 

States and alliances, sharpens the inter-imperialist contradic-
tions and feeds the phenomenon of confrontation, including 
war. 
Decomposition and recomposition also mark the situation of 
the labour movement. The bankruptcy of the parties of the 
Second International and the parties subordinated to the 
Kremlin bureaucracy facilitates the efforts of all the govern-
ments in the pay of the IMF and the World Bank. Broad sec-
tors of activists are in disarray, full of questions and uncer-
tainty. At the same time, stemming from the crisis of the of-
ficial labour movement, or more directly from instances of re-
composition of the labour movement on the axis of class in-
dependence in each country, increasing numbers of activists 
and currents are seeking to become part of the processes of 
recomposition of the labour movement that are fed by the 
very developments of the class struggle internationally. This 
is why the reproclamation of the Fourth International is in-
separable from the struggle for independent workers’ par-
ties, for organised class independence in all its forms, and 
thus is inseparable from the Open World Conference and the 
international campaign against privatisation.” 
 
What about the processes of recomposition  
in the labour movement 
 
What about the processes of recomposition in the labour 
movement during the period since the reproclamation? (7) 
One thing is beyond dispute: the working class has been 
fighting back around the world, as have been the oppressed 
peoples and the various layers of the population who suffer 
the consequences of the survival of decayed imperialism. We 
can point to the following examples, among others: the pro-
letarian revolution that surged up in Tunisia; the series of 
general strikes against the programmes dictated by the IMF, 
the European Union and the World Bank in Greece, Spain, 
Portugal and France; the mass mobilisations among the 
youth and the strikes by whole professions (e.g. teachers) in 
the United States; the increase in the number of powerful la-
bour strikes in China; the general strikes in India; the mass 
mobilisation in South Korea against the corrupt regime; the 
Marikana uprising and the shockwave produced in the labour 
movement in Azania/South Africa; and many other processes 
which we cannot quote at length here, but which all mark the 
fact that the class struggle remains the class struggle. More 
than ever, faced with the attacks launched against it, the 
working class continues to stand up and to use its traditional 
methods of the class struggle – strikes, demonstrations, oc-
cupations, building new independent working-class organisa-
tions – on an international scale. 
More precisely, what about the recomposition of a political 
representation of the working class?  
During the same period when the working class was contin-
uously going into battle and launching more and more coun-
ter-attacks, it faced repeated attacks from inside its own 
camp, from the leaderships of its own organisations. These 
attacks flowed from a policy of breaking down the class char-
acter of the labour organisations, especially with movements 
that rejected any class character – such as Occupy Wall Street 
in the US, Podemos in Spain, France Unbowed in France and 
many others – which sometimes deliberately replaced any 
reference to class with references to populism, “citizenship” 
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and the general interest, thus dissolving the class character 
of the labour organisations into “societal” movements. This 
was an organisational, ideological and political offensive all 
at the same time, building on the betrayals by the traditional 
leaderships of the labour movement that led the working 
class from defeat to defeat, as those leaderships subordi-
nated themselves increasingly to imperialism and its plans, 
from Brazil to France and from Spain to Greece. In practice, 
the traditional leaderships continuously acted as the linchpin 
for governments “of the left”, relaying imperialism’s policy 
against the masses as they privatised and deregulated. 
The combination of this policy of breaking down the labour 
movement due to the betrayals on the one hand, and on the 
other the offensive aimed at dissolving any class character of 
the labour organisations in the name of “dégagisme” (8), the 
“99 per cent” (9) or other regroupments, had various conse-
quences, including the disappearance of entire political par-
ties without any form of replacement. The most striking ex-
ample of this is Italy, not so long ago the cradle of the most 
powerful Communist Party in western Europe, but which to-
day barely sees a few minute traces of this past linger on, 
while the two wings of populism – the vaguely “left” wing 
that gave rise to the Five Star Movement (M5S), and the far-
right wing of the Northern League – govern jointly in favour 
of a pro-capitalist, anti-worker, racist and xenophobic policy. 
These processes are being expressed in pretty much every 
country, in various other forms. 
As a result, although our analysis has been fully verified re-
garding the breadth and scope of the processes of decay di-
rected against the working class, regarding the verification of 
the laws of the class struggle, and regarding the resistance 
itself by the working class as it seeks to make use of its tradi-
tional organisations, especially its trade union organisations, 
as part of its resistance fight, it is clear that we must note the 
fact that the processes of recomposition have not assumed 
the magnitude and forms which we assumed they would in 
the reproclamation documents.  
In other words: the price to be paid by the oppressed and 
exploited masses throughout the world for the treacherous 
policy implemented by the counter-revolutionary apparat-
uses that emerged from the Second and Third Internationals; 
the consequences of the collapse of the planned economy in 
the former USSR due to the fact that Stalin’s heirs henceforth 
have corruptly embraced the delights of the market econ-
omy; the consequences of the participation around the 
world by leaders of labour organisations in all the forms of 
associating capital with labour, in all the corporatist schemes 
aimed at co-opting the labour organisations into bourgeois 
“governance” – all of this has weighed and continues to 
weigh against the recomposition of the labour movement on 
a new axis, the axis of independence. The major crisis which 
hit the Fourth International in 2015 cannot be separated 
from this overall context. If we reduce it to its most basic ex-
pression, the operation carried out by the splitting revisionist 
clique which blew the Fourth International apart in 2015 
boils down to open surrender: it is the renunciation of build-
ing the revolutionary party on the programme of the Fourth 
International, and the renunciation of fighting to protect the 
class character of the labour organisations. 
The fact that the main nucleus of the liquidationist clique, 
namely the leadership of the CCI in France, has purely and 

simply rallied around Melenchon and his France Unbowed 
movement gives an indication of the fate of that current in-
ternationally. Because, although Melenchon rejects any ref-
erence to the class struggle for his movement (10), the class 
struggle does not reject Melenchon – quite the opposite. The 
class character of the struggle is expressed very concretely in 
the alliance he has formed with the May 2019 European elec-
tions in mind; an alliance of which he has widely boasted 
(11). 
So, who are his new allies? On the one hand, he has allied 
himself with the Left Bloc in Portugal, which is part of the 
parliamentary majority that supports the Socialist Party gov-
ernment. A government which is implementing in all respects 
the policy dictated by the European Union and NATO’s war 
policy. The Portuguese government and the parliamentary 
majority that supports it have a class character. They are a 
capitalist government and a capitalist majority. 
And what can we say about the new Sanchez government, 
formed in Spain a few months ago with the support of Po-
demos, Melenchon’s other ally? Barely having assumed of-
fice, Sanchez committed to continuing the austerity policy of 
the preceding Rajoy government, and is already continuing 
to repress the legitimate aspirations of the Catalan people. 
The Sanchez government is a capitalist government (12). 
Melenchon’s alliance with the representatives of two capital-
ist government coalitions sheds light on the class content of 
his European coalition, and more generally on the policy 
which he intends to implement. Which does not in any way 
hinder the declarations of servile allegiance to Melenchon by 
the leaders of the CCI (13). 
 
How have the perspectives of recomposition  
on a new axis materialised, or not? 
 
The time has come for the OCRFI to begin the discussion on 
the way in which the perspectives of recomposition on a new 
axis have or have not materialised. 
Since 2015, we have laid the foundations of the OCRFI, bring-
ing together the cores of Trotskyist organisations and groups 
of 35 countries. At the same time, through the Mumbai Con-
ference, we have reaffirmed the need to work internationally 
on the line of the Workers’ International, the concrete ex-
pression of the search for the ways and means for the recom-
position of the movement on a new axis. The OCRFI’s Inter-
national Committee, which will meet in the autumn, will 
have to define the weapons to be used in an international 
counter-offensive that will focus on the need for the working 
class to have political representation – a workers’ party, a 
Workers’ International – which is inextricably linked with de-
fending labour unions that are threatened by populist “dé-
gagisme”. This involves locating the counter-offensive on the 
grounds of Marxism, the grounds of the Programme of the 
Fourth International, defending tooth and nail the relevance 
today of that programme and the theoretical gains of our 
movement. (14) We will do so not for the sake of self-procla-
mation or self-justification, but out of necessity for the cur-
rent struggle by the working class. 
Faced with the magnitude of the offensive to destroy the la-
bour movement, we need to understand the fact that, what-
ever the possible forms of transition, as advanced or less ad-
vanced they may be here or there, strengthening the Fourth 
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International and recruiting new layers to its programme is 
the surest path to helping towards the recomposition of the 
labour movement on a new axis. 
We must debate the way in which globally – as an Interna-
tional – and in ways that are adapted to the situation in each 
country, the militant activists who have protected the Fourth 
International against the liquidationist offensive of 2015 will 
henceforward take a further step in effectively building and 
strengthening organisations that are intervening in the class 
struggle on the basis of our programme, and at the same 
time taking a further step in defending the programme of 
Marxism by using every means of propaganda and political 
education. 
In the report presented in 1993 for the reproclamation of the 
Fourth International, we said: “Trotsky, after the outbreak of 
the Second World War, formulated in summary form the fol-
lowing prognosis: either the socialist revolution will follow 
the Second World War, and it will triumph quickly, or the 
world will be irretrievably thrown into unprecedented barba-
rism. This assessment by Trotsky was based on the analysis 
of the decline of the productive forces, of the exhaustion of 
the historic capacity of capitalism, which he called the rotten 
character of the objective prerequisites for the proletarian 
revolution.” Asking the question: “Was Trotsky wrong?”, the 
1993 report then reviewed the developments which marked 
the history of humankind since the end of the Second World 
War, in order to establish that – certainly at a much slower 
pace than Trotsky had imagined – we were in a situation 
where, “although somewhat deferred in time, the alternative 
unveiled by Trotsky is in the process of reconstituting itself 
before our very eyes.” 
Trotsky’s prognosis referred to here was formulated notably 
in the Transitional Programme: “All kinds of chatter to the 
effect that the historical conditions for socialism have not yet 
“ripened” are only the product of ignorance or conscious de-
ception. The objective prerequisites for the proletarian revo-
lution have not only “ripened”, but have begun to rot some-
what. Without a socialist revolution, in the next historical pe-
riod at that, the whole culture of humankind faces disaster. It 
all falls to the proletariat, i.e. first and foremost to its revolu-
tionary vanguard. The historical crisis of humankind comes 
down to the crisis of the revolutionary leadership.” 
“Without a socialist revolution, in the next historical period at 
that”, Trotsky wrote in 1938. What are we to understand by 
“the next historical period”? It can be useful for our reflection 
to link these references to another document, the last pro-
grammatic text written by Trotsky, three months before his 
assassination: the Manifesto of the Fourth International on 
Imperialist War and the Proletarian World Revolution, 
adopted by the Emergency Conference of the Fourth Inter-
national which was held in late May 1940. 
Unlike the Transitional Programme, this Manifesto was 
adopted at a time when it was not only a question of an im-
minent world war, but of a world war that was underway, the 
first developments of which gave an indication of the scope 
of the barbarism and destruction that it would bring about. 
Trotsky wrote: “There remains the question of leadership. 
Will not the revolution be betrayed this time too, inasmuch 
as there are two Internationals in the service of imperialism 
while the genuine revolutionary elements constitute a tiny 

minority? In other words: shall we succeed in preparing in 
time a party capable of leading the proletarian revolution? In 
order to answer this question correctly, it is necessary to pose 
it correctly.  
Naturally, this or that uprising may end and surely will end in 
defeat, owing to the immaturity of the revolutionary leader-
ship. But it is not a question of a single uprising. It is a ques-
tion of an entire revolutionary epoch.” 
 
“The swifter the ranks of the vanguard are fused, the more 
the epoch of bloody convulsions will be shortened” 
 
“The capitalist world has no way out, unless a prolonged 
death-agony is so considered. It is necessary to prepare for 
long years, if not decades, of war, uprisings, brief interludes 
of truce, new wars, and new uprisings. A young revolutionary 
party must base itself on this perspective. History will provide 
it with enough opportunities and possibilities to test itself, to 
accumulate experience, and to mature. The swifter the ranks 
of the vanguard are fused, the more the epoch of bloody con-
vulsions will be shortened, the less destruction will our planet 
suffer.  
But the great historical problem will not be solved in any case 
until a revolutionary party stands at the head of the proletar-
iat. The question of tempos and time intervals is of enormous 
importance; but it alters neither the general historical per-
spective nor the direction of our policy. The conclusion is a 
simple one: it is necessary to carry on the work of educating 
and organising the proletarian vanguard with tenfold energy. 
Precisely in this lies the task of the Fourth International.” 
Let us highlight this aspect: “The capitalist world has no way 
out, unless a prolonged death-agony is so considered. It is 
necessary to prepare for long years, if not decades, of war, 
uprisings, brief interludes of truce, new wars, and new upris-
ings. A young revolutionary party must base itself on this per-
spective.” 
We must base ourselves not on this “perspective”, since it is 
no longer simply a perspective, but on this reality into which 
the working class has been plunged for the last 25 years. Yes, 
years, decades of a series of uprisings, of partial victories, of 
crushings, of defeats, all marked by the fact that “the capital-
ist world has no way out”, a dead-end which can only be re-
solved on condition that the masses can rely on a genuine 
revolutionary party. 
Building that revolutionary party internationally and in each 
country, by building the sections of the Fourth International, 
on the basis of a firm and principled defence of Marxism, 
considering the developments in the situation and in the 
class struggle, and considering the practical activities of the 
militant activists – this is the task of the hour. 
Giving ourselves the means for propaganda, for agitation, for 
organisation, at the same time as for participation in the con-
crete movement of the working class and in the forms of re-
groupment on the line of the recomposition of the labour 
movement on a new axis – these are the tasks to which the 
Organising Committee for the Reconstitution of the Fourth 
International must try to rise, without ever simply settling for 
the positive results already achieved, but always looking for-
ward.  
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In other words, looking towards the historic task assigned to 
us by the Programme and the continuity of those who built 
the labour movement and the Internationals before us. 

27 July 2018 
___________________________ 
(1) The Fourth International’s crisis of fragmentation, which re-
sulted in a split between supporters of the Transitional Programme 
(grouped in particular around the majority of the French section 
with Pierre Lambert) and those – like Pablo and Ernest Mandel – 
who intended to revise it by submitting to the discipline of the Sta-
linist apparatus, which they assumed would “achieve socialism in its 
own way over the course of centuries of transition”. 
(2) “Has the programme of the Fourth International been verified 
by events?” and “The fight for the reproclamation of the Fourth In-
ternational”, two reports tabled for discussion by the sections to 
prepare the World Conference (published in La Vérité-The Truth Is-
sue No.5, February 1993). Both documents were adopted by the 
1993 international conference, which brought together delegates 
from 44 countries and reproclaimed the Fourth International. 
(3) The Death Agony of Capitalism and the Tasks of the Fourth Inter-
national (The mobilisation of the masses around transitional de-
mands to prepare the conquest of power), known widely as The 
Transitional Programme, was adopted in 1938 at the Founding Con-
ference of the Fourth International. The product of the application 
of practical political experience, a programme is a set of theoretical 
and principled positions which underpin a political party. The pro-
gramme’s significance is realised in terms of the party’s practical ac-
tivities and organisation. 
(4) Marx’s formulation of “fictitious capital” refers to value (in the 
form of credit, shares, debt, speculation and various forms of paper 
money) above and beyond what can be realised in the form of com-
modities. 
(5) The term “secular stagnation”, which has been in use since 1929, 
roughly means that production and consumption have increased 
less than the world population. 
(6) The Hundred Years’ War was a series of conflicts waged from 
1337 to 1453 by the House of Plantagenet, rulers of the Kingdom of 
England, against the French House of Valois, over the right to rule 
the Kingdom of France. 
(7) In the framework of this article, we will not re-examine the way 
in which the perspective of the reproclamation of the Fourth Inter-
national in 1993 would be intimately linked with the fight to help 
towards the recomposition of the labour movement on a new axis. 
Our readers know that the Barcelona Conference, which laid the 
foundations for the International Liaison Committee of Workers 
and Peoples (ILC), took place in January 1991, preceding by two 
years the Reproclamation Conference of the Fourth International. 
During the Reproclamation Conference itself, the discussion fo-
cused on the preparations for the Second ILC Conference. Between 
1993 and 2007, very many international campaigns by the ILC 
sought on every continent to help towards bringing together forces 
of the working class and anti-imperialist organisations on the 
grounds of class independence; these were broad movements of 

recomposition in which the Trotskyist current was able to insert it-
self without in any way hiding its positions or trying to impose them. 
Moreover, it was this perspective of helping towards the recompo-
sition of the labour movement on a new axis that was gradually put 
into question by the revisionist current which provoked the crisis of 
2015. This perspective was adopted by the OCRFI from the day of 
its constitution, in relation to the preparations for the international 
Mumbai Conference and the setting up of the International Work-
ers Committee Against War, Exploitation and Precarious Work, For 
a Workers’ International (IWC); the latter element being an indis-
pensable factor in the IWC’s activity in helping towards the reorgan-
ising of the labour movement, without however being able to re-
solve the issue by itself (see in particular Issues 1, 6 and 8 of The 
Internationale). 
(8) “Dégagisme” is a relatively new political term in France, derived 
from the popular slogan “Dégage!” [Clear Out!] used against the 
Ben Ali regime by the revolutionary movement in Tunisia in 2011. 
As a political concept it is limited to demanding that those in power 
should leave, without proposing concretely who or what should re-
place them. 
(9) “We are the 99 per cent” is a political slogan that emerged during 
the “Occupy Wall Street” movement in 2011. 
(10) “There can be no question of transforming ‘France Unbowed’ 
into a political party. It is about being and remaining in movement. 
(…) Just as the political party is the form of organisation devoted to 
a social class, so is a movement the form of organisation linked to 
the existence of the people.” From “Dans l’été qui commence” [In 
the coming summer], 10 July 2017, on Jean-Luc Melenchon’s blog 
website www.melenchon.fr. 
(11) “A historic moment in Lisbon, where a joint statement, “Main-
tenant le Peuple! Pour une révolution citoyenne en Europe” [Now 
the people! For a citizens’ revolution in Europe], was signed by Jean 
Luc Mélenchon on behalf of France Unbowed, Pablo Iglesias on be-
half of Podemos and Catarina Martins on behalf of Bloco de Es-
querda [Left Bloc].” From “Maintenant le peuple!” [Now the peo-
ple!},14 April 2018, on Jean-Luc Melenchon’s blog website 
www.melenchon.fr. 
(12) The announcement by Podemos on 27 July that it would possi-
bly abstain in the vote on Sanchez’s austerity budget, even if this 
inevitably precipitated an early general election, did not cause the 
alliance formed up to that point between the Socialist Party (PSOE) 
and Podemos to disappear. Nor did it affect Melenchon’s complete 
silence on this coalition in Spain, involving his ally Podemos. 
(13) Thus, in the 24-30 May 2018 issue of the CCI’s weekly newspa-
per Informations Ouvrières [Labour News], Marc Gauquelin salutes 
“Jean-Luc Mélenchon, who rightly and honestly defends in all his re-
cent statements” the fact of being integrated “into the “union of the 
lefts” framework”. 
(14) To that end, the International Committee will be able to build 
on the progress achieved since the conference in Autumn 2017 with 
the publication of their own organs of expression by almost all of 
the 35 members of the OCRFI, and with the regular publication of 
the OCRFI’s review, The Internationale, in six languages. 
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 OUR HISTORY 
 
 

The Proclamation Conference 
of the Fourth International 
 
By Jean-Jacques Marie 
 

he prehistory of the Fourth International begins in Oc-
tober 1923, with the struggle launched by Trotsky and 
a group of Bolshevik militant activists who were en-

couraged by the revolutionary upsurge gripping Germany at 
that time, which suggested that the isolation of Soviet Russia 
could be broken, against the bureaucratisation of the Bolshe-
vik Party.  
Trotsky initiated a campaign in favour of democratisation of 
the party, industrialisation and economic planning. In a letter 
dated 8 October to the party’s Central Committee, he de-
nounced “the system of appointment within the Party (...). 
The bureaucratization of the Party apparatus has developed 
to unheard-of proportions by means of the method of secre-
tarial selection. There has been created a very broad stratum 
of Party workers, entering into the apparatus of the govern-
ment of the Party, who completely renounce their own Party 
opinion, at least the open expression of it, as though assum-
ing that the secretarial hierarchy is the apparatus which cre-
ates Party opinion and Party decisions”. This process was cer-
tainly widespread within political parties and trade unions, 
but it manifested itself particularly strongly in the USSR, 
where the apparatuses of the party and the trade unions 
were closely linked – if not fused – with the State apparatus. 
Trotsky added: “Beneath this stratum, abstaining from their 
own opinions, there lies the broad mass of the Party, before 
whom every decision stands in the form of a summons or a 
command.” 
One week later, 46 party cadres repeated the same 
indictment in a confidential letter to the Central Committee 
(1): “[B]eneath the external form of official unity we have in 
practice a one-sided recruitment of individuals, and a 
direction of affairs which is one-sided and adapted to the 
views and sympathies of a narrow circle. As the result of a 
Party leadership distorted by such narrow considerations, the 
Party is to a considerable extent ceasing to be that living 
independent collectivity. (…)  
Members of the Party who are dissatisfied with this or that 
decision of the central committee or even of a provincial 
committee (…) are afraid to speak about it at Party meetings, 
and are even afraid to talk about it in conversation, unless 
the partner in the conversation is thoroughly reliable from 
the point of view of ‘discretion’; free discussion within the 
party has practically vanished, the public opinion of the party 
is stifled. Nowadays it is not the Party, not its broad masses, 
who promote and choose members of the provincial 
committees and of the Central Committee of the RCP.” 
Indeed, “the regime established within the Party is 

completely intolerable; it destroys the independence of the 
Party, replacing the party by a recruited bureaucratic 
apparatus which (…) inevitably fails in moments of crisis, and 
which threatens to become completely ineffective in the face 
of the serious events now impending.”  
These two documents effectively constituted the birth certif-
icate of the Left Opposition. 
But in Germany, there was a fiasco: on 21 October, a national 
conference of strike committees took place. The Social-
Democrat delegates, even the left-wing ones, voted against 
the general strike proposed by the Communists. The very 
next day, the leadership of the German Communist Party, 
acting with Moscow’s blessing, cancelled the insurrection 
that had been planned. It was a debacle, all the more 
demoralising for the fact that it occurred without any real 
struggle. The hope for a revolution in Germany that would 
break the isolation of the Soviet workers disappeared. 
Increasing numbers of disheartened militant activists felt 
helpless. This was a watershed in the consolidation of the 
apparatus and its victory. The sense of isolation 
strengthened the wish to close ranks and show unity. The 
apparatus and Stalin made the most of this. 
In several Communist Parties (such as those in France and 
Poland), militant activists and leaders declared their 
sympathy with the Left Opposition, and especially with 
Trotsky, in the face of a campaign of defamation which they 
rejected.  
But this amounted to political solidarity with Trotsky and his 
comrades rather than the beginnings of an international 
opposition, which could only be constituted in relation to the 
policy of the Communist International (CI). The Stalin-
Bukharin clan had not yet subjected the CI to its policy, even 
though the rapidly developing bureaucratic apparatus had at 
its disposal since December 1924 a theory which aimed to 
legitimise the special interests of the parasitic layer: the 
thesis put forward by Stalin that it was possible to build 
socialism in one country (despite the fact that it had been 
bankrupted and devastated by the First World War and the 
civil war), therefore independently of the international class 
struggle. 
 
The United Opposition 
 
In late 1925, Zinoviev and Kamenev, frightened of the 
consequences of this “theory”, broke with Stalin and formed 
a United Opposition with Trotsky, the struggle of which 
would be conducted in relation to the rising Chinese 
Revolution; or, more precisely, in relation to its first defeat, 
provoked by the policy of Stalin and his then-ally, Bukharin. 

T 
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On 12 April 1927, the Chinese nationalist General Chang Kai-
shek, promoted by Stalin as an honorary member of the 
Communist International, bloodily crushed the strike by the 
workers of Shanghai. This disaster stirred up opposition. A 
statement signed by 84 Old Bolsheviks condemned Stalin’s 
and Bukharin’s policy in China, which invited the peasants 
and workers not to do anything that could “push away the 
bourgeoisie and scare off the petty bourgeoisie”, and which 
thus led to the Chinese workers allowing themselves to be 
disarmed, and then massacred in Shanghai by Chang Kai-
shek. The statement linked this to the “theory” of “socialism 
in one country”, which accelerated social differentiation and 
inequality. It called for the broadest possible discussion and 
the restoration of workers’ democracy inside the party. 
On 18 May, the Executive Committee of the Communist In-
ternational (ECCI) expelled Zinoviev from its ranks, declaring 
him guilty of having criticised the leadership’s China policy on 
the radio. 
Trotsky delivered an indictment of the leadership’s policy to 
a joint plenum meeting of the Central Committee and the 
Central Control Commission held between 27 July and 9 Au-
gust. Stalin accused the Opposition of wanting the USSR to 
be defeated in case of war, the risk of which he played up. 
Trotsky stated that the Opposition, judging the Stalinist pol-
icy to be disastrous, would be a candidate to govern in case 
of war; this was the so-called “Clemenceau Thesis”, referring 
to George Clemenceau’s decision in 1917 to denounce the 
government’s inaction and to declare himself a candidate to 
replace it when the German army got to within 100 kilome-
tres of Paris. Molotov accused the Opposition of preparing 
“an insurrection against the party and the soviet govern-
ment”.  
The Opposition spoke out in public meetings and rallies, and 
its militant activists distributed leaflets in the factories and 
posted them up on walls. Its campaign got a response among 
the ranks of the party’s activists. In Ukraine, Opposition 
member Rakovsky spoke in a mass meeting of almost 4,000 
blue-collar and white-collar workers at the big electricity 
plant in Kharkov. Postyshev, sent by Stalin to normalise the 
region, relayed to him the questions posed by activ-
ists: “What does the Opposition want? Why are Old Bolshe-
viks supporting it? If the party’s line is correct, why prevent 
them from speaking? Why is Rakovsky being denied the right 
to speak? Those affected are heroes of the Revolution and the 
civil war. Why? Why not discuss freely? Since the party says 
that it is right and that its line is totally correct, why gag the 
Opposition? Can one completely build socialism in one coun-
try?” 
The group around Stalin could not admit that these questions 
were being asked and discussed, even though those who 
were asking them voted in its favour in the end. It resorted 
to police provocation and slander. In order to arouse indig-
nation among attendees of cell meetings, those giving intro-
ductory reports caricatured the unpublished Opposition plat-
form, accusing it of wanting war on the peasants and pre-
senting Opposition members as allies of the international 
counter-revolution. 
The Opposition then stated that it was prepared to declare 
an armistice, on condition that the party leadership con-
demned any slanderous material, stopped expelling Opposi-
tion members from the party, readmitted those who had 

been expelled and prepared the party’s 15th Congress dem-
ocratically. The leadership refused. 
On 27 September, the ECCI expelled from its ranks Trotsky 
and the Yugoslav Vuyovich, who supported him. After the In-
ternational had been brought into line in this way, Stalin en-
sured that the joint plenum meeting of the Central Commit-
tee and the Central Control Commission on 23 and 24 Octo-
ber voted to expel Trotsky and Zinoviev from the Central 
Committee. Trotsky was at that time hosting the French Op-
position members Pierre Naville and Gerard Rosenthal; he 
explained to them that the fate of the Opposition in the USSR 
was linked to the struggle which could and should be waged 
by Communist Opposition members in the rest of the world, 
insisting that: “It is up to you to act and we will help you, 
which will save us.” 
The Opposition decided to strike a big blow by participating 
with its banners and slogans in the demonstration commem-
orating the Revolution, on 7 November. Members of the 
stewarding team attacked the Opposition contingent with 
sticks, pickaxe handles and stones, whilst shouting: “Down 
with them!”, “Let’s beat up the Opposition!”, “Let’s beat up 
the Jews!” Then, in a first tangible sign of the turning-point 
towards the formation of an international opposition, a 
group of Chinese students unfurled banners in front of 
Lenin’s Mausoleum and shouted Opposition slogans, before 
being driven away by the stewards. All of them, bar one, 
were expelled from university and sent back to China. 
 
Trotsky refuses to capitulate 
 
On 14 November, Zinoviev and Trotsky, who had been ac-
cused of having “organised counter-revolutionary demon-
strations”, were expelled from the Communist Party. Stalin 
then demanded that “the Opposition capitulate completely 
and unconditionally”. The United Opposition fell apart. Zino-
viev, determined to do anything to remain in the governing 
party, even to the point of disowning his own ideas, wrote to 
Trotsky: “The time has come to have the courage to capitu-
late.” Trotsky replied to him: “If that sort of courage were 
enough, the revolution would have engulfed the whole world 
by now.” (2) 
On 7 January 1929, the party’s Political Bureau, which had 
just re-introduced ration-cards for bread that was in increas-
ingly rare supply, acted on a proposal by Stalin and decided 
to “banish Trotsky from the borders of the Soviet Union for 
anti-Soviet activity”. Although isolated on the island of Prink-
ipo off the coast of Istanbul (Turkey), Trotsky was thus able 
to be the driving force for an international Communist Oppo-
sition. 
In the process, he repeatedly re-examined the reasons for 
the defeat of the Russian Opposition. In November 1935, he 
highlighted the fact that “the living fountain of the revolu-
tionary strength of the masses was dried up in the civil war, 
famine, and epidemics (…). Weary, because of the terrible ef-
forts of the revolutionary years, without perspective, poi-
soned with bitterness because of a series of disappointments, 
the great mass fell into passivity.” That weariness only grew 
further. Successive defeats of the revolution in Europe and 
Asia “gradually undermined the confidence of the Soviet 
workers in their international ally”. Finally, “the boldest and 
most devoted representatives of the working class had either 
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perished in the civil war or had risen higher and, for the main 
part, been assimilated into the ranks of the bureaucracy, hav-
ing lost their revolutionary spirit.” (3) 
Two years later, Trotsky would say that the most courageous 
of policies could not have achieved victory in those condi-
tions. He came back to this point again in a letter in 1938, 
referring to the French Revolution. He wrote that even the 
most perspicacious historian was not capable of “indicating 
the correct path which could have led a moderate to victory 
in a period of revolutionary upsurge, or on the other hand (…) 
indicating a revolutionary policy which would be both reason-
able and victorious in a Thermidorian period”, i.e. in a period 
of reaction. (4) 
From February 1929 onwards, Trotsky committed himself to 
building an International Left Opposition inside the parties of 
the Communist International, in order to be able to try to 
reorientate, rectify or correct its policy. The Soviet Left 
Opposition thus provided the political mould for the 
International Left Opposition; its Soviet section, which 
ensured its continuity from the turning-point of summer 
1933 onwards, would provide its political inspiration as well 
as the political mould. Over the following years, Opposition 
groups were set up in some 20 countries, from China, via 
Greece, Poland, France, Spain and Belgium, to the United 
States and Canada. In France, the Opposition group took the 
name Ligue Communiste [Communist League] and organised 
around 200 militant activists. 
 
The Left Opposition in the face of Hitler’s rise to power  
 
The start of the International Left Opposition was marked by 
the issue of Germany, which was shaken by the rise of Na-
zism and the Stalinist policy of dividing the left, presenting 
the Social Democratic Party (SDP) as the main enemy – a pol-
icy imposed on the German Communist Party (KPD) by Stalin 
and the Kremlin. From his exile in Prinkipo, Trotsky counter-
posed to this disastrous policy the battle for a united front 
between the KPD and SPD. On 12 May 1932, Trotsky issued 
an alarm call: “if the most important organizations of the Ger-
man working class continue their present policy, the victory 
of fascism will be assured almost automatically, and in a rel-
atively short interval of time at that.” (5) The 15 August 1932 
issue of the KPD’s theoretical journal, Der Rote Aufbau [Red 
Construction], denounced “the fascist proposal by Trotsky for 
unity between the German CP and SP (...), the theory of an 
unbridled counter-revolutionary fascist. This is the most dan-
gerous and most criminal idea that Trotsky has ever put for-
ward in his last years of counter-revolutionary propaganda”. 
KPD General Secretary Thalmann repeated this denunciation 
in September 1932, in meeting of the ECCI. 
Pamphlets written by Trotsky, in which he championed the 
building of a KPD-SPD united front against Nazism, were sold 
in railway stations, kiosks and bookshops, and met with great 
success. According to the Austrian Communist Youth mem-
ber Georg Scheuer, many German Communists sided with 
Trotsky in their heart of hearts, but did not dare fight back 
inside the party for fear of being slandered, denounced and 
expelled. Trotsky’s proposals met the aspirations of very 
many Communist and Socialist activists, but he lacked the 
necessary vehicle of an organisation to make them happen 
in practice. The German Left Opposition was a small group 

that could barely publish a modest weekly newspaper, even 
though – thanks to the efforts of Leon Sedov, who at that 
time was living in Berlin – it recruited former Communist ac-
tivists, young workers and students. But agents of Stalin’s 
GPU secret police had infiltrated its leadership, systemati-
cally aggravating discussions and disagreements, and had 
provoked a first split in the group in 1931. 
On 29 January 1933, German Chancellor Hindenburg invited 
Hitler to form a government. Paralysed by the fanatical divi-
sion between the KPD and the SPD, the German working 
class was not in a fit state to prevent the victory of the Nazis. 
An International Left Opposition pre-conference in early 
February 1933 brought together delegates of groups from 11 
countries and adopted an 11-point platform that had been 
drafted by Trotsky, who was obliged to be absent. In the 
platform, Trotsky prioritised the independence of the 
workers’ party “even under the most difficult conditions and 
circumstances”, then insisted on the need for a broad united 
front policy, that “the proletarian revolution bears, by its very 
nature, an international character” and that endorsers of the 
platform “categorically reject, therefore, the theory of 
‘socialism in one country’”, at the same time recognising the 
USSR as a workers’ state despite the growing distortions of 
the bureaucratic regime (6). 
On 1 April, the ECCI approved without prior debate the line 
implemented in Germany. After a few weeks of reflection, 
Trotsky drew the lessons from this. Two days before leaving 
Prinkipo for France in July 1933, Trotsky wrote an article in 
which he announced the transition from internal opposition 
within the parties of the Communist International to the 
need to build new Communist Parties and a new 
International. Now, the Communist International was 
nothing more than a corpse. It had obeyed the ban imposed 
by Moscow on discussing the reasons for Hitler’s victory, 
which put at risk the very future of human civilisation. Not 
one organ of a single Communist Party broke this ban. 
Nobody asked for a congress to debate it. “An organisation 
which was not roused by the thunder of fascism and which 
submits docilely to such outrageous acts of the bureaucracy 
demonstrates thereby that it is dead and that nothing can 
ever revive it.” It was therefore no longer a question of being 
oppositionists inside its parties: “a new organisation of the 
vanguard and (…) genuine revolutionary organisations are 
needed (…), posing the task of building the proletarian party 
on a principled foundation”. (7)  
The need to defend the USSR and its social system despite 
the betrayal by the bureaucracy would not mean defending 
the Communist International. The USSR was a complex of 
social institutions, whereas the International was a simple 
apparatus with no social base other than the Kremlin 
bureaucracy. Trotsky emphasised that, henceforth, 
Opposition members should show much broader initiative 
throughout the labour movement: “The day-to-day work 
must assume an independent character, determined by our 
own possibilities and forces, and not by the formal criterion 
of ‘faction’.” He clarified that “under discussion now is not the 
immediate proclamation of new parties and of an 
independent international, but of preparing for them.” (8) 
They needed to abandon the policy of reforming the 
Communist Parties and turn towards Social-Democrat 
workers who were moving to the left, and needed to begin a 
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public discussion with them on the basis of the 11-point 
platform adopted in February 1933 and then revised by the 
Left Opposition – but also on a quite different proposal. 
On 27 and 28 August 1933, an international conference took 
place in Paris, without Trotsky’s participation but bringing 
together 14 left-wing socialist and Communist Opposition 
organisations from Europe. Their aim was to discuss an 
international regroupment outside of the two existing 
Internationals (the Second and the Communist 
Internationals), whose bankruptcy they acknowledged. On 
the eve of the conference, four of those organisations – the 
International Left Opposition (Bolshevik-Leninist), the 
Socialist Workers Party of Germany (SAP), the Independent 
Socialist Party of Holland (OSP) and the Revolutionary 
Socialist Party of Holland (RSP) – signed a Declaration 
affirming the need to build a new International. Trotsky 
reiterated that they should not immediately proclaim the 
new International and new parties, “but prepare them”. 
 
Against sectarianism and opportunism 
 
Throughout the years that followed, in his struggle for the 
Fourth International Trotsky would face two major problems 
with the groups that had rallied around this goal: on the one 
hand, the sectarianism of activists and groups who 
contented themselves with trying to spread their ideas and 
principles and rejected the concrete means and transitional 
opportunities that would allow them to insert themselves 
into the genuine labour movement; and on the other, the 
opportunism of those who treated the labour movement and 
the apparatuses that led it as one and the same thing, thus 
exposing themselves to the huge pressure exerted by the 
apparatuses. The apparatuses were the relay-points, not for 
the wishes of their members and mandating bodies, but for 
the demands of the dominant social forces.  
The Popular Fronts in France and Spain were to highlight this 
in a brutal fashion: the general strike in France in June 1936 
shook the existing order to its very foundations. The Kremlin, 
preoccupied with a military alliance with the bourgeois 
democracies to face up to Hitler, came to the defence of the 
Popular Fronts. The French Communist Party (CP) prevented 
the general strike from overthrowing the bourgeois state, 
made the striking workers return to work and characterised 
as Trotskyists those who dug in their heels. 
On 12 February 1934 in Paris, the masses imposed unity on 
the CP and the Socialist Party (SFIO) in a demonstration 
against the far-right leagues, which had launched an assault 
on Parliament six days earlier. Trotsky argued that the united 
CP-SFIO demonstration imposed by the grassroots placed a 
SFIO-CP united front on the agenda, and insisted that the 
Bolshevik-Leninists should become part of it in order to make 
it fruitful and prevent it from being distorted – as it was soon 
to be, through a simple alliance among the leading circles. In 
June 1934, Trotsky drew their attention to two aspects: on 
the one hand, a revolutionary crisis was looming in France 
and Spain; on the other, the small Trotskyist group had no 
time to become an influential organisation before that crisis 
inevitably exploded. Meanwhile, the social-democratic 
parties, confronted with the issue of their survival in the face 
of fascism, were becoming radicalised, with thousands of 
workers and youth becoming members.  

“Verifying our ideas and slogans daily in the actions of the 
masses” 
 
The Bolshevik-Leninists therefore needed “more deeply to 
penetrate the ranks of the Socialist workers, not in order to 
“lecture” down to them from above as learned specialists in 
strategy, but in order to learn together with the advanced 
workers, shoulder to shoulder, on the basis of actual mass 
experience”. (9) Now, “it is necessary to go to the masses. 
(....). But we have nothing to renounce. We merely admit 
honestly that our organisation is too weak to establish for 
itself a practical independent role in the struggles that are 
looming ahead of us.” (10) Entering the mass social-
democratic parties, “we shall develop into a faction. In return 
for that, we shall be in constant contact with tens of 
thousands of workers, and we shall receive the right to 
participate in the struggle and in the discussion – and we shall 
have the opportunity, particularly indispensable for us, of 
verifying our ideas and slogans daily in the actions of the 
masses.” (11) Working on social-democracy’s working-class 
base was at that time the only way of working on the 
working-class base of the Communist Parties. 
This analysis with its accompanying proposals provoked an 
intense debate among the Bolshevik-Leninists. Some saw it 
as a capitulation to social-democracy, which as far as they 
were concerned represented the quintessence of betrayal 
since its decisive support for the bourgeois order against the 
ascendant revolution in 1918-20. Characterised by Trotsky as 
“sectarians” or “ultra-leftists”, they “systematically counter-
pose general principles to any attempt to enter the genuine 
labour movement”. 
In spring 1934, Trotsky had encouraged a more modest 
initiative in the United States which was already moving in 
this direction: the merger of the (Trotskyist) Communist 
League of America with the American Workers Party, a left-
wing social-democratic organisation. (12) 
In August 1934, following a bitter and difficult discussion, the 
French Communist League joined the SFIO and formed a 
Bolshevik-Leninist tendency inside it, publishing its own 
organ, La Vérité [The Truth]. On the other hand, on 15 
September the Communist Left of Spain (ICE) rejected 
Trotsky’s proposals and refused to enter the Spanish Socialist 
Party. Instead, in September 1935 the ICE merged with the 
small Workers and Peasants Bloc (BOC) of Catalonia to form 
the Workers’ Party of Marxist Unification (POUM), a party of 
5,000-6,000 members which would participate in the first 
Catalan Popular Front government. In November 1934 in 
Belgium, a slim majority of the Internationalist Communist 
League (LCI) declared itself against entering the Belgian 
Labour Party (POB), a mass party which was also threatened 
by the rise of the fascist Rexist movement, but entered the 
POB in the end; the opponents of this position decided to 
split! Trotsky proposed making the same decision to the 
American Trotskyists, at a time when the big strikes 
spreading across the United States in 1934-5 were pushing a 
small proportion of strikers and hundreds of youth towards 
the Socialist Party and its youth organisation. 
In the USSR also, the situation was becoming tense. On 1 
December 1934, an expelled young Communist named 
Nikolayev shot and killed the First Secretary of the Leningrad 
Communist Party, Sergei Kirov. Stalin demanded that 
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Nikolayev implicate Trotsky (13), who was too far away and 
beyond his reach. Stalin needed to move fast. He fabricated 
a “Trotskyist-Zinovievist terrorist centre in Leningrad and 
Moscow”. This marked the start of the Great Purge (or Great 
Terror), which was to bleed dry the Communist Party of the 
Soviet Union (CPSU), liquidate all of the old Oppositionists 
including those who fell back in line (via the Moscow Trials of 
August 1936, January 1937 and March 1938), and unleash 
against the Trotskyists a worldwide campaign of slander that 
was unparalleled in history. 
A conference of the International Communist League (14) 
took place from 29 to 31 July 1936, shortly after the French 
general strike in June 1936, which the Popular Front 
government and especially the CP and SFIO apparatuses – 
which had built up the strike – had successfully contained out 
of respect for the bourgeois state. This conference was held 
in a Paris suburb, but for security reasons the venue was 
referred to as “Geneva”. The majority hesitated to proclaim 
the Fourth International as Trotsky wanted, and decided to 
hold another conference seven months later to proclaim the 
Fourth International. The ups and downs of the class struggle 
were to decide otherwise, especially the campaign launched 
by the Kremlin to prevent the development of the emerging 
Fourth International. This campaign against the Trotskyists 
was taken up by CP apparatuses around the world, describing 
them as agents of Hitler, the Japanese Mikado, Britain’s 
Secret Intelligence Service (SIS, commonly known as MI6), 
etc. 
 
Stalinist repression is unleashed on the eve of the founding 
of the Fourth International 
 
The April 1938 issue of L’Internationale communiste (15) 
included an “enlightening resolution on Trotsky and 
Trotskyism”, unanimously adopted in February 1938 by the 
annual congress of the Confederation of Mexican Workers 
(CTM). The resolution, tabled by eight trade union leaders, 
said: “Trotsky is acting in collusion with international fascism 
(...). He has been unmasked as an enemy of the working class 
of the whole world.” Another article said: “Now irrefutably 
established that Trotsky (...), the prime mover of the most 
monstrous of crimes, has been working as a spy for the 
German secret service since 1921 and for the British 
Intelligence Service since 1926.” (16) 
The hysterical witch-hunt against the Trotskyists was aimed 
at isolating them from the labour movement. It succeeded in 
this aim, and in the process also exacerbated disagreements 
and divisions among their ranks which even Trotsky’s 
authority was unable to dampen down. Thus, the Central 
Committee of the Belgian Revolutionary Socialist Party (PSR) 
strongly condemned the distribution by the German 
Trotskyist group of a statement by Trotsky, given when 
questioned what his view would be if the USSR were to 
become France’s ally in a war against Germany: “In France I 
would remain in opposition to the government and would 
develop systematically this opposition. (…) In Germany and in 
Japan, I would apply military methods as far as I am able to 
fight, oppose, and injure the machinery, the military 
machinery of Japan, to disorganise it, both in Germany and 
Japan. In France, it is political opposition against the 
bourgeoisie, and the preparation of the proletarian 

revolution. Both are revolutionary methods. But in Germany 
and Japan I have as my immediate aim the disorganisation of 
the whole machinery. In France, I have the aim of the 
proletarian revolution.” (17) The Belgian Trotskyist 
Vereeken, who furthermore supported the policy in Spain of 
the POUM – which was part of the Popular Front government 
– was indignant: “Following this line, the French Trotskyist 
party (...) will facilitate the victory of French imperialism (...). 
This is called joining the Sacred Union.” (18) The Austrian 
Trotskyists also protested. 
The proclamation conference of the Fourth International 
planned for the summer of 1938 was therefore prepared in 
conditions that were made even more difficult by the fact 
that the Kremlin was ready to do anything to sabotage it. In 
September 1937, an officer in Stalin’s military intelligence 
service by the name of Ludwig, better known as Ignace Reiss, 
broke with the Kremlin and announced that he was joining 
the Fourth International in order to fight against Stalinism. 
He was immediately assassinated. In the USSR, dozens of 
Trotskyists interned at Magadan, in the Kolyma region 
(eastern Siberia), launched a hunger strike in protest. Their 
leaders were shot in late September. Several hundred 
Trotskyists launched a hunger strike in the Vorkuta labour 
camp. They were shot in groups of several dozen on a daily 
basis between December 1937 and May 1938. The Soviet 
section of the Fourth International was therefore liquidated 
before the Fourth International was even proclaimed.  
The campaign of terrorist intimidation affected France. The 
NKVD had inserted one of its agents (Etienne) into the 
leadership of the emerging French section of the 
International. In February 1938, this provocateur enabled 
the NKVD to assassinate Leon Sedov, Trotsky’s eldest son and 
the lynchpin in the preparations for the impending founding 
congress of the International. 
In July 1938, he kidnapped Rudolf Klement – who was 
responsible for preparing the congress – from a Paris street, 
murdered him, decapitated him, threw the torso into the 
River Seine and then distributed a forged letter in which 
Klement supposedly broke with Trotsky, describing him as a 
fascist. For months, the NKVD had systematically 
photographed or stolen from the archives of Trotsky, Sedov 
and the International Secretariat. In January 1939, an NKVD 
officer drew up an impressive list of the documents that were 
stolen between June 1936 and December 1938, including a 
list of addresses used by Trotsky and Sedov for contacting the 
Soviet Union and altogether “more than 2,000 conspirator 
addresses”, which allowed him to draw up a grid-map for all 
of the world’s Trotskyist cadres, to be used for the obvious 
purpose. 
A rare glimmer of light in this dark picture: on 1 January 1938, 
the American Trotskyists, who had just left the Socialist Party 
of America, created the Socialist Workers Party (SWP), which 
soon grew to 2,500 members who were much more solidly 
embedded in the most combative sectors of the working 
class. 
 
The Founding Conference in September 1938 
 
The pressures of the manhunt and constant Stalinist police 
espionage formed the framework for the conference that 
was prepared and then held during just one day on 3 
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September 1938, on a farm in Perigny in the Paris area. The 
letter convening the conference pointed out: “Indeed, this 
will undoubtedly be our last international conference before 
the outbreak of the world war and the revolutionary events 
which it will inevitably engender (...) The process of formation 
of the Fourth International began long ago and will not end 
in the near future.” The conference was therefore regarded 
as a milestone. In Trotsky’s absence, it brought together 22 
delegates from 11 countries (USSR, France, Germany, 
Poland, Italy, Greece, Belgium, Brazil, United States, 
Netherlands, Britain), plus two Austrian observers. The two 
Polish delegates and one from France, Yvan Craipeau, tabled 
an amendment which argued that the proclamation of the 
Fourth International was premature and that it should be 
formed “when the objective conditions for its creation will 
become ripe, i.e. above all when we become a mass 
movement at least in some advanced countries”. The 
amendment was rejected by 19 votes to 3, and the 
conference proclaimed the Fourth International, counting 
5,000 members around the world – half of these in the 
United States. It adopted its programme, which had been 
previously discussed by Trotsky with members of the 
American SWP, entitled The Death Agony of Capitalism and 
the Tasks of the Fourth International and subtitled The 
mobilisation of the masses around transitional demands to 
prepare the conquest of power, commonly referred to as the 
Transitional Programme.  
The conference also adopted A Manifesto Against Imperialist 
War, which issued an urgent appeal to the “exploited 
workers and colonial peoples of all countries” on the eve of 
“the horrors of a new imperialist world war” incited by the 
death-agony of capitalism “which exhales the poisons of 
fascism and totalitarian war”. 
The Programme rested on a double premise, both economic 
(“The economic prerequisite for the proletarian revolution 
has long since achieved the highest point that can be reached 
under capitalism.”) and political (“Without a socialist 
revolution, in the next historical period at that, the whole 
culture of humankind faces disaster. It all falls to the 
proletariat, i.e. first and foremost to its revolutionary 
vanguard. The historical crisis of humankind comes down to 
the crisis of the revolutionary leadership.”), in other words on 
the absence of a revolutionary party capable of giving the 
proletariat’s struggle its political solution by helping it to 
finally seize power, on a global scale. 
The Programme clarified the first point in the following 
terms: “Humanity’s productive forces have ceased to grow.” 
Capitalism only survives by destroying the growing mass of 
commodities, machinery and producers, i.e. the workers. In 
this way it allows a new accumulation of capital and new 
technological developments, by producing means of 
destruction (weapons) on a massive scale, by impoverishing 
a growing mass of men and women throughout the planet, 
by accumulating capital in the most powerful capitalist 
countries, and by resorting to the creation on a massive scale 
of speculative “fictitious capital” which bears no relation to 
the production of commodities (19). In order to survive, it 
must liquidate stocks of commodities which have not been 
or cannot be brought to market, and their producers. This is 
the primary cause of wars, the culmination of the arms 
economy, which allow a huge mass of commodities and 

productive forces to be destroyed, thus opening up a new 
market for capital. 
If the economic prerequisite for the proletarian revolution 
had more than “ripened”, why had the capitalist system not 
been overthrown? Trotsky replied: it only survives because 
the leading apparatuses of the social-democratic and 
Communist parties defend it, the former in order to protect 
the bourgeois state of which they have become part, the 
latter because they are completely subject – politically and 
financially – to the Kremlin bureaucracy, which defends the 
status quo that is necessary for its own preservation. “The 
instinctive and elemental drive of the proletariat to 
reconstruct society on communist beginnings” (20) 
(collective ownership of the means of production) comes up 
against the policy of the parties which leads it. Only the 
absence of revolutionary parties guarantees the survival of 
capitalism. 
Even though the objective (economic and social) conditions 
for the revolution were ripe, the working class and its van-
guard were not ready: the old generation was disheartened, 
the young generation inexperienced. In order to overcome 
this contradiction, there was a need to help the masses move 
from their daily struggles on to the struggle for power, and, 
to that end, to develop “a system of transitional demands 
which stem from today’s conditions and from today’s con-
sciousness of wide layers of the working class” (21) and lead 
it to seize power. But at the time when the Fourth Interna-
tional was proclaimed, the French working class, which had 
been muzzled by the apparatuses in June 1936, suffered a 
heavy defeat in the general strike of 30 November 1938. 
Thousands of industrial workers, railworkers and white-col-
lar workers were laid off. The Spanish Republic was in its 
death-throes. Franco took Barcelona in January 1939. Trot-
sky could therefore write, in an article on the proclama-
tion: “History has piled up monstrous obstacles before the 
Fourth International. Moribund tradition is being aimed 
against the living revolution. (…) Never before has the path of 
the world revolutionary movement been blocked with such 
monstrous obstacles as today, on the eve of a new epoch of 
greatest revolutionary convulsions.” (22) 
 
The assassination of Trotsky did not succeed in destroying 
the Fourth International 
 
The impending world war heralded far-reaching social and 
political cataclysmic events. From late August 1939 onwards, 
the Hitler-Stalin Pact caused deep confusion in the Com-
munist Parties. The Kremlin was afraid that the Fourth Inter-
national could profit from this confusion and the convulsions 
heralded by the imminent war. Of course, the Fourth Inter-
national was weak, but the Bolshevik Party was isolated and 
not very strong when the Russian Revolution erupted in Feb-
ruary 1917. Stalin knew this well. He drew a conclusion which 
he communicated to the Beria, the head of the NKVD, and 
his deputy Sudoplatov: “Trotsky should be eliminated within 
a year, before war inevitably breaks out.” Before “the impe-
rialists attack the Soviet Union”. The task was urgent, he said, 
because “there are no important political figures in the Trot-
skyite movement except Trotsky himself. If Trotsky is finished, 
the threat will be eliminated.” After the failure of an initial 
assassination attempt on 24 May 1940, he repeated: “The 
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elimination of Trotsky will result in the total collapse of the 
movement, and we will no longer need to spend money on 
combatting the Trotskyists and preventing them from de-
stroying the Comintern or destroying us.” (23) 
Therefore, as far as Stalin was concerned, the Fourth Inter-
national with Trotsky was a major political threat. This is why 
the Kremlin meticulously organised the assassination of Trot-
sky, carried out by Ramon Mercader on 20 August 1940. The 
assassination sharply weakened the Fourth International, 
which was faced with gigantic historic tasks, but did not suc-
ceed in killing it off. 

______________________________ 
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Where is China today? (Part Two) 
 
 
By Alain Frandor 
 
In Part One of this article (see The Internatio-
nale Issue No.10, May 2018), we re-examined 
the Chinese Revolution of 1949, the social 
foundations on which the current regime rests, 
and the nature of the Chinese bureaucracy (1). 
In Part Two, we will examine the consequences 
for China of Trump’s policy, which is an ex-
pression of the worsening crisis of the capital-
ist system on a global scale. We will also exam-
ine the crisis of the bureaucracy and the strug- 
gle of the Chinese working class. 
 
 

n the previous article, we recalled that despite the policy 
of “opening up” to the world market which has been im-
plemented for the last 40 years by the Beijing bureau-

cracy, and despite the bureaucracy’s collaboration with im-
perialism’s policy, China remains an “irreconcilable foe” for 
imperialism. The reason for this is the fact that the Chinese 
State remains a state based on social ownership. This is the 
context in which we must assess the most recent develop-
ments, in particular the ferocity of the trade war launched 
against China by Trump. 
To do so, let us go back a few months. In late 2017, US Pres-
ident Donald Trump made a 12-day trip to Asia. During that 
trip, he emphasised: “I will make bilateral trade agreements 
with any Indo-Pacific nation that wants to be our partner and 
that will abide by the principles of fair and reciprocal trade. 
(…) But for this – and I call it the Indo-Pacific dream – if it’s 
going to be realized, we must ensure that all play by the rules, 
which they do not right now. Those who do will be our closest 
economic partners. Those who do not can be certain that the 
United States will no longer turn a blind eye to violations, 
cheating, or economic aggression.” (2).  
Shortly afterwards, China was once again denounced as a 
“strategic competitor” that threatens the world order estab-
lished after the Second World War (3). At the same time, 
legislation was introduced to reform the scope of the Com-
mittee on Foreign Investment in the US (CFIUS) (4). Things 
then escalated. In spring 2018, the US administration threat-
ened to impose tariffs on the import of Chinese steel, which 
amounts to a mere US$1 billion since China is only the 16th 
biggest exporter of steel to the United States. Then, on 6 July 

2018, the US applied 25 per cent customs duty on US$34 bil-
lion in imports from China. This was closely followed, on 10 
July, by the US authorities’ announcement that another 
US$200 billion of products would be added to the list in Sep-
tember, with a 10 per cent tariff! 
These protectionist measures, through which US imperial-
ism intends to lay down the law – “might is right” – are not, 
however, a sign of strength. They are the concentrated ex-
pression at a given moment of the failure of the capitalist 
system, which is pushing US imperialism into a headlong 
rush forward (5).  
The trade war on China (and Europe) launched by Trump to 
defend its interests threatens the stability of the world order 
and – in the immediate future – the US economy itself. “The 
market didn't expect the second round of tariffs would come 
so quickly and it has impacted investor sentiment”, ex-
plained Zhang Gang, an analyst with Central China Securities 
(6), when the Asian stock markets faltered on 11 July. A joint 
report by two Chinese and American think tanks in June 
2018 had already highlighted this risk: “The Trump admin-
istration’s unilateral approach (…) increases the risk of a tit-
for-tat reaction, which could escalate uncontrollably be-
tween China and the United States. In diplomatic terms, it 
harms advanced economies (all US allies) in a host of ways 
as well as bystander emerging markets.” (7).  
The French Council of Economic Analysis (CAE), a body that 
advises the French government, estimated in July 2018 that 
an all-out trade war would cause the US, China and Europe 
to permanently lose 3 to 4 per cent of gross domestic prod-
uct (GDP), and would echo the 2008 crisis. Chinese Com-
merce Ministry spokesperson Gao Feng said: “US measures 
are essentially attacking global supply and value chains. To 
put it simply, the US is opening fire on the entire world, in-
cluding itself.” (8) He pointed out that several US companies 
assemble their products in China and then export them to 
the United States. 
So, we are seeing the start of a new phase in US-China rela-
tions. The previous US President, Obama, had painstakingly 
updated the 2005 Trans-Pacific Strategic Economic Partner-
ship Agreement into the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) 
trade agreement, signed in 2016 with the intention of isolat-
ing China. But today the basis of this agreement is not 
enough in view of the crisis of the capitalist system. It can no 
longer satisfy the demands of US imperialism. Trump rejects 
it. Similarly, Trump thinks that the agreements reached 
within the World Trade Organisation (WTO) framework are 
not binding enough on China. 
 

I 
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In fact, many representatives of US imperialism think that 
China promises many things, but at the end of the day does 
not respect its commitments. There is a need, therefore, to 
move into a new phase. As far as US imperialism is con-
cerned, it is a question of getting rid of past agreements with 
several countries in the framework of regional treaties, and 
replacing them with bilateral agreements that will allow it to 
permanently blackmail each one of those countries. 
 
The military encirclement of China 
 
Could striking at the “irreconcilable foe” mean military oper-
ations directly against China, or even war? Let us remember 
that the United States’ military budget for 2019 is US$716 
billion, a US$82 billion increase on the current year (to the 
point where the total amount of last three US budget in-
creases alone exceeds the whole of China’s military 
budget!), that “mini” tactical nuclear weapons will be oper-
ational in 2019 (9), and that in June 2018 Trump ordered the 
creation of a military “space force”. Today, 60 per cent of US 
land, air and naval forces are deployed in the Asia-Pacific re-
gion. In July 2016, the Rand Corporation, a policy think-tank 
founded to serve the US Air Force, published a study on the 
eventuality of a war against China (10), complete with four 
different cases according to the intensity (from mild to se-
vere) and duration (from a few days to a year or more) of 
the conflict. The strategy for the military encirclement of 
China well and truly exists. 
“Traditional” US military bases have already existed since 
the 1950s, like the one in Okinawa (Japan) with 50,000 
troops or the ones in South Korea with a total of around 
30,000 troops. After the collapse of the Soviet Union, new 
US (or NATO) military bases were set up in the countries of 
Central Asia and in Mongolia. Recently, a former military 
base in the Philippines, Subic Bay, was reactivated. Although 
military co-operation with Australia has long been in exist-
ence, it has been strengthened recently with large rotations 
of US Marines and dozens of US Air Force aircraft. 
The US has also tightened its links with India, since Modi’s 
Hindu nationalist Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) came to 
power in 2014. The US Navy now has authorisation to use 
India’s port facilities. 
The US has also initiated a climate of tension on China’s 
doorstep. In the South China Sea, a group of hitherto unin-
habited islands known in China as the Diaoyu Islands and in 
Japan as the Senkaku Islands is the subject of a territorial 
dispute between China and Japan (11). A status quo had ex-
isted for some 20 years up to July 2012, when Japan (the 
keystone of the US military build-up in north-east Asia) com-
mitted the provocative act of annexing them, immediately 
receiving the support of the US government. 
Territorial disputes in the South China Sea (e.g. over the Par-
acel Islands, the Spratly Islands and the Scarborough Shoal) 
have been going on for several years, setting China against 
other Asian countries. But here again, a status quo existed 
between the various countries, and differences were most 
often resolved amicably, notably regarding fishing rights. In 
2013, the Philippines lodged a complaint – supported and 
prepared by the United States – with the Permanent Court 
of Arbitration (PCA) at the International Court of Justice in 
The Hague (Holland). On 12 July 2016, the PCA ruled that 

there was no legal basis for China’s “historical claims” over 
a large part of the South China Sea, its islets, reefs and atolls. 
It also ruled that the physical features of the Spratly Islands 
were insufficient for classifying them as islands according to 
the definition in the United Nations Convention on the Law 
of the Sea (UNCLOS). Consequently, all of the Spratly Islands 
are considered to be simple “rocks” that only qualify for a 
territorial zone of 12 nautical miles (whilst an island gener-
ates an exclusive economic zone of 200 nautical miles). The 
conclusion drawn by the Brookings Institution: “This (…) un-
dercuts any future attempt to restrict the freedom of navi-
gation for American naval vessels” (12).  
More recently, in late January 2018, the US Department of 
Defense released a document setting out the Pentagon’s 
four-year national security strategy, signed by Defense Sec-
retary James Mattis. The priorities set out in the report can 
be summarised in a few key phrases: “rebuilding military 
readiness; strengthening alliances; reforming the Depart-
ment’s business practices; build a more lethal force; priori-
tize preparedness for war.” (13) Is any comment necessary? 
Whatever the short-term developments, we must not forget 
that behind the tension created around North Korea, in the 
background the target country remains China. Finally, ten-
sions which have been more or less orchestrated in Xinjiang 
(the autonomous Chinese territory where the Muslim Ui-
ghur populations live) regularly feature centre-stage. We 
cannot exclude the possibility that these tensions may be 
used on an ad hoc basis as part of the destabilisation of 
China (echoing – from a different perspective, of course – 
the warlord era that followed the First World War!). 
Striking at the “irreconcilable foe” could also mean deciding 
to block its imports, especially its supplies of oil, gas and 
other raw materials, seeing that China is dependent on the 
world market, a market dominated by crisis-ridden imperi-
alism. China’s proven reserves of crude oil have not in-
creased since 1990, staying at around 25 billion barrels (by 
comparison, Kuwait has 100 billion barrels, and Iran 158 bil-
lion) or a little over 2 per cent of the world’s reserves, in a 
country that has 18 per cent of the world’s population. China 
imported 3 billion barrels of oil in 2017, 20 per cent more 
than in 2016. Imports of natural gas account for 40 per cent 
of China’s consumption, and iron imports account for 60 per 
cent. China consumes 40 per cent of the world’s copper pro-
duction and 50 per cent of the world’s zinc production. It is 
obliged to import these in bulk, and its coal needs are also 
partly imported. The country also needs to feed 18 per cent 
of the world’s population using 8 per cent of the planet’s ar-
able land and 6.5 per cent of its water resources. Having en-
sured self-sufficiency a short while ago, China now has to 
rely on imports; for example, cereals for human and animal 
consumption – mainly soybeans from Brazil, Argentina and 
the US, as their cultivation requires a lot of water. 
A large proportion of China’s exported and imported goods 
pass through the China Sea, then through the Strait of Ma-
lacca, which provides access to the Middle East and Europe 
via the Indian Ocean. This narrow transoceanic bottleneck 
(which could be blocked by blowing up two or three ships) 
accounts for one-third of the world’s commercial sea traffic 
(involving huge numbers of oil tankers and container ships). 
In the name of freedom of navigation, the United States and 
its allies have carried out one military exercise after another 
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in the China Sea and throughout the region. So in fact it is 
China that has a compelling need for freedom of navigation 
in the China Sea, or else it would be strangled economically! 
A French resource centre specialising in economic intelli-
gence has said:  
“The risk of China’s maritime trade being blocked is the 
Sword of Damocles hanging over the country’s economy. (…) 
Via its network of bases in Asia, the US Navy also controls 
the sea routes used for trade between China and the rest of 
the world. One of the main pressure points is its ability, if 
necessary, to strangle China economically by cutting the sea 
traffic that supplies her with raw materials (notably through 
the Strait of Malacca).” (14)  
The “New Silk Roads” (15), the various gas and oil pipelines 
through neighbouring countries, and the building of port in-
stallations capable of receiving high-tonnage vessels in Sri 
Lanka are all aimed at securing China’s supply-chains and 
trade against an encirclement. It is in these conditions that 
a lot is being said about the likelihood that China, once it has 
become a capitalist state, would launch into a big offensive 
designed to conquer the markets; that it would, in short, be 
a new emerging imperialism that would threaten the pre-
eminence of the other imperialisms. 
First of all, let us re-establish some facts. Expressed in terms 
of price parity, since 2010 China has become the world’s sec-
ond biggest economy after the United States. This means 
that everything that is produced in China amounts to a fig-
ure which places it in second place behind the US. But China 
has a population of 1.35 billion, compared to the US popula-
tion of 300 million. 
In addition, when China’s GDP is expressed in current dollar 
terms, the United States’ GDP is two and a half times bigger 
than China’s. The world’s second biggest economy in gross 
figures, but way behind the biggest! Moving on from pro-
duction to productivity, Japan’s GDP per capita is ten times 
bigger than China’s. We are far from a situation where China 
can be presented as a conqueror… 
Chinese initiatives like the Belt and Road Initiative, like the 
role China is playing in Africa (see Part One of this article), in 
the first place are a response to the need to defend itself, by 
seeking to guarantee control over routes that will allow re-
sources to be imported, especially energy resources (which 
does not contradict the fact that Chinese capital is being in-
vested in those countries). 
In terms of both economic and military encirclement, it is US 
imperialism that is on the offensive. The escalating crisis of 
the Chinese bureaucracy is to do with the fact that it is in-
creasingly being squeezed in the vice comprising crisis-rid-
den imperialism on the one hand, and the Chinese working 
class – a major component of the international proletariat – 
on the other, because the Chinese economy cannot free it-
self from the world market into which it has inserted itself, 
any more than any other country could.  
The fact that private ownership of the big means of produc-
tion has been eliminated in favour of state ownership in 
China does not change this global reality, even though 
China’s subjection to the world market is expressed in dif-
ferent forms to those in a capitalist country that is part of 
that same market. The forms are different, because the mo-
nopoly of foreign trade (certainly undermined by the “open-
ing up” policy of the last 40 years), the non-convertibility of 

the yuan (also under threat) and state control have been 
(and still are, partially) elements of resistance to the laws of 
the market. 
On this point, let us recall what Trotsky wrote in 1929 in Per-
manent Revolution, which forms the very basis of the Fourth 
International’s political viewpoint: “Marxism takes its point 
of departure from the world economy, not as a sum of na-
tional parts but as a mighty and independent reality which 
has been created by the international division of labour and 
the world market, and which in our epoch imperiously dom-
inates the national markets.” 
In that same passage, Trotsky added that: “The productive 
forces of capitalist society have long ago outgrown the na-
tional boundaries. (…) To aim at building a nationally iso-
lated socialist society means, in spite of all passing successes, 
to pull the productive forces backward even as compared 
with capitalism. To attempt, regardless of the geographical, 
cultural and historical conditions of the country’s develop-
ment, which constitutes a part of the world unity, to realise 
a shut-off proportionality of all the branches of economy 
within a national framework, means to pursue a reactionary 
utopia.” 
The whole of experience provided by the history of the USSR 
and of “people’s democracies” confirms this definition. The 
rapid development of industrialisation in the USSR came up 
against the limits of building within closed-off national bor-
ders. With its five-year economic plans, the USSR eased the 
pressure of the world market through a certain degree of 
self-sufficiency. But the more the economy progressed, the 
more it needed foreign supplies, and those supplies could 
only come from a world market structured by imperialism, 
and so could only act as dislocating factors for an economic 
system based on State ownership and economic planning on 
a national scale. The same scenario applies to China, but 
with an even greater intensity. 
Breaking with imperialism, the freeing-up of huge labour ca-
pacity through the agrarian revolution and the concentra-
tion of the productive effort by the State resulted in a rapid 
transformation, one unprecedented in the history of eco-
nomically backward countries that had achieved political in-
dependence.  
The result, which we must never forget, was that in one gen-
eration China created for itself the foundation for modern 
industrial development. When it launched its “opening up” 
policy, the bureaucracy made use of that foundation, cre-
ated by the work of hundreds of millions of Chinese workers. 
It was through this productive activity that the Chinese pro-
letariat as it exists today was constituted. 
What is referred to as “the Chinese miracle” is nothing more 
than the most direct insertion of the Chinese economy into 
the world economy through the utilisation – in the condi-
tions of the world market – of a low-cost labour force placed 
at the disposal of imperialism by the bureaucracy.  
China’s industrial development from the 1949 Revolution up 
to the start of the “opening up” policy also meant a concur-
rent significant growth in its dependence on the world mar-
ket. Over the course of 27 years, the country’s energy con-
sumption increased twenty-fold – from 24 million tonnes of 
coal equivalent in 1949 to 500 million tonnes in 1976 – while 
steel production increased from 158,000 tonnes per year to 
20 million tonnes per year. 
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China, integration into the world economy and increased 
dependence 
 
The recent ZTE affair illustrates the extent to which China is 
dependent on the world market. ZTE, the second biggest 
Chinese manufacturer of telecommunication equipment 
employing 80,000 people, was on the brink of bankruptcy 
due to the ban imposed by the Trump administration on US 
companies selling it high-technology components and soft-
ware.  
The ban came after ZTE re-exported to Iran products which 
included components manufactured in the US. In early June 
2018, Trump negotiated an agreement which obliged ZTE to 
replace its group managers and pay fines amounting to 
US$1.4 billion, but the US Senate has rejected this agree-
ment and wants to maintain a seven-year ban on ZTE buying 
US-made components. Now it is the turn of Huawei, China’s 
biggest telecoms company (also the world’s largest telecom-
munications equipment manufacturer), to be the target of a 
US enquiry with the same motives. 
While the leadership of the Chinese Communist Party (CCP) 
has set the target of “Made in China 2025” in the high-tech 
areas of advanced electronics, industrial robots, mobile 
phone SIM cards and eco-friendly or “clean” vehicles, the 
ZTE affair and its aftermath is a reminder of the country’s 
dependence. 
One commentator wrote: “From an economics point of view, 
Trump may have been right when he said a trade war with 
China would be easy to win. That’s not only because China 
exports much more to the US than the other way around, but 
also because it is relatively easy for America to find substi-
tutes for Chinese imports, as most of these are consumer 
goods. China, on the other hand, would find it very difficult 
to find substitutes for US imports as many of these are hi-
tech products, as evidenced in the ZTE saga.” (16)  
In an article entitled “China within the global crisis” (17), we 
pointed out: “China – we cannot say this enough – is in fact 
increasingly closely linked to the world economy through a 
variety of channels, and is therefore dependent on it. But the 
world market – although, as a world reality, it remains struc-
tured by imperialism – is a world market that is being dislo-
cated and broken up by the very conditions needed for impe-
rialism’s survival. The tendency towards the “dominance of 
the financial markets” is expressed in the destructive spiral 
of the world economy, as the primary productive force. The 
“reforms and opening up” have subjugated China more di-
rectly to that world market, while at the same time they have 
turned the fate of the Chinese economy into an essential fac-
tor of the world economy. 
Let us repeat: with speculation-driven growth, a shrinking 
market, etc., the relations between China and the world mar-
ket are in fact marked by the very conditions of the decay of 
the imperialist system. This decay threatens China with dis-
aster of incalculable consequences.  
The short-lived transfer of capital to China (in order to take 
advantage of the low cost of labour in the conditions we 
have analysed) could not reverse the tendency of the world 
market to contract. There can be no smooth integration of 
China into a world market in full decay, in which financial 
speculation, trafficking and wars are now a permanent driv-
ing force in the way it functions.” 

We can shed some light on China’s relations with imperial-
ism by referring to the country’s foreign exchange reserves 
of some US$3.2 trillion, of which US$1.2 trillion is held in US 
Treasury Bills, allowing the US to live on credit. Where did 
these mountains of dollars come from? From the very be-
ginning, these foreign exchange reserves were built up 
mainly using the dollars paid by multinationals to Chinese 
companies for assembling their products in the “engine-
rooms of the economic miracle”. Through this policy, China 
made itself very dependent on the chaos of the capitalist 
system’s crisis; China even participated in feeding that crisis 
with its investments in the “subprime” market and US hedge 
funds. “China’s huge holdings of US debt means it must bear 
a large proportion of the “burden of sorting things out” in 
the US”, said one former adviser to the Chinese central bank 
when the 2008 crisis erupted fully (18), a period which saw 
China set new records in its purchase of US Treasury Bills. 
This policy represented support for US imperialism in its ef-
forts to overcome its intensified crisis. 
Once the 2007-8 crisis took hold, Chinese companies were 
ordered by the government to look outside the country and 
proceed with acquisitions; China’s investments abroad sky-
rocketed from 2007 onwards. Then, two years ago, there 
was a step backwards. The “Chinese locomotive” that was 
supposed to save the whole system ran out of steam. In 
2010, annual growth was still around the 10 per cent level 
achieved in the previous 20 years, but since then it has fallen 
to a little over 6 per cent. In 2012, this slowdown led to a fall 
in world prices for raw materials. 
The crisis of world capitalism has spread to China with the 
ever-increasing “opening up” of the country, and the situa-
tion in China is in turn becoming a risk factor for the collapse 
of the system. The headlong rush forward continued when 
CCP General Secretary Xi Jinping, speaking at the 19th Party 
Congress in October 2017, insisted strongly that “only with 
reform and opening up can we develop China”. The ruling 
bureaucracy is therefore continuing along the same path, 
even though in February 2018 it was obliged to take over the 
private insurance company Anbang (which was already 
linked to leading members of the Chinese nomenklatura) af-
ter its extravagant financial operations and foreign pur-
chases led it to the brink of collapse, creating the risk of its 
45 million policy-holders demonstrating in the streets; also, 
in June 2018, the government agreed to provide financial 
support for HNA Group against a possible collapse (HNA was 
a small regional airline which expanded rapidly into a vast 
global conglomerate, getting involved in luxury real estate 
and financial speculation…). 
At the end of May 2018, the official news agency Xinhua an-
nounced that access to the Chinese market would be facili-
tated further – or even freed up completely – for foreign in-
vestors, notably in the sectors of energy, infrastructure, 
transportation and services, following on from the finance 
and auto sectors. Sectors dominated by state-owned enter-
prises… 
However, the room for manoeuvre is shrinking. On the one 
hand, imperialism’s demands are already shifting up a 
notch, not without contradictions inside the US administra-
tion. Let us remember that if the offensive aimed at elimi-
nating social ownership were to be completed successfully, 
the basis on which the bureaucracy lives parasitically would 
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be undermined in the process. In this way, the successful 
completion of imperialism’s offensive against China would 
result in the destruction of the bureaucracy itself (although 
its whole “opening up” policy is laying the foundation for the 
restoration of capitalism).  
On the other hand, a danger is present that is just as much 
of a threat to the power monopolised by the CCP: the mobi-
lisations by the working class. This danger has been met with 
heavy repression (19). Although there may be disagree-
ments in leading government circles over how far and how 
quickly they should respond to capital’s demands, there can 
be no disagreement over the absolute necessity to oppose 
any attempt by the workers to organise independently from 
the State. 
 
The struggle of the working class 
 
Worried about this situation, in April 2018 The New York 
Times published an opinion piece about this mobilisation by 
the workers: “China is a sea of labour unrest. During the first 
10 weeks of this year, there were more than 400 publicly re-
ported strikes, more than double the number during the 
comparable period last year. (…)  
As China’s rate of economic growth has slowed over the past 
few years, China Labour Bulletin, a Hong Kong-based organ-
isation, tracked a surge in reported strikes – most likely a 
small measure of all the actual strikes – from fewer than 200 
in 2011 to 1,256 in 2017. Government data indicates a 38 
per cent increase in the number of labour dispute cases 
heard by Chinese courts, from 589,244 in 2011 to 813,589 in 
2015.” (20) In July 2014, The Financial Times headed an arti-
cle about striking Walmart workers with: “Disputes become 
a feature of labour relations in China.” 
During National Security Education Day on 15 April 2018 (fol-
lowing the first such Education Day held in 2016), official 
propaganda put the emphasis on…international workers’ 
solidarity! An animated video entitled “A friend with a mask” 
was released, calling for vigilance against foreigners trying 
to instil “western notions of trade unions” and workers’ 
rights in Chinese workers.  
One Chinese researcher explained, regarding a strike in 
March 2018 by Shanghai sanitation workers and other la-
bour disputes: “In China, the moment the government sees 
that workers are taking action, it calls it a ‘political incident’, 
or claims that it’s due to the incitement of hostile foreign 
forces. (…)  
Yet, just because there is no help from labour rights groups, 
it doesn’t mean that workers themselves are unable to or-
ganise.” (21) The recurrent theme of “hostile foreign forces” 
is aimed at preventing any link-up between the Chinese 
workers and the working class internationally, and is the cor-
ollary of the motto of so-called “socialism with Chinese char-
acteristics”.  
Has the situation changed? Strike action has allowed the 
workers to win big wage increases and to benefit from vari-
ous rights, but for both private bosses and managers of 
State-owned enterprises, the equation is always the same: 
how to lower the cost of labour? The private sector avoids 
employment contracts (for example, for construction work-
ers and personal services workers), and the public sector 

opts to use temporary recruitment agencies (in State enter-
prises and administrations) as a means of depriving blue-col-
lar and white-collar workers of the rights and guarantees 
that form the legacy of the 1949 Revolution. Disputes and 
strikes in the private manufacturing sector occur most often 
when the workers find out that the employer is not making 
payments to the various social insurance funds (healthcare, 
pension, etc.). 
In late 2016 and well into 2017, the strike at the FAW-
Volkswagen auto manufacturer (a joint venture between a 
Chinese state-owned auto manufacturer and the German 
private company Volkswagen) saw the mobilisation of thou-
sands of agency-recruited workers to demand recognition of 
a right that in fact was already written into law: equal pay 
for equal work.  
They were earning half the wages and benefits paid to work-
ers who had been recruited directly. They elected delegates 
to argue for this demand; one of them, Fu Tianbo, was ar-
rested with other delegates on 26 May 2017 and has been 
detained for over a year. Both employers – Chinese and Ger-
man – spoke with one voice to denounce the stubborn work-
ers and have their delegates arrested, but we should add 
that the private owner of one of the temporary recruitment 
agencies which allow the workers to be paid a pittance is 
also Chair of the local branch of the official All-China Feder-
ation of Trade-Unions (ACFTU) and Secretary of the com-
pany’s CCP branch! 
Crane operators came up against this same obstacle when 
an independent trade union federation of crane operators 
called a strike on 1 May 2018 throughout the country, re-
sulting in protest movements in at least 30 large towns and 
cities in 19 provinces. A crane operator from Sichuan ex-
plained: “The official union [ACFTU] should have organised 
this strike, which would have been the best way of guaran-
teeing everybody’s interests.”  
But, he pointed out, “the union doesn’t want to take on that 
responsibility”. Or again during the three-week strike in April 
2018 at Multek (the Chinese subsidiary of US multinational 
Flex), when ACFTU officials refused to stand up for the de-
mands. One union full-timer said: “The local Party commit-
tee asked us to maintain social stability”, adding: “It is our 
administrative responsibility to join the intervention force for 
stability.” 
These strikes had been preceded by a very significant action: 
the Honda strike in Foshan in May-June 2010, which saw 
young workers – including students who had been sent to 
complete compulsory work skills training – demand not only 
wage increases but also new trade union elections in order 
to get rid of the clique of ACFTU apparatchiks. The official 
union representatives supported the Honda management 
against the workers’ demands and even sent in hired thugs 
to break up the strike, without success.  
To pursue their cause, the young workers prepared their 
strike, elected their own delegates and established their 
package of demands. And it was indeed the body of dele-
gates elected in this way that went in to negotiate and then 
reported back to the strikers at each stage of the negotia-
tions, in keeping with the mandate given to them in the 
mass meetings. Finally, after two weeks of strike action and 
negotiations, they were able to declare victory. The progress 
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of the strike was known about and commented on through-
out the country, and even internationally. At the same time, 
this success of the workers organising independently was 
short-lived. Here we come to a fundamental issue: there can 
be no lasting co-existence between independent organisa-
tions and the trade union apparatus, which is a projection of 
the State apparatus that relies on a monopoly of power as 
both a characteristic and a condition for survival. As long as 
that monopoly is not put into question and then dismantled, 
then any progress on the path of independent organisation, 
however important, can only be short-lived (either because 
the delegates are subjected to repression or because they 
are “absorbed” by the system).  
This is a particular application of the laws of the class strug-
gle as explained by Marx and Engels in the Manifesto of the 
Communist Party: any progress made in the workers’ strug-
gle is the target of an opposing class struggle (in this case by 
means of the bureaucracy) to put it into question. Neverthe-
less, the move towards self-organisation remains important, 
in that it helps the working class constitute itself as a force 
that is distinct from the bureaucracy and its State apparatus, 
and prepares the conditions for the confrontation with the 
bureaucracy’s government. 
After the Honda dispute, strike action – often on a massive 
scale and often victorious – often had this degree of organi-
sation, with delegates being elected in mass strike meetings. 
One delegate in a 2014 strike described how he was ap-
pointed: “All 156 of the workers signed or put their finger-
print on a letter of authorisation mandating us to go negoti-
ate with the management on their behalf on seven specific 
points: housing allowance, the basic wage, an end-of-year 
bonus, paid annual leave, attendance policy, seniority pay-
ments and a subsistence allowance. This is how we became 
employee delegates.” 
Whether or not the initiators of that letter were aware of 
the fact, every one of their demands had a link with social 
ownership (and the living conditions of the working class 
that are linked to it). In this sense, by arguing for their de-
mands, the Chinese workers were arguing for social owner-
ship. 
The recent strikes by crane operators in May 2018 and truck-
drivers in June 2018 also show a new tendency towards giv-
ing a national dimension to workers’ struggles, since de-
mands are widely shared, and the ability to communicate by 
mobile phone allows action to be organised despite the re-
pression directed against the labour rights centres.   
Just after the Honda strike, the French daily newspaper Le 
Figaro wrote, on 16 June 2010: “The phenomenon becomes 
more worrying when the workers start to demand to appoint 
their representatives themselves within the authorised offi-
cial trade union. They could even set up their own independ-
ent trade unions. The issue is therefore spilling over into the 
political sphere, directly challenging the sacrosanct principle 
of control by the party of every social aspect.” 
This organ of the bourgeois press was right to be worried, 
because the workers sought then and continue to seek to 
organise in order to resist exploitation, and to do so they 
need to decide to organise by themselves.  
One delegate of the thousands of strikers in 2014 at the Yue 
Yuen shoe factory (which makes branded footwear for com-

panies such as Nike and Adidas), posed the issue in the fol-
lowing terms: “We, the workers, especially in the Pearl River 
Delta region, want to organise, but there is no labour organ-
isation that could represent us and defend our rights le-
gally.” Another delegate said in 2017: “If the Chinese system 
does not improve and the government fails to carry out po-
litical reforms, the demands and anger will grow until society 
explodes. We, the workers, should have our own organisa-
tion. We need changes in the system and the law to solve the 
political and social problems.” 
Exploitation generates resistance to exploitation, and Chi-
nese workers who seek to organise despite repression by 
the State apparatus – including the trade union apparatus as 
well as the political apparatus – are no exception. And it is 
the power of the Chinese working class that places the cor-
rupt governing social layer in a pincer: on one side, capital 
and its demands to lower the cost of labour, and on the 
other side, the working class which resists those demands. 
This is what lies at the root of the endless crisis which is hit-
ting the bureaucracy. 
 
The crisis of the bureaucracy 
 
Let us recall the fundamental characteristics of that bureau-
cracy: “The Chinese bureaucracy is the social layer which ex-
ercises exclusive control over power and is identified with all 
branches of the state apparatus (“the bureaucracy owns the 
state”, as Trotsky wrote, even if today the state no longer 
owns the economy in the same relation as the Stalinist bu-
reaucracy at the time Trotsky made this remark), and which 
draws its privileges and social position from that political 
dominance exercised through the one-party system. The rifts 
within the bureaucracy are not the result of ideological dif-
ferences – although these differences are being expressed 
with various formulations – but of disagreement over the 
means of protecting a power under threat. The bureaucracy 
can appear to be all-powerful in many respects, but in real-
ity, it is an intermediate layer caught in a vice formed by the 
world’s working class – and therefore the Chinese working 
class – and imperialism. It only holds its position thanks to 
the victory of the workers’ and peasants’ revolution of 1949 
and the conditions in which that revolution unfolded.” (22) 
The political crisis of the CCP is not, therefore, the crisis of a 
classic political party, but that of the Party-State, with all its 
institutions (army, police, judiciary, trade unions and various 
organisations with hundreds of millions of members). If the 
CCP were to explode, this would cause an earthquake in all 
of the State institutions, resulting in an uncontrollable situ-
ation. The anti-corruption campaign begun almost five years 
ago reflects the desire to impose a common discipline on all 
component parts of the apparatus. It has served to filter the 
Party leadership by eliminating cadres who have misgivings 
about carrying out the orientations and decisions of the 
CCP’s top levels. 
“The various factions share the common wish to maintain 
their privileged social position which is based on a monopoly 
of political power. But the world crisis, China’s increased de-
pendence on a world market dominated by capital, and the 
resistance of the workers are pushing each one of the bu-
reaucracy’s factions to seek solutions that will protect them 
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(…). But all of them are part of maintaining the political mo-
nopoly of a bureaucracy that is expropriating the proletar-
iat.” (23) The reader will note that nowadays nobody talks 
about a conflict between “reformers” and “conservatives” 
such as we often heard about previously, where the “con-
servatives” were those who wanted to stay in power with-
out reforming and the “reformers” were those who wanted 
more freedoms for “the market”. With the crisis established 
and now intensifying, with imperialism becoming more 
threatening, the situation no longer allowed the various 
clans and factions to fight between themselves. Above all, 
this was no longer the time to talk, this was the time for a 
Bonaparte.  
The financial crisis of 2007-8 caused an earthquake in the 
leading circles of China’s government. In December 2008, 
the ceremony to celebrate the 30th anniversary of the “re-
form and opening up” policy was virtually cancelled. The big 
project to turn Shanghai into an international financial cen-
tre collapsed. The mantra of the 2008 recovery plan was 
“the state advances, the private sector retreats”. 
It was then necessary to give pledges to imperialism, to let 
it know that the setback was only temporary and that the 
orientation was to give the market “a decisive role”. The 
China 2030 report (24) was drafted in 2011-12 jointly by the 
World Bank and a government research unit under the re-
sponsibility of the current Prime Minister, Li Keqiang. Among 
other things, it called for the deregulation of finance, the 
convertibility of the yuan and a form of privatisation of the 
State-owned enterprises (an end to their monopoly). War 
between the clans wrought havoc in the ranks of the leader-
ship for a year until late 2012, when the current CCP General 
Secretary, Xi Jinping, arrived on the stage.  
As the clashes between the different clans intensified, it was 
the concentration of all powers in the hands of Xi Jinping 
which moved the clan war behind the scenes. But in reality, 
the crisis of the bureaucracy was permanent, because the 
bureaucracy was permanently torn between the require-
ments for preserving its power – which rests on the fact that 
the State controls the economy – and the demands that 
flowed from its co-operation with imperialism, which in turn 
opened up the path towards eliminating social ownership. 
In addition, there were the contradictions inside the bureau-
cracy and between the interests of each part of it. Some con-
sidered that the reforms placed the “Party” (therefore, the 
bureaucracy’s government) in danger. Other cadres, both 
junior and senior, had become rich through the reforms pol-
icy, and dreaded the possibility of going too far and com-
pletely upsetting their position (25). For the CCP, maintain-
ing its grip on power meant first of all eliminating anything 
that was a destabilising risk. It was therefore necessary to 
launch the “struggle against corruption” at the 18th Party 
Congress in late 2012, in an attempt to push this policy 
through and align all the factions, whatever their respective 
political positions. 
One expert on the Chinese economy posed this question: “Is 
it possible to “reform” CNPC [the highly profitable China Na-
tional Petroleum Corporation] if Zhou Yongkang’s political 
network is intact?” (26) Zhou Yongkang, the former national 
head of the security apparatus and law enforcement institu-
tions, and one of the nine members of the CCP’s Politburo 

Standing Committee until November 2012, was later ar-
rested as part of the “struggle against corruption”. His arrest 
followed that of Bo Xilai, one of the 25 members of the Po-
litical Bureau. The director of the SASAC, the body responsi-
ble for supervising and managing 115 or so giant state en-
terprises that are directly linked to the government, was 
also dismissed and convicted of corruption. The CCP’s two 
former General Secretaries since 1989, Jiang Zemin and Hu 
Jintao, called for moderation in the “struggle against corrup-
tion” being waged by Xi Jinping. This received the response: 
we carry on, and push harder! The crisis at the top levels of 
the CCP had never been resolved. Nobody felt safe anymore. 
However, until Xi Jinping assumed the leadership of the CCP 
in 2012, the image of party unity was considered essential 
for ensuring the stability of the system, which rested on the 
Party’s monopoly of power. 
At the 19th CCP Congress in October 2017, Xi Jinping reaf-
firmed that “the Party exercises overall leadership over all 
areas of endeavour in every part of the country”, including 
CCP organisations, government bodies, the army, trade un-
ions and other “non-governmental actors”. In November 
2013, he had already insisted that: “The most important 
matters are persisting in the leadership of the Party, imple-
menting the Party’s basic line (…).” (27) To this end, he in-
creased the number of ad hoc CCP bodies, which he headed. 
For all that, the cadres in the provinces only implemented 
those parts of the policy decided centrally which did not 
harm their interests, which therefore included whatever 
would allow them to guarantee social stability. 
Yes, but this does not resolve the question of how to re-
spond to Trump and his recent measures. During a foreign 
affairs conference held in June 2018, Xi Jinping referred to a 
“complex and changing international situation” and called 
for lessons to be drawn from history. An editorial published 
by the official news agency Xinhua in August 2013 consid-
ered the consequences of China collapsing; it concluded that 
they would be much worse than the disintegration of the 
former Soviet Union. In one of his first speeches as head of 
state and the CCP in 2012, Xi Jinping himself had warned 
against the risk of a sudden collapse of the CCP, making a 
reference to the USSR in 1991: “[B]ut within days it was 
turned around again […]. Yeltsin gave a speech standing on 
a tank, but the military made no response, keeping so-called 
‘neutrality.’ Finally, Gorbachev announced the disbandment 
of the Soviet Communist Party in a blithe statement. A big 
Party was gone just like that.” 
In late September 2017 (just before the CCP’s 19th Con-
gress), Xi Jinping emphasised that: “If we deviate from or 
abandon Marxism, our Party would lose its soul and direc-
tion.” Of course, he could not care less about Marxism or the 
“soul” of the Party. What he was really saying, in another 
form, was that everybody should follow the orders from the 
top in a disciplined manner. Furthermore, the bureaucracy 
was thus referring to the 1949 Revolution, on the basis of 
which it had established its power by excluding the masses 
from any decision. We have here in a nutshell the whole of 
the bureaucracy’s social lie, presenting itself as the expres-
sion of the emancipatory movement whilst in fact it is the 
negation of that movement. 
Of a different character is the letter entitled “Proposals for 
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making China a genuine socialist country”, in which 17 for-
mer members of the CCP’s Central Committee posed the fol-
lowing question, on the eve of the 17th Party Congress in 
2007 and after the wave of “reforms”: 
“For example, the state enterprises, which many of us spent 
decades building through hard work, have been ransacked in 
various ways, sold off or even given away for nothing, be-
coming what are euphemistically called ‘collective enter-
prises’, even though they are in fact private property. 
Former Party secretaries and factory directors are trans-
forming themselves into big capitalists, while continuing to 
act as Party members or secretaries. Is this in keeping with 
the Manifesto of the Communist Party and the founding 
principles of the Communist Party? 
One loses count of the number of matters and grounds for 
concern which come to light each day. It is an endless list: 
speculative stock market bubbles, price increases, the relo-
cation of factories without consultation, the displacements 
of populations, real estate speculation, soaring price infla-
tion. In addition, the policy of cheap exports has led to low 
wages and exploitation of the workers, to high energy con-
sumption as well as considerable pollution, etc.” 
The letter by the 17 former CC members then posed this 
question: “Is it possible that we have taken the wrong path, 
which will lead us somewhere else?” This statement ex-
presses the depth of the bureaucracy’s crisis. Some sectors 
of the apparatus were led to denounce the policy being pur-
sued by the bureaucracy as a whole, but only organised ac-
tion by the working class could answer the question they 
were asking.  
This observation is not contestable; it is also what around 
1,000 miners from Anyuan in Jiangxi Province were referring 
to on 1 March 2016, as they marched through the streets 
with banners reading: “Workers want to survive, workers 
need to eat!” One young miner said angrily: “How do you 
survive on 470 yuan [around 60 euros or US$69, represent-
ing roughly one-quarter of their wage] per month? My par-
ents and grandparents worked at the mine. The workers 
built the mine with their hands. It is where Mao Zedong led 
the Great Strike [of 1922], and that’s how the Communist 
Party rose – and now this?” 
This was also the conclusion reached recently by a worker 
activist: “Today the Chinese Communist Party no longer rep-
resents the interests of the majority of the Chinese people, 
but only of the minority privileged class. In many conflicts 
between capital and labour, the Party naturally stands up for 
capital.” 
Or again this young activist following his arrest, in a letter 
published early this year: “I see that this world of exploita-
tion and oppression have never disappeared. Many mem-
bers of my family were workers in state enterprises and so, 
even when I was a child, I knew how the old workers were 
stripped of their lifetime’s work and their social contribu-
tions, when the state enterprises were reformed and privat-
ised. They were discarded and forced to work precariously, 
abandoned to the whims of society.” 
The fact that young people can discuss about social prob-
lems, the ways to solve them and what happened in Spring 
1989, ending with the Tiananmen Square massacre, is unac-
ceptable to the CCP. Nevertheless, these are indeed the 
questions which need to be resolved, therefore which need 

to be discussed publicly. This requires the widest possible 
freedom of thought, speech and publication. The reason for 
the arrests of those young activists in December 2017 was 
the holding of meetings of a discussion circle on social prob-
lems. 
The members of that discussion circle wrote: “Acknowledg-
ing the existence of various problems in society is already be-
ing “extremist”. And no doubt it would be even more so if 
one discusses the ways of “solving the problems”. But every 
country in the world has its own social problems: is it really 
a crime for someone to express his or her opinions on the 
way to solve them? It is our right.” 
It is this right which is incompatible with the monopoly of 
power exercised by the CCP. The first demand can therefore 
be formulated in the following terms: freedom to hold a po-
litical opinion that is different to the official CCP propa-
ganda; freedom to make it known and to publish it; political 
rights for the workers and youth, who are the country’s dy-
namic forces. 
The analysis and reflections that comprise this article – pub-
lished in two parts, in Issue Nos.10 and 11 of The Internatio-
nale – do not pretend to give a complete position on all of 
the issues raised by the developments in China. In the first 
place, the article is a contribution submitted for discussion 
by the militant activists and organisations of the Organising 
Committee for the Reconstitution of the Fourth Interna-
tional (OCRFI), especially in relation to the preparations for 
the meeting in November 2018 of the OCRFI’s International 
Committee. Obviously, this attempt to clarify the positions 
of the Fourth International regarding China is not only of-
fered for discussion by the militant activists of the Fourth In-
ternational. As far as we are concerned, this is a discussion 
that concerns all activists who are committed to defending 
the political independence of working-class organisations 
and who are working on building political organisations that 
express the interests of the working class. This appeal for the 
widest possible discussion is addressed first of all to Chinese 
activists, to those who today are engaged in a hard battle to 
help the Chinese working class advance along the path of or-
ganising independently. 
In this article, we have sought – on the basis of the facts and 
using the Marxist method – to demonstrate the falseness of 
the whole argument which says that today China is suppos-
edly a factor that threatens world peace, that it is a threat-
ening big power. On the contrary, it is imperialism’s aggres-
sive policy under the leadership of US imperialism which not 
only threatens the very existence of China as an independ-
ent and unified State – explicitly declaring this, as we have 
seen – but also risks dragging the whole of humankind into 
new disasters. 
Commentators have reassessed the expression “Let China 
sleep, for when she wakes, she will shake the world” (Napo-
leon Bonaparte). In fact, the 1949 Revolution marked the 
start of that awakening: the American journalist Jack Belden 
who was in China in 1949, wrote an eye-witness account of 
the huge upheaval that was underway, entitled China 
Shakes the World. Today, the result of that upheaval is first 
and foremost a Chinese proletariat comprising more than 
350 million human beings, which has been created as a con-
sequence of the Chinese Revolution and within the frame-
work of social relations which the Revolution established. It 
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has fought continuously against the bureaucratic dictator-
ship and the monopoly of power impeding its emancipation, 
and a large proportion of its sectors have experienced what 
capitalist exploitation means, due to the direct capitalist ex-
ploitation permitted by the bureaucracy. 
This powerful proletariat is an essential part of the global 
working class and the wide movement for workers’ emanci-
pation. It is playing a crucial role in that movement. A Chi-
nese activist pointed this out during a World Conference of 
the International Liaison Committee of Workers and Peo-
ples, held in March 2005 in Madrid (Spain): “The world’s 
workers cannot ignore more than 300 million Chinese work-
ers.” 
In the coming years, the future of China – and therefore, to 
a large extent, the future of the whole of humankind – will 
largely depend on the future of the working class in China, 
on its struggles and forms of organisation. This is why, for 
those who are organised on the basis of the Programme of 
the Fourth International, the “China question” is of major 
importance. 

10 July 2018 
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(1) Part One was published together with documents and state-
ments which appeared during various periods of upheavals of a 
revolutionary character that have shaken China since 1949 (the 
“Hundred Flowers Campaign” in 1957-8, the “Cultural Revolution” 
in 1966-7, the revolutionary movement in 1989, and today’s 
strikes). It also included a summary of the various phases of the 
Fourth International’s struggle in China. 
(2) Statement at the APEC CEO Summit, Da Nang (Vietnam), 10 No-
vember 2017. In passing, Trump put forward a new concept: that 
of an “Indo-Pacific region”. India has already asked to be admitted 
as a member of the Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation forum, an 
organisation which today regroups only countries that border on 
the Pacific Ocean. 
(3) “It is increasingly clear that China and Russia want to shape a 
world consistent with their authoritarian model – gaining veto au-
thority over other nations’ economic, diplomatic, and security deci-
sions.” (Summary of the 2018 National Defense Strategy of the 
United States of America, US Department of Defense, 19 January 
2018) 
(4) CFIUS is a committee made up of 14 US government agencies 
which provides the President with a comprehensive government 
perspective on whether a proposed acquisition of a US business 
should be blocked on the grounds of protecting national security. 
(5) The founding programme of the Fourth International, the Tran-
sitional Programme, already stated in 1938: “The bourgeoisie itself 
sees no way out. (…) [I]t now slides with eyes shut towards eco-
nomic and military disaster.” 
(6) Agence France Presse, 11 July 2018. 
(7) Ha Jiming and Adam S. Posen (editors), “US-China economic re-
lations: From conflict to solutions”, a joint report (June 2018) by 
the private think-tank China 40 Finance Forum and a Washington-
based think-tank, the Peterson Institute for International Econom-
ics. 
(8) Reuters, 5 July 2018. 
(9) Nuclear Posture Review, US Department of Defense, February 

2018. 
(10) “War with China: Thinking through the unthinkable”, Rand 
Corporation, Santa Monica (Ca.), 28 July 2016. 
(11) Taiwan also lays claim to the islands, which are located close 
to key shipping lanes and rich fishing grounds. There may also be 
oil reserves in the area, increasing the stakes in the dispute over 
control of the islands’ territorial waters. 
(12) Jeffrey A. Bader, “What the United States and China should do 
in the wake of the South China Sea ruling”, Order From Chaos blog, 
13 July 2016. 
(13) Summary of the 2018 National Defense Strategy of the United 
States of America, US Department of Defense, 19 January 2018. 
(14) Pierre-Olivier Beyrand, “Le canal de Kra, symbole des ambi-
tions expansionnistes chinoises: les Nouvelles routes de la Soie 
(1/2)” [The Kra Canal, symbol of China’s expansionist ambitions: 
The New Silk Roads], Le Portail de l’Intelligence économique 
[Economic Intelligence Portal], 4 June 2018. The Chinese leader-
ship is trying to negotiate the construction of the Thai Canal (also 
known as the Kra Canal or Kra Isthmus Canal) in Thailand, which 
would link the Indian Ocean to the Pacific, thus allowing maritime 
traffic to save 1,200 km and three days of navigation. 
(15) At the end of 2013, Xi Jinping called for the building of a Silk 
Road Economic Belt and a 21st Century Maritime Silk Road, collec-
tively referred to as One Belt, One Road (OBOR), but which has also 
come to be known as the Belt and Road Initiative. The Silk Road 
Economic Belt refers to an overland route aimed at connecting 
China’s underdeveloped hinterland to Europe through Central 
Asia. The 21st Century Maritime Silk Road is a plan to connect 
China’s southern provinces to the Southeast Asian region, East Af-
rica and the Mediterranean through ports and railways. 
(16) Cary Huang, “China-US trade war truce shows where Xi and 
Trump are weak”, South China Morning Post, 27 May 2018. 
(17) La Vérité-The Truth, No.85, March 2015. 
(18) “Asia Needs Deal to Prevent Panic Selling of U.S. Debt, Yu 
Says”, Bloomberg, 25 September 2008. 
(19) A worldwide campaign of workers’ solidarity with Chinese ac-
tivists was organised, beginning with those who were victims of the 
repression and round-up in December 2015 (referred to as “Black 
December”). Some 50 activists from labour rights associations in 
Guangdong Province were detained, and some of them were even-
tually jailed (four of them for one year or more). 
(20) Harvey Thomlinson, “China’s Communist Party Is Abandoning 
Workers”, The New York Times, 2 April 2018. 
(21) Wang Jiangsong, “A Six-day Strike in Shanghai Caused by a 
$110 Pay Cut – Collective Action by Sanitation Workers in China’s 
‘New Era’ of Stability Maintenance”, ChinaChange.org, 13 April 
2018. 
(22) Alain Frandor, “After the 18th Congress of the Chinese Com-
munist Party…” La Vérité-The Truth, No.77, March 2013. 
(23) Resolution of the International Secretariat of the Fourth Inter-
national, 19 November 2009. 
(24) It’s full title: China 2030: Building a Modern, Harmonious, and 
Creative High-Income Society. 
(25) Several party and State cadres wanted to leave the country 
because their future was uncertain. Two-thirds of wealthy Chinese 
– who therefore belong to the ruling caste or owe their wealth to 
their links with that caste – are still in this position and already have 
children or even a second home abroad. 
(26) Barry Naughton, “The Narrow Road to Reform”, China Leader-
ship Monitor, Issue No.42, Fall 2013. 
(27) Resolution of the Third Plenum of the 18th Party Congress, 12 
November 2013. 

 
 
 



26 The Internationale n°11 – August 2018 
 
 
 ANALYSIS 
 
 

A chronicle of revisionism 
 

France: the CCI leadership turns its back  
on the most basic internationalist positions 
 
 
“This Europe is not our Europe”, says the joint statement 
dated 26 June 2018 by Freie Plattform für Arbeiterpolitik 
[Open platform for working-class politics] (Germany), La 
Tribune des Travailleurs [Workers’ Tribune] (France) and 
Tribuna Libera [Open Forum] (Italy), taking up the slogan of 
the European Workers’ Conference held in Paris on 12-13 
May 2018). (1) 
“This Europe” of barbarism is the Europe of the European Un-
ion’s “mini-summit” of 28-29 June, when the EU and each 
one of its governments – from the “socialist” Sanchez gov-
ernment in Spain supported by Podemos, to the far-right 
government in Austria – all decided to send migrants back 
from the EU; in other words, in a best-case scenario, to the 
gruesome slave markets in Libya. 
Just as there was in the past regarding Greece, today there 
are two positions in the labour movement regarding the ref-
ugee issue. On one side, there are all those – and there are 
many of them – who seek to preserve the link that ties them, 
through the European Union, to the semi-corpse of the de-
caying system of private ownership of the means of produc-
tion; and on the other side, there are those – including our-
selves – who are fighting in favour of breaking with the bour-
geois governments of both right and “left”, breaking with the 
European Union, breaking with imperialism. 
On 28 June, the first day of the EU “mini-summit”, the topic 
of the programme “Dans la gueule du loup” [Into the Lion’s 
Den], presented by journalist Jacques Cotta on the French 
online TV channel Le Média, was “The European Union, head-
ing towards chaos”. In addition to representatives of various 
political forces, two “experts” gave their opinions at some 
length, including Daniel Shapira, member of the CCI (2) lead-
ership, on behalf of the editorial team of Informations 
ouvrières [Labour News]. 
 
Yes or no: Has the European Union decided to reject “mi-
grants” in their tens of thousands? 
 
Yes or no, is there a European Union that has decided to re-
ject “migrants” in their tens of thousands? As far as Daniel 
Shapira is concerned: “We are in a situation where the Euro-
pean Union is on the verge of exploding. Formally, regarding 
the migrant crisis, Ms Merkel was talking yesterday of ‘squar-
ing the circle’ in terms of being able to reach an agreement 

by the end of June on the question of immigration”. The Eu-
ropean Union “on the verge of exploding”, unable to reach 
an agreement on “what to do?” regarding the “migrants” or 
any other topic? This is not the first time we are hearing this 
refrain in verbal and written statements by the CCI. 
Since the programme had been recorded a few days before 
the famous EU “mini-summit” of 28-29 June, we will not crit-
icise Daniel Shapira for not having been able to comment on 
its results; to be specific, the decisions to: establish “regional 
disembarkation platforms” in third countries and secured 
“controlled centres” in EU Member States; increase funding 
for Frontex (European Border and Coast Guard Agency, the 
EU agency responsible for managing and controlling the ex-
ternal borders of the Schengen Area); and, in particular, in-
crease logistical support for the Libyan Coastguard (i.e. the 
mafia-style slavers) (3). 
But after that summit, Daniel Shapira wrote the following re-
garding the agreement, in Issue No.510 (4 July 2018) of Infor-
mations ouvrières:  
“As for the agreement itself, apart from expressing the com-
mon wish to get rid of the refugees, it is already falling apart. 
“Regional disembarkation platforms” outside the EU? Tuni-
sia, Morocco and Libya have already said that they do not 
want them. “Controlled centres” inside the EU? Macron was 
the first, closely followed by the Italian government, to de-
clare that he did not want any of these in his country (…). It is 
an understatement to say that beyond the new consensus, its 
implementation will once again show the whole crisis of dis-
integration of the European Union.” 
The European Union is “disintegrating”…sure, sure. But, is 
there a unanimous decision to throw tens of thousands mi-
grants out of the EU, yes or no? Is there an arsenal of 
measures on which everyone agrees, yes or no? Will the Eu-
ropean Union continue to happily fund the Libyan Coast-
guard, namely the armed mafia-style gangs that are forcing 
refugees into slavery, yes or no? 
On 12 July in Innsbruck (Austria), the justice and home affairs 
ministers of the EU Member States held an informal meeting 
to “talk more concretely about the issue of disembarkation 
platforms”, as Austria’s Interior Minister Kickl explained to 
the European “Parliament”. 
And all this is supposedly just hot air? While the European 
Union is “falling apart” in the columns of Informations 
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ouvrières and in the heads of its editors, migrants are being 
hunted along the coasts of the Mediterranean under the EU’s 
Blue-Spangled Banner. 
 
Yes or no: Should everybody who is fleeing imperialist wars 
and the IMF’s programmes be welcomed? 
 
Daniel Shapira is questioned by Cotta: “Italy: 600,000 mi-
grants... Is there not a feeling that the people have been ne-
glected in favour of something else…” The question is at the 
very least strangely formulated – not to mention the reply: 
“Well, on the question of immigration, we would need a 
whole programme. (Cotta: “And we will do that in Septem-
ber”). That’s a very good idea. Because to find a valid solution 
to the immigration problem, I think it will be hard to find it in 
the framework of the profit system. Because after all, what 
everybody is trying to hide is: what are those hundreds of 
thousands of immigrants fleeing from?  
Poverty and war. So, when Sarkozy and his friend Bernard-
Henri Lévy decided to bomb Libya, the Americans supported 
them, everybody supported them, in the name of re-estab-
lishing order. The result was and is absolute chaos, and after-
wards we saw that whole peoples, hundreds of thousands of 
people, had nowhere to go other than to try to survive. And 
that is a system. And we could talk about Africa and the fate 
that is in store for it.” 
This staggering answer calls for some comment. The argu-
ment that it would be “hard to find a solution in the frame-
work of the profit system” for what Shapira calls “the immi-
gration problem” (sic!) could be applied to any issue. Unem-
ployment, the destruction of man and his environment, war, 
racism, the oppression of women, and more, will not find a 
lasting positive solution in the framework of imperialism, the 
highest stage of capitalism. 
But should the labour movement abandon slogans for inter-
vening in the class struggle on these issues, which open the 
perspective of emancipation and socialism, on the pretext 
that these evils will only find a positive solution under social-
ism? Let us return to the refugee issue. Yes, hundreds of 
thousands of refugees are being driven out of Africa, the 
Middle East and Asia by “wars and poverty”, by the fate 
which imperialism has in store for the African continent and 
elsewhere. Yes, Obama, Sarkozy and Co. bear a heavy re-
sponsibility for what is happening today in Libya due to 
NATO’s intervention – driven by the US, France and Britain – 
in 2011.  
An intervention which “everybody supported”, Shapira re-
minds us (4). But once we have remembered all this, what 
should the position of the labour movement be, in keeping 
with its best internationalist traditions? 
For our part, in the joint statement of 26 June referred to 
above, we stated: “We solemnly repeat here what we de-
clared, together with workers and activists from 15 European 
countries, in the European Workers’ Conference held on 12-
13 May this year: This Europe is not our Europe! The labour 
movement must take on the responsibility of refusing to dis-
tinguish between political asylum and economic asylum. It 
must open its arms to our exploited and oppressed brothers 
and sisters from other continents and other countries, and 
proclaim to the class of speculators, oppressors, exploiters 

and warmongers: there is one united working class, from Ger-
many to Africa and from the Middle East to Spain, across the 
seas. It falls to that united working class to impose solutions 
that are in keeping with the workers’ interests.” But as for 
Shapira, he does not have a view on the matter. That will be 
sorted out under socialism, he tells us. 
Based on such “logic”, one would have to condemn, for ex-
ample, the campaign waged by the Fourth International (and 
especially the American SWP) in 1945 to welcome Jewish sur-
vivors of the Nazi camps into the United States, Canada and 
Australia (which were refusing to give them asylum). 
And Informations ouvrières? Nothing, silence. Why this si-
lence? Should we look for the reason in the interview that 
Jean-Luc Melenchon gave to Mediapart on 2 July 2018? In it, 
he said that he would not be led “where the far right wants 
to take us: that is, to make us say that if we accept one boat, 
we have to accept everybody”. 
And he added: “I have never been in favour of freedom of set-
tlement, an idea which does not come from our ranks in his-
tory”! Could it be that Daniel Shapira is trying to fob us off 
with “only socialism will solve the immigration problem” so 
as not to be at odds with Melenchon’s positions? 
 
The institutions of the European Union: simply “window-
dressing”? 
 
As far as Daniel Shapira is concerned, the European Union is 
not only non-existent regarding what he calls “the immigra-
tion problem”.  
He explained that the EU institutions are simply window-
dressing: “The window-dressing – I am talking about the win-
dow-dressing of the EU institutions – which has been created 
to in fact allow every European government to hide behind 
supranational decisions in order to better attack its own peo-
ple; now, for each of them we can say: the emperor has no 
clothes. Because the EU situation is so disjointed that each 
one of the governments is obliged to take direct responsibility 
for decisions against its own people which previously had 
been taken on a concerted basis by the various govern-
ments.” 
Let us re-read these words carefully. The European institu-
tions are supposedly “window-dressing”, in other words an 
illusion “created to allow every European government to hide 
behind supranational decisions”. 
But today, the European Union is “so disjointed” that this 
“window-dressing” is no longer enough to conceal the policy 
of each government that is being directed “against its own 
people”. 
Let us point out straight away that it would be wrong to deny 
that the institutions of the European Union are in crisis. They 
are in crisis, and a deep and far-reaching one at that. Is this 
crisis enough to make the EU, the European Commission, the 
European Central Bank and the euro disappear as tools for 
oppression? Obviously not! Similarly, it is undeniable that the 
institutions of the main imperialist countries – beginning 
with the United States (with Trump as President) and the in-
stitutions of the Fifth Republic in France – are in crisis. Does 
this crisis make those tools for oppression in the hands of US 
finance capital and the French bourgeoisie simply disappear? 
Obviously not! 
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But let us come back to Shapira’s argument. As far as he is 
concerned, from the very start the European Union has been 
“window-dressing” that allows the bourgeois governments 
to point to “Brussels” as a scapegoat in an attempt to hide 
the fact that they are the ones who are responsible. To write 
that at a time when the last instalment of EU “aid” for Greece 
heralds a new package of austerity measures which the 
Tsipras government is hastening to implement – what a way 
to go! Shapira’s argument leaves one dumbfounded: “The EU 
institutions (…) are anti-democratic, but validated by each 
one of the governments.” This “discovery” by Shapira is ex-
traordinary. Of course, the European Union has not erased 
each of the bourgeoisies (particularly the imperialist bour-
geoisies) of Europe, or their States, or their governments. But 
how does the fact that those bourgeois governments must 
be combatted exempt the working class from fighting to 
break with the European Union? Contrary to this artificial 
counterposition, is it not true that one hundred years ago, 
the Communist International of Lenin and Trotsky closely 
linked the fight for the Socialist United States of Europe with 
the fight for a workers’ government in each country? Do we 
really need to point out that Shapira’s innovation regarding 
the EU, that it is simply “window-dressing”, goes against 
what was part of the DNA of the Independent Workers Party 
(POI) founded in 2008, just 10 years ago? The original POI 
which said, in an excellent brochure entitled “The European 
Union: 10 questions, 10 answers”: “In June 2008, when the 
Independent Workers Party, fighting for socialism, the Re-
public and democracy, was founded, the Congress ended with 
a rally. One slogan rang out: “European Union, enough is 
enough!” In a way, this is a “trademark” of our party. Every-
one who is familiar with the POI’s campaigns – to ban lay-
offs, to defend pensions, or against ratification of the TSCG 
(5) (and its consequences today) – or participated in them 
knows this. The POI has always linked these slogans with the 
fight against the European Union and in favour of breaking 
with its institutions, for the repeal of the Maastricht Treaty. 
Without, however, making this a precondition for unity.” 
 
“Breaking with the European Union”: that is the enemy! 
 
It is precisely with this conception that Shapira’s Undemo-
cratic POI has broken, and he wants people to know this! In-
sisting on speaking again at the end of the TV programme, 
Shapira was anxious to make this point clear: “Personally, I 
am in favour of breaking with the European Union, I am not 
a sovereignist of either the right or the left, I am in favour of 
a Union of the peoples. Being in favour of breaking with the 
European Union, I echo what was said in the short film earlier 
(6): I don’t jump up and down like a goat, repeating “Break 
with the European Union”, etc. every 30 seconds, because I 
hear some people continuously repeating that like a goat. 
The root of the problem is that the European Union is a com-
bination of agreements by various governments.” 
“I hear some people continuously repeating that”...naming 
no names! Because for Shapira, “breaking with the European 
Union” is like religion…it is a private matter. One can be per-
sonally in favour or personally against, or personally nei-
ther…that is solely a commitment for one’s inner self. Of 
course, this is nothing new for the leadership of the revision-
ist CCI. During a “Marxist study circle” on 29 November 2016, 

one of its representatives said: “Perhaps in the past one ra-
ther overused the slogan of breaking with the European Un-
ion.” (7) 
But why do they need to insist today on abandoning the fight 
to break with the European Union? The answer is given by 
Daniel Shapira himself. Asked about the rise of the “populist” 
movements in Italy and Eastern Europe, he explained: “This 
poses the issue of the crisis of political representation of the 
oppressed classes and the working class. Because, look at 
France. The same rejection of the EU was partly expressed (…) 
by the vote for France Unbowed, which gave a perspective 
that did not exist in this form in the countries of Eastern Eu-
rope.” So, unlike Italy and eastern Europe, in France the “cri-
sis of political representation of the oppressed classes and the 
working class” has been at least partly overcome thanks to 
the presence of France Unbowed, “which gave a perspective 
that did not exist in this form” to the oppressed and the work-
ing class, expressing “their rejection of the EU”. 
Now, whoever is interested in France Unbowed’s pro-
gramme knows that it is not in favour of breaking with the 
European Union. That fact is that France Unbowed is getting 
ready to present a list in the next European elections (in May 
2019) jointly with Podemos of the Spanish State and Portu-
gal’s Left Bloc. None of these three movements has a posi-
tion in favour of dismantling the European Union. Of course, 
Melenchon talks about “exiting” the European treaties, but 
certainly not the European Union.  
He has repeated this, time and time again: whether in the 
framework of his “Plan A” or his “Plan B”, there is no question 
of destroying the European Union and the euro. “Don’t be-
lieve those who tell you: “He [Melenchon] wants to leave Eu-
rope and the euro” (…), come on now, seriously!”, he told the 
daily newspaper Le Monde a little over a year ago (18 April 
2017). Now that the European elections are getting closer, all 
of the component parts of France Unbowed must therefore 
unite on the basics (8). 
 
“Truth on this side of Pyrenees, a lie on the other” 
 
Asked about the responsibility of the Socialist Party (SP) in 
the implementation of the EU’s policy, Shapira stated: “It is 
obvious that the SP – Jospin, Hollande, not to mention Mit-
terrand – co-led the EU. But for most of the time, there was 
another partner with the SP which we should not forget, and 
that was the Communist Party [CP].  
Because, if we take for example the EU directives on trans-
portation which led to the privatisations of [national rail com-
pany] SNCF, with the first railways package, it was in fact 
Jean-Claude Gayssot, Jospin’s Transport Minister and CP 
member, who attended all of the Council meetings of the Eu-
ropean transport ministers; and when France held the EU 
Chair in the second half of 2000, it was Gayssot who chaired 
the Council meetings of European transport ministers which 
launched the railways package. So, it is all this which was 
punished by the French people in the elections last year.” 
Perfectly correct – even if Shapira’s memory is selective. 
There was also a certain Jean-Luc Melenchon in Jospin’s so-
called “Plural Left” government. Melenchon who continues 
to take responsibility for his participation in government, 
which he still described recently as “one of the most positive 
times in the life of the French economy”. (9)  
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But then we hear journalist Cotta question Shapira about 
“left” governments that bow down to the demands of capital 
and the European institutions: “Is it still relevant to talk of a 
left-right divide when talking about the EU? Take Spain as an 
example. The PSOE [Socialist Party] leads a broad govern-
ment coalition, and [Prime Minister and PSOE leader] 
Sanchez says: this election and this government is about 
“representing what is best in Spanish society, about forming 
an intergenerational equality-based government that is an-
chored in the EU, whose main priority should be respecting 
European commitments regarding the public deficit”… We 
know what that means… So that’s what you get from a coa-
lition led by “the left”. Does it still mean anything to talk 
about left and right?” In school, Shapira’s answer – which we 
will quote at length – would probably receive a low mark to-
gether with the comment “beside the point”. Flustered, he 
replied to Cotta: “I think that the historic left-right divide has 
always corresponded to social classes whose interests were 
claimed to be represented by this or that political party. The 
left, in its broad sense of the SP and CP, claimed to represent 
the interests of the working class, of the oppressed and the 
exploited. And the parties of the right represented more or 
less the interests of the property-owning classes. Today, par-
ties like the SP and CP have wallowed so much in accompa-
nying all of the EU’s policies that there has been a massive 
rejection, so this has created a crisis situation in terms of po-
litical representation of the interests of the oppressed. I 
wouldn’t say that the basic divisions have disappeared, quite 
the opposite. But they are having a hard time finding repre-
sentation.” 
Cotta: “You’re talking about class divisions, in fact.” 
Shapira: “There you are. And that is the problem, which I 
would not reduce to the question of the EU; or to be more 
precise, the EU is the symbol of a class policy against the op-
pressed.” 
But the question referred to a very precise situation: that of 
the Sanchez government, formed in the Spanish State less 
than a month previously. A government formed in order to 
save the Francoist monarchy’s institutions under the 1978 
Constitution, institutions that have wobbled under the blows 
of the mobilisation by the masses for the Catalan Republic. A 
government – as Cotta pointed out – that was formed to 
serve the Spanish monarchy’s interests of “respecting Euro-
pean commitments”. Why did Shapira – who was so quick to 
rightly condemn the parties “of the left” in France, which 
have “wallowed in accompanying the EU” – not say one word 
about those who are wallowing in the same process of ac-
companying the EU on the other side of the Pyrenees? 
As the old French saying goes, “Truth on this side of Pyrenees, 
a lie on the other”. The problem with Pedro Sanchez is that 
since he formed his government, he has been supported and 
courted by Pablo Iglesias, the leader of Podemos and the ally 
of France Unbowed in the next European elections! In fact, 
as soon as the Rajoy government fell on 1 June 2018, Iglesias 
let the PSOE leader know that Podemos was “available” to 
the new Prime Minister. Since the formation of the PSOE gov-
ernment, Podemos has claimed to be its “main partner” in 
Parliament, whilst secret negotiations were started days ago 
between Iglesias and Sanchez to “explore the possibility of an 
alliance” in the next legislative elections.  

And it was precisely this same Pablo Iglesias, who dreams of 
governing with Sanchez in the framework of “respecting 
Spain’s European commitments”, who held a public rally in 
Madrid on 2 July 2018 in the company of Jean-Luc Melen-
chon! Shapira, who does not have strong enough words to 
characterise the SP and CP in France as they “wallow in ac-
companying the EU”, keeps quiet when this relates to the 
Spanish State (10). 
 
Regarding “German Europe”  
 
The CCI’s embracing of “dégagisme” has no limits. All con-
sistent internationalist activists reject with contempt the 
chauvinistic anti-German campaign which is regularly re-
layed by Melenchon and his entourage. The latest instance 
was the following statement, made on the French news 
channel BFM TV (9 July 2018): “I prefer a French-style Europe 
to a German-style Europe.” A campaign which certainly does 
not contribute towards helping to unite the workers of Ger-
many, France and every other nation against their exploi-
ters…but which, on the contrary, leads people to assume that 
there are “progressive” peoples on the one hand and “reac-
tionary” peoples on the other. 
The Fourth International has always rejected any form of 
chauvinism. It uncompromisingly condemned the French 
Stalinists’ famous slogan in 1944: “A chacun son boche” [Eve-
ryone kill a German]. It fought against the idea of the so-
called “collective guilt” of the German people, since – do we 
really need to point this out? – The people of Germany were 
the first victims of Hitler and Nazism. Raising high the flag of 
Lenin’s internationalism and revolutionary defeatism, under 
the Nazi occupation the Fourth International and its French 
section organised fraternisation with German workers in uni-
form, through the distribution of the newssheet Arbeiter und 
Soldat [Worker and Soldier]. Revolutionary German sailors 
and French Trotskyist militants paid for this with their lives. 
The Fourth International, acting against the counter-revolu-
tionary unholy alliance between US imperialism, British im-
perialism and the Kremlin bureaucracy, fought for 50 years 
against the division of Germany and for the unity of the Ger-
man working class. It welcomed the German Revolution of 
1989, and fought then and still fights today for the social 
unity of Germany. 
But what has this political heritage got to do with it, when 
one is offered a very minor role in the big leagues? Asked 
about the so-called “German Europe” that is so dear to 
Melenchon, Shapira said: “I would add a slight qualifier re-
garding the formulations about “German Europe”. It is good 
to hear, it brings back old memories, but the EU, especially 
since 2005 (11) and the economic crisis of 2007-8, is no longer 
led by the formal institutions, but by the Franco-German cou-
ple.” A “slight qualifier”? “It is good to hear”? But to whose 
ears could such chauvinistic sentiments be “good to hear”? 
To whom, if not those who have abandoned any class-based 
politics, replacing the class struggle with a struggle between 
peoples? The CCI’s embracing of “dégagisme”, which is lead-
ing its leadership very far down the path of the offensive to 
destroy the trade union organisations, is also leading it to 
turn its back more and more openly on the most basic inter-
nationalist positions. 
 



30 The Internationale n°11 – August 2018 
 
At 2.00pm on Saturday, 1 September 2018, 80 years almost 
to the day after the founding of the Fourth International, 
we will gather around the grave of Leon Sedov (at Thiais 
Cemetery, Paris) in response to the call by the Internation-
alist Communist Tendency (TCI, member of the OCRFI), to 
raise high the flag of proletarian internationalism, the con-
tinuity of the Fourth International and the continuity of its 
French section. 
_____________________________ 
(1) This article first appeared in Issue No.56 (12 July 2018) of the 
newsletter Marxisme, faits et arguments [Marxism, Facts and Argu-
ments], published by the Internationalist Communist Tendency 
(TCI), French member organisation of the Organising Committee for 
the Reconstitution of the Fourth International (OCRFI). 
(2) The member organisation of the revisionist liquidationist centre 
in France. 
(3) See the contribution “’Their’ Europe united to reject the mi-
grants” by Christel Keiser, published in Bulletin No.1 (August 2018) 
of the European Liaison Committee for a Workers’ Europe, set up at 
the European Workers Conference in May 2018. 
(4) Perfectly correct: everybody, including Melenchon. While the 
French and British air forces were bombing Libya on behalf of NATO 
and the UN, the French daily newspaper Libération quizzed Jean-
Luc Mélenchon (21 March 2011): “Question: Why do you support 
the air-strikes in Libya? JLM: The first question to ask oneself is the 
following: is there a revolutionary process in the Maghreb and the 
Middle East? Yes. Who is making revolution? The people. It is there-
fore crucial that the revolutionary wave is not crushed in Libya (…). 
Question: Why, for example, did you vote in favour of the European 
Parliament resolution?  
JLM: That resolution, which was tabled by the social-democrats, the 
Greens and part of the right, and signed by the President of my par-
liamentary group [European United Left–Nordic Green Left, or 
GUE/NGL], Lothar Bisky, a member of Die Linke, asked the Commis-
sion to stand ready for a decision by the UN. I voted in favour for this 
reason. I approve of the idea of crushing the tyrant in order to pre-
vent the crushing of the revolution.” 
(5) The Treaty on Stability, Coordination and Governance in the Eco-
nomic and Monetary Union or TSCG, also referred to as the Fiscal 
Stability Treaty, was signed in March 2012 and entered into force 
on 1 January 2013. The TSCG’s crucial requirement, that the general 
budget deficit of each signatory state should not exceed 3.0 per 
cent of GDP, is the foundation of the austerity measures in every  

area (social security, employment law, education, healthcare, etc.) 
being implemented throughout the EU. 
(6) At the start of the programme, a short clip from a TV interview 
with De Gaulle in the 1960s was shown, in which he referred ironi-
cally to people “jumping up and down like a goat, repeating “Eu-
rope, Europe!’” 
(7) The text including this statement was published by the revision-
ist centre in La Lettre de La Vérité No.833 (15 December 2016). It 
was quoted in the “Draft preparatory notes for the OCRFI’s Interna-
tional Conference” (November 2017), published in The Internatio-
nale Issue no.6, May 2017. 
(8) All of the component parts, therefore including the CCI leader-
ship. Moreover, Informations ouvrières (Issue No.507, 14 June 
2018) has quoted a leader of the Undemocratic POI calling for his 
party to embrace the new “dégagiste” ideology: “In 2017, in the last 
presidential election, all of the parties that had merged with the in-
stitutions of the Fifth Republic, that had taken turns in heading the 
State in the framework of those institutions, were swept aside. 
Melenchon, who had campaigned on an orientation of breaking 
with this, tapped into a powerful movement of rejection. The POI, 
moreover, supported that orientation: we supported “dégagisme”, 
which represents a deep and legitimate aspiration of the workers.”  
“Dégagisme” is a relatively new political term in France, derived 
from the popular slogan “Dégage!” [Clear Out!] used against the 
Ben Ali regime by the revolutionary movement in Tunisia in 2011. 
France Unbowed is calling for the working class’s traditional forms 
of organisation – political parties and trade unions – to “clear out” 
in favour of a movement which claims to “federate” the people. 
(9) Le Monde, 13 May 2017. 
(10) One could also make the same remark about France Un-
bowed’s other ally in the next European elections, Portugal’s Bloco 
de Esquerda (Left Bloc, or BE).  
The BE has been part of the parliamentary majority that has sup-
ported Costa’s Socialist Party government since November 2015, 
regularly voting for the government’s budgets and counter-reforms 
as the Portuguese SP also “wallows in accompanying the EU”. 
(11) On 29 May 2005, a referendum was held to decide whether 
France should ratify the proposed Constitution of the European Un-
ion. On a 69 per cent turnout, 55 per cent of French voters voted 
“No”. Many substantial provisions of the still-born Treaty establish-
ing a Constitution for Europe were reproduced in the subsequent 
Lisbon Treaty, which the Sarkozy government ratified through the 
French Parliament in February 2008.  
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DISCUSSION  
 
 
 
 

The 44th anniversary of the Portuguese Revolution of 1974 

A contribution  
towards a necessary balance-sheet 
 
By José Júlio S. H. 
 
The balance-sheet of the Portuguese Revolution 
of 1974, the last European proletarian revolu-
tion of the 20th century, remains to be drawn. 
The political questions it raises deserve reflec-
tion – on the policies that were applied during 
those revolutions, especially the policies of the 
traditional organisations which the workers 
had built in the course of their struggle for so-
cialism: the Communist Parties and the Socialist 
Parties, parties which nevertheless had long 
ago bound themselves to the preservation of 
capitalist society (from 1914 onwards for the 
Socialists, when they voted in favour of funding 
the imperialist war in several countries; from 
1933 onwards for the Stalinists – “Communists” 
– when their policy resulted in the victory of 
fascism in Germany). Also, in the case of Portu-
gal, one can say without any doubt that it was 
the policy of dividing the labour movement in 
the interests of rebuilding the bourgeois State 
and imperialism which determined the decline  
and then the end of the Revolution. 

 
he programme of the Fourth International states: 
“The main obstacle in the path of transforming the 
pre-revolutionary state into a revolutionary state is 

the opportunistic character of the proletarian leadership, its 
petty-bourgeois cowardice in front of the big bourgeoisie and 
its treacherous links with it, even in its death agony.” 
In 1974, Portugal was the weakest link in the imperialist 
chain. In the decade which preceded the Revolution, and es-
pecially since the start of the Colonial War (1), major indus-
trial development took place, involving the injection of for-
eign capital. This led to the creation of a big concentration of 
more than one million workers, especially in the coastal cities 
(Setubal, Lisbon, Aveiro, Braga, Porto). Between 1961 and 
1973, annual economic growth was high (over 9 per cent in 
the industrial and manufacturing sector, 7 per cent in the ser-
vices sector and 1.5 per cent in agriculture) (2). 

Wages were subsistence-level, which encouraged the multi-
nationals to exploit this advantage, especially in textiles, 
clothing, wood pulp, watch-making, the metal industry, and 
other industries (3). At the same time, there was a huge 
surge in emigration abroad, especially from rural areas. More 
than 1 million people left Portugal between 1950 and 1970; 
500,000 Portuguese emigrated to France. 
Illiteracy was one of the visible marks of fascism (4): in 1950, 
around half of Portugal’s population was illiterate; in 1970, 
some 25 per cent of Portuguese could not read or write; and 
according to the National Statistical Institute, as recently as 
2016 there were around half a million illiterate people, 
mainly elderly people in the inland regions (based on 2011 
census figures) (5), as a legacy of the dictatorship. This situa-
tion was the mirror of fascism: miserable wages, illiteracy, 
emigration. 
 
An economically weak country 
maintained a colonial war for 13 years 
 
The Colonial War, fought over 13 years in Angola, Mozam-
bique and Guinea-Bissau, resulted in more than 100,000 vic-
tims among the African peoples, as well as 8,831 dead and 
around 100,000 wounded in the Portuguese armed forces 
(6). Rejection of the Colonial War led to around 150,000 
young men resisting the draft or deserting after being 
drafted. The army and the Colonial War consumed more 
than 40 per cent of the State budget (7).  
Despite repression, the youth mobilised against the war, and 
labour struggles developed even in the absence of trade un-
ion rights (the trade unions were corporatist, controlled by 
the government). These focused on improving on the miser-
able wages and coping with inflation. In the absence of free 
trade unions, struggles developed in workplaces thanks to 
groupings of activist workers who discussed and proposed 
other forms of action – often strikes – in pursuit of wage in-
creases and other demands. In general, these activists were 
arrested by the PIDE, the State security agency, or at the very 
least were sacked by the employer.  
Although for some time strike action ended with the inter-
vention of the PIDE and/or other police forces (PSP, GNR) (8) 
– as was notably the case at the Lisnave shipyards in 1969, 
where young workers described as “agitators” were laid off 
– at a given moment, the fascist regime and its police forces 
could no longer act as firefighters coming to the bosses’ res-

T 
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cue whenever a struggle arose. The PIDE, whose history in-
cluded training by the Gestapo and the CIA, had certainly 
mastered the most sophisticated methods for repression, 
but the use of repression failed to prevent the development 
of struggles. 
When the new Prime Minister, Marcelo Caetano, succeeded 
Salazar in 1968, he sought to bring about a limited degree of 
trade union openness, allowing the trade union leaderships 
to enjoy some autonomy, although still under State control. 
However, even this controlled relaxation of control quickly 
became unsustainable for the regime. A succession of big 
worker demonstrations took place in various sectors, oblig-
ing the government to backtrack rapidly.  
Alongside this explosive situation in the class struggle, unrest 
began to develop in certain sectors of the State apparatus. 
Disagreements began to appear publicly – with the birth of a 
so-called “liberal” wing – even to the point of paralysis, no-
tably among senior officials at the Labour Ministry who, be-
ing familiar with the situation in the workplace, feared an ex-
plosion of the class struggle (9). The struggles and organisa-
tion of the Portuguese working class developed in the indus-
trial zones, notably in Lisbon and Setubal, and particularly in 
the shipbuilding industry. 
In The Collapse of the Second International, written in May-
June 1915, Lenin clearly explained the “major symptoms” of 
a revolutionary situation: 
“(1) when it is impossible for the ruling classes to maintain 
their rule without any change; when there is a crisis, in one 
form or another, among the “upper classes”, a crisis in the 
policy of the ruling class, leading to a fissure through which 
the discontent and indignation of the oppressed classes burst 
forth. For a revolution to take place, it is usually insufficient 
for “the lower classes not to want” to live in the old way; it is 
also necessary that “the upper classes should be unable” to 
live in the old way;  
(2) when the suffering and want of the oppressed classes 
have grown more acute than usual;  
(3) when, as a consequence of the above causes, there is a 
considerable increase in the activity of the masses, who un-
complainingly allow themselves to be robbed in “peace 
time”, but, in turbulent times, are drawn both by all the cir-
cumstances of the crisis and by the “upper classes” them-
selves into independent historical action.” 
Of course, all revolutionary situations do not lead to revolu-
tions, but in Portugal, the prerequisites set out by Lenin were 
fulfilled. Today, a full century after these ideas were put in 
writing, we would add, as a concrete manifestation of the 
fact that “the upper classes are unable live in the old way”, 
the existence of war.  
This was the case in 1905 and 1917-18 in Russia. It was the 
case with the Spanish Civil War and with the fall of Hitler in 
1945. It was also the case in Portugal in 1974. All revolution-
ary crises were not necessarily linked to war – like Hungary 
in 1956, for example. Nevertheless, war is an important “ma-
jor symptom”.  
In 1974, the Portuguese Revolution was linked to the Colo-
nial War. The disintegration of the bourgeois State began 
with the army, the essential pillar for maintaining the fascist 
regime in power for 48 years. 
 

Fear faced with the movement of the working-class masses 
 
The crisis that was raging in the ranks of the army, the re-
gime’s main pillar or support, was closely linked to the war, 
which was dragging on and becoming unsustainable eco-
nomically. This crisis, together with the development of 
working-class struggles, created a dead-end for the regime’s 
leading circles, leading it to paralysis. This dead-end pro-
voked a discussion in the senior ranks of the regime and the 
army, as to which path to follow: continue the war or end it. 
Furthermore, the real possibility that the widespread strikes 
and social struggles (10) would become uncontrollable in-
creased the pressure on the disgruntled military sectors, in-
cluding what was to become the Armed Forces Movement 
(AFM), to the point that they took the initiative of staging a 
coup. 
Salgueiro Maia, the army captain who had operational re-
sponsibility for the military coup on 25 April 1974, clearly ex-
plained what drove lower-ranking army officers to stage a 
coup d’état: “We concluded that it was our duty to society to 
do something, because if we did not do it, the population 
would do it themselves. We were aware that we were head-
ing towards the abyss and that the abyss would result in a 
civil war in which the people would take up arms…” (11). The 
captains and other disgruntled military officers were afraid 
that power might be decided in the streets. Faced with the 
complete decay of the Salazar regime, the AFM therefore be-
came the guarantee and last resort for the Portuguese bour-
geoisie to retain power. 
 
The classic development of a revolution 
 
The working-class masses and youth dominated the political 
stage on the streets, and through their actions dismantled 
the pillars of the fascist regime; they occupied their local 
public administration offices and blocked access to them. 
The regime was inextricably linked to the bourgeois order: a 
single fascist party, Parliament, the regime’s paramilitary in-
stitutions (e.g. the GNR), the PIDE/DGS (12). The masses im-
posed the release of political prisoners and formed their own 
autonomous organs of power: on the factory floor, in the 
public services, in schools, hospitals, local neighbourhoods 
and military barracks. These were “the committees”: Work-
ers’ Committees (CTs) in the private and public workplace, 
residents’ committees in the neighbourhood, soldiers’ com-
mittees in the barracks, and later, land occupation commit-
tees. 
The Neighbourhood Committees (CMs) were often central-
ised, forming genuine soviets (Neighbourhood Councils) 
which managed all social activities: transport, schools, play-
ing fields, children’s nurseries and kindergartens, sanitation 
(water supply and sewerage), housing (empty housing was 
requisitioned), urban planning, green spaces and sports ar-
eas, street lighting, procurement and prices (13). All of these 
committees were elected in mass meetings of workers 
(AGTs), residents, small farmers and soldiers, and were sub-
ject to recall at any time. The revolutionary flood swept away 
the fascist regime’s officials who ran the public bodies, which 
were “sanitised” by the workers. Workers were elected to 
management positions. Popular mass meetings elected 
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trustworthy people to run the local authorities. In the bar-
racks, elected soldiers’ committees in turn elected and mon-
itored their senior officers through Assemblies of Unit Dele-
gates (ADUs). The State apparatus and the army were dislo-
cated, and collapsed. 
It should be noted that this movement was fought against by 
the so-called “military left”, led by the Portuguese Com-
munist Party (PCP) and the leftists, who opposed its develop-
ment in favour of workerist ultra-revolutionary language: 
they said people should have confidence in the “revolution-
ary military”, in other words the AFM. 
In the enterprises, the CTs systematically drew up lists of de-
mands in which they collected together those demands 
which had not been met for decades. The employers were 
worried, as they could no longer count on the police – espe-
cially the political police (the DGS), which had been extin-
guished – or on the army, which was in crisis. Several enter-
prises were occupied, with the CTs either taking over the 
management or closely supervising the existing bosses. It 
was the CTs elected by the AGTs that were in charge of the 
enterprises. In big enterprises like the Lisnave shipyards, the 
top management sought to co-opt the CTs, but the CTs re-
fused to co-manage. They acted independently, depending 
only on the AGTs and the decisions that were taken there. 
The Portuguese Revolution confirms the historic law that 
when the labouring masses go into battle for power, they 
seek to make use of their traditional organisations. The work-
ers joined the PCP and the Socialist Party in massive num-
bers, assigning to them the task of achieving a workers’ gov-
ernment on the road to a socialist society.  
The PCP was the working-class party with the biggest under-
ground organisation during the fascist dictatorship. After 25 
April 1974, hundreds of thousands of workers naturally 
joined it. However, the PCP was part of the international ap-
paratus of the Kremlin bureaucracy, and Moscow did not 
want a revolution. Already, following the fall of Hitler and 
Mussolini, the Communist Parties of France and Italy had 
been invited into government in order to control the workers 
of their countries and to moderate their demands. In France, 
CP Secretary General Thorez declared that the workers 
needed to “produce first, then demand” and that the strike 
was “the weapon of the corporations”.  
In Italy, CP General Secretary Togliatti was appointed Justice 
Minister. It was under his responsibility that a law was intro-
duced in June 1946 which granted an amnesty for all crimes 
committed by the fascists and rehabilitated them. In Portu-
gal, the first Labour Minister of the first provisional govern-
ment after 25 April was a trade unionist in the banking sector 
who was also a member of the PCP. The Labour Ministry’s 
policy for enterprises, modelled on the PCP’s policy, used the 
same rhetoric as the French and Italian CPs had used in 1945. 
Strikes were supposedly the work of leftists who were play-
ing into the hands of the forces of fascist reaction. The peo-
ple were called upon to say “no” to intransigence and impa-
tience (in Portuguese, the words appeared as intransigênCIA 
and impaciênCIA, the capital letters spelling out a far-from-
subliminal message…) (14).  
In other words, strikes were the work of the CIA (15). The 
government at that time drafted a law to end the strikes, 
signed by Alvaro Cunhal, PCP General Secretary and Minister 
without portfolio; this was christened the “anti-strike law”. It 

would be demolished in the enterprises and in society by the 
actions of the workers, through strikes and demands. 
The Socialist Party (SP) had not had an underground exist-
ence. When 25 April occurred, it only had a few dozen cadres, 
mainly lawyers. The SP was part of successive provisional 
governments, aligning itself with the policies it helped to im-
plement. However, at that time the SP did not confront the 
strikes, nor did it oppose head-on the workers’ demands as 
expressed by the CTs. This role fell to the PCP. The SP sup-
ported the CTs, because it needed them in order to implant 
itself in the working class and acquire the means to fight the 
PCP for the leadership of the Intersindical trade union con-
federation. The PCP was against the CTs. It regarded them as 
factors of division and as competition for the trade unions. 
Given the fact that in the enterprises, demands were mainly 
presented through the CTs, the SP succeeded in implanting 
itself in the working class and winning over some trade un-
ions that were member organisations of the Intersindical. 
The six provisional governments formed between 25 April 
1974 and the inauguration of the first constitutional govern-
ment on 23 July 1976 were led by the military (16). The PCP 
had a strong influence over the officers of the AFM. Its policy 
consisted of making the workers fall in line with the army. It 
wanted to impose an orientation aimed at the constitution 
of a military government that was supposedly revolutionary, 
which required the subordination of all the political parties. 
This orientation led the SP to leave the fourth provisional 
government, because it involved the SP’s own destruction. 
Through supposedly revolutionary military officers, the PCP 
put in place an “AFM-Parties Pact” aimed at ensuring that the 
AFM kept control over democracy and the revolution. It 
sought to devalue and override the result of the Constituent 
Assembly elections of 25 April 1975 and the SP/PCP majority 
that resulted from them.  
The Pact was signed by the parties that held seats in Parlia-
ment, with the exception of the (Maoist) Popular Democratic 
Union (UDP). At the same time, the PCP wanted to impose 
the Intersindical as the only trade union confederation – this 
was the line of “singularity of trade union representation”, 
which would put the trade union movement under trustee-
ship, dependent on the military. The CTs would lose their 
ability to act and there would only be trade unions that were 
authorised by the government. 
The SP opposed this orientation. In this political confronta-
tion involving actions and even street confrontations (on 19 
July 1975), the PCP suffered a defeat. This situation radical-
ised the workers – as well as grassroots SP members – even 
further in defence of freedom of expression and workers’ de-
mands, which reinforced a “labour wing” of the SP which re-
lied for support on the CTs and trade union activists that 
were fighting against the policy of the PCP and the Intersindi-
cal which aimed to clamp down on rights and freedom of ex-
pression in the enterprises and trade unions.  
It was at this point that SP Secretary-General Mario Soares 
was called upon to make statements to the US administra-
tion. He was asked if he wanted to become the Portuguese 
Kerensky. He is said to have replied that although he had 
moved to the left because the political situation required it 
of him, he could just as well turn to the right after that (17). 
In the summer of 1975, with the sixth provisional govern-
ment, the SP took on the leadership and responsibilities of 
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government. Its orientation, which consisted of organising 
parliamentary control over the revolution and the recon-
struction of the State, triumphed over the orientation of giv-
ing the military control over democracy – to be specific, a 
military government supported by the US administration, as 
indicated by the reference to Kerensky that was made to 
Mario Soares. 
For the Trotskyists (18), it was clear that without a revolu-
tionary party, the revolution could not triumph. The perspec-
tive of a so-called left-wing military government would un-
doubtedly result in armed confrontation and a civil war. Se-
cret armed fascist organisations such as the ELP and MDLP 
were attacking local offices of the PCP, SP and the MDP (19), 
and were organising murders, killing people who were per-
ceived as left-wing in various regions in the north and middle 
of the country. There had already been two failed attempts 
at a coup d’état by the forces of reaction, on 28 September 
1974 and 11 March 1975. These were led or inspired by Gen-
eral Spínola, first President of the Republic after 25 April 
1974 and a member of the Revolutionary Council established 
at that time. Both attempted coups were defeated by popu-
lar mobilisations. They resulted in a deepening of the revolu-
tion, the consequences of which notably included the nation-
alisation of the banks and a big part of industry in March 
1975. 
The push for a “left-wing” military government would prob-
ably have involved the organising of provocations aimed at 
bleeding dry the labour movement and putting an end to 
democratic freedoms, in order to set an example for the Por-
tuguese and European working classes. However, this as-
sumption would also have been swept aside by the forward 
movement of the working masses. 
Mario Soares preferred to follow the line of parliamentary 
democracy, counting on the policy of division organised by 
the PCP/Kremlin to stop the forward movement of the work-
ers and the Portuguese Revolution. This is was what hap-
pened in practice. 
The Trotskyists (OST) could not remain neutral, whatever the 
situation. Which position did they adopt at that moment? 
They came out against the military dictatorship that was 
looming on the horizon, in the form of a “left-wing” military 
government. The PRT, a Portuguese group linked to the 
American SWP, adopted an identical position. 
The SP won the April 1975 elections to the Constituent As-
sembly, in which voter turnout reached 93 per cent. A 
SP/PCP parliamentary majority resulted from those elec-
tions. The AFM sought to devalue the elections by invoking 
the AFM-Parties Pact. A government was therefore formed 
that was based on so-called left-wing military officers with 
the support of the PCP: the fifth provisional government, 
headed by Colonel Vasco Gonçalves. This government con-
tinued the policies of its predecessor, aimed at dislodging the 
working masses from the positions they had gained through 
the occupation and sequestration of public administrations, 
through the CTs’ direct management or supervision of the 
enterprises and publics services (hospitals, schools, universi-
ties, departments of the State, municipalities), through the 
occupation of vacant buildings and making these available to 
people who needed housing, through the occupation of land 
belonging to big landowners and demanding land reform, 
and through taking control of the banks. Dislodging the 

masses meant controlling the CTs and the trade unions and 
subordinating them to the Committees to Defend the Revo-
lution (CDRs), which were dependent on the AFM. This was 
the position advocated by the PCP and the leftists. It was at 
this time that demonstrations took place on the slogan of 
“Down with the Constituent Assembly”, while that Assembly 
had a majority of SP and PCP deputies. 
The orientation of the military government supported by the 
PCP failed. The sixth provisional government was then 
formed, already under the responsibility of the SP leadership 
but having the same goal of forcing the movement of the 
Revolution to retreat. 
On 11 November 1975, the construction workers were joined 
by other sectors in demanding recognition of their employ-
ment contracts. They laid siege to the Parliament building for 
three days, forcing the deputies to remain inside. 
What was missing at that moment was the democratic slogan 
of “a SP-PCP government”, at a time when the SP and PCP 
had a majority in the Constituent Assembly and when the 
Constituent Assembly was the centre of political power re-
sulting from the elections. But the Trotskyists were not able 
to put forward this slogan, which would certainly have deep-
ened the Revolution – this at a time when they held positions 
in the SP leadership, including its parliamentary group, 
thanks to their continuous intervention in the SP’s Labour 
Commission. Why was the Constituent Assembly at the cen-
tre of power? Because it had a SP/PCP majority, the expres-
sion of the revolutionary upsurge at the deformed electoral 
level, given by the majority of working-class voters. Correctly 
formulated, the slogan of a SP-PCP government would have 
forced the clarification of the political situation and would 
have imposed the constitution of a government without the 
military, a “government of the working-class parties”. This 
would certainly have had contradictions, but it would have 
expressed the political will of the workers and would have 
been a step forward in the Revolution. At every moment in 
our political analysis of power and the exercise of power, we 
must be able to distinguish where the power lies and who is 
exercising it. To be specific, when the masses were in the 
streets, we were drunk with their enormous energy which 
was sweeping away everything before it, and we were not 
thinking about the political outcome which in fact was within 
reach. The workers were heading towards political power, 
and were besieging the Constituent Assembly. However, it is 
not enough to encircle the power, it must be seized. 
This was perhaps the high-point, the culmination of the Por-
tuguese Revolution: the siege of the government by the 
working class. 
After three days, and in the absence of a political outcome, 
the workers ended the siege of the Parliament building – the 
PCP leading the way by having its deputies be the first to 
leave the building, clenched fists in the air – and they were 
rerouted into supporting the President of the Republic, Gen-
eral Costa Gomes. This opened the door to the manoeuvre 
of organising a military coup on 25 November 1975, pro-
moted by the AFM’s “right wing” (20), which removed the 
“military left” from power. With this manoeuvre, the govern-
ment could begin to reorganise the State and the army. 
However, contrary to what several so-called left-wing com-
mentators (Stalinists and others) have said, the Revolution 
was not ended then, by the coup d’état on 25 November 
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1975. Over the course of 1976, land reform and the land oc-
cupation movement continued, with the creation of collec-
tive production units and agricultural co-operatives, and oc-
cupations of enterprises and victorious struggles and strikes 
continued to take place (21). In the enterprises, the CTs con-
tinued to carry out the functions dictated to them by the 
AGTs. 
The SP took power, with Parliament established as the centre 
of national politics. Mario Soares negotiated the “support” of 
the International Monetary Fund (IMF) and also began nego-
tiations for Portugal to join the European Economic Commu-
nity. Soares had told the US administration that after moving 
to the left, he could also move to the right and discipline the 
working class, stopping the forward movement of the Revo-
lution. To this end, however, he had to impose discipline in-
side his own party, to make the left wing submit to the deci-
sion to “put socialism away in a drawer”, in other words to 
put an end to the Revolution. This expression had become 
public after the SP’s Labour Commission had gone around 
the SP sections and workplace branches from north to south, 
gathering members’ recommendations regarding the 
measures and proposals which a SP government should carry 
out. The member mandated by the Labour Commission (Car-
melinda Pereira) submitted the SP members’ recommenda-
tions to the Secretary-General, Mario Soares. Soares replied 
that he had already concluded agreements with the IMF, and 
put away the Socialists’ recommendations and proposals in a 
drawer. 
There was a need to put an end to the opposition inside the 
SP, formed around the Labour Commission, CT members and 
trade unionists who had opposed the Stalinist offensive in 
the trade unions that was aimed at preventing all opposition, 
and who had fought for political and trade union democracy. 
Those militant activists established a list of opposition candi-
dates for the SP’s next Congress, and won 30 per cent of 
seats on the SP National Council. The opposition was com-
posed of two currents: one formed around the leader Lopes 
Cardoso, ex-Agriculture Minister and a member of the Work-
ers Fraternity (FO) group, the other formed around two SP 
deputies, Carmelinda Pereira and Aires Rodrigues of the 
Movement for Socialist Unity (MUS); both currents were 
linked to the Labour Commission. The first confrontation be-
tween Mario Soares and the Portuguese Revolution was the 
expulsion of the MUS from the SP, involving its leaders and 
hundreds of working-class activists, members of the CTs and 
trade unionists who did not accept the policy aimed at “put-
ting socialism away in a drawer”. They were driven out of the 
SP’s main office with tear gas. 
We should emphasise that at that time, several Socialist mil-
itant activists were raising the question of unity between the 
two groups of the Socialist left. The FO group (through César 
de Oliveira) proposed to the MUS (Carmelinda Pereira) to dis-
cuss the formation of a Socialist left organisation by merging 
the FO with the MUS.  
In the ensuing internal discussion among the Trotskyists 
(OST), two alternative orientations were debated: one aimed 
at constituting a unity organisation of the Socialist left 
through the merger of the FO and MUS, and the other which 
argued that the Trotskyists, who led the MUS, should build 
their own organisation – the section of the Fourth Interna-
tional – and not a centrist party. The position advocating that 

the Trotskyists should build their own organisation prevailed. 
The orientation favouring unity with the FO activists lost. This 
was, in my opinion, the second big mistake we committed in 
the Portuguese Revolution. The first mistake was not to call 
for a SP-PCP government during the siege of the Constituent 
Assembly on 12 November 1975. The second was to build the 
Workers’ Party of Socialist Unity (POUS), ignoring the oppor-
tunity of a transitional form as a means of building the revo-
lutionary party. We were isolated between the SP and PCP 
apparatuses and unable to win over the FO comrades. Lack-
ing an alternative, the socialists of the FO group turned back 
towards the SP and were controlled by it. The Stalinist and 
social-democratic political apparatuses isolated us. We 
missed the opportunity to build an organisation that would 
represent the continuity of the Socialists’ fight for rights, de-
mocracy and socialism, and against Stalinism and Soares’s 
decision to “put socialism away in a drawer”. This was the 
source of our difficulties in building the POUS and the Fourth 
International (OCRFI) in Portugal. 
At the time, we were lacking a concrete analysis of the situa-
tion which would have opened the debate on the current 
state of the Revolution and outlined its evolution, thus polit-
ically arming the POUS cadres for the tasks that needed to be 
developed in order to build the party. 
The problems of building the Trotskyist organisation after 
this period will be the subject of another document of analy-
sis and reflection, to be published in a future issue of The In-
ternationale. 
____________________________ 
(1) The Portuguese Colonial War, also known in Portugal as the 
Overseas War or in the former colonies as the War of Liberation, 
was fought between Portugal's armed forces and the armed inde-
pendence movements in Portugal's African colonies (mainly Angola, 
Guinea-Bissau and Mozambique) between 1961 and 1974. 
(2) Edgar Rocha, “Crescimento economico em Portugal nos anos de 
1960-73” [Economic growth in Portugal in the years 1960-73], 
Análise Social 20, No.84 (1984-5), pp. 621-644. 
(3) Marinus Pires de Lima, O 25 de Abril e as lutas Sociais nas 
Empresas [The 25th of April in the social struggles in companies], 
Porto: Afrontamento, 1976. 
(4) Following a military coup in May 1926 and the resulting dictator-
ship, Antonio Salazar rose to become President of the Council of 
Ministers (Prime Minister) in 1932 and established the Estado Novo 
[New State], a corporatist, pro-Catholic, conservative and national-
istic authoritarian regime which is widely considered as fascist (alt-
hough there is some debate among political scientists). Salazar re-
mained in power until 1968, when he suffered a stroke and was suc-
ceeded as Prime Minister by Marcelo Caetano. 
(5) “Taxa de analfabetismo em Portugal ainda é das maiores na 
Europa” [Illiteracy rate in Portugal among the highest in Europe], 
Portuguese weekly newspaper Expresso, 3 September 2016. 
(6) Blog by historian Irene Pimentel, 16 March 2011, at http://jugu-
lar.blogs.sapo.pt/2535614.html. 
(7) Ibid. 
(8) PSP: the political branch of the civil police force; GNR: the na-
tional gendarmerie force. 
(9) Pires de Lima (1976, op. cit.) describes how senior officials at the 
Labour Ministry, therefore officials of the regime, would ask for help 
from leaders of trade unions that had been won over by the oppo-
sition, to resolve difficult labour situations. 
(10) Pires de Lima (1976, op. cit.) confirms that in the three months 
leading up to the April 1974 coup d’état, there were strikes through-
out the country. 
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(11) Interview given by Salgueiro Maia to the magazine Fatos e Fo-
tos, published shortly after the coup in Issue No.664. The full inter-
view can be found in the University of Coimbra’s online archive ded-
icated to 25 April 1974, at www.cd25a.uc.pt. 
(12) In 1969, Caetano changed the name of the state’s security 
agency from International and State Defence Police (PIDE) to the 
General Security Directorate (DGS). 
(13) Queluz Neighbourhood Council, described in August 1975 in 
Notícias da Amadora [Amadora News]. Amadora is a municipality in 
the Greater Lisbon Area. 
(14) Mário Castrim in the daily newspaper Diário de Lisboa [Lisbon 
Daily], 19 June 1974. This high-profile journalist and PCP member 
promoted the formulation “strike, weapon of the CIA”, following in 
the footsteps of PCP leader Octávio Pato, who condemned the 
strikes on television on 15 May 1974. 
(15) See for example, “25 April: The fascist dictatorship collapses in 
Lisbon. Problems of the Portuguese Revolution”, written by Pierre 
Lambert and published in 1975 as the pamphlet Documents of the 
OCI No.3. (The Internationalist Communist Organisation for the re-
construction of the Fourth International [OCI] was the precursor in 
France of today’s TCI, member of the OCRFI) The pamphlet contains 
a comprehensive presentation of the workers’ actions in the first 
year of the Revolution in Portugal; part of it was reproduced in the 
special issue of La Vérité-The Truth (No.60-61, March 2008) that 
paid tribute to Pierre Lambert after his death. 
(16) The first provisional government (from 16 May to 11 July 1974) 
fell after a demonstration by public sector workers. The second pro-
visional government (18 July to 30 September 1974) fell after the 
failed coup by General Spínola on 28 September. The third provi-
sional government (30 September 1974 to 26 March 1975) fell after 
another failed coup on 11 March 1975. The fourth provisional gov-
ernment (26 March to 8 August 1975) fell after the SP left the gov-
ernment on 17 July 1975; the PCP and military officers of the AFM 
wanted the SP to capitulate and subordinate itself to the AFM – see 

notably the issue involving the daily newspaper La República, where 
the PCP and leftists wanted to prevent the SP from having a media 
platform (the SP-supporting director of the newspaper had been re-
moved from his post by the media workers), which naturally was 
rejected by SP leader Soares. The fifth provisional government (8 
August to 19 October 1975) fell after the PCP’s defeat in the streets 
and the failed attempt by the military forces of the AFM to set up a 
so-called revolutionary government. The sixth provisional govern-
ment lasted from 19 September 1975 to 23 July 1976. 
(17) Ex-leading comrades of the POUS (formerly the Portuguese sec-
tion of the Fourth International), who were SP leaders at that time, 
have explained that Mario Soares had reported this during a meet-
ing of the SP’s National Committee.  
An article by Tad Szulc entitled “Lisbon & Washington: Behind the 
Portuguese Revolution”, published in Foreign Policy Issue No.21 
(Winter, 1975-6), refers to this verbal exchange between then-For-
eign Minister Soares and US Secretary of State Henry Kissinger as 
having taken place during a formal lunch on 19 October 1974 at the 
State Department in Washington. 
(18) The Workers’ Socialist Organisation (OST), at that time the Por-
tuguese section of the Organising Committee for the Reconstruc-
tion of the Fourth International (OCRFI, formed in 1972).  
(19) The Portuguese Democratic Movement (MDP) was one of the 
component parts of the Democratic Electoral Committees set up 
from 1969 onwards. The MDP transformed itself into a party in Oc-
tober 1974, but it was widely perceived as being a front for the PCP. 
(20) A few months previously, paratroopers meeting in an Assembly 
of Unit Delegates wanted to expel (“sanitise”) Captain Jaime Neves, 
a right-wing army officer. It was members of the so-called left wing 
of the AFM (supporters of Major Otelo de Carvalho) who dissuaded 
them. Thus, the left wing of the AFM came to the rescue of the right 
wing. All of them in the military, of course! 
(21) Phil Mailer, Portugal: The Impossible Revolution?, London: So-
lidarity, 1977. . 
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DISCUSSION  
 
 

The latest developments  
in the crisis in Tunisia 
 
 
As the theoretical review of the Organising 
Committee for the Reconstitution of the Fourth 
International (OCRFI), The Internationale regu-
larly opens up its columns to articles and con-
tributions by labour activists who do not neces-
sarily claim to be part of the OCRFI or the tradi-
tions of the Fourth International. In our view, 
this forms part of the necessary debate be-
tween activists who espouse the cause of the 
emancipation of the working class.  
It is within this framework that The Internatio-
nale, by agreement with our Tunisian com-
rades, publishes the following contribution  
by a Tunisian activist.  
 

ince the start of 2018, Tunisia has been in the throes 
of a political crisis that has deepened from day to day. 
In recent weeks, the parties forming the parliamentary 

majority and the “government of national unity” have been 
engulfed in a black comedy. Meanwhile, the working class is 
living in wholly disastrous conditions that are much worse 
than those that triggered the Revolution in 2010-11. A Revo-
lution which remains permanent and incomplete. 
 
Tunisia, a socio-economic crisis 
 
Following the general elections in 2014, the Tunisian govern-
ment was formed out of a coalition between the liberal sec-
ularist party Nidaa Tounes and its political rival, the Islamist 
party Ennahda. This was no great surprise, since both of 
these parties, despite their incompatible social projects, 
have opted for the neoliberal viewpoint and fall in line with 
the diktats of the French and US Ambassadors in Tunis. 
Thanks to this coalition, today Tunisians are finding it difficult 
to make a living, with an inflation rate that reached 7.8 per 
cent in June 2018 (the highest since 1991). The unemploy-
ment rate was 15.4 per cent in the first quarter of 2018, with 
22.7 per cent unemployment for women (1). Foreign ex-
change reserves only cover 71 days of imports (2). Of course, 
these data refer to a particular moment, but they are indica-
tive of a structural crisis caused by the coalition govern-
ment’s decision to fall in line with the diktats of the Interna-
tional Monetary Fund (IMF) (3). Compared to 2010, in Janu-
ary 2017 Tunisians paid much more to buy the same prod-
ucts: the price of clothing had risen by 60 per cent, vegeta-
bles by 79.3 per cent, fruit by 63.5 per cent and cooking oils 

by 65.5 per cent (4). On the other hand, the country’s total 
foreign debt represented 69.9 per cent of gross domestic 
product (GDP) in December 2017 (5). This debt confiscates 
Tunisia’s sovereignty. However, the law offers foreign inves-
tors financial incentives in an amount that exceeds the whole 
of the foreign debt (6). In addition, the “parallel economy”, 
run by untouchable economic barons and equivalent to 40 
per cent of GDP in 2014 (7), has become a real nightmare. 
From another point of view, after a short period of inactivity 
in 2014, the revolutionary process in Tunisia has continued 
to intensify since 2015. The number of protests increased by 
236 per cent between 2015 and 2017, in response to the per-
sistent economic crisis and unfulfilled electoral promises by 
the coalition government. The protests originated and grew 
in the country’s disadvantaged regions, focusing on various 
types of demands (economic, social, environmental, political, 
administrative…) and affecting every area of activity, whilst 
also taking different forms (demonstrations, strikes, sit-ins, 
road blockades, hunger strikes, and even suicides, both indi-
vidually and in groups…) (8). The protests reached the cities 
and big towns in January 2016 and continued through 2017 
and 2018, turning into revolutionary riots which destabilised 
the government.  
 
“National unity” to save the parliamentary majority 
 
As part of the current revolutionary process, the first govern-
ment of the parliamentary majority was weakened in January 
2016 by popular demonstrations against the measures con-
tained in the budget law that had recently been passed. In 
June 2016, the President of the Republic launched his initia-
tive for a so-called “government of national unity”, with the 
aim of saving the coalition government that was serving the 
interests of the European Union and the United States, car-
rying out the directives of the IMF (9), blocking the opposi-
tion which had started to join the national salvation initiative 
proposed by the Popular Front coalition (composed of Marx-
ist and Pan-Arab parties) (10), and strengthening the hold of 
the President’s family on the levers of power. The President’s 
initiative eclipsed the role of Parliament (the Assembly of the 
Representatives of the People, or ARP) and institutionalised 
the dependence of the legislative branch on the executive 
branch. Given concrete expression through a declaration 
signed on 13 July 2016, known as the Carthage Agreement, 
this initiative committed the national trade union centre (the 
Tunisian General Labour Union, or UGTT), the national em-
ployers’ organisation (Tunisian Union of Industry, Trade and 
Handicrafts, or UTICA), the union covering the country’s pri-
mary economic sector (Tunisian Union of Agriculture and 

S 
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Fishery, or UTAP, previously known as the National Union of 
Tunisian Farmers, or UNAT) and some social-democratic par-
ties to support the new government. Christened a “govern-
ment of national unity” and dominated by the Islamists of 
Ennahda and the liberals of Nidaa Tounes, in reality this gov-
ernment was nothing more than a team headed by someone 
who is close to the President of the Republic and a former 
official of the US Embassy in Tunis (11). 
The “government of national unity” was in fact nothing more 
than a government of war against the people. Far from the 
good intentions of the Carthage Agreement, its programme 
amounted to little more than the privatisation of several 
publics establishments, a hiring freeze in the public sector, 
an increase in taxes and social contributions, a reduction in 
the General Compensation Fund’s budget covering energy 
and food products, the liberalisation of the Tunisian dinar 
(12) and the strengthening of the Tunisian economy’s de-
pendence on the European Union, especially in the agricul-
tural and services sectors (13). 
The revolutionary process speeded up in 2016, and the num-
ber and scale of protests and strikes increased over the 
course of 2017 and early 2018 (14), thus destabilising the 
government of war against the people. 
 
The “government of national unity” triggers conflicts 
 
The trade union grassroots engaged in the struggle against 
the austerity measures finally obliged the UGTT’s bureau-
cratic leadership to correct its positions. In a statement dated 
24 February 2018, the UGTT Executive Bureau noted “the 
failure to implement the commitments on most of the na-
tional priority issues [commitments codified in the Car-
thage Agreement] due to the political crisis” and called for 
“the transfer of new skills into the structures, bodies and in-
stitutions based on efficiency rather than loyalty” (i.e. the loy-
alty of the Head of Government to government partner En-
nhadha).  
Of course, the change in the position of the trade union cen-
tre was the result of the pressure exerted by grassroots UGTT 
members and structures, in a total membership of around 1 
million. But it also reflects the conflict of interests which 
emerged between the UGTT bureaucracy and the govern-
ment. Let us recall here that the UGTT, Tunisia’s powerful 
trade union organisation, is dominated by a bureaucracy (the 
Executive Bureau and the national sectoral bureaux). The po-
sitions adopted by this bureaucracy in relation to the govern-
ment are always defined in accordance with what ad-
vantages the government grants it, in return for “social 
peace”. 
On the other hand, Nidaa Tounes’s leader is also the son of 
the President of the Republic, and is counting on succeeding 
his father. Nidaa Tounes was founded as a political party in 
2012 by Beji Caid Essebsi (known as “BCE”) as a means of be-
coming President of the Republic. The party is the political 
expression of the comprador bourgeoisie linked to the Euro-
pean Union and Saudi Arabia. Like father, like son: the latter 
intends to use the party to succeed his father, who is now 
over 90 years of age.  

This little dreamer is today at odds with the Head of Govern-
ment, who is also a member of the party’s Executive Com-
mittee. The disagreement began in spring 2017, when the 
Head of Government declared “his” war on corruption. This 
was a dramatic gesture designed to dampen down the pro-
tests which were intensifying at that time, but also to attack 
the mafia-types who were giving financial and media support 
to BCE’s son. Overstepping the limits that had been set for 
him, the new Head of Government imposed himself as a prin-
cipal actor on the political stage and approached ambassa-
dors of western powers to support his positions. Influential 
figures inside Nidaa Tounes then turned against him. Since 
early May 2018, the party has been demanding the resigna-
tion of the current government and its Head. 
The Islamist party Ennahda, the political expression of an-
other segment of the comprador bourgeoisie, with links to 
Turkey, Qatar and the former Obama administration, there-
fore supports the Head of Government. As far as the Islamists 
is concerned, there is no question of losing their position in 
the government, and in the executive branch in general, just 
one year away from the general election scheduled for late 
2019.  
They also want to appear to be the guarantors of political 
stability in Tunisia, and therefore worthy of governing after 
the 2019 election. By supporting the current Head of Govern-
ment, the Islamist party also aims to deepen the conflicts in-
side Nidaa Tounes, its rival political party. The national agri-
cultural union UTAP, which is close to Ennahda, has called for 
a ministerial reshuffle while keeping the current Head of 
Government in place. President Beji Caid Essebsi has chosen 
to adopt the “impartiality” which the Constitution dictates 
for his office. In reality, it is a fake impartiality which will al-
low him to choose the best moment to decide in favour of 
whichever camp will have the complete support of the for-
eign forces that are influential in Tunisia (United States, Eu-
ropean Union, Turkey and Gulf States). The national employ-
ers’ organisation UTICA, which is represented by 25 deputies 
in the ARP (most of them members of Nidaa Tounes), has 
stated that it supports any initiative that may be taken by the 
President of the Republic. 
These conflicts of interests between “the pioneers of na-
tional unity” are dominating the political stage in Tunisia. The 
media have allowed the Nidaa-Ennahda conflict to over-
shadow the main contradiction between the working class 
and the comprador bourgeoisie. There are early indications 
of calls and initiatives for an “anti-Islamist coalition to defeat 
the Head of Government who has betrayed his party”.  
There are also indications of counter-proposals to “confront 
the intentions of following in his father’s footsteps and to 
save the Second Republic” (15).What we are seeing today in 
Tunisia is a fight for power inside the government between 
the parties of the 2014 parliamentary majority. This fight is 
pushing the real problems of working people into the back-
ground. So, are the revolutionary forces capable of bringing 
the main contradiction that divides Tunisian society back into 
the foreground? The contradiction between a comprador 
bourgeoise which has appropriated political power in the 
name of democracy and the oppressed popular and working 
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masses (industrial workers, small and medium farmers, un-
employed workers, low-wage civil servants, women and 
youth)? 
 
What is to be done? 
 
The Revolution that erupted between 17 December 2010 
and 14 January 2011 is still manifesting itself as a continuous 
process. The revolutionary process sees the people and rev-
olutionary forces oppose the forces of the counter-revolu-
tion (comprador bourgeoisie in alliance with various imperi-
alisms and their organisations), and is characterised by an ac-
cumulation of regional social movements. Having reached a 
high enough level, this accumulation can engender “revolu-
tionary eruptions” in the cities (Tunis, Sousse, Sfax). The rev-
olutionary process is continuing right up to the present, and 
indicates that the people reject the current system. 
Besides the protests, the results of the municipal elections 
on 6 May 2018 also testify to the fact that the Tunisian peo-
ple have rejected the governing parties, by boycotting the 
first municipal elections since 2011 (the turnout was just 
33.7 per cent) and by voters favouring lists of independent 
candidates. Independents topped the poll with 2,373 seats, 
outstripping the governing parties (Ennahda won 2,139 seats 
and Nidaa Tounes 1,600 seats). 
But the result of these elections also reveals the weakness of 
the opposition parties, notably the Popular Front, which had 
to settle for fourth place, with just 261 elected councillors. 
On the other hand, the Popular Front is armed with a pro-
gressive revolutionary policy. It has even called on the work-
ing classes, in a statement dated 8 January 2018, to struggle 
against the measures contained in the budget law and organ-
ised the “What Are We Waiting For?” campaign to organise 
that struggle. But the Popular Front still only carries marginal 
influence in the revolutionary process which has been inten-
sifying since 2015. 
In Tunisia, neither the protests nor the recent elections have 
succeeded in sweeping away the comprador bourgeoisie’s 
regime. On the other hand, the forces of counter-revolution 
have not been able to decide the situation in their favour. So, 
what is to be done? This is the question which the political 
revolutionaries have failed to answer. 
The revolutionary forces, represented to a large extent in the 
Popular Front, must embed themselves in the protest move-
ments and ensure that the link is made between actions and 
revolutionary programme (16). The Popular Front must fulfil 
the role of vanguard of the working classes (workers, farm-
ers, unemployed, civil servants). Put the spotlight back on the 
contradictions of Tunisian society, unite the progressive and 
revolutionary forces, arm the social movements with a revo-
lutionary programme and organise the class struggle against 
the comprador bourgeoisie – these are the urgent tasks of 
the revolutionary organisations in Tunisia. Without this van-
guard role, the revolutionary process in Tunisia will remain 
orphaned.  
________________________________ 
(1) National Institute of Statistics (INS), Tableau de bord 
économique [Economic scoreboard], May 2018. 

(2) Daily monetary and financial indicators published by the Central 
Bank of Tunisia on 16 June 2018, unchanged on 1 August 2018. 
(3) International Monetary Fund, “Tunisia: Letter of Intent, Memo-
randum on Economic Financial Policies, and Technical Memoran-
dum of Understanding”, 2 May 2016. 
(4) Chafik Ben Rouine, “Top 5 of the Products with the Highest infla-
tion Rates between 2010 and 2017”, Tunisian Observatory of Econ-
omy (OTE), Datanalysis No.4, 1 June 2017. 
(5) Ministry of Finance, Brochure de la dette publique [Public debt 
information sheet], December 2017. 
(6) Chafik Ben Rouine, “Law 72: Where are State’s Currencies?”, 
OTE, Datanalysis No.2, 3 May 2017. 
(7) Mounira Bou Ali, Sami Boussida and Kais Brahem, “L’Économie 
non observée en Tunisie” [The unobserved economy in Tunisia], Tu-
nisian Institute of Competitiveness and Quantitative Studies 
(ITCEQ), Notes et analyses de l’ITCEQ No.59, June 2017. 
(8) The Tunisian Social Observatory (OST), headed by sociologist Ab-
dessatar Sahbani under the auspices of the Tunisian Forum of Eco-
nomic and Social Rights (FTDES), publishes monthly and annual re-
ports on the social protest movements in Tunisia, including regular 
statistics on individual and collective suicides linked to the protests. 
(9) As confirmed in the IMF Letter of Intent dated 2 May 2016: “We 
will consult with IMF staff on the adoption of such measures, and 
prior to any revision of the macroeconomic policies (…), in accord-
ance with the IMF’s policies on such consultations. All information 
and data required for program monitoring will be reported to IMF 
staff.” 
(10) Following its third national congress, held in late-April/early-
May 2016, the Popular Front (full name: Popular Front for the Real-
ization of the Objectives of the Revolution) published on 11 May 
2016 the full text of its “Initiative for National Salvation and Con-
struction”. 
(11) Youssef Chahed, a member of Nidaa Tounes, was appointed 
Head of Government (although still widely referred to as Prime Min-
ister outside Tunisia, this is the official title of this office since the 
2011 Revolution) on 26 August 2016. Previously an academic pro-
fessor in agricultural economics, he was listed as “agricultural spe-
cialist” of the Office of Agricultural Affairs at the US Embassy in Tu-
nis as recently as 2014, in the US Federal Regulatory Directory (16th 
edition). 
(12) The IMF Letter of Intent dated 2 May 2016 refers to “the grad-
ual correction of the dinar’s over-valuation”. 
(13) Azzam Mahjoub and Zied Saadaoui, “Impact de l’accord de li-
bre-échange complet et approfondi sur les droits économiques et so-
ciaux en Tunisie” [Impacts of the Deep and Comprehensive Free 
Trade Agreement on economic and social rights in Tunisia], pub-
lished by EuroMed Rights (formerly the Euro-Mediterranean Hu-
man Rights Network), May 2015. 
(14) Confirmed by various OST reports. 
(15) The First Republic began with Tunisia’s independence from 
France in 1957 and the adoption of a Constitution in 1958. The Sec-
ond Republic began in 2014, with the adoption of a new Constitu-
tion in January, legislative elections in October and the election of a 
new President in December.  
(16) For example, on 8 September 2017, the independent collective 
blog Nawaat highlighted the fact that despite its seats in the ARP, 
the Popular Front has so far failed to counterpose any innovative 
legislative proposals to the government’s liberal programme, and 
posed the question: 
“Le Front populaire à l’ARP: au-delà de la contestation, peut-il être 
une force de proposition?” [The Popular Front in the ARP: beyond 
contestation, can it be a source of proposals?]. 
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Azania/South Africa 
 

Black Republic is published by the Aza-
nian section of the Fourth International 
(AS-FI) – Issue n°10 – June 2018 

The land question 

 
he land question has always been at the very centre 
of the Azanian liberation struggle since the colonial 
era, when brave kings, queens and warriors of our 

land took up the fight with both the British and the Dutch 
empires, which were not only determined to conquer and 
colonise Africa but to also exploit the resources and the la-
bour of the indigenous people.  
The arrival of the Dutch colonisers in 1652, who were led by 
Jan Van Reibeeck on behalf of the Dutch East India Company, 
marks the dark days of imperialism. Our heroes fought an un-
compromising battle, after which kings and various warriors 
were incarcerated on Robben Island. Some had their heads 
collected by the British warlords after capture. Kings like 
Chief Makana, Hintsa, Bambatha and many warriors died at 
the hands of the colonisers fighting for this land. 
The Khoisan faced extermination, rape and various humilia-
tions at the hands of the colonisers in further attempts to 
completely conquer and divide the Black majority in Azania. 
It is on the very same basis that the peasants of Azania fought 
until the bitter end against the Glen Grey Act of 1894, when 
the peasants resisted the laws imposed on them which used 
poll tax debts to annex the native land and force them to be-
come wage-earners.  
It was on the very same basis of land that King Bambatha led 
the last rebellion of the Zulu kingdom in resistance to the 
land invasion by the British crown at the start of the 20th 
century, in its efforts to control and rule Azania.  
The Natives Land Act of 1913 formed the basis of the petition 
presented by the South African Native National Congress 
(SANNC) to the British crown. Despite its shortfalls, the foun-
dation of the petition was the land issue, when it became 
clear that land was about to be expropriated without com-
pensation. Both Dutch and British descendants got to share 
the land of the natives, leaving only 7 per cent of unproduc-
tive land in the latter’s hands.  
It was on the very same basis that in the 1940s the ANC Youth 
League (ANCYL), under the leadership of Anton Lembede, AP 
Mda, Robert Sobukwe and many others, adopted the posi-
tion of “Africa for Africans”, which later was to lead to the 
adoption of the Programme of Action, which included radical 
resistance against colonial rule and the reconquest of the 
land, to be returned to its rightful owners.  
However, it was right after this progressive epoch when the 
basis of the liberation struggle was betrayed through the 
Freedom Charter of 1955, where all the resistance against 

both colonialism and apartheid was nullified when it de-
clared that “the land shall be shared among those who work 
it”. The Marikana massacre five years ago is nothing other 
than a new episode in this history. To “Save South Africa”, 
the country born out of the CODESA agreements and its 
“property clause”, the ruling alliance (ANC-SACP-COSATU) at 
national and regional level have no other choice than to send 
its public and private police forces into direct bloody confron-
tation against the Black majority struggling for survival.  
Reconstituting the Azanian Section of the Fourth Interna-
tional (17 Shaft Conference Centre, Johannesburg, 16 Sep-
tember 2017), we affirmed the relevance of October 1917 
Revolution for “Land, bread and peace”, a workers’ revolu-
tion establishing a workers’ government that would immedi-
ately decide on land expropriation without compensation. In 
Azania today, millions of Black workers and youth need to re-
possess their land. For them, it is a question of survival. In 
Azania today, “Land, bread and peace” is more relevant than 
ever. Every day, in rural areas as well as in urban communi-
ties, the Black majority reclaims its land by occupying the 
land by any means necessary. The only response is repres-
sion on the one hand, and the so-called argument of the 
“law” on the other hand. Which “law”? 
The “property clause” of the CODESA agreements, secretly 
negotiated with the racist National Party in the framework of 
CODESA by those forces (ANC-SACP-COSATU), with the com-
plicity of those that supported – even critically – the tripartite 
alliance (AZAPO and PAC leaderships)?  
Today, it appears more and more clearly for the broad Black 
toiling masses that CODESA and its “property clause” is noth-
ing more than the continuation, by a ruling “Black” govern-
ment, of a situation created by the theft of the land from the 
Black majority by the Natives Land Act of 1913, and then by 
the apartheid laws.  
Twenty-four years after the “first democratic elections” in 
Azania, the land question remains unresolved. After 24 years 
of the 1994 Kempton Park/CODESA agreements, the Black 
majority in Azania is still landless. Some 80 per cent of the 
land (in fact all of the productive land) belongs to the white 
capitalist minority, to the white farmers and the mining com-
panies, and also to the big imperialist transnational corpora-
tions and the churches. Land is not only an issue for urban 
communities in terms of housing, but also for landless peas-
ants in rural areas; it is about their right to cultivate produc-
tive land to feed their communities.  
Land also includes the wealth beneath the land, in other 
words the mines. Demanding land expropriation without 
compensation to the benefit of the Black majority is not only 
a national democratic demand, it is also a working-class de-
mand, i.e. nationalisation of mines without compensation, 
the expropriation of Lonmin, Anglo-American, De Beers, etc., 
as demanded by the mineworkers, particularly after the 
Marikana massacre. It is no accident that those who refuse 
the land to the Black majority in Azania, do it on behalf of the 
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so-called National Democratic Revolution (NDR), on behalf of 
the “Freedom Charter” and its so-called “South Africa be-
longs to its four peoples”.  
To the Stalinist pseudo-theory of the “two-stage revolution” 
(NDR) and the “Freedom Charter”, we counterpose the 
Marxist theory of permanent revolution, which today in Aza-
nia means the struggle for immediate land expropriation 
without compensation. Land expropriation without compen-
sation means breaking immediately with the CODESA “prop-
erty clause”, i.e. nothing other than the recognition of the 
Black majority’s right to its land (…). Taking all of the above 
into consideration, we shall stand firmly for:  
 – A broad united front of all political, union and community 
organisations to stop the repression against the land occupa-
tions; and  
– A broad united front to say: The Black majority has the le-
gitimate right to reclaim and occupy its land! Hands off land 
occupations!  
It is OUR land!  
 

Benin 
Le Bulletin du Golfe (Bight of Benin 
Bulletin), published by Trotskyist 
militant activists of the OCRFI from 
countries of the Bight of Benin 
Issue No.4 – June 2018 

The government is threatening 
the right to strike 

 
he current government is intent on eliminating the 
right to strike and other democratic gains. 
In April 2016, Mr Patrice Talon came to power in Be-

nin. Since then, the list of attacks on the right to strike and 
other democratic gains has grown continuously. By way of 
example, we can point to: the measure relating to the sus-
pension of the student movements; the very many bans, with 
red lines, on labour demonstrations; the threat to sack strik-
ing workers; the sacking of a trade unionist working in Water 
and Forestry, whose “wrongdoing” was to make a public 
statement about the government’s reforms in his sector; the 
attempt to revise the country’s Constitution in April 2017, 
which, after it was blocked by the parliamentary minority, 
gave rise to the regime’s “policy of deception and fury”. 
Two illustrations of this policy – among many – are the ma-
nipulation of the legal system, which hotly pursues anyone 
who is critical of the regime (the trade unionist Laurent 
Metongnon has been in prison since November 2017 on a so-
called corruption charge, opposition member of parliament 
Mohamed Atao is also in prison on a charge relating to coun-
terfeit drugs, etc.), and tax reassessments that target eco-
nomic operators who are suspected of belonging to the op-
position.  
Then there is the government’s demand for the lifting of par-
liamentary immunity for some opposition members of par-
liament, the strong criticism of Constitutional Court rulings 
by people who are close to the regime and who refuse to ap-
ply them (that Court’s term ended in June 2018), and so on. 
It is in these conditions that the parliamentary majority 
passed certain laws in December 2017 which withdrew the 
right to strike for public sector workers in defence, security, 

justice and health. This led to real social upheaval. These 
laws, which were described as freedom-destroying by the 
workers and their trade union organisations, were ruled to 
be unconstitutional by the Constitutional Court over the 
course of January 2018; the Court judged them to be con-
trary to Article 31 of the Constitution, which recognises and 
guarantees the workers’ right to strike. 
Meanwhile, a new seven-member Constitutional Court was 
sworn in on 6 June 2018. It mainly comprises people who are 
close to the government, including Joseph Djogbenou, the 
President’s personal lawyer and the government’s Justice 
Minister until he left to take up his post in the Constitutional 
Court. 
Furthermore, Djogbenou was appointed President of the 
Court and oversaw a new ruling that overturns the January 
2018 ruling and abolishes the right to strike for public sector 
workers in defence, security, justice and health. In fact, the 
new Court is simply ratifying the points of view developed by 
its President when he was Justice Minister and government 
spokesperson. 
Moreover, there are facts that never lie: the January 2018 
ruling that declared unconstitutional the laws withdrawing 
the right to strike for certain categories of public sector work-
ers has never been the subject of a compliance session in Par-
liament. 
However, the President of the Republic ratified the laws on 
the right to strike practically on the same day that the new 
Constitutional Court ruled that withdrawing that right was in 
line with the Constitution. This change in the law has already 
produced several reactions in the workers’ ranks: the Na-
tional Union of Benin Magistrates (UNAMAB), the trade un-
ion confederations, the spokesperson of the health unions 
group, and opposition parties and party regroupments (no-
tably the Front for Patriotic Awakening [FSP] and the Coali-
tion for the Defence of Democracy in Benin [CDD-Benin]) 
have all already taken a public position against the Court rul-
ing, which is a full-fledged conspiracy against the workers. 
Just a few months after the last social upheaval, which lasted 
three months, Benin is preparing for a new social crisis. 

 
Burundi 
Tribune libre des travailleurs 
(Workers' Free Tribune) 
Monthly publication of the Workers 
and Democracy Party  
(PTD-TWUNGURUNANI) 
Issue No.101 – June 2018 
 
Editorial: For a sovereign  
Constituent Assembly! 

 

or some people, the constitutional referendum on 17 
May 2018 was a political turning-point in Burundi, es-
tablishing a fundamental law decided through the pop-

ular will and continuing the political line of the Arusha Agree-
ment of 28 August 2000 (1). For others, the vote called that 
Agreement – which was supposed to bring peace to this 
country – into question. What about the referendum results? 
The official results announced by the National Independent 
Electoral Commission (CENI) and validated by the Constitu-
tional Court show that 79.08 per cent voted in favour and 
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20.92 per cent voted against the proposed amendments to 
the Constitution, and the turnout was as high as 96.20 per 
cent of registered voters. 
It should be noted that the opposition had already contested 
these results in advance: Agathon Rwasa, the leader of the 
coalition of independents “Amizero y’Abarundi”, rejected 
them straight after the vote, condemning the climate of fear 
which in his opinion characterised the electoral campaign, 
the day of the vote itself and even the period immediately 
following the vote. He made accusations of massive electoral 
fraud orchestrated by the ruling party, the CNDD-FDD, with 
the complicity of a CENI following its orders, of ballot box 
stuffing, of falsification of records, of the coalition’s repre-
sentatives being pushed out of polling stations, of voters be-
ing forced to vote in favour, and more. 
Let us recall in passing that on 12 May 2017, a preliminary 
draft revision of the Constitution of Burundi had been an-
nounced, and a final draft was tabled on 25 October 2017. 
The final draft provided for the creation of the post of Prime 
Minister, and for the extension of the President of the Re-
public’s term of office from five to seven years; a new limit 
of two consecutive terms as President was also introduced. 
By resetting the constitutional counter to zero, this reform 
would nevertheless allow the current President, Pierre Nku-
runziza, to seek a fourth term in 2020, following three five-
year terms in office.  
At the legislative level, the threshold for passing legislation 
would be changed from a two-thirds majority to an absolute 
majority, a provision which – in keeping with the Arusha 
Agreement – aimed to push the representatives of the two 
ethnic groups, Hutu and Tutsi, into reaching consensus. 
It is useful to bear in mind that the essence of the Arusha 
Agreement can be summed up as the sharing-out of the gov-
ernment institutions along ethnic lines in order to implement 
the diktats of the Structural Adjustment Programme (SAP, to-
day the Strategic Framework for Poverty Reduction or SFPR) 
of the World Bank, the International Monetary Fund (IMF) 
and the European Union, a policy of privatisation and servic-
ing the foreign debt that has fragmented the country and 
plunged the working masses and youth into unprecedented 
poverty. 
It is this policy which has ransacked the public sectors (school 
education, healthcare, infrastructure…) through privatisa-
tion, has destroyed the coffee sector which supplied the 
State with up to 90 per cent of its export earnings depending 
on the period, and which today threatens all of what is left of 
the public sector, beginning with water and electricity. This 
includes the public water utility Regideso, whose mission in-
cludes the production of drinking water. A lack of clean drink-
ing water is the main vector of water-borne diseases such as 
cholera and shigellosis (bacillary dysentery), which affect 
populations on a cyclical basis. 
The State’s financial crisis resulting from the policy of privat-
isations has forced the governments to increase taxes and 
duties, and to create new fees like the ones linked to the gen-
eral elections due to be held in 2020. It is this policy, which is 
being driven by capital and its financial institutions, that is 
preventing political democracy from being exercised in this 
country: the right to organise (political parties, trade unions, 
civil society bodies), freedom of assembly and the right to 
demonstrate, freedom of the press, and so on. 

For the PTD-TWUNGURUNANI, social democracy and politi-
cal democracy are inextricably linked; they cannot be exer-
cised under the yoke of imperialism. This is why there is the 
urgent need to elect a sovereign Constituent Assembly with 
responsibility for satisfying the legitimate aspirations of 
working people and the youth. 
__________________________ 
(1) The Arusha Peace and Reconciliation Agreement for Burundi es-
tablished power-sharing on ethnic lines between the Hutu and Tutsi 
ethnic groups. 
 

Côte-d’Ivoire  
(Ivory Coast) 
Le Bulletin du Golfe (Bight of Benin 
Bulletin), published by Trotskyist 
militant activists of the OCRFI from 
countries of the Bight of Benin 
Issue No.4 – June 2018 

The ingredients of instability  
are being put in place 
 

he next presidential election in Côte d’Ivoire is due in 
2020. It is a challenging and dreaded year, as the 
stakes are full of uncertainties. 

Although the government of Alassane Ouattara can boast all 
day long about double-digit growth, the vast majority of 
workers in Côte d’Ivoire find it hard to make ends meet and 
are living in unprecedented poverty and insecurity: house-
hold rents are shooting up, forcing the populations to live in 
makeshift shelters that are wrecked by the slightest flood (in 
June 2018, there were 18 deaths in Abidjan after heavy rain). 
Life expectancy is below 50 years old 
In terms of health, things are no better. Public hospitals are 
deprived of even the minimum technical facilities. In 2017, a 
mother died in childbirth at the Cocody University Hospital 
Centre (CHU) for lack of even the minimum essential drugs. 
As was its habit, the State tried to dodge the issue. The hos-
pital’s director was sacked and the State kept silent about its 
responsibilities. Even the third CHU opened this year suffers 
from a lack of equipment, despite the media hype surround-
ing its opening. The high cost of medicines forces Ivorians to 
turn to “street pharmacies” (2), or even worse, to “healing 
powders” sold by charlatans.  
Life expectancy is below 50 years old. Furthermore, a real 
commodification of school education has been established, 
where the major profiteers are to be found among the ruling 
class. In fact, the government has failed to respond to strong 
demographic growth, with the result that the school infra-
structure is largely inadequate, forcing schools to teach clas-
ses of 100 or even 120 pupils, rather than a maximum of 40 
pupils. Teachers who are barely qualified after two years are 
shoved into classrooms at the end of four months’ basic 
training, in the best-case scenario. 
The Ivorian people do not want a return to war 
Memories of the recent civil war live on in the minds of the 
popular masses and workers, so that despite the growing im-
poverishment, the Ivorian people are firmly committed to 
peace and avoiding a return to war. 
Reviewing the political crisis that is affecting all parties – in 
particular the two governing parties, the PDCI and the RDR 
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(3) – and the possibility of a return to a one-party system, the 
contribution highlights the fact that: 
Repeated mutinies by soldiers in the barracks due to the bro-
ken promises of Alassane Ouattara have regularly and vio-
lently punctuated the current political events in Côte 
d’Ivoire. During this time, Soro Guillaume, current President 
of the National Assembly and former warlord, has been lying 
in wait and himself represents an equation that should not 
be ignored. The ingredients of instability are being put in 
place. 
_____________________________ 
(2) Typically, “street pharmacies” – unlicensed street vendors – of-
fer a range of cheap options, from genuine medicines of questiona-
ble provenance, via counterfeit medicines with a high risk to health, 
to completely bogus pharmaceuticals that can prove fatal. 
(3) PDCI: Democratic Party of Côte d'Ivoire, the only legal political 
party after independence from France in 1960, and the basis of a 
one-party state for the next 30 years. RDR: Rally of the Republicans, 
created in 1994 as a liberal off-shoot of the PDCI. 
 

Germany 
 

Die Internationale Arbeiterkorre-
spondenz (International Labour Corre-
spondence) 
Organ of the German section of the 
OCRFI - June 2018 
 

The open crisis  
of the Grand Coalition government  

 
In the interests of the working class and the youth, there 
can only be one response: Enough is enough! We cannot 
wait until 2021! The SPD must leave the Grand Coalition! 

(A contribution to the discussion  
by the German section of the OCRFI) 

 
t the initiative of those who publish the monthly 
newspaper Freie Plattform für Arbeiterpolitik [Open 
platform for working-class politics], a conference 

took place on 30 June 2018, in Dusseldorf. Members of the 
German section of the Organising Committee for the Recon-
stitution of the Fourth International (OCRFI) contribute 
openly to the newspaper. In the invitation, it was pointed out 
that – of course – acts of resistance against the line of the 
leaderships of the Social Democratic Party of Germany (SPD) 
and the trade unions in the Grand Coalition government are 
gaining in importance (for example, compared to 2013), but 
that at the same time, “those who are coming out against the 
Grand Coalition and taking action in this direction are failing 
to unite”. 
With this publication, we hope to present contributions to 
the discussion of various problems and questions of this type 
which – in our opinion – the working class and the youth 
must be facing in their respective organisations. 
The capitalist system only knows one path, the path of de-
struction: the counter-reforms are endless, one following the 
other!On 22 June 2018, acting in complete consensus, the 
federal Education Minister (a member of the conservative 
CDU) and Holter, President of the Conference of Education 
Ministers (KMK), Education Minister for the state of Thurin-
gia (4) and a member of the “left-wing”  

Die Linke party (5), presented the federal report “Education 
in Germany 2018” together with education ministers of other 
Länder. They said: “This seventh report on education (…) fo-
cuses primarily on the impacts and benefits of education.” 
The KMK and the Grand Coalition’s federal Education are in 
agreement: subject to the diktat of the “golden rule” and a 
zero budget deficit (with a ban on new borrowing) (6) as well 
as capitalist competition, education must be measured ac-
cording to “impacts and benefits” determined by the econ-
omy. The fact that the “left-wing” Education Minister could 
comply so easily with the requirements of these diktats is 
nothing new.  
The Die Linke leadership in the regional governments has 
consistently complied with the requirements of the intensi-
fied Agenda policy (7) and with the directives of the Euro-
pean Union designed to guarantee “free and undistorted 
competition in the single market”; she has always argued that 
this framework can be reformed. Here is the “benefit”: the 
critical lack of educators in nurseries and teachers in schools 
will increase even more significantly. Already today, 6 per 
cent of young people leave school without a diploma, primar-
ily children of migrant families and poor families. Two days 
previously, 4,000 hospital workers (both general and special-
ising in geriatrics) demonstrated in Dusseldorf outside the 
91st conference of health ministers (8), because according to 
the public services union Ver.di, hospitals are short of 
162,000 posts, including 80,000 care staff.  
To which can be added 63,000 posts for delivering full-time 
geriatric care. At the same time, hospitals are being closed. 
With the federal government’s and the Länder’s “scrapping 
premium” (under the health system structuring law, or GSG) 
establishing financial incentives, almost 36 per cent of emer-
gency services are due to be closed down, with the result 
that of the 1,748 hospitals which currently have emergency 
services, only 1,120 will have them. The medical profession 
has spoken out, saying that this is “a flagrant attempt to 
close down whole hospitals, which is being driven from the 
federal level.” We could carry on listing examples of growing 
poverty, increasing precarious work and an expanding low-
wage sector, the miserable increase in the minimum wage, 
the huge spike in rents and the shortage of apartments, the 
dilapidation of public infrastructure, and more. 
However, we should remember this: we are not dealing here 
with the arbitrary actions of one isolated government, for ex-
ample the Grand Coalition government and the state govern-
ments that are subordinated to it. We are facing attacks that 
are being co-ordinated by the European Union against all of 
the gains which the labour movement has been able to win 
over the course of difficult struggles waged within the bour-
geois State. In its stage of decay, the capitalist system – the 
system of private ownership of the means of production – is 
incapable of introducing even the slightest measures that 
could improve the situation of the working class and the 
youth. But even the status quo is not enough for them! Every 
one of our political and social gains is under threat! 
____________________ 
(4) Unlike some other European countries, Germany is a federal 
state, comprising 16 federal subdivisions or states (in German: Län-
der, singular Land). Education is a prerogative of the Länder. Each 
state of Germany is sovereign in educational matters and has its 

A 



44 The Internationale n°11 – August 2018 
 
own Education Ministry. The state Education Ministers meet collec-
tively in a Conference of Education Ministers (KMK); however, the 
KMK does not have the right to legislate. 
(5) Die Linke (“The Left”, also referred to as the Left Party) is a party 
formed in 2007, bringing together the remnants of the Stalinist 
party that ruled East Germany up to 1989 and a split from the SPD. 
(6) The “golden rule” is a balanced budget provision (Schul-
denbremse, or “debt brake”) incorporated into the German Consti-
tution in 2009. It states that over the economic cycle, a governing 
authority will borrow only to invest and not to fund current spend-
ing. It therefore imposes huge cuts on local authorities, public hos-
pital systems, etc., thus speeding up the privatisation of public ser-
vices. The federal state had to comply with the “golden rule” by 
2016, and the Länder must do so by 2020. 
(7) In 2005, SPD Chancellor Gerhard Schröder introduced a range of 
reactionary anti-labour measures, which he called Agenda 2010. 
Since then up to the present day, the term “Agenda policy” refers 
to the anti-labour deregulation and austerity measures demanded 
by capital and the European Union, and implemented by successive 
German governments. 
(8) Like education, health is a prerogative of the Länder, so each 
state has its own Health Minister. 
 

Mexico 

Transición [Transition] 
Bulletin of the OCRFI Committee in 
Mexico - Issue No.9 – July 2018 

The popular will prevailed 
at the polls! 

Andrés Manuel López Obrador 
elected President:  
A tsunami of 32 million votes deals 

a blow to the regime 
• Active and decisive organisation is now needed to im-
pose the mandate of 1 July  
• Let us build Unity Committees to impose the working 
people’s demands! 

(Statement by the militant activists  
of the OCRFI in Mexico – CORCI Mexico) 

 
ndrés Manuel López Obrador (AMLO) obtained 
more than 53 per cent of the vote, dealing a massive 
blow to the moribund PRI regime. López Obrador 

was elected with more than 32 million votes, and according 
to the results of the preliminary vote count, the “Together 
We Will Make History” coalition led by MORENA (9) won a 
majority in both the Chamber of Deputies and the Senate. 
The PRI and the PAN (10) have suffered a historic defeat. 
Even in their electoral strongholds, they were swept away by 
a wave of popular exasperation with all the corruption, im-
punity, violence and especially the policies implemented for 
more than 30 years, which promoted the loss of rights, the 
pillaging and destruction of the nation’s wealth and public 
enterprises, and subordination to the “free trade” agree-
ments and international financial institutions; in short: the 
loss of Mexico’s national sovereignty. 
The results are unequivocal: in traditional PRI-supporting 
states such as the State of Mexico, Yucatan, Veracruz and Oa-
xaca, MORENA surpassed its rivals by more than 30 percent-
age points. 
The “PAN states”, especially in the north, registered a ratio 
of votes close to 3 to 1 in favour of MORENA. Examples of 

this are Baja California, where the PAN lost all eight districts 
and its senator, and Sonora, where the PAN won only one 
district out of 27. The rest of the regime’s parties are on the 
verge of extinction, facing the loss of registration. This is the 
case with the New Alliance Party (PANAL), the Green Party, 
Movimiento Ciudadano [Citizens’ Movement], and even the 
Partido Encuentro Social [Social Encounter Party] itself (the 
ultra-conservative party that has hounded López Obrador, 
which did not receive the necessary number of votes to 
maintain its ballot status). 
Despite its popular vote, the PRD (11) lost Mexico City, Ta-
basco, Morelos and other cities. As the country’s fifth largest 
political force, it is collapsing in the midst of a profound pro-
cess of decomposition. It should be added that the turnout 
was the highest in the country’s recent history, with approx-
imately 70 per cent of registered voters casting their votes 
on 1 July. 
The PRI, PAN and the imperialist governments all promptly 
recognised AMLO’s victory, for fear of unleashing a revolu-
tionary process across the country (referred to popularly as 
“releasing the tiger”) if yet another electoral fraud were im-
posed on it. And even though election day was not free of 
violence, vote transfers and vote-buying, the AMLO tsunami 
was impossible to stop; the PRIAN (12) apparatus did not 
have enough resources to do so. 
AMLO’s victory also changes the political landscape through-
out the region. The governments of South American coun-
tries such as Venezuela and Bolivia have welcomed the re-
sults, and López Obrador has promised that the nation’s for-
eign policy will change, henceforward based on the principles 
of non-intervention and respect for the sovereignty of peo-
ples. 
However, those at the top of the social ladder, the “power 
mafia”, and behind them US imperialism, will do everything 
in their power to stop this wave; Trump’s prompt recognition 
and communication with AMLO is clearly an attempt to tie 
the hands of the next government. In his speech on election 
night, AMLO himself had to give signals to reassure the “mar-
kets”, giving guarantees that “commitments undertaken” 
would be respected and there would be “freedom for busi-
ness people”, and saying that there would be “no expropria-
tions or seizures”. 
What is the meaning of the massive vote for AMLO? 
The responsibility of López Obrador and his political organi-
sation is now enormous. The people of Mexico, especially the 
youth and women (who voted overwhelmingly for AMLO), as 
well as the rural and urban workers, have given AMLO a man-
date: to put an end to the economic model of subordination 
to big capital and the international financial institutions. Be-
yond any doubt, the majority of the people and nation have 
said: “Stop the imperialist looting, it must end!”  
The people and the nation have said that the counter-re-
forms must be repealed, especially the energy, education, 
and labour counter-reforms. This is what was expressed so 
emphatically through the vote. 
There is no doubt whatsoever that the strength of the work-
ing-class and popular sectors was expressed clearly in a field 
that is unfavourable to them: that of bourgeois elections. 
Whilst demonstrating the weight they carry in society, just 
days after the election the workers are still worried and are 
looking expectantly to see what steps AMLO and the next 
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government will take. However, as workers, we cannot ex-
pect things to change as if by magic. True democracy requires 
everyone’s participation in leadership and decision-making; 
it does not end with casting a ballot. Today, more than ever, 
the masses will need to mobilise in order to impose on the 
government, on the oligarchy and on the “power mafia” the 
changes which the nation is demanding. 
Who else but the workers, the youth and women, will be able 
to organise the struggle to win back our electricity, our oil, 
our water? Can we expect that those bourgeois politicians 
who opportunistically supported AMLO will promote these 
changes? Having obtained a majority in Congress, there can 
be no excuse whatsoever for not starting to dismantle this 
regime from day one. To act differently would be to turn 
their backs on the popular will and democracy. 
We know that the profound change to which the people and 
the nation aspire cannot happen overnight. 
But we say this: there are immediate demands that must be 
satisfied if the “Transformation of the Republic” is truly de-
sired. The first step to be taken is the recovery of our natural 
resources and wealth, which are the pillars for the develop-
ment of an independent nation, and the first demand to be 
fulfilled must be the reappropriation (repossession-national-
isation-expropriation) of PEMEX, CFE (13), the mines, and 
water (lake and river basins). This will require tearing up the 
contracts signed by the country’s recent governments [with 
foreign multinational corporations] which favoured privati-
sation. Another necessary step is the repeal of the education 
and labour counter-reforms. 
These measures would represent a step forward in defence 
of the people and the nation – an important step in breaking 
with US imperialism, with the Trump administration and the 
North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA). We are sure 
that the majority of the Mexican people would support these 
measures wholeheartedly, as they did in 1938, when Mex-
ico’s oil was expropriated/nationalised. 
Today more than ever, working class independence is 
needed 
Democracy requires the recognition of the opposing class in-
terests in society, namely the recognition of the class strug-
gle, the right for workers to organise in trade unions and at 
the political level to champion their class interests. 
We workers must not succumb to the illusion that it is possi-
ble to “govern in the interests of all” without attacking the 
interests of those at the bottom of the social ladder. In order 
to impose change, it is necessary to organise while clearly 
identifying who are our adversaries and who are our allies. 
As we mentioned above, imperialism and its henchmen in 
our country will do everything possible to prevent even the 
slightest progress; that is why we need to be organised and 
mobilised.  
As AMLO admitted in his speech in the Zocalo (14), this elec-
toral result is the result of the popular mobilisation that has 
been developing for decades in our country: the movements 
against authoritarianism and for democracy; the mobilisa-
tions against the privatisation of healthcare, education, elec-
tricity and oil; the strikes for better wages and working con-
ditions; the movements against election fraud in 1988 and 
2006; the struggles against forced disappearances and the 

murders of women; the struggle for land, for trade union de-
mocracy, and more. The key to achieving the transformation 
is not to stop our independent mobilisation, without indulg-
ing in illusions, confident that the strength of the masses and 
their organisation is the greatest tool for change. AMLO has 
indeed come to power, a heavy blow has been dealt to the 
regime, that is true, but this does not mean that the people 
of Mexico hold the power in their hands.  
To achieve this, it is necessary to take advantage of this his-
toric juncture, this profound blow to the regime, to shape our 
class organisations – independent and democratic trade un-
ions, and most importantly, a Workers Party that clearly re-
flects our interests and participates as a leading player in the 
Transformation of the Republic. 
How to move forward with the mandate of 1 July? 
As CORQI Mexico, we think it indispensable not to dissolve 
the gigantic tsunami which has occurred through the elec-
toral process; its power needs to be channelled into active 
and decisive organisation. To this end, we propose to the 
people of Mexico the creation of Unity Committees for Re-
specting the Mandate of 1 July. 
Unity Committees, nuclei of organisation that can take vari-
ous forms and names, in order mainly to discuss and articu-
late democratically the forms for moving forward in realising 
the mandate of 1 July, the first step of which, in our opinion, 
is the recovery of our natural resources. Unity Committees 
which any Mexican can join, independently of his/her politi-
cal or religious affiliation, in order to take action on a com-
mon basis as a mark of unity. Unity Committees that will take 
up the demands of the peoples, of the communities, of the 
youth, of the students, the native peoples, women and work-
ers…and will demand their satisfaction. 
Unity Committees that will stand up to the oligarchy and im-
perialism, that will organise the people to achieve the repeal 
of the counter-reforms, the recovery of our resources and 
wealth, and the defence of our sovereignty.  
Unity Committees that will form the seed of a mass social 
force which will impose the nation’s interests and support 
any progressive measure on the path to fulfilling the man-
date of 1 July: winning back our sovereignty and our rights. 
Join the OCRFI to fight for a workers’ government! 
We declare that we Mexican members of the OCRFI did not 
call for a vote for López Obrador, seeing that in his campaign 
platform and programme, which was written by business 
people, he did not clearly take up the demands for which our 
nation’s workers have fought so hard, and it represented a 
step back from political positions he had espoused in the 
past. However, we understood that the millions of people 
who would vote for him would do so to express their aspira-
tion for change – change that far exceeds what was offered 
in the coalition’s electoral programme. 
This is why before election day, through an Open Letter to 
AMLO that was signed by hundreds of workers and youth, we 
called for the creation of Committees in Defence of the Pop-
ular Will and Democracy. On an equal footing with MORENA 
members, sympathisers and AMLO voters, we participated in 
the defence of the vote and put our modest forces at the ser-
vice of defeating the PRIAN. In the Open Letter we addressed 
to AMLO, we proposed a platform for winning back our rights 
and sovereignty. We also stated that to achieve the Fourth  
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Transformation of the Republic, it is necessary to commit to 
the masses playing the leading role in this process, to commit 
to their independent political and trade union organisations. 
We proposed a solution: the convening of a Sovereign Con-
stituent Assembly that would repeal the anti-national, anti-
worker and anti-popular legislation. We stand firm on this 
position, but at the same time we are ready, without precon-
ditions, to work shoulder-to-shoulder and hand-in-hand with 
all those who are willing to take steps forward in organising 
and in the struggle. 
We are ready to work alongside and support any action on 
the path of repealing the counter-reforms and recovering 
our rights, our resources and our sovereignty. But at the 
same time, we are aware that there will be no real transfor-
mation without a workers’ government. This is why we are 
putting our efforts into building the New Central of Workers 
(NCT) as an instrument for democratic trade unionism and 
for our social class’s struggle, and building a genuine Workers 
Party, the seed of which we consider at this time to be the 
Workers’ and People’s Political Organisation (OPT), in which 
we are participants. 
We invite the workers and youth to discuss our programme 
and proposals, and to join CORCI Mexico. A new phase has 
begun in the life of our country, and we workers must play a 
leading role in it, because we are convinced that “the eman-
cipation of the workers will be the task of the workers them-
selves”. 2 July 2018 
_______________________________ 
(9) National Renewal Movement, López Obrador’s party. 
(10) PAN: National Action Party, which held power from 2006 to 
2012 under President Felipe Calderon. PRI: Institutional Revolution-
ary Party of outgoing President Enrique Peña Nieto. 
(11) PRD: Party of the Democratic Revolution. López Obrador was 
the PRD’s candidate in the 2012 presidential election. 
(12) PRIAN: the opposition’s way of referring to the PRI and PAN, 
the two institutional parties which have dominated power in Mex-
ico for the last 30 years. 
(13) PEMEX: Petroleos Mexicanos, the state oil company. CFE: Fed-
eral Electricity Commission, the national electrical utility. 
(14) Mexico City’s central square. 

 
Morocco 

 

308 years in prison 
for the Hirak Rif activists! 

An appeal by the editorial team of the 
newspaper Minbar Lichchighila  
(Workers’ Tribune) - 2 July 2018 

 
n a tense climate, Casablanca’s Criminal Court delivered 
its verdict on the evening of 27 June 2018 regarding the 
leaders of the Hirak (15) in Al Hoceima. A total of 308 

years in prison was handed out to the defendants, who had 
already spent more than eight months in prison in terrible 
conditions: 
• 20 years in prison each for four activists, including N. 
Zefzafi; 
• 15 years each for three activists; 
• 10 years each for seven activists; 
• 5 years each for 10 activists; 
• 3 years each for eight activists; 

• 2 years and a 5,000-dirham fine each for 19 defendants. 
When the presiding judge opened his file, the defence law-
yers left the room as a sign of protest. More than 700 lawyers 
had come from different cities and towns.  
Those defendants who were continuing their hunger strike 
were also absent. There is widespread disapproval of the 
process among all sectors of the population, beginning with 
the Hirak Support Committees in the country’s cities, towns 
and villages.  
The families of the young activists described the verdict as a 
“veritable judicial massacre, handing out more than three 
centuries in prison sentences to youths whose only “crime” is 
to have put forward demands, the legitimacy of which was 
recognised even by the official institutions”. 
Defence lawyer B. Rouissi said during a demonstration by the 
Hirak Support Committee in Casablanca that she had been 
shocked by the verdict, which was “an act of violence against 
innocent young people (…) based, among other things, on tel-
ephone calls and even video clips that had nothing to do with 
the Hirak, including video clips that were recorded well before 
the Rif uprising”.  
For his part, government spokesperson M. Al Khalfi stated 
that “the government cannot get involved in decisions by the 
judiciary (…) since the latter is independent from the execu-
tive”. 
A wind of revolt is blowing across the whole country 
A feeling of revolt is gripping all sectors of the country, work-
ers, youth, women…who feel humiliated by this criminal ver-
dict. The statements by government officials do little to con-
ceal the fear that this tide of protest will spread throughout 
the country.  
Thus, several of the country’s towns and cities from the north 
to the south (Al Hoceima, Nador, M’diq, Larache, Meknès, 
Khenifra, Tahla, Marrakech, Agadir, Tiznit, Beni Mellal, Rabat, 
Casablanca, etc.) have seen enormous popular demonstra-
tions, several of which have been repressed by the security 
forces. And there is a risk that this tension will increase even 
further in the coming days, fed by the high cost of living, the 
humiliation, unemployment and the repression…  
There is an urgent need to mobilise for the release of the 
Hirak activists! 
The labour movement, the trade union organisations and all 
political organisations that stand for democracy, have an ur-
gent task: mobilise for the release of the Hirak activists! In a 
country where every day we constantly hear empty slogans 
about “democratic transition” and “the rule of law”, this 
event has just revealed the true face of the regime, the con-
straints it places on democratic rights. 
Moroccan sociologist M. Naji considers that: “The govern-
ment and the current regime are pushing the people into hell 
without any guarantee of getting out” (16).  
Down with the “judicial massacre”! Down with injustice! Un-
conditionally defend democratic and labour rights! Release 
the Hirak youths immediately and unconditionally! 
_______________________ 
(15) The Hirak (popular movement) began in the Rif region (the cit-
ies of Al Hoceima and Nador) in October 2016 as a popular protest 
against injustice and poverty. 
(16) Akhbar Al Yaum, 28 June 2018. 
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Togo 

 
Le Bulletin du Golfe (Bight of Benin 
Bulletin), published by Trotskyist mili-
tant activists of the OCRFI from coun-
tries of the Bight of Benin 
Issue No.4 – June 2018 

 
 

Under the dictatorship,  
accidents at work are becoming the norm 

 
or a few years now, the number of workplace accidents 
has been rising in Togo, with many workers killed or 
mutilated. But the government is doing nothing to 

remedy this situation. 
On 27 May 2018, a worker at the National Phosphate Com-
pany of Togo (SNPT) lost his life. He died when a mound of 
phosphates collapsed. On 3 June 2018, also at SNPT, a worker 
fell from a platform as rail wagons were being emptied. Alt-
hough his escaped with his life, he will suffer from the after-
effects. On 30 June 2015, a tragedy occurred at the West Af-
rican Cement (WACEM) plant in Tabligbo (60 kilometres from 
the capital Lomé), when a fuel tank exploded near workers 
who were carrying out welding work. The toll: 6 dead. One 
week before, a fatal accident was recorded at the same fac-
tory. Again in 2015, one week after the big accident in 
Tabligbo, more workers lost their lives while doing their jobs, 
this time at the SNPT’s famous Hahotoé mine (17).  
A collision between a defective bulldozer and a pick-up truck 
resulted in one dead and eight injured, three of them seri-
ously. In Togo, high numbers of cases of death or mutilation 

are registered regularly, involving workers operating machin-
ery in notoriously unsafe conditions. 
These tragedies are due to: 
– old machinery in disrepair; 
– the non-application of safety standards; 
– the role of workers covered by a collective agreement com-
pared to the hiring of so-called “casual” workers, who are un-
derpaid and not declared to the National Social Security 
Fund; 
– the failure to supply workers with safety equipment that 
could protect them in an accident. 
And yet laws are in place, but the enterprises in question do 
not apply them, and the State says nothing. 
When one of these tragedies occurs, no enquiry is opened. 
The management at these enterprises do not need to worry 
about anything. Their shareholders include people in the sen-
ior levels of the State apparatus. And since the regime is dic-
tatorial, no case brought before any court will result in any-
thing.  
This is a situation in which the workers and their families are 
completely disempowered. The trade union confederations, 
which have contented themselves with mainly organising 
workers in the public services, do very little to embed them-
selves in the heart of the working class: the workers in the 
mines and factories. 
This is why, under the dictatorship, accidents at work are be-
coming the norm instead of being exceptional events. 
_________________________ 
(17) Togo is the worlds’ fourth largest phosphorus producer, cur-
rently accounting for some 20 per cent of the country’s export rev-
enues. In the recent past, phosphates provided 40 per cent of ex-
ports revenues and represented more than 20 per cent of Togo’s 
GDP. 
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	Let us clarify that at the time, this world debt figure of US$30 trillion (a figure from 1990) represented the equivalent of 16 months of the world’s gross domestic product (GDP). By 2017, world debt had increased eight-fold: its total amount (US$237 ...
	Hundreds of trillions of dollars – partly fictitious, partly real (4) – injected into the capitalist economy on the official grounds of boosting production… Hundreds of trillions of dollars which in the main only serve to feed speculation. Without thi...
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	Capitalism’s inability to open up new areas of growth
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	The whole world is trembling at the prospect of a major war, a war which Trump is pushing for while blowing hot and cold, a war for which the Netanyahu government is pushing all too clearly with its racist apartheid law aimed at definitively expelling...
	Already, over the course of the 25 years since the Reproclamation Conference, how many millions of deaths have resulted from the wars fomented by imperialism in the four corners of the world, the wars in the Balkans, the wars in Afghanistan, Iraq and ...
	When The Washington Post (15 July 2018) headlines an article with “The $247 trillion global debt bomb”, it is deliberately using a warlike vocabulary which characterises the whole world situation. On the one hand, masses of capital that are increasing...
	In the last quarter of a century, all of the destructive forces referred to by Marx and Rosa Luxemburg have seen unlimited growth: together with the arms economy and speculation, this has been the case with automation (computerisation and digitalisati...
	This is a striking confirmation of the Transitional Programme: “New inventions and new technological advances no longer lead to an increase in material wealth. In the conditions of the social crisis of the whole capitalist system, economic crises infl...
	Therefore, returning to the two axes which characterised the world situation as depicted in the 1993 report, we can say that the first one, “the spectre of an unprecedented crisis looms over humanity”, has been fully verified over the course of the la...
	The preparatory document for the 1993 Conference used the following terms to establish the relationship between the processes of “decomposition” and “recomposition” on a global scale:
	“In this phase of accelerated decay, the system of private ownership of the means of production generates the very factors which disrupt it. Factors of disintegration at the economic level, insofar as the relationship between speculation and productio...
	Decomposition and recomposition also mark the situation of the labour movement. The bankruptcy of the parties of the Second International and the parties subordinated to the Kremlin bureaucracy facilitates the efforts of all the governments in the pay...
	What about the processes of recomposition
	in the labour movement
	What about the processes of recomposition in the labour movement during the period since the reproclamation? (7)
	One thing is beyond dispute: the working class has been fighting back around the world, as have been the oppressed peoples and the various layers of the population who suffer the consequences of the survival of decayed imperialism. We can point to the...
	More precisely, what about the recomposition of a political representation of the working class?
	During the same period when the working class was continuously going into battle and launching more and more counter-attacks, it faced repeated attacks from inside its own camp, from the leaderships of its own organisations. These attacks flowed from ...
	The combination of this policy of breaking down the labour movement due to the betrayals on the one hand, and on the other the offensive aimed at dissolving any class character of the labour organisations in the name of “dégagisme” (8), the “99 per ce...
	As a result, although our analysis has been fully verified regarding the breadth and scope of the processes of decay directed against the working class, regarding the verification of the laws of the class struggle, and regarding the resistance itself ...
	In other words: the price to be paid by the oppressed and exploited masses throughout the world for the treacherous policy implemented by the counter-revolutionary apparatuses that emerged from the Second and Third Internationals; the consequences of ...
	The fact that the main nucleus of the liquidationist clique, namely the leadership of the CCI in France, has purely and simply rallied around Melenchon and his France Unbowed movement gives an indication of the fate of that current internationally. Be...
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