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INTRODUCTION  
 
Editorial notes 
 
 

here are times, like those we are living through right 
now, when events in the world situation gather 
pace. It would be rash to make predictions in the 
editorial notes of our review, which is published 

four times a year, about the evolution of those events be-
tween the moment we send our review to the printers and 
the moment when it is in the hands of our readers. 
By way of example, this issue of The Internationale offers up 
for our readers’ consideration the notes sent to us by an Al-
gerian activist, two months before the presidential election 
in Algeria on 18 April 2019. His notes are dated 16 February, 
so they do not deal with the events of 22 February, which 
saw tens of thousands of Algerians taking to the streets in 
every city and large town in the country (there are reports of 
300,000 demonstrators) to protest against the fifth term be-
ing sought by President Bouteflika. What will the situation be 
like in the days and weeks to come? Obviously, nobody can 
predict this. 
What is certain is that the Algerian masses’ social frustration 
and their need for democracy in the face of failing institu-
tions could not be contained indefinitely, despite the 18-year 
ban on demonstrations in the capital. Similarly, it is certain 
that the imperialist powers, which for decades have sought 
to put Algeria’s national sovereignty and the gains of the Rev-
olution into question, and which – for lack of a better alter-
native – were prepared temporarily to go along with the sta-
tus quo of a fifth term, will seek to pursue their objectives by 
other means. 
What will the situation be like in terms of developments in 
the situation in France? In this issue of The Internationale, we 
publish an article by Comrade François Forgue on the events 
in France in recent months, plus a selection of excerpts from 
documents published by the French Trotskyist militant activ-
ists (organised in the Internationalist Communist Tendency, 
or TCI, which is an active participant in building the Demo-
cratic Independent Workers Party, or POID) regarding the ex-
tremely disparate and ill-assorted “yellow vests movement”. 
What makes the situation in France particularly complex is 
not the emergence of this movement, which expresses the 
exasperation and rebelliousness of a range of social layers 
that are extremely heterogeneous, but all of them crushed 
by the policy of the capitalist class. What makes the situation 
in France particularly complex for the workers is the unre-
strained offensive inside the labour movement itself – espe-
cially inside the trade unions – by certain political currents 
that are aiming to subordinate the working-class organisa-
tions to this “movement”, and all forms of “populism” that 
want to deny the class struggle, to the extent of threatening 

the independence of the working-class organisations and 
their very existence.  
Our readers – whichever continent they are on and which-
ever country they live in – will recognise that this is simply 
the “French” form of an issue that is facing the working class 
throughout the world. Namely, the need for the working 
class to have its own organisations at its disposal, and to de-
fend the independence – and the very existence – of their 
organisations against any attempt by capital, its institutions, 
its governments and others to put them into question.  
What will the situation be like in Venezuela when our review 
is actually published? As we send it to press, we have never 
been closer to the danger of direct military intervention by 
US imperialism against Venezuela. After pushing Juan Guaido 
into proclaiming himself President of Venezuela, the Trump 
administration – using the Colombian and Brazilian govern-
ments as its allies, and with the support of the European Un-
ion – is implementing the well-known scenario of a so-called 
“humanitarian” intervention and trying to provoke incidents 
in order to justify a future attack, just as it did in the past in 
Afghanistan, Iraq and elsewhere. 
As supporters of the programme of the Fourth International, 
the organisations of the Organising Committee for the Re-
constitution of the Fourth International (OCRFI) have from 
the very beginning taken a position against any interference 
and against any imperialist intervention. On 24 January, the 
OCRFI published a statement, translated into several lan-
guages, which said: 
“Down with the coup in Venezuela! (…) The secretariat of the 
Organising Committee for the Reconstitution of the Fourth In-
ternational (OCRFI) condemns the coup d'état in Venezuela 
and imperialist interference. The OCRFI stands side-by-side 
with the Venezuelan workers and people, whose decision to 
defend themselves by all means against imperialist-led inter-
vention and for national sovereignty will be totally legiti-
mate. It supports the Venezuelan government’s decision to 
break off diplomatic relations with Washington. The OCRFI 
stands alongside the workers, activists, youth, organisations 
and anti-war coalitions in the United States who are telling 
Trump: “Not in our name!” and who will demand an immedi-
ate end to US intervention in Venezuela.  
The OCRFI stands shoulder-to-shoulder with the Brazilian 
workers in their drive to build the broadest united front of 
workers’ and popular organisations to defeat any threat of 
military intervention by Bolsonaro against the sister people 
of Venezuela. The OCRFI calls on all its organisations around 
the world to participate in any and all workers’ and popular 
mobilisations against the attempted coup d'état in Vene-
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zuela, with their own slogans: Down with the coup d'état! Im-
perialists: Out of Venezuela now, Out of Latin America now! 
Trump, Bolsonaro, European Union: Hands off Venezuela! For 
the right of the Venezuelan people to freely determine their 
own future!” 
Let us clarify something: the militant activists who are 
fighting for the reconstitution of the Fourth International do 
not regard the Chavez and Maduro governments as urban 
and rural workers’ governments, breaking with private own-
ership of the means of production. But it is absolutely clear 
that in the face of imperialist aggression, the militant activ-
ists of the OCRFI stand unconditionally alongside the op-
pressed nation against imperialism and its hunger for pillage. 
Moreover, it is no coincidence that one of the first announce-
ments made by Guaido after his self-proclamation, sup-
ported by Washington and the European Union, related to 
the appointment of a new Board of Directors for Citgo Petro-
leum, a US-based subsidiary of the publicly-owned Petróleos 
de Venezuela S.A. (PDVSA). Venezuela has the world’s big-
gest oil reserves, nationalised in 1976 in the form of PDVSA 
and therefore protected from imperialist pillage (also allow-
ing the Chavez and Maduro governments to use part of the 
oil revenues to fund social programmes). One does not need 
to look far to find the reasons for the relentless efforts of US 
imperialism and its lackeys in Europe and Latin America. 
But on the issue of defending Venezuela’s national sover-
eignty – like all of the issues facing the workers and youth 
everywhere in the world – one cannot ignore the conse-
quences of the historical crisis of the leadership of the prole-
tariat. Whereas the nascent labour movement had inscribed 
on its flags the defence of the peoples’ right to self-determi-
nation (one of the most basic democratic rights), the least we 
can say is that up to now, the traditional leaderships of the 
working-class organisations around the world are conspicu-
ous by their absence over the issue of defending Venezuela. 
From the leadership of the “Socialist” International (of which 
the putschist Guaido is a member, let us not forget) that has  
 

lined up to a man behind Trump, to those who – while issuing 
lip-service condemnations – are refusing to launch even the 
most modest mass campaign by the labour movement to 
block imperialism’s plans, it is clear that the leading apparat-
uses of the labour movement bear a big share of the respon-
sibility.  
As far as we are concerned, as organisations and militant ac-
tivists of the OCRFI, we fully endorse the appeal issued by the 
International Workers Committee Against War and Exploita-
tion, For a Workers’ International (IWC) on 2 February 2019, 
which “invites activists and workers and democratic organi-
sations all over the world to express their opposition to any 
intervention by the US government and its allies, such as the 
European Union, in matters that regard only the Venezuelan 
people. The IWC calls upon all to stand by the side of the 
workers and people of Venezuela in defence of their national 
sovereignty.” 
Whether is it a question of Algeria, France or Venezuela, it is 
indeed the world unity of the class struggle that is being ex-
pressed in particular situations. A world unity that flows from 
the failure of the system based on private ownership of the 
means of production, having reached its imperialist stage. 
One hundred years after her assassination, Rosa Luxem-
burg’s formulation of a choice between “socialism or barba-
rism” is more relevant than ever (this issue of The Internatio-
nale contains Part One of an article by our German comrades 
on the relevance today of the work of that great revolution-
ary). The world unity of the class struggle obliges those van-
guard militant activists who are committed to resolving the 
crisis of humankind (the crisis of revolutionary leadership) to 
make their starting-point the fight for the reconstitution of 
the Fourth International and its organisations in each coun-
try. It is from this perspective that we offer up for our read-
ers’ consideration the documents published in this issue of 
our review. 

The Internationale 
25 February 2019 
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ANALYSIS  
 

France: For its class struggle, the working 
class must defend its political independence 
 
By François Forgues 
 
 

uring the ritual speech on the State of the Union 
which every US President must deliver to Congress, 
Donald Trump boasted on 5 February 2019 about 

the good health of the US economy. However, the uncertain-
ties regarding the world’s biggest economy, the keystone of 
the whole imperialist system, are such that officials of the 
Federal Reserve Bank are wavering between wanting to raise 
interest rates in the face of the threat of new speculative 
“bubbles” exploding on a par with those that brought about 
the 2007-8 crisis, and continuing with the so-called “accom-
modative” monetary policy, because only the massive injec-
tion of liquidity is protecting the world economy from col-
lapse – for now. The result, as summarised by a headline in 
the French financial daily newspaper Les Échos (4 January 
2019): “The world economy registers a record level of debt”. 
The paper explained: “The statistics of the International 
Monetary Fund (IMF) show that global public and private 
debt in the 190 countries it observes reached US$184 trillion 
at the end of 2017.” That global debt has continued to grow, 
today amounting to three times the world’s annual gross do-
mestic product (GDP), i.e. the value of everything that is pro-
duced annually across the planet. 
Les Échos added that “global debt now exceeds US$86,000 
per capita, or two-and-a-half times the average per capita in-
come.” 
In his article “Initial reflections on the relevance today of the 
Fourth International, eighty years after its founding” (The In-
ternationale, Issue No.11, August 2018), Daniel Gluckstein 
emphasised that “without this forced indebtedness, without 
this huge drain on consumers’ future income, the economy 
would collapse.” But this indispensable remedy only pre-
pares the conditions for a worse disaster, expressing “capi-
talism’s inability to open up new areas of lasting growth at a 
sufficient level.” In other words, the absolute dead-end of the 
capitalist mode of production, the survival of which in these 
conditions requires the extraction of even more surplus-
value, i.e. the intensification of exploitation globally and in 
each country. 
The issue here is not just dizzyingly big numbers; it is about 
the class struggle, the confrontation between the exploiting 
class, which owns the big means of production as its private 
property, and the exploited class, which only has its own la-
bour-power. Globally as well as in each country, the capital-
ists and their States are relentless in their intensification of 
exploitation by every possible means. Further, they overtly 
speak the language of the class struggle, continuously calling 

for “lower labour costs”, in other words for a drop in real 
wage levels, directly or indirectly. This is the root cause of the 
offensives being directed against existing legislation that 
keeps exploitation in check, and against all of the social gains 
won by the working class in the course of its past struggles. 
This is the common denominator of the policies being ap-
plied by every government serving the interests of capital-
ism, of both the Trump government and the “left-wing gov-
ernment” in Portugal, of the coalition government in Ger-
many that is still headed by Angela Merkel, of the PSOE [So-
cialist Party] government in Spain and the Macron govern-
ment in France. 
While the exploiters’ spokespersons do not hesitate to state 
that as far as they are concerned, more surplus-value needs 
to be extracted, those who claim to speak on behalf of the 
working class more often than not do not challenge the cap-
italist system itself, but call on it to restrain itself. 
Also, the deafening campaigns arguing that the capitalist sys-
tem of exploitation is “an impassable hurdle” are in them-
selves an element of the struggle between the classes which 
they try to deny. This is why it is necessary to reaffirm at all 
times what has been previously established in terms of the 
class struggle. 
While it is manifested in capital’s fierce offensive, the reality 
of the class struggle in each country and at the global level is 
undeniably marked by the scope of the resistance by the 
working class, posing in practice the need to put an end to 
the capitalist system itself. Today, this resistance is being ex-
pressed by the big strike in the maquiladoras (1) in Mexico, 
in the series of teachers’ strikes in the United States, and in 
the growing wave of strikes in France, to give just a few ex-
amples. 
At the very foundation of the existence of the Fourth Inter-
national and its activity, there is the affirmation that there is 
no solution to the current crisis of human civilisation without 
the overthrow of the capitalist system, which requires inde-
pendent organisation and action by the mass of exploited 
and oppressed workers, forging their own leadership in the 
course of their struggle and thus ensuring democratic control 
of their own movement. 
Throughout the world, this movement is coming up against 
the policy of the established old leaderships of the labour 
movement, which refuse to break with the capitalist system. 
Before the Second World War, this was expressed in the 
“popular fronts” policy, in other words a policy aimed at sub-
jecting the labour movement – the trade union organisations 
and the political parties standing for the working class – to 
the specific needs required for maintaining the bourgeoisie’s 
political and social order. It is this same policy, which led to 
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disaster and the Second World War, that is once again being 
taken up, for example in France, in the attempts to revive a 
“union of the left” that would supposedly – if it were to form 
a government – apply a “progressive policy” within the 
framework of maintaining the capitalist system, involving re-
spect for the institutions of the Fifth Republic and the Euro-
pean Union. Given the dislocation of all the parties that tra-
ditionally are committed to a solution of this type, a disloca-
tion that is weakening them, this policy is accompanied by a 
rejection of the very existence of political organisations be-
longing to the working class alone, which are dismissed as 
belonging to a time gone by. This orientation involves reject-
ing any class criterion; the currents that constitute this base 
condemn the actions of the “old parties”, sometimes bitterly, 
but then link up with them to promote “union of the left”-
style solutions. 
In the case of France, these currents have found their clear-
est expression with the leaders of France Unbowed, such as 
Jean-Luc Melenchon. The fact is that they have been fol-
lowed – and sometimes overtaken – by the representatives 
of the group that provoked a split in the French section of the 
Fourth International, and a far-reaching crisis in the Fourth 
International, in 2015. From the point of view of the interna-
tional class struggle, the importance of these developments 
has led us to publish in this issue of The Internationale a dos-
sier that brings together the positions taken by our political 
current in France (2). 
 
A deep crisis  
The capitalist order in France is in deep crisis. The Macron 
presidency and government resulted from that crisis, which 
they have been unable to overcome. Macron himself 
acknowledged this when he said that he came to power “as 
the result of a break-in”. He was in fact elected President by 
just 18 per cent or so of registered voters, after the political 
parties which were directly responsible for the situation cre-
ated in recent years – the Socialist Party in particular – were 
rejected by the voters, and after the traditional right wing 
blew apart. Macron was only elected thanks to the call to 
vote for him issued by the whole of “the left”, citing the need 
to block the National Front and its candidate, Marine Le Pen. 
It is amusing to note that several of those who today have no 
problem calling for demonstrations which the National Rally 
– led by Marine Le Pen – also approves, were the strongest 
proponents of a vote for Macron at the time of the 2017 elec-
tion. 
To some extent, Macron represents a concentrated version 
of Bonapartism. It was by default, as a last resort to defend 
the institutions of the Fifth Republic, that he came to power. 
He thus finds himself having to act as referee between differ-
ent political forces, none of which are under his control. 
The deepening of the crisis is the result first and foremost of 
the workers’ class struggle, of the fierce fight-back they 
waged for several months against the Hollande govern-
ment’s wish to destroy the Labour Code, an enterprise pur-
sued subsequently by Macron. A struggle which, despite the 
obstacles and difficulties, was continued in many different 
forms after Macron’s election, notably in the big railworkers’ 
strike and in the growing number of strikes in every sector, 
which are the main characteristic of today’s situation. 
 

Populism and “left populism” 
Today, one has to be careful when employing the term “pop-
ulism”, given the way in which it is being used. Traditionally, 
one of the most common definitions was to say that it was a 
question of “a political approach that counterposes the peo-
ple to the elites”. The term “populist” referred notably to the 
political currents which fought in 19th century tsarist Russia 
for the overthrow of the imperial regime, and called on the 
people – beginning with the massed ranks of the peasantry – 
to organise against that regime. The Russian Marxists op-
posed the populists, stressing the importance of the working 
class specifically organising in its own class interests. The fact 
remains that the term “populist” therefore described those 
who fought against the privileged and the ruling elites in the 
name of the “people’s interests”. 
Today, supporters of the established order often use the 
word “populism” as a negative term. For example, any oppo-
nent of the European Union – whatever their motive – is thus 
described as a populist. For example, the 2019 edition of the 
yearbook published by French daily newspaper Le Monde, 
entitled Le Bilan du Monde [The Balance-sheet of the World], 
revisited Emmanuel Macron’s election to the presidency in 
the following terms: “His surprise election in May 2017 ap-
peared to put a stop to the populist wave sweeping over the 
West with the British referendum on Brexit and the election 
of Donald Trump to the White House.”  
The legitimate wish of the workers and people of Britain to 
break free from the straitjacket of the European Union and 
its procession of anti-democratic and anti-working-class 
measures was identified with the election of Donald Trump, 
which was a blow delivered against the US working class that 
was permitted by the attitude of the leadership of the work-
ing-class’s organisations in refusing to offer an independent 
political solution. 
Furthermore, some political currents claim to stand for pop-
ulism, and especially what they call “left populism”, which is 
“a political ideology that combines left-wing values with the 
themes and rhetoric of populism”, and which the [French] 
Larousse dictionary defines as “aiming to free the people 
without resorting to the class struggle”. Naturally, it is diffi-
cult to determine what “left-wing values” are exactly, but 
what is clear is that the class struggle must be rejected. 
If we need to pause to consider this notion of “left populism”, 
it is not due to interest in an indigestible ideological gruel; 
rather, it is because especially in France, this ideology serves 
as cover for a policy: the policy initiated by Jean-Luc Melen-
chon and other France Unbowed officials. They refer notably 
to a book by political theorist Chantal Mouffe, entitled Pour 
un populisme de gauche [For a Left Populism] (3).  
One of France Unbowed’s officials, Raquel Garrido, explained 
in an interview with the US quarterly magazine Jacobin (re-
produced in Europe Solidaire, 12 April 2017): “Our ideology is 
humanist populism. In many respects, we have adopted the 
populist strategy of Chantal Mouffe and Ernesto Laclau.”  
Chantal Mouffe explains in her book that “at the origin of this 
book is my conviction that it is urgent for the left to grasp the 
nature of the current conjuncture and the challenge pre-
sented by the ‘populist moment’” (p.1). By “populist mo-
ment”, Chantal Mouffe means a period opened by the 2007-
8 financial crisis, in which what she refers to as “the neo- 
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liberal hegemonic formation” “is being called into question 
by a variety of anti-establishment movements, from both the 
right and from the left” (p.5). So, as far as Chantal Mouffe is 
concerned, it is a question or replacing this – within the main-
tained framework of capitalism – with a new hegemony 
based on “the defence of the environment, struggles against 
sexism, racism and other forms of domination” (p.6). Let us 
leave Chantal Mouffe to her complicated attempts to coun-
terpose a “left-wing hegemony” to a “right-wing hegemony” 
within the framework of the capitalist system, which for her 
must remain untouchable. 
For her, this means the need to “take account of a series of 
movements that had emerged in the wake of the 1968 revolts 
and that corresponded to resistances against a variety of 
forms of domination which could not be formulated in class 
terms” (pp.1-2).  
Things are becoming more precise, if not clearer. It is a ques-
tion of attacking what is referred to as “the essentialist con-
ception of politics”, in other words the notion that the strug-
gle between two fundamental classes – the exploiting class 
and the class of the exploited – is essential. To put it bluntly, 
the enemy is the Marxist concept of the class struggle (“class 
terms”) and therefore the necessity of a social revolution, to 
which Chantal Mouffe counterposes “the wider field of the 
democratic revolution” (pp.2-3). It is therefore a question of 
engaging in the struggle against “different forms of subordi-
nation without attributing any a priori centrality to any of 
them” (p.3). She adds: “the left populist strategy that I am 
going to defend is informed by an anti-essentialist theoretical 
approach that asserts that society is always divided (…) 
through hegemonic practices” (p.10).  
Also: “A left populist strategy aims at federating the demo-
cratic demands into the collective will to construct a ‘we’, a 
‘people’ confronting a common adversary: the oligarchy. This 
requires the establishment of a chain of equivalence among 
the demands of the workers, the immigrants and the precar-
ious middle class, as well as other democratic demands, such 
as those of the LGBT community. The objective of such a chain 
is the creation of a new hegemony that will permit the radi-
calization of democracy” (p.24).  
Everything is therefore placed on the same level. It is not a 
question of putting an end to the system of capitalist exploi-
tation through the social revolution, but of retaining it while 
changing – if possible! – some of its forms. It is not capitalist 
exploitation that is the source of various forms of oppression 
and discrimination, so that is not what should be fought 
against. 
This “strategy”, explains Chantal Mouffe, has found a suc-
cessful application in the France Unbowed movement. 
Jean-Luc Melenchon has returned the compliment, in rela-
tion to recent political developments in France.  
In an article on his blog dated 2 December 2018 and entitled 
“Regarding the citizens’ revolution of the yellow vests”, he 
wrote that this “citizens’ revolution” marks “a break with the 
centrality of the concept of proletariat (wage-earners)–so-
cialist revolution as an unsurpassable pairing in the dynamic 
of History.”  
Although its form may appear convoluted, the content of the 
message is clear: the great merit of the “citizens’ revolution 
of the yellow vests”, is that, according to Jean-Luc Melen-
chon, it denies any reality to the class struggle. 

Quotations, their usefulness and their use  
In order to shed light on questions addressed in this article, 
we draw on quotations from Trotsky’s writings in the years 
leading up to the Nazis’ assumption of power in Germany 
(1930-3), and his writings on France in the period leading up 
to the 1936 general strike. 
The authors whose texts we quote are certainly not respon-
sible for the use that is made of their writings: very often, 
quotations are simply the bridge between two empty 
thoughts, when they are not being used as a smokescreen to 
disguise the true content of a text which they are supposed 
to highlight.  However, sometimes they are indispensable, 
especially in texts that aim to defend the positions of the rev-
olutionary labour movement. First of all because when one 
is referring to something which constitutes a position of prin-
ciple for Marxists, it is simpler and surer to give a formulation 
drawn from a “classic” of Marxism rather than resorting to 
paraphrasing. Often, a quotation refers to the analysis of a 
key situation made by a revolutionary leader, and it is there-
fore useful to use this as a starting-point for reflecting on cur-
rent events, in other words to draw an analogy with past 
events in order to understand today’s developments. 
Of course, as Trotsky said in an article written in 1931: “His-
torical analogies are only analogies. It is not possible to speak 
of identical conditions and tasks” (4). However, as he as-
serted in a letter written in 1929: “Not to resort to analogies 
with the revolutions of the past epochs would mean simply to 
reject the historical experience of mankind. The present day 
is always different from the day that has passed. Yet it is im-
possible to learn from yesterday in any other way except by 
the method of analogy.” (5) 
Finally, it can happen that quotations – even ones that are 
misused – can be rewarding to those who read an off-putting 
text right through to the end. For example, the “Briefing 
Note” distributed by the CCI leadership to its members, in 
which we learn – in the purest Stalinist tradition – that “Dan-
iel Gluckstein is relaying this offensive [of Interior Minister 
Castaner] (…). [He] denounces the ‘yellow vests’ as an ill-as-
sorted composite”, and then – because Daniel Gluckstein re-
called in his editorial that desperate workers had joined Nazi 
demonstrations – that as far as he is concerned “the workers 
are responsible for fascism, for the genocide and the war”. 
(We can make available to our readers the CCI briefing note 
and the open letter which the Internationalist Trotskyist Cur-
rent (TCI) leadership subsequently addressed to all CCI mem-
bers). Let us simply emphasise here that if noting that work-
ers participated in Nazi demonstrations means seeking to 
make them responsible for fascism, then Daniel Gluckstein 
has some choice predecessors.  
We will come back to this point. But whoever pushes on 
through the combined obstacles of slander and stupidity will 
have their reward; they will come across this magnificent 
quotation by Lenin, in his text on the Irish Rebellion of 1916: 
“Whoever expects a “pure” social revolution will never live to 
see it. (…). The Russian Revolution of 1905 (…) consisted of a 
series of battles in which all the discontented classes, groups 
and elements of the population participated. Among these 
there were masses imbued with the crudest prejudices, with 
the vaguest and most fantastic aims of struggle; there were 
small groups which accepted Japanese money, there were 
speculators and adventurers, etc. But objectively, the mass 
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movement was breaking the back of tsarism and paving the 
way for democracy; for this reason, the class-conscious work-
ers led it. The socialist revolution in Europe cannot be any-
thing other than an outburst of mass struggle on the part of 
all and sundry oppressed and discontented elements. Inevita-
bly, sections of the petty bourgeoisie and of the backward 
workers will participate in it – without such participation, 
mass struggle is impossible, without it no revolution is possi-
ble – and just as inevitably will they bring into the movement 
their prejudices, their reactionary fantasies, their weaknesses 
and errors.  
But objectively they will attack capital, and the class-con-
scious vanguard of the revolution, the advanced proletariat, 
expressing this objective truth of a variegated and discord-
ant, motley and outwardly fragmented, mass struggle, will 
be able to unite and direct it, capture power”. (6) 
A magnificent text, which belongs precisely to the category 
of those that are indispensable to consult in order to under-
stand the dynamic of the proletarian revolution in the impe-
rialist period, and which combines both revolutionary fire 
and precision regarding the tasks of the revolutionary van-
guard. Contrary to what is said in the CCI leadership’s briefing 
note, this quotation does not deal only with the 1905 Russian 
Revolution – even less its “very beginning”, as they claim – 
but also with the Irish Rebellion in 1916, which – in the midst 
of the imperialist World War – asserted the Irish people’s 
right to self-determination and unity, and which Lenin de-
fined as the start of the socialist revolution in Europe. 
Lenin employed analogy to refer to the 1905 Revolution in 
Russia in order to illustrate his assertion. In its “Briefing 
Note”, the CCI leadership makes two cuts. Firstly, after “ob-
jectively, the mass movement was breaking the back of tsar-
ism” it deletes the following phrase: “and paving the way for 
democracy; for this reason, the class-conscious workers led 
it.” By definition, any quotation is just an excerpt that has to 
end at some point. However, one can acknowledge that the 
elimination of the part that touches on the leadership of the 
1905 movement – the conscious vanguard of the working 
class, or in other words, as far as Lenin was concerned, the 
militant activists of the Russian Social-Democratic Labour 
Party (RSDLP) and its Bolshevik fraction in particular – delib-
erately misrepresents the quoted passage, and that the issue 
here is something other than just trimming a line of text! Sec-
ondly, Lenin did not talk about “a pure revolution”, but “a 
‘pure’ social revolution”. In fact, a social revolution cannot 
avoid firing up the broadest layers of the population; so it 
cannot only contain elements from the working class. 
It is even more important to underline the fact that this poses 
the question of placing “the class-conscious workers” at the 
head of the revolutionary developments. As we know, soci-
ety today does not only comprise capitalist bosses and ex-
ploited workers.  
What is sometimes referred to by the term “middle classes”, 
which in Marxist terminology constitutes the “petty bour-
geoisie”, is an assortment of disparate elements which can-
not determine the future of society, but which plays a signif-
icant role in the way in which a confrontation between the 
fundamental classes – the exploiters and the exploited – may 
end. And this is where quotations which concentrate both 
the historical experience and the conclusions of Marxist anal-
ysis prove useful. In France in 1934, after the working-class 

movement had imposed a united front in action (7), and at a 
time when the greatest of revolutionary upheavals were fer-
menting and when the Popular Front was being created in 
order to block them, Leon Trotsky wrote the article “Whither 
France?” (9 November 1934), in which he recalled: 
“Contemporary society is composed of three classes: the big 
bourgeoisie, the proletariat and the “middle classes”, or the 
petty bourgeoisie. The relations among these three classes 
determine in the final analysis the political situation in the 
country. The fundamental classes of society are the big bour-
geoisie and the proletariat. Only these two classes can have 
a clear, consistent, independent policy of their own. The petty 
bourgeoisie is distinguished by its economic dependence and 
its social heterogeneity. Its upper stratum is linked directly to 
the big bourgeoisie. Its lower stratum merges with the prole-
tariat and even falls to the status of lumpen proletariat.  
In accordance with its economic situation, the petty bour-
geoisie can have no policy of its own. It always oscillates be-
tween the capitalists and the workers. Its own upper stratum 
pushes it to the right; its lower strata, oppressed and ex-
ploited, are capable in certain conditions of turning sharply 
to the left. (…) It is precisely this disillusionment of the petty 
bourgeoisie, its impatience, its despair, that fascism exploits. 
Its agitators stigmatise and execrate the parliamentary de-
mocracy which supports careerists and grafters, but gives 
nothing to the toilers. These demagogues shake their fists at 
the bankers, the big merchants and the capitalists. Their 
words and gestures correspond to the feelings of the small 
proprietors bogged up a blind alley.  
The fascists show boldness, go out into the streets, attack the 
police, and attempt to drive out parliament by force. That 
makes an impression on the despairing petty bourgeois. (…) 
The lower petty bourgeoisie, its great masses, only see in the 
working-class parties parliamentary machines. They do not 
believe in their strength, nor in their capacity to struggle, nor 
in their readiness this time to conduct the struggle to the 
end.” 
Trotsky went on: “The petty bourgeoisie is economically de-
pendent and politically atomized. That is why it cannot con-
duct an independent policy. It needs a “leader” who inspires 
it with confidence.  
This individual or collective leadership, i.e. a personage or 
party, can be given to it by one or the other of the fundamen-
tal classes – either the big bourgeoisie or the proletariat. Fas-
cism unites and arms the scattered masses. Out of human 
dust it organises combat detachments. It thus gives the petty 
bourgeoisie the illusion of being an independent force.” 
Trotsky did not draw from this analysis the conclusion that 
the working class should turn its back on the petty bourgeoi-
sie. 
On the contrary, he said, “to approach the peasants and the 
petty bourgeoisie of the cities, to draw them to our side, is 
the necessary condition of the success of the struggle against 
Fascism, not to speak of the conquest of power.” 
Trotsky took the experience of the rise of fascism in Italy and 
Germany and the struggle against it as the starting-point for 
emphasising that the proletariat’s independent policy (there-
fore the opposite of the Popular Front policy) is a necessary 
condition for rallying around itself those layers of the petty 
bourgeoisie that are standing up against the existing order. 
So we can clearly see the difference between the rational use 
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of reflections on the experience of the past, and the indis-
criminate use of excerpts of texts out of context, and some-
times even their use simply as tools for slander. Trotsky 
wrote in 1931: “The present-day epigones, that is to say, the 
thoroughly bad disciples of Lenin, like to cover up their short-
comings on every occasion that offers itself with quotations 
– often entirely irrelevant. For Marxists, the question is not 
decided by a quotation, but by means of the correct method. 
If one is guided by correct methods, it is not hard also to find 
suitable quotations.” (8) 
As we have pointed out, in their “Briefing Note” the CCI lead-
ers regard as the trademark of his infamy the fact that Daniel 
Gluckstein noted that Nazism had drawn workers toward it. 
But it was not Daniel Gluckstein but Leon Trotsky who wrote, 
on the subject of Germany: “counterrevolutionary despair 
embraced the petty-bourgeois mass with such force that it 
drew behind it many sections of the proletariat.” (9) It was 
also Trotsky who wrote in 1922, regarding the situation in It-
aly: “Their immediate and preparatory task, which is, moreo-
ver, a task of enormous importance, is to begin to disinte-
grate the plebeian and especially the working-class sector of 
fascist support” (10). 
 
Regarding some recent developments 
The emergence in France of what has been dubbed the “yel-
low vests movement” (we will come back to the vagueness 
and inaccuracy of this name) provoked a wave of commen-
tary which did not necessarily correspond to reality. The 
more distance from the events on the ground, the more 
these appeared extraordinary; Trump went so far as to say: 
“Paris is on fire.” Without going that far, many news head-
lines tended to indicate that a civil war was breaking out over 
the roundabouts occupied by determined activists, while 
“yellow vests” and law enforcement clashed viciously in 
demonstrations… 
Rejecting these deliberately exaggerated interpretations 
does not mean denying the importance of the event. What 
was the trigger? The Macron government introduced a new 
tax on fuel, citing environmental concerns as a justification. 
The tax was felt to be intolerable by a whole series of con-
sumers on tight incomes who were forced to use their cars 
due to the lack of public transport. In the first place, this af-
fected craftspeople, tradespeople and small business own-
ers, but obviously it also included wage-earners directly hit 
by this measure and retirees surviving on pitiful pensions. At 
the local level, some people acted as spokespersons for this 
discontent by issuing calls for “resistance” on social media. 
This was the starting-point for a protest that found its symbol 
in the wearing of a yellow vest (11) and its form of action in 
the occupying of highway roundabouts, which led to initia-
tives aimed at disrupting highway traffic. Following the call 
for a first demonstration on 17 November 2018, the occupy-
ing of roundabouts was quickly combined with the organising 
of demonstrations every Saturday. 
When we say that the name “yellow vests movement” is im-
precise, this is because strictly speaking there is no “move-
ment”, in the sense of a regroupment of those who choose 
to be associated with it, take decisions and delegate to cer-
tain people the tasks that are necessary for implementing 
those decisions. Their “spokespersons” and “leaders” are 
self-appointed and are not subject to any control by those 

who attend the roundabouts protests. Moreover, there is no 
overlap between the composition of the demonstrations tak-
ing place every Saturday and the people who occupy the 
roundabouts; the demonstrations are broader and more di-
verse, but they also prominently contain elements – notably 
linked to the far-right – who play a provocative role. 
The speed with which these protests developed, their en-
trenchment and the sympathy which they evoke show that 
they are the product of the intolerable situation into which 
the needs of finance capital – expressed by the Macron gov-
ernment – have plunged the social layers that are participat-
ing in the protests, namely and first and foremost the petty 
bourgeois “lower strata, oppressed and exploited” of which 
Trotsky spoke.  
This situation forms part of the challenge to the Macron gov-
ernment and its policy that is being expressed first and fore-
most in the multiple actions and strikes of the working class, 
in the struggle against the government’s reactionary plans 
and measures. 
At the heart of what is referred to as the “yellow vests move-
ment”, there is a strong component that is hostile to the la-
bour movement as such, to whom the organised workers and 
the rights they have won through struggle appear as “privi-
leges” which must be condemned in the same way as the 
privileges of an “oligarchy”. 
The protest has come to the fore at a time when the govern-
ment is developing all of its anti-working-class programmes, 
notably those aimed at destroying the whole of the public 
pensions system and the Social Security system, and a time 
when the leaderships of the working-class organisations are 
remaining remarkably discrete in the face of this offensive. 
The “yellow vests movement” does not even mention the 
government’s plans. They do not constitute the target of its 
protest.  
While resorting to brutal repression during the demonstra-
tions, the Macron government immediately recognised the 
existence of a “yellow vests movement” as such, and began 
“equal status” negotiations with it. The government thus 
agreed to receive representatives of the “movement” with-
out knowing who they were or who had appointed them. It 
then made a few modest concessions that were strictly lim-
ited to the grounds on which the protest took place (cancel-
lation of the new increase in fuel prices), but the so-called 
measures aimed at increasing the purchasing power of wage-
earners on the lowest incomes (the loudly proclaimed 100-
euro increase in the monthly minimum wage) was simply a 
fraud. 
This fraud was demolished in Issue No.168 (12 December 
2018) of La Tribune des Travailleurs [Workers’ Tribune]; the 
newspaper demonstrated that, in fact, the 100 euros breaks 
down into: 20 euros via the 1.8 per cent rise in the minimum 
wage that had already been decided; 60 euros corresponding 
to the payment of an activity bonus, a wages supplement for 
wage-earners who earn between 0.5 times and 1.2 times the 
legal minimum wage, paid out by the CAF (the State’s family 
benefits fund); and 20 euros in the form of a decrease in so-
cial insurance deductions. The so-called 100-euro increase 
therefore does not cost a penny to the employer. More than 
the strength of the mobilisations that were occurring at that 
time, it was the government’s weakness and its deep crisis 
that were revealed in this way. It was not the “yellow vests 
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uprising” that provoked the crisis, it was the crisis that gave 
this “movement” its resonance. 
Today, the political reality which various “yellow vests” 
spokespersons have tried to deny by affirming their “apoliti-
cal” character is manifested in the diversified nature of this 
so-called united movement: in the recent period, at least 
three proposed candidate lists for the May 2019 European 
elections have emerged, all of them located on the grounds 
of acceptance of the institutions. 
As it has unfolded, the “yellow vests” mobilisation has been 
marked by the presence and influence of far-right political 
currents and organisations. This has been expressed in the 
hunt for “illegal migrants” at certain highway roundabouts, 
in the declared hostility towards the working-class organisa-
tions, in the wish to subject the working-class organisations 
to the diktats emanating from the “yellow vests” and in the 
acts of violence against groups of protesters representing the 
labour movement. 
Of course, there will be objections that these positions are 
not shared by everyone caught up in the “yellow vests move-
ment”. Obviously, but none of the people speaking on behalf 
of the “yellow vests” has condemned them, and it is no less 
remarkable to note that not one example has been given of 
contrary actions. For weeks, the red flag has not been waved 
nor has The Internationale been sung on any one of the 
demonstrations called in the name of the “yellow vests”. 
Those demonstrations have taken place to the sound of The 
Marseillaise and under the national tricolour flag (often ac-
companied by regionalist or monarchist emblems). Nor has 
as a single case been indicated of an occupied roundabout 
where the red flag was flying or where the occupiers were 
joined by a contingent of organised workers from a city-
based enterprise. We are not claiming that many of those 
who participated in the demonstrations under the “yellow 
vests” label would not have willingly sung The Internationale 
or that they would have been shocked by the presence of red 
flags. But the fact is that this did not happen. For historical 
reasons, every working-class demonstration in France has al-
ways been accompanied by red flags – it is the colour of trade 
union flags – and The Internationale has always been sung, 
even on the most anonymous demonstrations. The fact that 
it is the national flag (the State’s flag) and The Marseillaise 
(the official State anthem) that have been the only symbols 
of the “yellow vests” demonstrations give a clear indication 
as to the political and social reference-points of those who 
constituted the framework of this “movement”. 
Furthermore, many of those who have welcomed the “yel-
low vests” as marking the start of a new era, like Jean-Luc 
Melenchon, have had to acknowledge that faced with this 
“movement”, they find themselves in competition with the 
most openly reactionary bourgeois parties. Thus, Jean-Luc 
Melenchon has explained in his blog: “We think we have suc-
ceeded in preventing the terrible divide that was threatening: 
seeing the movement obliged to turn to the right or far-right 
in order to find political expression.” (12) Whether Melen-
chon likes it or not, “the right or far-right” have nevertheless 
made their presence felt on several occasions. 
One of the specific characteristics of this “movement” and 
the way it has been exploited is that it has created the notion 
– articulated as a kind of commonplace – that “right-wing or 

left-wing” points of view – in other words, references to op-
posing political positions – were unimportant, since unity 
against poverty was built by ignoring those opposing view-
points, so the priority was not to refer to them, as this would 
constitute a factor of division. Including when this involved 
openly anti-working-class positions and actions that went 
against the most basic aspects of democracy. In this way, 
even those among the “yellow vests” who condemn the at-
tacks committed against other “yellow vests” – for example, 
a march by the New Anti-capitalist Party (NPA) was attacked 
by a commando of far-right activists – agree that those who 
commit such attacks can be part of the “movement” just like 
those who were attacked, provided there is no violence. 
It is not possible to list here all of the incidents of this type. 
But this willingness to erase any political cleavage was clearly 
stated in the 17 February 2019 issue of L’Humanité (the daily 
newspaper of the French Communist Party). The paper 
quoted – without being indignant about it – the comments 
made by one participant in a “yellow vests” rally in the com-
mune of Avon (in the Seine-et-Marne département, just east 
of Paris), who declared: “I like listening to everybody. You can 
talk with someone who votes for the [far-right] National 
Rally, or someone on the far-left, or someone in the centre, 
because that’s not the main point.” L’Humanité commented: 
“In this surprising forum could indeed be found a local CP of-
ficial as well as other people who are happy to see Marine Le 
Pen in good shape”. 
The example comes from above. For example, Manuel 
Bompard, one of the leaders of France Unbowed, said the 
following about various platforms published by the “yellow 
vests”: “In the first document of demands, apart from the de-
mand to send those who have been denied asylum back to 
their country of origin, all the rest corresponds to ideas which 
we champion” (13). How can the expulsion of migrants be 
important, when all of us together form “the people”? 
This is the context in which the importance of the fight of the 
militant activists of the Fourth International becomes appar-
ent, as recalled in a briefing note by the TCI leadership dated 
19 November 2018. “We are in a situation where every at-
tempt is being made to erase class lines and organise the de-
struction of the organisations – political parties and trade un-
ions – which stand for the labour movement; there is a sharp-
ening of dégagiste (14) offensives, and these are being re-
layed inside those organisations. It is significant that on the 
eve of the 17th (15), Melenchon is not only not ignoring his 
inter-mixing with Marine Le Pen, he is claiming responsibility 
for it and theorising it: ‘‘We are seeing a repeat of the break 
embodied by the 2005 referendum on the European Consti-
tution. On one side, all the bigwigs and the various well-
meaning proselytisers, and on the other, a people with a 
broad composition.’’ (16) Are we dealing here with a social 
characterisation, workers on the one side and bosses on the 
other? No, we are dealing with a political characterisation, 
since Melenchon goes on to point out: ‘France Unbowed, 
which disputes the claim of the far-right, which is dominant 
today, to politically represent the “people–popular will”, has 
directly linked up with the movement while fully respecting 
its characteristics of autonomy and self-leadership.’’ The next 
issue of La Tribune des Travailleurs will examine these char-
acteristics of “autonomy and self-leadership”, which actually 
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owe very little to spontaneity. We invite the members to care-
fully re-read this quotation by Melenchon (from his blog 
dated 19 November) and to answer the question: are we very 
far from the strange combination that has led to the coalition 
between the Northern League and the Five Star Movement, 
the two heads of the “people–popular will” in Italy?” 
Is it not clear that the references to the experience gained 
through the struggle against fascism – and the experience of 
the disaster to which the Popular Front policy led – are not 
simply a matter of history? As we emphasised earlier, draw-
ing an analogy does not mean identifying one situation with 
another different situation. The fact remains that in the ab-
sence of a working-class leadership, the influence and pres-
sure of the exploiting class, of the bourgeoisie, cannot fail to 
weigh heavily on the whole movement of the petty bourgeoi-
sie. The anger of crushed and despairing elements can be di-
verted against those being referred to as “the well-to-do”, 
workers with recognised job-grades, and particularly against 
civil servants, workers who legally benefit from a pension 
scheme, and of course, against their organisations, the trade 
unions. In this situation, the policy of the leading apparatuses 
becomes a decisive factor. But by chasing after petty-bour-
geois movements, by rejecting the role which the working-
class should play, in practice one absolves the leaderships of 
any responsibility and allows an offensive to be developed 
against the organisations of the working class as such, with 
cover being provided by false theories gathered together un-
der the name of “left populism”. 
Some disciples of this new scripture are tending to outdo 
their master. This is the case with the current leaders of the 
CCI; we cited earlier the very particular way in which they in-
formed their members about the disagreements between us. 
The slanderous attacks were only the starting-point of a po-
sition formulated in a document dated 19 December 2018, 
entitled “Statement on Europe by the International Secretar-
iat of the Fourth International – The yellow vests uprising, 
first symptom of a movement that is maturing throughout 
Europe”. Let us comment straight away that the content of 
this document does not match its title, because as far as the 
authors of the document are concerned, what is referred to 
as the “yellow vests uprising” is much more than a symptom, 
since “the yellow vests uprising is opening a new period in 
Europe”. (The OCRFI Secretariat has provided an analysis of 
this statement; we can make both documents available to 
our readers.) 
Indeed, this document achieves the ideological feat of desig-
nating a movement that does not flow from the mobilisation 
of the working class as being the most accomplished revolu-
tionary movement ever seen, since it has resulted in genuine 
“workers’ councils” without the intervention of the working 
class as such: “They [the “yellow vests] have opened up a 
breach. By occupying the roundabouts, they gave themselves 
a form of organisation that allowed them to escape the muz-
zling imposed on the working-class organisations by the bu-
reaucratic leaderships. They found a form of organisation 
that allowed them to keep control over their movement. 
By putting the emphasis on democratic mass-meetings, they 
began to address the issue that has been gnawing away at 
the labour movement, the issue in response to which it had 
been forbidden for months and months to rally the forces and 

go on the offensive to confront the government that is repre-
senting the interests of finance capital. It is safe to say that 
the yellow vests uprising is already leaving its mark on every 
development in the situation in Europe.” 
We can wonder which is the more striking aspect of this af-
firmation: its rejection of the most elementary principles of 
Marxism, or its most resolute denial of reality? If there is just 
one example of a movement in which those who take part in 
it are deprived of any control over its actions beyond the lo-
cal level, over the purpose of their movement, over its objec-
tives, its slogans and its representatives, then that is indeed 
the “yellow vests movement”! 
One of the remarkable aspects of this document, which calls 
for what has happened in France to spread to every country 
in Europe, is precisely that the political situation in France is 
not examined in it. Besides its glorification of the “yellow 
vests”, there is nothing, not one word on the organisations 
which, even though they may be reduced or in crisis, repre-
sent a link of continuity with the traditional parties of the 
working class – and with their disastrous policy. Even if one 
accepts the simplistic view that makes them simply disap-
pear, France Unbowed (and everything that is gravitating 
around it, including the CCI) still remains, so not even naming 
it offers the advantage, of course, of not having anything to 
say about the orientation of France Unbowed and to limiting 
one’s policy to applauding the “yellow vests”. 
Commentators nevertheless acknowledge that the “yellow 
vests” have very little to do with fundamental demands re-
lating to the interests of the working class. For example, 
Serge Halimi and Pierre Rimbert wrote in French monthly 
newspaper Le Monde Diplomatique: “This winter, the de-
mands for fair taxation, for an improvement in living stand-
ards and the rejection of the government’s authoritarianism 
are very much centre stage. But the struggle against wage 
exploitation and the indictment of private ownership of the 
means of production are largely absent. Now, neither the re-
introduction of a wealth tax, nor the re-establishing of a 
90km per hour speed limit on minor roads, nor closer super-
vision of expenditure by elected representatives, and not 
even the citizens’ initiative referendum (17) pose any chal-
lenge to the subordination of wage-earners in the workplace, 
fundamental income distribution or the phoney character of 
popular sovereignty within the European Union and as part 
of the process of globalisation.” (18) 
Here we have the common basis for participating in dialogue 
with Macron: maintaining the relations of capitalist exploita-
tion, and maintaining the institutions of the Fifth Republic 
which protect them and the framework of the European Un-
ion that is necessary for their preservation. 

François Forgue 
13 February 2019 

 
________________________ 
(1) A maquiladora is a factory in Mexico run by a foreign company, 
exporting its products to that company’s country of origin. 
(2) See “The French Trotskyists and the so-called “yellow vests 
movement””, following this article. 
(3) Chantal Mouffe, Pour un populisme de gauche, Paris: Éditions 
Albin Michel (2018), published in English as For a Left Populism, New 
York: Verso Books (2018). The quotes and page references given in 
this article are from the Verso Books edition. 
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(4) Leon Trotsky, “Against National Communism! (Lessons of the 
“Red Referendum”)”, 25 August 1931. 
(5) Leon Trotsky, “Letter to the Italian Left Communists (To the Ad-
herents of Comrade Bordiga)”, 25 September 1929. 
(6) V I Lenin, “The Discussion on Self-Determination Summed Up” 
(July 1916), Collected Works, Vol.22, pp.320-360. 
(7) On 12 February 1934 in Paris, grassroots members imposed 
unity on the Communist Party and the Socialist Party (SFIO) by com-
bining two separate demonstrations called by their leaderships 
against the far-right leagues, which had launched an assault on Par-
liament six days earlier. Trotsky argued at the time that the united 
CP-SFIO demonstration imposed by the grassroots placed a SFIO-CP 
united front on the agenda. 
(8) Leon Trotsky, “For a Workers’ United Front Against Fascism”, 8 
December 1931. 
(9) Leon Trotsky, “The Turn in the Communist International and the 
Situation in Germany”, 26 September 1930. 
(10) Leon Trotsky, “Political Perspectives”, 30 November 1922, pub-
lished in Leon Trotsky, The First Five Years of the Communist Inter-
national, Vol.2 (1924). 
(11) A 2008 French law requires all motorists to keep a high-visibility 
yellow vest in their vehicles and to wear it in case of emergency.  
(12) Jean-Luc Melenchon, “Trou d’air pour Macron” [A breathing-
space for Macron], 28 November 2018, available at https://melen-
chon.fr/2018/11/28/trou-dair-pour-macron/. 
(13) From an article by Abel Mestre and Lucie Soullier in Le Bilan du 
Monde, January 2019. 
(14) Translator’s note: “Dégagisme”, which can be translated as a 
“kick them out” perspective, 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. The France Unbowed movement 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 while glossing over the antagonism 
between distinct class interests. Specifically in the trade union con-
text, this essentially populist perspective treats unions as out-of-
date and dogmatic organisations, and rejects the need to defend 
their class independence from corporatist attempts to atomise 
them and/or integrate them into the State. 
(15) Translator’s note: This refers to the call by the “yellow vests 
movement” for nationwide action, including their first demonstra-
tion in Paris, on 17 November 2018. 
(16) Jean-Luc Melenchon, “Le mouvement révolutionnaire en jaune” 
[The revolutionary movement in yellow], 19 November 2018, avai-
lable at https://melenchon.fr/2018/11/19/le-mouvement-revolu-
tionnaire-en-jaune/. 
(17) In December 2018, France Unbowed announced that it would 
take up the “yellow vests” demand for the introduction of a réfé-
rendum d’initiative citoyenne (RIC) [citizens’ initiative referendum] 
into the Constitution, and it put forward a bill in the National As-
sembly to this effect in February 2019. Echoing the Swiss model for 
referendums, the RIC would be a mechanism intended to allow cit-
izens to propose new laws (having gathered a pre-determined num-
ber of endorsements) on which a referendum would be held within 
a set time-limit. 
(18) Serge Halimi and Pierre Rimbert, “Lutte de classes en France” 
[Class Struggle in France], Le Monde Diplomatique, February 2019. 
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The French Trotskyists  
and the so-called “yellow vests movement” 
 
 
At the international level, the international me-
dia have devoted a lot of coverage to the “yel-
low vests movement” (in France, the pro-em-
ployer 24-hour news channel BFM TV has pre-
pared the ground for its rallies and covered 
them live in full, and continues to do so). 

 
t is altogether normal that there should be great confu-
sion in response to this bombardment of images; all the 
more so due to the fact that the voices of all the political 

currents in France (and internationally), which have heaped 
praise on this “movement”, are joining in the chorus of prop-
aganda by the capitalist media. All of the currents, bar one: 
the Trotskyists of the Internationalist Communist Tendency 
(TCI), French section of the Fourth International. 
This has earned the TCI a lot of positive reaction from activ-
ists and workers, but also a lot of attacks by those who have 
become followers of a new religion: “yellowism”. 
This is not the first time in the history of the French section 
of the Fourth International that the “Lambertist” current has 
been isolated in the public opinion of the apparatuses, big 
and small. In the introductory report to the 53rd Congress of 
the French section, it was pointed out:  
“We need to reclaim our history. In one of the letters received 
from readers, a reader repeated the old formula “Everything 
that moves is not red”, which had been one of the defining 
elements of our political current a few decades ago. The OCI 
(1) in particular suffered a bunch of attacks that took the 
form of unbridled leftism. (…) After May 1968, when the left-
ists, the PSU and the Pabloites were calling on people to quit 
UNEF (2) and were writing “The trade unions are brothels, 
UNEF is a whore” on walls, we fought to protect UNEF, to lo-
cate it on the grounds of practical material demands by the 
students and against “participation” (3).  
Was that correct or not? Of course, this allowed some people 
to denounce the OCI and the AJS (4) as right-wingers com-
pared to the big “revolutionaries”, many of whom later be-
came Socialist Party government ministers and even support-
ers of Macron. (…) in the 1974 Portuguese Revolution, sol-
diers’ committees and workers’ committees (which in fact 
were completely manipulated by the Stalinist apparatus and 
the army) organised with the aim of bringing the army (in the 
form of the Armed Forces Movement, or MFA) to power.  
They wanted to stop the Socialist Party newspaper Republica 
from speaking out. When every leftist in the world, beginning 
with the Pabloites, took part in demonstrations and attacks – 

including physical attacks – to shut down Republica’s offices, 
and a significant part of the working class took to the streets 
to defend Republica’s freedom of expression, even shouting 
“Socialist Party, Marxist party” (which could be understood at 
that time, although this was full of illusions), was it correct or 
not to defend Republica’s freedom of expression, in other 
words to defend political democracy for the working class, 
and to reject the emerging dictatorship between the military 
apparatus and the Stalinist apparatus? 
We could give further examples, notably regarding what the 
[Pabloite] United Secretariat did in Latin America with its 
guerrilla warfare, which resulted in the massacre of thou-
sands of its own members, whilst the faction linked to the 
American SWP resisted and rightly counterposed what they 
called the “Leninist strategy of party building”. Independently 
of the subsequent evolution (and capitulation) of the SWP 
leadership, was it correct or not to refuse to support the 
course of guerillaism? 
We claim the whole of our continuity, because it has immedi-
ate consequences. Those who today are chasing after the 
“yellow vests” are doing nothing different to what others 
have done before: looking for new vanguards. In order to sub-
stitute them for building the party: the MFA, Castro, Ben 
Bella, Sékou Touré, Nasser (5) and others. Today, Melenchon 
and the “yellow vests”. This is nothing more than abandoning 
the building of the party, renouncing the role of the working 
class. In the best-case scenario, it is the expression of the 
complete demoralisation of people who had been revolution-
ary activists at one time and who thought that the working 
class doesn’t want to fight, that it is incapable of fighting, and 
who prefer to chase after anything that moves rather than 
build a revolutionary party in the face of and against the 
treacherous policy of the apparatuses. 
The “yellow vests” are not the issue. The issue is: do we fight 
inside the labour movement, including against the stream, to 
help protect the trade unions as working-class unions?” 
Having assumed that continuity, the 53rd Congress could 
also note that a firm policy on the grounds of class independ-
ence had consequences in terms of an increase in numbers. 
It registered the fact that the target of 1,000 TCI members 
had been met, with 1,021 fully paid-up members recorded at 
the time of the Congress. 
The decision was therefore taken to publish as a brochure 
– to be made available to all labour activists – the introduc-
tory report to the Congress, the resolutions adopted by it, 
plus the documents adopted by the TCI’s national leadership 
in August, September, October and November 2018. The 
simple act of being able to publish documents written over 

I 
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several months and thus offer them for scrutiny by labour 
activists is an indication of what a policy based on principles 
means in practice. The political situation is complex. It con-
tains a lot of contradictory aspects. Every political party and 
group is changing its position from one day to the next, for-
mulating contradictory arguments and switching from one 
point of view to another without any principled guideline. 
For its part, the French section of the Fourth International is 
able to republish every one of its documents produced over 
several months without changing a single line. Of course, 
they are subject to discussion. One can agree with them or 
not. But nobody can deny that they show consistency. The 
explanation for this is given in the introductory report: the 
mainstay of the Fourth International’s intervention is based 
on recognition of the class struggle, on the distinct division 
between the working class and the bourgeoisie, and there-
fore on the necessity for the working class to have at its dis-
posal its own organisations, trade unions and parties. 
So that readers of The Internationale can judge for them-
selves, we are reproducing here excerpts from the brochure, 
as well as articles from La Tribune des Travailleurs [Workers 
Tribune], the main publication of the Democratic Independ-
ent Workers Party (POID), in the building of which the Trot-
skyists are participating alongside others, plus excerpts from 
the weekly briefing note sent out to all TCI members (entitled 
“Note from the Executive”). 
Of course, the documents cited here are available in full 
(mostly in French, some translated into English) on demand. 
 
26 August 2018 – Resolution of the TCI National Leadership 
The focus of the preparations for the 53rd Congress of the 
French section is the fight to set up Unity Committees 
straight away, and to prepare the Unity Committee delegates 
conference. (…) These are political committees which show 
their colours clearly, and which say: the lessons we draw 
from the class struggles currently underway (by the railwork-
ers and workers in other sectors) and our assessment of the 
brutality of the government’s attack allow us to draw the 
conclusion that nothing must get in the way of achieving 
unity from top to bottom and from the bottom to the top, on 
slogans that rally everyone together, namely “Hands off our 
pension schemes! Withdraw the Macron plan!” The founda-
tion stone of the Unity Committees is the policy that con-
nects “Macron and the Fifth Republic, Out!”, the Constituent 
Assembly and breaking with the European Union; a policy 
which undoubtedly will, at some point, clearly formulate the 
question of the means for achieving this, namely strike action 
through to the end, the general strike. 
 
22 and 23 September 2018 – Resolution of the TCI National 
Leadership  
We are resolutely focused on what can be called the work-
ing-class axis. We are for the united front. The united front 
involves fighting for the unity of the workers and their organ-
isations. Unity that is sealed on the demands. We have said 
and written that we make no concession whatsoever to trade 
union dégagisme (6), which aims to destroy the working-
class organisations, often using the pretext of not agreeing 
with the apparatuses. All this is correct. 
However, we make no concession whatsoever to the appa-
ratuses. We are continuously oriented not only on the unity 

of the workers and their organisations, but also on the work-
ing class’s “autonomous bodies”. In a document written in 
1958, Lambert used the term “autonomous bodies of the 
working class” to denote the seeking of delegates and strike 
committees, because the starting-point of our policy is the 
needs of the masses and their legitimate demands, even 
when those demands are expressed in a form which we re-
gard as not being the most desirable. 
 
14 November 2018 – La Tribune des Travailleurs, Issue 
No.164 
In a situation of widespread rejection of Macron on all sides, 
including some of the media, the call for 17 November (7) is 
being presented as a response on which all discontent should 
converge. In fact, where did the call to block the roads on 17 
November come from? Daily newspaper Le Monde (7 No-
vember) referred to a petition “for a cut in fuel prices at the 
pump” launched five months ago on www.change.org by 
“Francilienne” (8), aged 32. The petition has apparently at-
tracted more than 775,000 signatures, with a very sharp in-
crease in the number of endorsements in mid-October. At 
the same time, a humourist who is popular on social net-
works uploaded a parody song on the same topic, and two 
truck-drivers from Seine-et-Marne [the département just 
east of Paris] created an event on Facebook calling for the 
nationwide blocking of roads on 17 November to protest 
against the tax increase on diesel. But the video clip with the 
most views on social networks remains the one put up by 
Frank Buhler, who was expelled from the National Rally (for-
merly the National Front) a few months ago and then joined 
Debout la France [France Arise], Dupont-Aignan’s party. (…) 
Those who will don the yellow vest on 17 November will do 
so for very different reasons, which will often be contradic-
tory. 
So, whatever the scale of the mobilisation on 17 November, 
it risks being marked by great ambiguity. There is an urgent 
need for the working-class organisations – especially the 
trade union organisations – to regain the initiative on their 
own ground, on the ground of the class struggle, for a general 
increase in wages, basic welfare benefits and pensions, for a 
catch-up in purchasing power, for a freeze on prices and for 
maintaining all existing pension schemes. 
 
14 November 2018 – Note from the Executive, No.117 
The reactionary operation on 17 November is being made 
possible by the complete and visible capitulation by all of the 
apparatuses in the face of Macron’s unrestrained offensive, 
despite his being rejected on a scale that is unprecedented 
in the history of the Fifth Republic. The call by Jean-Luc 
Melenchon and France Unbowed to take part in the protests 
on the 17th is adding to the confusion. Deliberately. We are 
seeing the ramping up of the reactionary dégagiste offen-
sive, which notably is unsettling many CGT activists who have 
heard about the confederal-level briefing note, which con-
demns the 17th as an operation that is being manipulated by 
the forces of reaction, and clearly differentiates the union 
confederation from it. Taking into account the exasperation 
of workers and working-class people who are on edge, the 
next issue of La Tribune des Travailleurs will re-examine our 
position regarding this populist dégagiste operation (evi-
denced by the condemnation of the CGT’s position by the 
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bourgeois press, with daily newspaper Libération denounc-
ing the CGT as an “out-of-date” and “old-world” union…). La 
Tribune des Travailleurs, which answers questions based on 
the facts, asks: is blocking the roads on 17 November the so-
lution? Obviously, the 17 November initiative is taking place 
against the backdrop of growing revolt in every sector of the 
working class and the wider population. This government is 
more rejected and more in the minority than ever. It needs 
to make sure that the working-class organisations are neu-
tralised. From this viewpoint, the revival and unleashing of 
the anti-union dégagisme offensive, which is seeing new de-
velopments each day, mark a significant gear-shift in the dé-
gagiste operation. 
 
19 November 2018 – Note from the Executive, No.118 
We are in a situation where every attempt is being made to 
erase class lines and organise the destruction of the organi-
sations – political parties and trade unions – which stand for 
the labour movement; there is a sharpening of dégagiste of-
fensives, and these are being relayed inside those organisa-
tions. It is significant that on the eve of the 17th, Melenchon 
is not only not ignoring his inter-mixing with Marine Le Pen, 
he is claiming responsibility for it and giving it a theoretical 
gloss: “We are seeing a repeat of the break embodied by the 
2005 referendum on the European Constitution. On one side, 
all the bigwigs and the various well-meaning proselytisers, 
and on the other, a people with a broad composition.” (9) Are 
we dealing here with a social characterisation, workers on 
the one side and bosses on the other? No, we are dealing 
with a political characterisation, since Melenchon goes on to 
point out: “France Unbowed, which disputes the claim of the 
far-right – which is dominant today – to politically represent 
the “people–popular will”, has directly linked up with the 
movement while fully respecting its characteristics of auton-
omy and self-leadership.” 
 
21 November 2018 – Editorial in La Tribune des Travailleurs, 
Issue No.165 
“Red is the workers’ flag”  
“Whatever the scale of the mobilisation”, 17 November “risks 
being marked by great ambiguity”, we wrote in these columns 
just before the day of road-blocking by the “yellow vest” protes-
tors. The facts that are reported in this issue of La Tribune des 
Travailleurs fully confirm this forecast. 
Of course, slogans like “Macron, resign!” reflect an unprece-
dented rejection in every layer of the population, a rejection of 
the President-Bonaparte who has fallen off his perch, a rejection 
that had already disrupted every stage of his “remembrance 
trip” through the east and north of France at the beginning of 
the month. And of course, every social layer was represented in 
the protestors’ ranks, including workers, unemployed people 
and young people who seized this opportunity to express their 
rage against the government. 
All this is true. But can one just leave it at that, as the “left” and 
“far-left” parties and organisations are doing as they salute the 
“success of 17 November”, some of them with tremendous en-
thusiasm for a movement whose leadership they are contesting 
with the National Front, and others with more moderate but still 
real excitement? 
For our part, we are biased, as our readers know full well: we 
address every issue not from the angle of “the people” (a phrase 

we were showered with all weekend), but from the viewpoint 
of the social classes and the struggle which sets them in opposi-
tion. 
Let us analyse the significance of 17 November from this angle. 
What can we say about the soaring price of fuel and other oil 
products, which triggered the “yellow vest” operation? 
For the blue-collar or white-collar worker whose wages have 
been frozen for years; for the retiree whose meagre pension the 
government is intent on slashing; for the unemployed person 
whose paltry welfare payments are in the line of fire with the 
government’s reform; for the home-maker who cannot make 
ends meet, saying “no to the fuel tax increase” is a way of de-
manding more purchasing power for wages, pensions and social 
welfare payments. 
But for the boss of the construction company who sent 50 trucks 
to an agreed roadblock point at the crack of dawn on the 17th; 
for the businesses that are contributing generously to the oper-
ation; for the media outlets owned by major capitalist groups 
that have continuously called for the roadblock protests, and 
even co-organised them in practice, saying “no to taxes” on fuel 
and other oil products is a first step which very quickly escalates: 
no to taxes in general, no to income tax, “the State is taking eve-
rything from us” to pay for slacker civil servants, benefits-abus-
ing unemployed, useless public services, scandalously high pen-
sions, and even to help immigrants who “should be sent back 
where they came from”. And then, the bosses and their yellow-
clad acolytes add, “it’s not just taxes: we have to pay for the So-
cial Security healthcare system, for pensions, we have to pay all 
those social insurance contributions that are strangling our busi-
nesses and preventing us from making a profit”. Do the small 
business-owners who are using such language even realise that 
they are simply echoing…Macron’s programme, against which 
they are nevertheless demonstrating? 
This is the discourse that dominated the roadblocks last week-
end, generally expressed by organised and experienced “yellow 
vests” who were often political activists of the right and far-
right, laden with tricolour flags and racist insults, with their 
methods for instilling terror and their hate for the workers.    
But the workers, the unemployed, the retirees and the home-
makers need new schools, hospitals and post offices to be 
opened, not for the existing ones to be shut down! They need 
their Social Security healthcare system and their pensions! 
This is why the whole 17 November operation was a fraud. Un-
der the yellow vest, a worker is still a worker, and a boss is still a 
boss. Not to mention those people whose brown shirts stick out 
from under their yellow vests! (10)  
Who is responsible for this extraordinary confusion? The work-
ers, the unemployed people or the youth, who in practice were 
led to take action against their own interests alongside their 
class enemies? No: the people who are responsible are those 
who made this situation possible. 
The fact is that the “left leaders” who called on people to vote 
for Macron in 2017 have since rejected any united action to 
block his policies and drive him from power, so respectful are 
they of the Fifth Republic, its institutions and its electoral time-
table…and today, they are adding to the confusion by support-
ing the “yellow vests”. It is also a fact that although the leaders 
of the trade union confederations have rightly resisted the pres-
sure that was designed to draw them into working with the “yel-
low vests”, they are nevertheless persisting in “consulting” with 
the government over the pensions counter-reform (and others) 
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instead of organising united working-class action to block those 
destructive attacks. 
The activists of the Democratic Independent Workers Party 
(POID) are in favour of driving Macron from power. They have 
shown this throughout the “Macron, one year is enough!” cam-
paign for unity, which resulted in a demonstration on this slogan 
by thousands upon thousands in Paris on 13 May 2018, along-
side workers and activists of all political tendencies of the dem-
ocratic labour movement. 
But we are not adventurist. Yes, drive Macron from power, but 
not to replace him with just anyone. It is down to the workers 
and the youth, taking action on the class-based battlefield, to 
drive Macron from power, in order to impose the elimination of 
the Fifth Republic, the election of a sovereign Constituent As-
sembly that will break the links with the European Union, and 
the advent of a working-class government capable of remedying 
the suffering that is crushing working people. 
From the working-class point of view, the question of purchas-
ing power calls for familiar measures. Do we need to remind 
ourselves of them? Let us refer, for example, to: repealing VAT 
(the most unjust of the taxes), the CSG (11) and the exemptions 
from social insurance contributions granted to employers; gen-
erally increasing wages, pensions and social welfare payments 
in order to claw back the purchasing power lost since they were 
de-indexed from prices (in 1983); freezing the prices of staple 
consumer products, rents and rental charges, and energy sup-
ply; funding all of these measures through an increase in the tax 
on the profits of the big corporations, beginning with the confis-
cation pure and simple of the 100-billion-euro profits made in 
2018 by the companies listed on the CAC 40 stock exchange; etc. 
Let the “left-wing parties” that were misled into the 17 Novem-
ber action put an end to their mixing with the bosses, the right 
wing and the far right; let the leaders of the trade union organi-
sations stop providing comfort to the government by supporting 
the “consultation” process, and let them call for mobilisation 
against the counter-reforms; then, beyond any doubt, the con-
ditions will begin to come together, not for the dubious “unity 
of the people” of 17 November, but for working-class unity in, 
through and for the class struggle that will sweep out this gov-
ernment and its policies. 
The working class’s objective cannot be to shout “Macron, re-
sign!” in the company of those who in reality are calling for Mac-
ron to follow through with his policy to its end. The objective can 
only be to drive that policy from power. 
The workers have nothing to gain from putting on a vest that is 
yellow, the colour of strike-breakers and scabs. 
They have nothing to gain from waving the tricolour flag of the 
Fifth Republic, the same flag waved by the troops of the Ver-
sailles government as they shot down 100,000 members of the 
Paris Commune to defend the bourgeois order. Red is the flag 
that flew on the barricades in 1848 and 1871, and in the general 
strikes in 1936 and 1968. Throughout the world, red is the col-
our of the working class organised for struggle. Red is the work-
ers’ flag.  
 
24 and 25 November 2018 – Resolution of the TCI National 
Leadership 
1. Imperialism in its epoch of decay is prepared to use any 
means in its attempt to break up the class struggle that is 
threatening it. It instigates division and fragmentation, it cre-
ates diversions. Over the last 30 years, the increase in the 

number of supposedly ethnic wars, the dismemberment of 
Yugoslavia, the political exploitation of religion, inter-com-
munal issues and racism – anything goes. This is about trying 
to erase class boundaries, set the workers against each other 
and ultimately subject them to the interests of the class en-
emy by chaining the workers to their enemy on a wide range 
of pretexts. 
2. Within the framework of this offensive, the capitalist class 
and its representatives are striving most particularly to dis-
mantle the organised forms of political democracy, which is 
the most favourable framework for the working class to or-
ganise and express itself as a class and for itself. This attempt 
is focusing especially on the wish to fragment the working-
class parties on the one hand and the trade union organisa-
tions on the other. 
3. Dégagisme has powerfully marked the political scene in 
France through the election of Macron and the result ob-
tained by [France Unbowed leader] Melenchon in the 2017 
presidential election. Dégagisme – which denies any class cri-
teria and calls for the dismantling of the organised forms of 
political democracy – is a particular expression of imperial-
ism’s general anti-working-class offensive. 
4. This offensive is all the more dangerous for the working 
class due to the fact that it is being relayed inside the work-
ing-class organisations themselves, particularly in the form of 
anti-union dégagisme. (…) 
5. A new phase in this dislocation offensive was opened with 
the “yellow vests” operation. The sudden appearance of this 
operation and its (relative) impact, together with its reper-
cussions at the political and institutional level, are obviously 
an indication of the degree reached by the regime’s crisis, fed 
particularly by the feeling of all working people that they are 
being crushed by the government’s anti-working-class policy 
as it applies the directives of the European Union. But what 
is its function?  
At a time when class-based issues are increasingly appearing 
more clearly in every aspect of the political situation; at a 
time when class conflicts are continuously being sharpened; 
(…) it is essential to try to divert the anger of the working-
class and wider population onto a battlefield which is not 
class-based and into a dead-end, with the aim of intensifying 
the demoralisation, fragmentation and disintegration of 
working-class resistance. (…) 
7. The social and political nature of a movement is given by 
its composition, its organisation and its objectives.  
The social composition of the “yellow vests” movement is ex-
tremely diverse. It contains a wide layer of the petty bour-
geoisie who have been crushed by the decay of capitalism 
and the government’s policy (craftspeople, shop owners, 
etc.), many small-business owners supported by important 
sectors of big employers, in every form; it contains enter-
prises and municipalities (preferably of the right and far-
right) that have mobilised as such; and it also contains work-
ers (some outraged, others desperate), unemployed people 
and social layers that have been marginalised by the decay of 
society; many are disappointed and disillusioned by the pol-
icy of the “left-wing” parties in power or in opposition; it also 
contains all sorts of lumpen proletariat; it also contains polit-
ical activists of the “far-left” who have come to participate in 
the “citizen uprising” and are intent – with varying success – 
on trying to “plunge” the trade unions into it. 



The Internationale n°13 – February 2019 17 
 
A striking political fact is that in these rallies the only flag that 
is approved is the national tricolour flag, perhaps accompa-
nied by various regional flags (e.g. of Brittany, Corsica, Oc-
citanie, Alsace); the only approved song is the national an-
them, The Marseillaise. Political party flags and trade union 
flags are banned, and in fact have not appeared anywhere in 
this movement (the only attempt we know of was by a dele-
gation from the Perpignan CGT, who tried to join a march 
with their flags and were turned away). Through its ban on 
representations and party-political and trade union expres-
sion, this movement cannot even be described as inter-
classist (since this would imply the expression of different 
representations of different social classes). 
It is an essentially corporatist movement aimed at erasing 
the existence of the social classes and the class struggle. As 
for its supposed spontaneity: Mélenchon and Le Pen are both 
– each in their own way – talking up the so-called “citizen 
movement” and its “popular self-organisation”. An assertion 
that is contradicted by the facts. Of course, in the explosive 
context of the anger that is running through every layer of 
the working-class, working people and the petty bourgeoisie, 
populist and demagogic slogans facilitate the diversion of the 
indignation of tens of thousands of workers or declassed 
petty bourgeois who spontaneously indeed have every rea-
son to stand up against the government.  
Nevertheless, most of the organising of the movement owes 
very little to spontaneity, instead largely resting on the activ-
ist infrastructure of right-wing and far-right parties that are 
seizing the opportunity to make their political undertakings 
prosper, and whose activists increasingly appear at the heart 
of the organisational planning of the “yellow vests”. (…) 
8. This essentially corporatist movement is an excellent 
breeding-ground for the most reactionary, anti-working-
class, anti-democratic and totalitarian decomposition. 
9. It is significant that the leaders of the two main trade union 
confederations have refused – to date, at least – to join the 
“yellow vests movement” and demonstrate alongside the 
bosses, thereby affirming the need to protect the specific 
working-class character of the labour organisations. This, de-
spite the dégagiste pressure inside both confederations that 
is trying to draw them onto that path. On the other hand, we 
should note that a very large number of cadres and activists 
of those organisations are resisting those who want to drag 
them into this adventure – which, if successful, would 
threaten the destruction of the working-class organisations. 
But at the same time, the fact that those same leaders are 
not opening up any class-based perspective whatsoever con-
tinues to feed the confusion and the political and trade union 
chaos, and is ramping up the pressure being put on the work-
ers to move closer to a movement which, however confused 
it may be, seems to be the only movement that is expressing 
itself today. 
10. Every pre-revolutionary period is marked by a fascistic 
radicalisation in terms of sectors of the petty bourgeoisie and 
declassed sectors of the working class who are being used to 
counter working-class radicalisation. The latter is being ex-
pressed especially in the intense strike activity that is impact-
ing the country in every professional sector, independently 
of (and despite) the absence of guidance on this issue from 
the leadership. This is a law of history: the more the working 

class resists, the more the forces of reaction organise and be-
come radicalised. 
11. However, everyone who participates in the “yellow vests 
movement” is not a fascist, as is sometimes objected to us. 
Obviously! A very big majority are not fascists. The phenom-
enon is not new: the unemployed German worker, disillu-
sioned by the policy of the labour movement leadership and 
crushed by imperialism’s policy via the Versailles Treaty, who 
joined in the demonstrations by Hitler’s party in 1930-1 cer-
tainly did not have in mind nor as an objective the extermi-
nation of 6 million Jews in the camps and the death of 30 
million people in the war that raged 10 years later. But the 
fact is that they were drawn onto ground which led to that. 
12. The militant activists of the Fourth International discuss 
fraternally with all the workers, including those who think 
they should put on the yellow vest. Our responsibility is not 
to convince this or that person not to do so, because we per-
fectly understand the relationship that exists between the 
policy of the apparatuses – those who support the “yellow 
vests movement” and those who do not support it but still 
fail to open up any perspective – and the fact that workers 
can be drawn onto that ground. We understand this and we 
discuss it fraternally. (…)  
We know that all those who are participating in the “yellow 
vests movement” are far from being reactionaries, even less 
fascists, but we also know that the ground onto which they 
have been drawn is a ground which, in the best-case sce-
nario, does not open up any solution whatsoever for the 
working class, weakens it, disorganises it and disorientates it; 
and in the worst-case scenario, that ground nourishes the 
biggest kind of adventures against democracy and the work-
ing class. It is through the political struggle that we seek to 
contribute towards regrouping the workers on the grounds 
of class. (…) 
 
28 November 2018 – La Tribune des Travailleurs, Issue 
No.166 
Our party is working-class. We hold to the principle of ad-
dressing all issues from the perspective of the classes in-
volved, the perspective of defending the specific interests of 
the working class and the perspective of the working class 
organising independently. This is a fundamental aspect of de-
mocracy. It is the precondition for a working-class struggle 
looking towards emancipation. It is from this perspective 
that, last week, we addressed the issue of the so-called “yel-
low vests movement” in our editorial and in two pages de-
voted to what really happened on 17 November. These arti-
cles filled many of our readers with enthusiasm. Other read-
ers were either shocked or annoyed by them. 
Our party is democratic. Within the framework of the prepa-
rations for our Third Congress, we are therefore opening a 
discussion in our columns with readers and activists who 
have informed us of their disagreements, reservations and 
questions. 
 
4 December 2018 – Note from the Executive, No.118 
It is clear that we have entered a phase of open crisis for the 
regime. (…) In every sector of the working class, the question 
of demands, of the repeal of the counter-reforms and a ge-
neral wage increase is being posed. 
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Among the youth, there is a growing mobilisation on the is-
sue of repealing the reforms of the public school system and 
the baccalaureate qualification. It is striking to note that for 
several days – our newspaper will come back to this – all of 
the institutional political forces have conspired to avoid the 
prospect of the regime’s crisis going too far. The political par-
ties have dutifully responded to the Prime Minister’s invita-
tion. Each of them has made its proposals for a moratorium 
or for discussion. Macron must hang on; the institutions must 
hang on. 
In the labour movement, we are witnessing an openly dé-
gagiste offensive being waged more and more clearly in both 
of the main trade union confederations [CGT and CGT-Force-
Ouvriere] by forces who insist on wanting to subject the 
trade union organisations to the “yellow vests movement”, 
to make them abandon their working-class character. More 
than ever, populism is showing its true face: its attempt to 
deny the class struggle. 
 
5 December 2018 – La Tribune des Travailleurs, Issue 
No.167 
Concerned at a possible conflation, several readers have 
asked us to make it clear that the vast majority of those put-
ting on a yellow vest do not belong to the far right. This is 
indisputable. It is also an indisputable fact that we have 
never seen – or at least, for half a century – such an expres-
sion in broad daylight of a far right that is free of hang-ups, 
displaying its racist and anti-working-class slogans on several 
“yellow vest” pickets, roadblocks and demonstrations, in-
cluding acts of physical violence which still do not provoke 
hostility among its entourage and even receives their ap-
proval. The most surprising thing is that most of those who 
in principle are declared opponents of the far right seem to 
prefer to turn a blind eye for now. 
But the facts are the facts. The racist mayor of Beziers [in 
southern France], Robert Ménard, sits in municipal council 
meetings dressed in a yellow vest, together with his majority 
of elected representatives. The town hall building in Hayange 
[in north-eastern France] was covered in yellow vests left 
there by the National Rally-led municipality. Also, before 
they wore the yellow vest, several “spokespersons” featured 
on the electoral candidate lists of the National Front, like the 
“spokesperson” for “Catalan Country” [the Pyrenees region] 
or the one for the Vaucluse, Christophe Chalençon, who was 
expelled from the National Front for being too racist. He ar-
gues that “for governing, there are competent people in the 
army, police officers, gendarmes, the CRS (12).” On social 
networks, he describes Islam as “the religion of degener-
ates”. “We need a man with a firm hand to head the govern-
ment”, like “General de Villiers” (13).  
Among the “yellow vests” can also be found the main organ-
isers of “La Manif Pour Tous” [an umbrella group of oppo-
nents of same-sex marriage], or Yvan Benedetti of the [fas-
cist] French Nationalist Party (PNF), and other small neo-Nazi 
groups. 
Furthermore, many threats and acts of violence have been 
committed recently: in Brionne in the Eure département 
[Normandy region, northern France], the construction firm 
Rayan-S was blockaded because it had hired foreigners, and 
the gendarmerie refused to record a complaint about the 

blockade. In Grande-Synthe in the Nord département [Nor-
mandy], an activist of the Auberge des Migrants [which pro-
vides material support to displaced people] described what 
had happened to the association’s volunteers: “They also 
said clearly that if there was food for the refugees in the van, 
we were dead.” 
Within this “movement”, fascist groups are being set up, are 
organising and are acting in broad daylight as such, some-
times with the police’s blessing. Once again, should we con-
ceal these facts? 
 
15 and 16 December 2018 – National Conference of the TCI 
(53rd Congress of the French section) – Excerpt from the in-
troductory report 
This is 2018, and there is an anniversary which we have not 
yet saluted: it is the 170th anniversary of the 1848 Revolu-
tion. This is the time to do so. In 1848, there were revolution-
ary processes all over Europe. And two revolutions in France, 
in February and June, which are of particular significance for 
Marxists. 
February was the last revolution which – in a country where 
capitalism ruled – saw the proletariat accept the political 
leadership of the bourgeoisie, even though it sought to im-
pose its own social demands. Lamartine, one of the eminent 
representatives of the bourgeoisie who belatedly rallied to 
the Republic, dared to express the following hope (or illu-
sion) regarding the provisional government that had been es-
tablished on 24 February 1848: “It is a government which re-
moves this terrible misunderstanding that exists between the 
different classes”. 
The bourgeoisie therefore hoped that once some democratic 
demands had been satisfied, the working class would aban-
don its fundamental social demands. But four months later, 
in June 1848, faced with the refusal by the bourgeoisie – 
however republican it may have been – to respond to the le-
gitimate fundamental aspirations of the working class, the 
proletarian revolution rose up against the democratic bour-
geois government. The bloody repression by the forces of re-
action resulted in thousands of deaths. But this moment, 
Marx wrote, was “the first great battle for power between 
the proletariat and the bourgeoisie”. (14) 
The Manifesto of the Communist Party, written a few months 
before these events (15), anticipated these processes. From 
that point on, all of the thoughts and activity – in all forms – 
of Marx and Engels would be to assert the need for the work-
ing class to have its own political party, to fight for its own 
government, not to have any confidence whatsoever in the 
bourgeoisie, even when the latter was “democratic”, and to 
only count on its own strength and its independence. 
All those who – following in the footsteps of Marx and Engels, 
and the Second, Third and Fourth Internationals – would 
frame their struggle in the service of creating workers’ par-
ties and a Workers’ International, would do so based on this 
understanding, which was anchored in the experience of the 
labour movement: no compromise whatsoever was hence-
forth possible between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat, 
least of all in the imperialist epoch. 
In 1848, Marx wrote a set of articles which Engels later pub-
lished as a book entitled The Class Struggles In France, 1848-
1850, in which he added his own comments and an Introduc- 
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tion. They wrote the following, regarding the revolution of 
June 1848: “The people are not standing on the barricades as 
in February singing “Mourir pour la patrie” [“Die for the Fa-
therland”, a popular song at the time]. The workers of 23 
June are fighting for their existence, and the fatherland has 
lost all meaning for them. The Marseillaise and all memories 
of the great Revolution [of 1789] have disappeared. The peo-
ple as well as the bourgeoisie sense that the revolution which 
they are experiencing will be more significant than that of 
1789 or 1793.” (16) “German newspapers assert that this was 
the decisive battle between the red and the tricolour repub-
lics, between workers and bourgeois. We are convinced that 
this battle will decide nothing but the disintegration of the 
victors.” (17) “Only after being dipped in the blood of the June 
insurgents did the tricolour become the flag of the European 
revolution – the red flag!” (18)  
These words are particularly resonant at a time when some 
people are inviting the workers to rally – but with the red flag 
in their pocket or in the rubbish bin, and The Internationale 
relegated to an outdated memory – in demonstrations 
where the only authorised signs of recognition are La Mar-
seillaise, the national tricolour flag and the yellow vest. This 
is not an issue about symbols. For us, militant activists of the 
Fourth International, our existence is not based on symbols 
but on the understanding that the capitalist system, based 
on private ownership of the means of production, is dragging 
humankind towards the abyss, towards putting all of the 
gains of human civilisation into question. Our existence is 
based on the understanding that the working class needs its 
own political representation, just as it needs its own trade 
union organisations. 
The issue for us is not the so-called “yellow vests movement” 
in itself. This type of movement has appeared before, and 
will appear again in the future; such movements are socially 
disparate and politically ambiguous. 
We do not run society. Any number of demonstrations can 
be held, some of them progressive, some of them reaction-
ary, some of them just plain weird. We, the Fourth Interna-
tional, are not accountable for them. The issue for us is not 
even the social composition of this “movement” in itself. The 
fact that workers are participating in it is not enough to de-
termine its social nature.  
Workers can sometimes be drawn into completely reaction-
ary movements. For example, in several countries, even in 
France a few decades ago, many workers attended Catholic 
Mass on Sundays. But no-one has ever claimed that the Cath-
olic Mass was a framework for organising the working class. 
Socially, a certain number of faiths are mostly composed of 
workers. Individually, a worker can be a progressive or a re-
actionary, racist drunkard.  
Marxists do not idealise the individual worker, alienated in 
capitalist society. What matters to us is the working class as 
a class for itself, as defined by Marx and Engels while bor-
rowing Hegel’s terminology. In other words, the working 
class conscious of its interests as a class, which finds expres-
sion in the organisations and the institutions which the work-
ing class constitutes. Which distinguishes it from the working 
class in itself, a simple sum total of individuals placed in the 
same social relations from the point of view of production, 
but who lack consciousness of this state for as long as they 
do draw structured conclusions from it. 

Therefore, the fact that there may or not be workers in a 
movement is a sociological characteristic, but this does not 
have particular political significance. (…) Our main concern is 
what is useful to the working class “for itself”, organised as a 
class in opposition to the capitalist class, and organising its 
class struggle for its immediate demands and for power. 
From this perspective, the main characteristic of the “yellow 
vests movement” is its rejection of the organised working 
class. With very few exceptions, those who have made the 
attempt to take part as a political party or a trade union have 
been told to clear off. That is logical, because a single flag was 
authorised, the national tricolour flag (plus, sometimes, 
monarchist and regionalist flags), and a single song, The Mar-
seillaise, therefore favouring national unity and denying the 
social classes (and the class struggle). 
When a movement’s main characteristic is to forbid any or-
ganised expression of the working class within its ranks, can 
we ignore this anti-working-class significance, even if that 
movement is partly composed of workers? 
 
7 January 2019 – Note from the Executive, No.122 
This country has entered an increasingly complex and unsta-
ble situation, in a context of global economic crisis where the 
government is prepared to go to the limit, in other words not 
to rule out threatening its own existence in order to respond 
to the demands of capital. Because the other side of the coin 
is the explosion in the number of labour strikes. In particular, 
in the national leadership meeting we reviewed the charac-
teristics of the successful strike alongside the trade union or-
ganisations at the Hyatt Park Hotel in Paris, and what hap-
pened in the national education sector before the Congress. 
In reality, this situation, where the upsurge in the class strug-
gle is coming up against the offensive from all sides to break 
up the labour movement, can be explained by a double gap: 
on the one hand, the absence of any left-wing political per-
spective together with the increasing drift towards populism; 
and on the other hand, the fact that there is a fierce offensive 
inside the labour organisations themselves to try to make 
them subject to the discipline of the “yellow vests”, in other 
words to make them abandon their working-class character. 
 
9 January 2019 – Editorial in La Tribune des Travailleurs, Is-
sue No.171 
Whether our critics like it or not, the workers do not confuse 
the trade unions they have built in the course of their class 
struggle with the policy of their leaderships. That policy can 
be legitimately discussed, approved or disputed by the union 
members (especially when it falls within the framework of 
the “consultation” process with the government on the 
counter-reforms). But this does not in any way prevent the 
workers from demonstrating their attachment to their trade 
unions, through strikes and other class movements (and in 
union elections). Because their unions belong to them and 
are the tools for their resistance struggle. (…) We remain 
faithful to what our elders have taught us, namely that “In 
the course of its ages-old struggle in defence of its short-term 
interests (…), the working class has built organisations, par-
ties and trade unions which regroup it in order to face the 
capitalist class”, and this is why “the existence of these or-
ganisations and the protection of their independence have al-
ways been of major importance”. (19) 
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20 January 2019 – Appeal by the Third Congress of the POID 
It is indeed a class-based policy which Macron is implement-
ing: a policy dictated by the bankers, the capitalists, the spec-
ulators and the European Union.  
We think that there is an urgent need to oppose that policy 
with another class-based policy. A policy that is focused on 
one very simple slogan: “Hands off our pension schemes! 
Withdraw the government’s planned reform!” In addition: 
withdrawal of all the counter-reforms that affect the SNCF 
[national railway]; the right to work; public services; and pub-
lic education. The unity of the workers and the youth is indis-
pensable. When it comes to blocking this offensive by the 
government, there are not a lot of ways: the general strike 
by the workers is the only way to defend and protect the in-
terests of working people against a minority of profiteers and 
speculators whose only concern is to increase their profits. 
We are told on all sides: there is no political perspective. But 
yes, there is a political perspective. Drive Macron from 
power, but not only this: drive out the Fifth Republic and its 
anti-democratic institutions, put an end to the diktats of the 
European Union, repeal the EU treaties and form a working-
class government that will take the measures which are in-
dispensable for protecting working people. 
 
22 January 2019 – Note from the Executive, No.124 
Contributing to the class struggle means first of all contrib-
uting to the upsurge of strike action and elected delegates, 
of mass meetings, of forms of self-organisation by the work-
ing class as it seizes on its demands and its trade unions. The 
regime’s crisis is deepening day by day, from the blunders of 
the introduction of the “big debate” organised by Macron, to 
the endless repercussions of the Benalla affair (20), and so 
on. Just as indisputable is the increasingly extensive and di-
verse action plan by all of the political apparatuses and the 
labour movement apparatuses for rescuing the regime and 
sticking to the electoral timetable, hence the counter-re-
forms timetable. 
 
30 January 2019 – Editorial in La Tribune des Travailleurs, 
Issue No.174 
In the last few days, we have seen the “yellow vests” give 
birth to a political party and a candidates list for the Euro-
pean elections. (...) This initiative has been welcomed by Ian 
Brossat, who heads the candidates list of the French Com-
munist Party in the European elections: “I say to them, wel-
come (…). I look forward to discovering their programme and 
to being able to debate with them.” The same approval was 
shown by Fabien Roussel, the party’s National Secretary, 
finding it positive that the “yellow vests” “are organising”, 
and encouraging them to “find candidates” and adopt “a pro-
gramme”. Manon Aubry, who heads the candidates list for 
France Unbowed in the European elections, shares this en-
thusiasm: “It’s always good news when people engage in pol-
itics and raise the issues of fair taxation and sharing the 
power and wealth, echoing the proposals that we have been 
making for a long time.” As for the government spokesper-
son, Benjamin Griveaux, he sees this as “an interesting pro-
cess” and welcomes the fact that the debate “will take place 
at the ballot-box with faces uncovered”. 

In short, everyone is relieved that things seem to be going 
back to normal…for the institutions, with everybody being in-
vited to politely take part in the electoral game and to aban-
don what could, at a given moment, give the illusion of want-
ing to break with the established order. And, as we can see, 
this is also true for those who were thundering about the 
“citizens’ revolution” and another “republican insurrection”. 
 
In conclusion (for the time being) 
Let us repeat: all of the documents quoted in this dossier are 
available to our readers. 
They establish the validity of the Marxist method. Analysing 
the situation on the basis of principles, the French section of 
the Fourth International – refusing to give in to the current 
climate and official public opinion (fed as much by politically-
biased media channels as by the apparatuses) – has defined 
the nature of the so-called “yellow vests movement” from a 
class-based perspective. 
We have clearly demonstrated to the workers that the crucial 
issue is the independence of the labour movement, which 
cannot be allowed to dissolve itself and accept the disap-
pearance of all class borders. 
In order to protect its own independence, the French section, 
following the principles of workers’ democracy, has been 
able to organise the discussion with the workers, activists 
and youth who are facing a complex situation. 
Orienting itself in relation to the real processes underway in 
the working class and the strike movement in the making, it 
has been able to take independent initiatives in both the di-
rect class struggle and the internal discussions of the labour 
movement organisations, and overall in the field of political 
regroupment as part of the struggle to put an end to capital-
ist government. 
 
_______________________________ 
(1) OCI: Internationalist Communist Organisation, the French sec-
tion of the Fourth International at that time. 
(2) PSU: United Socialist Party, which in particular led the UNEF (Na-
tional Union of Students of France). 
(3) Translator’s note: In 1969, President de Gaulle put to a referen-
dum a corporatist law aimed at integrating the trade union organi-
sations (trade union representatives would have sat as such in the 
Senate). The CGT-Force Ouvrière trade union confederation, and 
then the CGT confederation successfully called for a “no” vote. 
(4) AJS: Youth Alliance for Socialism, an organisation founded in 
1969 by the Trotskyists. 
(5) At various times, the leaders of Portugal, Cuba, Algeria, Guinea 
and Egypt respectively. 
(6) Translator’s note: “Dégagisme”, which can be translated as a 
“kick them out” perspective, 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. The France Unbowed grouping 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 while glossing over the antagonism 
between distinct class interests. Specifically in the trade union con-
text, this essentially populist perspective treats unions as out-of-
date and dogmatic organisations, and rejects the need to defend 
their class independence against corporatist attempts to atomise 
them and/or integrate them into the State. 
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(7) Translator’s note: This refers to the call by the “yellow vests 
movement” for nationwide action, including blocking highways and 
the first demonstration in Paris, on 17 November 2018. 
(8) Translator’s note: The Francilienne is a partial ring-road (the 
western section has not yet been completed) around the Ile-de-
France (the greater Paris region). 
(9) Jean-Luc Melenchon, “Le mouvement révolutionnaire en jaune” 
[The revolutionary movement in yellow], 19 November 2018, avai-
lable at https://melenchon.fr/2018/11/19/le-mouvement-revolu-
tionnaire-en-jaune/. 
(10) Translator’s note: The Sturmabteilung or SA, also known as 
the Brownshirts because of the colour of their uniform, were the 
paramilitary assault units of Hitler’s Nazi Party in Germany in the 
1920s and 1930s. 
(11) An increase in supplementary social security contributions 
(CSG) came into effect on 1 January 2018, hitting the pockets of 
eight million retirees. 
(12) The CRS is the general reserve of the French National Police, 
with primary responsibility for crowd and riot control. 
(13) Pierre de Villiers is an army general and former Chief of the 
Defence Staff. He resigned this position in July 2017 after his vocal 
disagreement with Macron’s proposed cuts to the military budget 
became public. 
(14) Karl Marx, The Class Struggles In France, 1848-1850, from the 
Introduction to the 1895 edition by Friedrich Engels. 
(15) The Communist Manifesto was written in late 1847 and first 
published in February 1848. 

(16) Friedrich Engels, “The 23rd of June”, Karl Marx & Friedrich En-
gels – Complete Works (MECW) Vol.7, p.130. Written on 27 June 
1848 and first published in the Neue Rheinische Zeitung No.28, 28 
June 1848.  
(17) Friedrich Engels, “The June Revolution (The Course of the Paris 
Uprising)”, MECW Vol.7, p.160. Written on 1 July 1848 and first pub-
lished in the Neue Rheinische Zeitung No.32, 2 July 1848. 
(18) Karl Marx, “Part 1 – The Defeat of June, 1848”, The Class Strug-
gles In France, 1848-1850. 
(19) Pierre Lambert, Itinéraires [Routes], a book of interviews with 
Daniel Gluckstein, Paris: Editions du Rocher, March 2002. 
(20) Translator’s note: Alexandre Benalla, at that time an aide and 
personal bodyguard to Macron, violently attacked demonstrators in 
Paris on 1 May 2018 while illegally disguised as a police officer. The 
President’s office took modest disciplinary action and then covered 
up the whole affair until it was exposed in the mainstream media in 
July 2018, leading to Benalla’s sacking. A judicial enquiry was 
opened in December 2018 to examine the fact that Benalla was is-
sued with diplomatic passports in October in order to visit a number 
of countries privately in relation to cybersecurity and arms sales. He 
has since been charged with illegally using diplomatic passports, 
against a backdrop of his regular contact with Macron and admin-
istration figures since the summer of 2018 (publicly denied by the 
President’s office). In February 2019, French prosecutors opened a 
corruption investigation into one of the security contracts which Be-
nalla is said to have brokered with two Russian oligarchs close to 
Vladimir Putin, both before and after he left the Élysee Palace. . 
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 ANALYSIS 
 
 

ALGERIA 

The crisis has opened 
Some notes on the regime’s crisis of decay, the upsurge in labour and working-class struggles and the 
building of the revolutionary workers’ party. The Internationale is publishing the following contribu-
tion from an Algerian militant activist.  
As it is dated 16 February 2019, it does not refer to the mass demonstrations which took place on 22 
February against a fifth presidential term for Abdelaziz Bouteflika. 
 

n the space of less than two weeks, Abdelaziz Bouteflika 
has raised three questions that weigh heavily on the 
country’s political life and lie at the root of the crisis that 

developed last summer. 
The next presidential election will finally be held on 18 April 
2019. The official electoral body issued the election notice, 
within the legally-prescribed timeframe, via a simple press 
release. The outgoing President will stand again for a pro-
posed fifth term. But his candidacy comes with two pro-
posals, announced in Abdelaziz Bouteflika’s “Letter to the 
Nation”: a constitutional reform to create the post of Vice 
President, in order to physically compensate for the Bona-
parte’s absence from the public eye; and the organising of a 
“national conference of inclusive consensus”, devoted to de-
veloping future “economic reforms” – but in reality to rub-
ber-stamp the anti-working-class programmes already pre-
pared by the International Monetary Fund (IMF) and the 
World Bank, to be implemented after the election. The main 
forces of the regime and imperialism have agreed on this 
global plan as the least costly solution in a period where ex-
plosive tensions have been building in society. The election 
will be plebiscitary. The aim remains the same: to get the Bo-
naparte re-elected. Every other scenario referred to in the 
last six months – a different candidate to represent the re-
gime, postponing the election, reforming the Constitution 
before the election, etc. – was abandoned mid-stride. But the 
very fact that they were referred to has demonstrated the 
quandary that is facing the regime and imperialism (the 
United States and France are the most directly concerned) 
over the way forward (1).  
Furthermore, the very tenuous path that has been chosen is 
symptomatic of the extent of the regime’s crisis. The four po-
litical parties of the presidential alliance, the FLN, RND, TAG 
and the MPA (2), have resolved to invite Abdelaziz Bouteflika 
– who has practically been absent from political life since his 
stroke in 2013, and whose fragile health is itself an essential 
element of the regime’s crisis – to stand for re-election, forc-
ing into silence other party figures who had ambitions to 
stand. The Secretary General of the UGTA (3) – who describes 
himself as a “foot-soldier of the President” – and the Secre-
tary of the employers’ association issued the same call. For a 
time, the MPA, the fourth party in the presidential alliance, 
was the odd man out by refusing to issue such a call; its 

leader, Amara Benyounes, took offence at the fact that “an 
Algerian citizen [Abdelaziz Bouteflika] could be forced to 
stand for election”, before finally coming round and joining 
the other main players in the campaign to collect the spon-
sors’ signatures necessary for Abdelaziz Bouteflika’s candi-
dacy.  
Abdelaziz Bouteflika, armed with his prerogatives (formally, 
he holds all powers) but seriously weakened (the presidential 
function is said to have broken down without anyone being 
able to state this with certainty), is still the “master of elec-
toral timing and political timing”. He holds all the levers he 
needs to formally guarantee his election. He controls all the 
necessary tools: the Constitutional Council, whose new Chair 
he has just appointed; the Electoral Commission, the mem-
bership of which has just changed; the State administration; 
and the government. Through the Constitutional Council, he 
can even choose his opponents; the Council’s decisions are 
final. On polling day, it is the magistrates – especially those 
within the remit of the Public Prosecutor’s Office, in other 
words those whose careers depend on the Justice Ministry – 
who will guarantee the collection of the results on the 
ground. From this perspective, the 2019 election is the twin 
brother of the last one. It has already been locked down. And 
yet, the bourgeoisie and imperialism were publicly divided 
over the solutions that would ensure the regime’s survival, 
because the context this time is a heck of a lot different to 
the 2014 election, in terms of at least four factors: the re-
gime’s crisis, the economic crisis, the upsurge in popular 
struggles and the strong feeling of rejection of the presiden-
tial election among the population. It is absolutely un-
matched by comparison with the previous ballot. 
Three uncertainties have certainly been raised, but without 
reducing or containing the regime’s profound crisis of decay. 
It is present.  
It is still having an effect. It can erupt unexpectedly, but at a 
higher level, sparked by events inside the regime (any agree-
ment on the choice of figure prospectively taking on the 
function of Vice President cannot be reached without further 
disruptive effects), or by another sudden fall in the price of 
oil in the international market, which will further worsen the 
economic crisis, or by events in society. Since the announce-
ment of the outgoing President’s candidacy, soccer stadiums 
have become temples of protest; every day in every region 

I 
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in the country, rallies involving hundreds of youth are being 
organised against “the 5th term”; following a first rally held 
in the middle of an underground railway station, a second 
one is due to be held in the capital on 22 February, while the 
national education sector interunion group is organising an-
other general strike on 26 and 27 February. In these condi-
tions, the balance of forces inside the government is so frag-
ile that it might prove necessary to seek another alignment 
in order to save its nucleus, both before and after the presi-
dential election. 
 
The army, the backbone of the regime, is divided… 
Army Chief of Staff and Deputy Defence Minister Gaid Salah 
did not take long before tossing aside the principle of the 
army’s neutrality in politics, which he had defended for 
months while criss-crossing the country. He resumed his 
whistle-stop tour to tell favourable audiences how support-
ive he was of Abdelaziz Bouteflika’s track record in every as-
pect. But his entry into the arena is constrained, because the 
army is divided. 
Liamine Zeroual, Defence Minister and then President be-
tween 1993 and 1999, has clearly and publicly distanced him-
self from the outgoing President’s candidacy. He stated: “The 
time has come for young Algerians to take their destiny into 
their own hands.” It is unprecedented in Algerian politics for 
an ex- senior army officer to publicly oppose the outgoing 
President’s candidacy, which is officially supported by the 
military hierarchy. Also unprecedented is the fact that re-
cently-retired Major General Ali Ghediri ignored the threat-
ening advice given by Army Chief of Staff Gaid Salah – ex-
pressed solemnly on three separate occasions, that Ghediri 
should stick to observing his obligation of discretion – and 
promptly entered the presidential race. A candidate for the 
candidacy (needless to say?), because wanting to do it is not 
enough to be able to do it. Very strict conditions must be ful-
filled in order to be anointed by the Constitutional Council, 
whose verdict cannot be appealed. By acting in this way, Ali 
Ghediri’s candidacy stole a march on all other candidacies, 
notably that of the outgoing President, who was forced to 
react sooner than planned (he was only due to declare his 
candidacy on 24 February). It has exposed the division inside 
the military institution over the solutions to be implemented 
in order to exit the crisis. The ex-major general and the forces 
that support him now only have a short period left, if not to 
impose his candidacy, then at least to influence the regime’s 
decisions, ultimately. 
Because his candidacy gives rise to a question: will Ali Ghediri 
see things through to the end, or is his candidacy simply de-
signed to put pressure – on whose behalf? – on the regime’s 
main forces which the candidate for the candidacy does not 
call into question? In his lengthy declaration of intent [made 
on 20 January 2019], Ali Ghediri said clearly: “This major chal-
lenge [his candidacy], (…) in order to be achieved, falls within 
the framework of an innovative project, which is centred 
around one objective: a clean break without denial.” In one 
of his recent interviews, he explained his thinking and there-
fore his objectives: “The political system that has made this 
country work since independence had a certain amount of 
consistency overall, it had its actors, its way of functioning, 
its logic and a purpose. What we are living through today bla-
tantly denotes the finiteness of that system. In short, I would 

simply say that one man, whoever he may be, cannot create 
a system.” 
In his policy document published in the press, he set out his 
economic plans. He wrote: “[I] commit to breaking with dem-
agogic rhetoric, populist practices and the politically self-
serving distribution of wealth.” Behind this phrase is a threat 
to the gains of the working class – notably State subsidies of 
essential goods – as recommended by the IMF and the World 
Bank, which the government has undertaken to implement 
after the election. 
As we can see, this is far from the picture presented of him 
by his supporters, including the management of the daily 
newspaper El Watan (4). This is not a candidacy of breaking 
with the regime. It is militating in favour of the regime’s con-
tinuity, but via a new frontman who supposedly will re-es-
tablish “overall consistency, its way of functioning, its logic 
and its aim”. This is simply a classic case of a battle being 
fought by “the backbone of the regime” (in this instance, one 
part of the army) against the Bonaparte in order to give new 
legitimacy to the regime, or quite simply to regain a domi-
nant role in it. The forces that are giving Ali Ghediri the cour-
age to act are fully identifiable. First and foremost, there are 
those within the army – senior officers who are active or who 
have been sidelined over the last 20 years by the Bonaparte 
so as to allow him to be President fully in his own right – who 
for their own interests refuse to allow the military institution 
to be subordinated to the Bonaparte. They want to restore it 
to its former glory. The recent “clean hands” campaign (5), 
which they actively opposed, has undoubtedly contributed 
to the military institution’s emergence and its determination. 
Then there are certain forces that are being wrongly referred 
to as “civil society”, in fact a mixed bag comprised of part of 
the employer sector (whose comprador characteristics are 
strongly on show, and who are furious with the current situ-
ation imposed on them in the distribution of state contracts 
and the blocking of their projects), a big part of the press, and 
neoliberal currents. 
Imperialism, which is not putting all its eggs in one basket, is 
not unhappy with this candidacy, because it will serve as an 
additional pressure-point on the regime, if needed, to put 
into question the few “measures of economic patriotism” – 
notably the State’s very partial control over foreign trade, 
and the State’s conditions for the investment of foreign cap-
ital – in keeping with the wishes of the IMF and the World 
Bank. On this point, the regime is already thinking ahead. The 
Energy Minister has announced that “the 51/49 norm is not 
the Koran” (6). 
So it comes as no surprise that Ali Ghediri went to meet with 
US diplomats (he refused to take a public position over Ven-
ezuela); that the streaming news website Algérie patriotique 
[Patriotic Algeria], which is owned by the son of ex-Army 
Chief of Staff Khaled Nezzar, considers the ex-senior army of-
ficer to be “a hope for Algeria”; that he went to meet with 
Issad Rabrab, the CEO of the country’s biggest privately-
owned economic group; that his earliest substantial support 
in society came from the well-known lawyer Mokrane Ait 
Larbi, one of the founders of a League for Human Rights and 
a founding member of the RCD (7), and from the spokesper-
son for Moutawana, the so-called citizens’ movement (8), 
who for months has mainly been engaged in fighting against 
a Bouteflika candidacy; and finally, that his campaign is being 
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openly waged by several news media, including media 
owned by the neoliberal current. All of these forces, either 
openly supporting Ali Ghediri or in the shadows, are con-
vinced that they must wage this battle, owing to the view 
that this time, “everything points to the people appearing to 
have decided not to accept the situation passively”. They are 
also haunted by the Tunisian Revolution. Ex-senior army of-
ficer Rachid Benyelles wrote on their behalf: “The risks of so-
cial movements accompanied by violence are increasingly 
greater (…), armed force does not guard against a popular 
uprising and a reversal of matters, as was the case in neigh-
bouring Tunisia, where Zine el-Abidine Ben Ali's police state 
was swept away in a few days.” (9) 
 
The opposition out of the running because it is insignifi-
cant… 
The main political parties that are falsely classified as “oppo-
sition” have done so much in recent months to contribute 
towards ensuring the regime’s continuity that they are pow-
erless or bound hand and foot at a time when they need to 
consider entering the presidential race. Even the call for a 
single opposition candidacy, issued by an Islamist leader, has 
for now remained unanswered. 
Mouloud Hamrouche, who would fit the bill since he is the 
liberals’ “biggest hope” and a former head of government, 
recently broke his long silence on the reality of the govern-
ment, which he had imposed on himself “due to his clear un-
derstanding of the situation”. He produced a long written 
contribution on the construction of the State; its only point 
of political interest lies in the confirmation that he will only 
make a move if the army calls on him as a supreme saviour. 
Disappointment for his nostalgic supporters, many of whom 
are to be found among the strongly liberal, who – if their 
memory serves them – remember that he had been the only 
one to try to suddenly sweep away all of the social gains that 
resulted from the independence struggle, notably the public 
character of hundreds of enterprises, using the argument 
that his reforms would have put into question the “rentier 
economy”. “It’s make or break”, he used to say at the time. 
In the course of 13 years of political abstention, Mouloud 
Hamrouche never sought to build a political force, even 
when Hocine Ait Ahmed generously “offered” him the FFS 
leadership (10). He preferred to stick to the regime’s way, 
described in the following terms by the late [second Presi-
dent of Algeria] Houari Boumédiene in the book written 
about him by Paul Balta, the recently deceased correspond-
ent of French daily newspaper Le Monde: “Sulk and wait, 
without doing anything, until they call you back.” 
“Sulk and wait”: Ali Benflis, former FLN General Secretary 
and Abdelaziz Bouteflika’s former political chief of staff, 
knows how and continues to do so, even though he has 
founded a political party since his exclusion. A party that has 
been useful as a vehicle for electoral campaigning every five 
years since 2004, when he has been given leave to partici-
pate. Ali Benflis’s candidacy for the presidential candidacy 
was announced on Sunday, 20 January 2019. It occupies the 
same political space and serves the same political usefulness 
as Ali Ghediri’s candidacy, although initially they mobilised 
forces that were more or less different. Their candidacies 
could come together, but then they would be weakened or 
would cancel each other out. 

“Sulk and wait”: Ahmed Benbitour, Abdelaziz Bouteflika’s 
former Prime Minister, is doing the same. He has turned 
down all approaches to put himself forward as a candidate, 
in favour of the struggle to achieve “a national front for the 
safeguard of Algeria”.  
The Islamist current is no longer the electoral force it once 
was. It too is divided. Several groupings have given their sup-
port to the outgoing President. The MSP (11) is still this cur-
rent’s biggest legal Islamist party. Its influence has been con-
siderably reduced due to its participation in the government 
and then its withdrawal, which resulted in a big split. The 
MSP is no longer an opponent of the regime. Although it is 
formally in opposition, it is acting in favour of the regime’s 
survival. MSP leader Abderrazak Makri, who could be 
granted a “wild card” for the April election, is the political of-
ficial who diligently sought to extend President Bouteflika’s 
current term. In response to the call for nominations for the 
election, he repeated his offers of service in the post-election 
period. The MSP, which in reality is made up of three fac-
tions, will enter the election divided, since one of its main 
leaders, ex-government minister Aboudjerra Soltani, has 
publicly declared his support for Abdelaziz Bouteflika’s can-
didacy. 
The RCD and the FFS, both of whose main presence is in the 
Kabylie region, have taken practically the same position. The 
RCD has decided to reject what it describes as the “ump-
teenth operation to appoint a head of state”, adding that 
“the historical dead-end of the political system that has run 
the country since 1962, confiscating the victory of the Alge-
rian people over colonial France, must not result in chaos.” 
Therefore, no support for any declared candidate, nor stand-
ing a candidate from its own ranks. Its General Secretary re-
ceived a lot of attention when he harshly criticised the few 
declared positions of Ali Ghediri (notably in favour of the 
death penalty) and businessman Issad Rabrab for his political 
and logistical support for the ex-senior army officer. 
The FFS has decided to “actively” boycott the election. In re-
ality, the term “active boycott”, which can appear very radi-
cal, should read “abstention”, because the conditions for an 
active boycott do not exist anywhere in the country. This po-
sition adopted by the FFS had been expected since its Na-
tional Committee met last summer. It had adopted a resolu-
tion stating “its availability” to participate in a “national con-
sensus” after the election. In the meantime, the FFS “consid-
ers that the conditions for a transparent, honest and free 
democratic election have not materialised. For this reason, 
the FFS will not stand a candidate and will not support any 
candidate whose participation will only serve to give a falsely 
democratic façade to an election that has been locked down 
in advance in favour of the regime’s candidate.” But the FFS 
is in crisis from top to bottom. And this crisis has freed up 
those forces that are seeking to confront the regime. Acting 
against the party’s official position, FFS activists are regroup-
ing around a document that expresses a wish to return to the 
party’s original programme: “Address the political challenges 
in order to force back the government and create the political 
conditions for the election of a Constituent Assembly, which 
is the solution to the crisis and the basis for the establishment 
of the Second Republic.” For the same reasons, six FFS mu-
nicipal councillors have stopped supporting the FFS mayor of 
Bejaia. During the summer, the party leadership expelled 



The Internationale n°13 – February 2019 25 
 
several Assembly members and local FFS officials over their 
support for Salima Ghezali – Assembly member, former advi-
sor to the party’s historic leader Hocine Ait Ahmed, and di-
rector of the party’s newspaper – who had addressed a par-
ticularly virulent open letter to Army Chief of Staff Gaid Sa-
lah.  
The MDS (12), which resulted from a split in the PAGS and is 
one of the two Stalinist successor parties to the Algerian 
Communist Party, is presenting a candidate for the presiden-
tial candidacy. The MDS’s weak standing makes it practically 
impossible that it will receive approval from the Constitu-
tional Council. Its platform formally anticipates fighting “to 
put an end to this system, which is plundering Algeria and de-
stabilising the State, and to move towards a broad-based 
government that will get to work and towards a State 
founded on the rule of law. We have an economy that is 
based on import-import (13), capital flight and over-invoic-
ing. Fifty per cent of the national economy is not under the 
State’s supervision. Therefore, there is an issue of sover-
eignty. A government that will get to work will base its 
choices on investment. It will rid us of import-import.” Here 
we need to translate this prose style: the MDS supports “an 
ethical social market economy” and within this framework is 
prepared to enter into a broad “government of national 
unity”. 
The PT (14) is the only force that is offering the people an 
alternative, counterposing “the convening of a sovereign 
Constituent Assembly” to all the other so-called solutions for 
exiting the crisis. Its participation or not in the election, 
which is a tactical question for the PT, will be decided before 
the end of February. The last meeting of the party’s Central 
Committee was divided between three tendencies: in favour 
of non-participation, in favour of standing its own candidate, 
and in favour of waiting before making a decision. PT General 
Secretary Louisa Hanoune is arguing in favour of non-partici-
pation. The three tendencies have the same analysis of the 
political situation and have a shared vision of the campaign 
(for a sovereign Constituent Assembly) that needs to be 
waged, with or without a presidential candidate. During her 
last media appearance, opening a meeting of the party’s Po-
litical Bureau, L.Hanoune – according to the press – delivered 
a veritable indictment of the system, which was interpreted 
as a reorientation of the party’s political line. In effect, the PT 
is giving up “petitioning” the outgoing President to convene 
a sovereign Constituent Assembly, in favour of an orientation 
that bases its political line on mobilising working people on 
this slogan. 
 
The regime’s crisis of decay…  
Before the date of the election and the outgoing President’s 
candidacy were announced, the regime and the bourgeoisie 
were in profound crisis, with their various component parts 
divided over which policy to follow, against a backdrop of sig-
nificant economic crisis and the strong upsurge in labour and 
working-class struggles. The publicity given to this confron-
tation was only made possible by the rifts that have been cre-
ated; and those rifts are tending to widen as a result of the 
intensity of the heated exchanges and the status of the per-
sons who are pitted against each other. The regime has run 
out of steam and has reached the limits of its capabilities. It 
is decaying. 

Because what remains of the gleaming Bonapartist regime of 
April 1999 (15), which was founded on one principle: a su-
preme saviour rising above social classes and thus better able 
to defend capitalist interests disguised as the general inter-
est? 
Today, 20 years later, Abdelaziz Bouteflika is nothing more 
than a phantom Bonaparte. He is a caricature Bonaparte, a 
caricature of himself. His state of health is an objective factor 
of the political situation. His virtual disappearance from for-
mal public life is feeding the regime’s crisis. The “society” 
constituted in his wake following his election victory in April 
1999, which developed continuously since then, is making 
every effort to respond positively to the “recommendations” 
of the IMF and the World Bank. The Bonaparte is inspiring 
more and more distrust in his ability to govern without cre-
ating disorder. The forces that are said to be closest to the 
Bonaparte are proving incapable of keeping all of the re-
gime’s component parts in line without clashes, adding to 
the crisis. The army, the police and the Gendarmerie, which 
form the regime’s backbone, were decapitated during the 
summer of 2018 on the altar of the so-called anti-corruption 
struggle. The especially brutal and humiliating conditions in 
which dozens of ex-senior officers were dismissed from their 
posts – and in some cases imprisoned – created divisions 
which since then have continued to grow. The Speaker of the 
People’s National Assembly was dismissed under pressure 
from the same forces, thus violating their Constitution and 
the Assembly’s rules of procedure. Under their pressure, the 
Secretary-General of the FLN – in the name of which the gov-
ernment is formally exercising its power – resigned unex-
pectedly. His replacement was appointed very quickly but in 
confusion, openly flouting the party’s statutes. The govern-
ment itself is fractured. In an unprecedent turn of events, the 
Justice Minister has openly accused his Prime Minister of be-
ing responsible for the policy of austerity, for the closing 
down of thousands of public enterprises during the 1990s, 
and for imprisoning their senior management in order to fa-
cilitate the operation.  
The regime is therefore in crisis; it is surviving thanks to the 
prerogatives enjoyed by the Bonaparte, but also because all 
of the domestic political forces together with imperialism are 
committed to maintaining it and ensuring its continuity, even 
if this means considering some changes in form – which is 
indeed the case.  
At the economic level, inertia has predominated for some 
time. There is indecision in the close circle around the Bona-
parte, and any decision finally taken in his name is soon 
turned on its head, disrupting the State institutions even fur-
ther. The 2019 budget law signed in late December 2018 is 
nothing more than a carbon copy of the budgets adopted an-
nually since 2015, which marked the start of a policy of aus-
terity aimed at making the workers and working-class people 
pay for the regime’s failures as it faced a major economic cri-
sis due to a substantial fall in oil prices in the international 
market and the world economic crisis that began in the 
United States in 2008. The country’s foreign exchange re-
serves “have fallen to around US$79.8 billion”, according to 
the Prime Minister. They were around US$200 billion in 
2015. The government is being forced to print money, 
around US$40 billion, without which it could not deal with 
the situation. Some big infrastructure projects have been put 
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on hold. Wages have been frozen. The official unemploy-
ment rate has reached a record 12 per cent, but in reality it 
is around double that. There is a ban on new jobs in the civil 
service; this measure has been extended to all publicly-
owned enterprises. Since its introduction, this policy has fed 
an upsurge in labour and working-class struggles not seen 
since the early 2000s. The spectre of the Tunisian Revolution, 
referred to openly by retired senior army officers, has made 
the elite circle directly linked to the Bonaparte very cautious. 
Going against the declared wish of the Prime Minister, this 
circle has imposed a 2019 budget law that does not contain 
any new tightening of the austerity vice or any new privati-
sation of public enterprises, preferring to postpone these un-
til after the presidential election. 
Imperialism, which is playing a big role, has reached out to all 
those involved, in order to ensure that it will win however 
the events play out. The so-called struggle against terrorism 
has allowed imperialism to concentrate some of its forces 
(French, but also US) on the country’s southern border – 
where armed groups from Libya and Syria now circulate 
freely – with the blessing of the United Nations and NATO. 
The recent visit to Chad by the Israeli Prime Minister is part 
of this strategy. Benjamin Netanyahu proposed to the 
Chadian President that the Israeli army defend Chad’s bor-
ders. 
However, imperialism is being assured by all of the compo-
nent parts of Algeria’s social elite that the programmes 
drawn up by the IMF and the World Bank will be imple-
mented in due course. Algeria is regarded as a “good pupil” 
by imperialism’s financial institutions. But each and every 
one of them is afraid that the way in which the situation will 
be handled, against a backdrop of the upsurge in labour and 
working-class struggles, might end in provoking a general so-
cial explosion on a national scale. 
Algeria’s press gives a correct assessment of some of the 
working-class’s sentiments at this point. Thus, the big Arabic-
language daily newspaper El Khabar thinks that “Bouteflika 
assassinates the presidential election and nullifies any hope 
of an open election”. The paper referred to street interviews 
in which citizens said that the pathetic images of Bouteflika 
during his last public appearance on 1 November 2018, when 
he appeared vacant and unable to move, had made a strong 
impression. Several political leaders are making references 
to an “irresponsible decision”, “a coup” that affects the “citi-
zens’ dignity”, “Algeria has just entered a phase that heralds 
disturbances, confrontations and security excesses”, “the 
streets may react”, the election can “result in disturbances 
which no national force, either inside or outside the system, 
will be able to channel”. 
The regime is making no secret of the fact that is it preparing 
for this. A circular was sent to the provincial governors to en-
courage them to supress any public gathering. The failure to 
prevent the first protest rallies was the reason why the na-
tional police chief who was appointed last summer was dis-
missed on 13 February, immediately replaced by a high-rank-
ing police officer to whom the Interior Minister assigned “the 
mission to provide security for the presidential election”. 
Prime Minister Ahmed Ouyahia was reassuring: “The State 
has proven in the past that it can control the streets.” The 
working-class masses are fighting back, but are suffering se-
verely from the absence of a single independent, democratic 

trade union confederation and a mass-based independent 
workers’ party. 
Because for their part, the masses are rejecting more each 
day the policy initiated in 2015 by former Prime Minister Ab-
delmalek Sellal and pursued since then by the current gov-
ernment. The number of strikes and protest movements of 
every kind is increasing. Never before has the country seen 
so much ferment. Officially, around 8,000 riots broke out 
throughout the country in 2017 and 2018. In a significant in-
dication of the current state of affairs, tens of thousands of 
retired army personnel have tossed aside their sacrosanct 
obligation of discretion and mobilised publicly against the 
paltry levels of their retirement pensions. Every week for 
months now, they have been blocking traffic on the country’s 
major roads. Their massive march on Algiers in November 
2018 was harshly suppressed by the gendarmerie when it 
reached the capital’s suburbs, but this has not succeeded in 
reducing “la protesta”, so great is their willingness for strug-
gle.  
That same willingness for struggle is the driving force for the 
high school students’ protests against the reform of the bac-
calaureate qualification and the introduction of selection for 
entry to public universities, and the university students’ pro-
tests against the LMD reform (16). That same willingness for 
struggle is the driving force for ordinary citizens when they 
are forced to occupy town hall buildings or block the roads in 
order to denounce the manipulation of the lists of beneficiar-
ies of social housing, for the citizens of Aokas who have mo-
bilised to prevent the disappearance of their forest, and for 
the inhabitants of the South who have mobilised to block 
prospecting for shale gas. This willingness and this determi-
nation are backed by the struggles of the wage-earners in the 
big urban centres and industrial zones. 
Every opportunity is being seized by the workers to express 
their demands against the government’s austerity policy and 
their willingness to block it. Almost instinctively in the course 
of their struggles, the workers are seeking to create trade un-
ions for themselves, or to win back the existing ones. In No-
vember 2018, the Confederation of Algerian Trade Unions 
(CSA) was founded by 13 autonomous union federations, fol-
lowing a decade of trial and error. In the industrial zone of 
Annaba, in the east of the country, the workers occupied the 
UGTA’s Trade Union House and imposed free union elec-
tions, resulting in more than 100 new delegates. This struggle 
is exemplary of the period. The workers’ wish to have “their 
own” delegates arose as a need during the struggle for their 
demands, which included the rejection of the privatisation of 
their enterprise decided by the Prime Minister. The chal-
lenges to the Prime Minister made by the close circle around 
the Bonaparte has given a boost to the struggle and has re-
inforced the workers’ wish to regain control over their trade 
union. 
The Bonapartist regime is clinging on to its anti-working-class 
reforms: pensions, Social Security system, unemployment in-
surance, healthcare, and putting into question all the labour 
gains, especially the Labour Code. Faced with all these pro-
grammes which genuinely amount to a war on the working-
class population, the latter can only fight back. They must de-
mand satisfaction of all their demands: a general increase of 
10,000 dinars (equivalent to 74 euros or US$84) in wages and 
retirement pensions; a guaranteed minimum industrial wage 
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(SMIG) of 50,000 dinars per month (equivalent to 370 euros 
or US$420); a sliding wage-scale in relation to prices; the 
maintaining of state subsidies for essential goods and the 
other gains of the independence struggle; the withdrawal of 
the Labour Code reforms which threaten permanent employ-
ment contracts; the withdrawal of the reforms of healthcare, 
the baccalaureate qualification, entry to university and the 
LMD, which degrades qualifications; the demand for a pro-
gramme of infrastructure projects, especially housing in or-
der to meet the needs expressed by the workers and youth; 
and, finally, respect for democratic rights such as freedom of 
speech, the right to strike, the right to protest and the right 
to organise. 
All of these demands should be carried forward by the CSA 
and UGTA union organisations. But will they do it? Will they 
carry out the proposal for “a simultaneous general strike in 
all sectors” in order to satisfy all of the labour and working-
class demands, as proposed by the President of the National 
Union of Education and Training Staff (UNPEF), who today is 
the CSA’s co-ordinator? 
There is no doubt whatsoever that if such a call were issued, 
the workers would respond on a massive scale, so great is 
their exasperation and the deterioration of their living and 
working conditions. They would be joined by all of society’s 
working-class layers, the youth, the students, the unem-
ployed, who – like the workers – are all “arms at the ready”, 
prepared to fight back. 
So, what are the leaderships of the trade union organisations 
doing at every level, in the wilayas [provinces] and in the 
workplace?  
The UGTA leadership, which could have played an unprece-
dented political role by standing a candidate in the next pres-
idential election, is collaborating every year within the 
framework of tripartite meetings, bringing together the un-
ion confederation, the employers and the government in 
meetings that are solely designed to co-opt the union organ-
isation into the government’s policies and decisions, as was 
the case in recent years in terms of the pensions reform, the 
bill to amend the Labour Code and the public-private part-
nership. 
As for the CSA, the creation of which on 12 November 2018 
is an important milestone in the struggle for an independent 
trade union confederation, it is hesitating between mobilis-
ing the wage-earners and consulting with the government 
along the same lines as the UGTA. However, we should note 
that its call for a general strike in the national education sec-
tor on 21 February met with a wide response despite several 
instances of outside pressure, including the judicial authori-
ties declaring the strike illegal. The strike received massive 
support. It ended on 22 January with rallies in front of all of 
the country’s academic institutions. The importance of the 
birth of the CSA has been perfectly understood by the re-
gime; it has denied its consent to officially register the CSA, 
while at the same time it has certified the main employers’ 
organisation as a trade union. As an indication of the situa-
tion, the CSA leadership has decided to continue the battle 
for certification. 
In these conditions, there is only one path: for the conscious 
workers and honest trade union cadres to force the trade un-
ion leaderships to break off their consultation and collabora-
tion with the government and the managements of public 

and private enterprises; and to force the leaderships to call 
on a united basis for the austerity measures to be rejected 
and fought against, by preparing and organising an all-out 
strike as a response. This is the path that was happily fol-
lowed by the El Hadjar workers (17). 
All of the authorities would therefore find it difficult to im-
plement their plan, all the more so because today the gov-
ernment has no legitimacy to act, since it is the product of 
institutions that are shattered and, above all, in the minority 
in terms of basic formal democracy. Top of the electoral poll 
in the country is abstention, and the second biggest score is 
blank votes, in other words citizens who voted but refused to 
endorse the regime and its policies. In these conditions, how 
can the regime decide the country’s future today, never mind 
tomorrow? 
In terms of democracy, there is just one obvious require-
ment: to put an end to all of the illegitimate institutions and 
allow the people to take responsibility for creating new insti-
tutions by convening a sovereign Constituent Assembly, 
composed of delegates who are elected by proportional rep-
resentation of the political parties, mandated and subject to 
recall. An Assembly with all means of sovereignty at its dis-
posal and with full powers to decide on the forms and social 
content of democracy. 
In this framework of honest and loyal competition, we revo-
lutionary worker activists, internationalist socialists, we will 
fight for the Constituent Assembly to be sovereign, for it to 
carve in stone the return to the people of everything that had 
previously been handed over to the predatory oligarchs and 
the multinationals, as well as the preservation of all the gains 
won during the first years of independence, following almost 
eight years of revolutionary combat. We will fight to ensure 
that there is full equality between men and women in every 
domain, and to ensure that all democratic rights and free-
doms are regarded as inviolable. We will fight for the Con-
stituent Assembly to open up the path to a genuine govern-
ment of the urban and rural working class, breaking with all 
of the governments that came before, and thus breaking 
with the treaties and draft treaties with the African Union, 
the European Union and the WTO. 
Who will impose this? It surely cannot be expected of a Bo-
naparte President and all of the regime’s factions (they all 
devote themselves to repression, to refusing the right to 
demonstrate, to preventing freedom of speech and to jailing 
activists), or from a hypothetical electoral result next April. 
All they have in mind is constitutional reforms aimed at pro-
tecting themselves and reinforcing the regime. A sovereign 
Constituent Assembly is incompatible with maintaining the 
current institutions.  
Like in Tunisia in 2011, only the mobilisation of working peo-
ple will impose the convening of such an Assembly. But in the 
meantime, we cannot give those in power a free hand to de-
stroy everything. This is why there is a close link between the 
demand for unity now, right away, in joint action, in a united 
general strike by millions of workers with their organisations 
to block the government’s anti-labour and anti-working-class 
policy on the one hand, and on the other hand the act of 
opening up the path to a sovereign Constituent Assembly 
which will finally establish, after almost 57 years of inde-
pendence, the rule of democracy in every domain (18). As far 
as the workers are concerned, democracy can only really be 
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established in the form of the Social Republic and a govern-
ment of the urban and rural working class. This is the orien-
tation of our fight. Our publications, including this article, are 
contributions towards a necessary debate to allow the re-
groupment of vanguard working-class activists who are en-
gaged in the class struggle for the satisfaction of all labour 
demands and the independence of trade unions, for an inde-
pendent workers’ party, for democracy and socialism. For 
our part, we will wage this struggle with the greatest sympa-
thy for the Fourth International and armed with its pro-
gramme, the full title of which perfectly expresses the strug-
gle to be fought: “The Death Agony of Capitalism and the 
Tasks of the Fourth International (The mobilisation of the 
masses around transitional demands to prepare the conquest 
of power)”. As the method for organised action as part of 
events, this programme has been reinforced by the class 
struggle of the last 80 years, since its adoption by the confer-
ence that proclaimed the workers’ international. Its affirma-
tion that “the historical crisis of humankind comes down to 
the crisis of the revolutionary leadership” is today more rele-
vant than ever. It is up to us to rise to the challenges by con-
tributing towards building the workers’ international and a 
revolutionary workers’ party in each country.  

Abdelkader Bentaleb 
16 February 2019 

Algiers 
_____________________ 
(1) Two indicators of France’s hostility to Abdelaziz Boute-
flika standing again: the publication of a book by a former French 
ambassador to Algiers which “reveals” that “the Algerian President 
was kept alive artificially”; and the fact that a planned visit to Algiers 
by the French President has still not taken place. 
(2) FLN: National Liberation Front; RND: National Rally for Democ-
racy, the result of a split in the FLN; TAG: Party of Hope, the result 
of a split in the MSP, another Islamist party (see below); MPA: Alge-
rian Popular Movement, the result of a split in the Rally for Culture 
and Democracy party (RCD).  
(3) UGTA: General Union of Algerian Workers, the main Algerian 
trade union organisation, founded in 1956 and integrated into the 
state apparatus since 1964. 
(4) All of the privately-owned daily newspapers are rooting for the 
ex-senior army officer, apart from L’Expression, which is rooting for 
the outgoing President. The term “independent”, used notably by 
the international press to define the status of the privately-owned 
press, has never been so poorly applied. 
(5) This new supposedly anti-corruption operation came after the 
discovery of several metric tons of cocaine hidden in meat imported 
from Brazil. 
(6) Translator’s note: The 51/49 rule stipulates 51 percent Algerian 
ownership and 49 percent foreign ownership for new direct invest-
ment from abroad. Implemented in 2006 for the oil and gas indus-
try, the rule was expanded in 2009 to cover investments in all sec-
tors of the economy. 

(7) RCD: Rally for Culture and Democracy, the result of a split in the 
FFS (see below), a party that is mainly implanted in the Kabylie re-
gion. It is a liberal bourgeois party aligned with imperialism. Its most 
recently declared public position was in favour of Juan Guaido in 
Venezuela. 
(8) This movement is led by former government ministers. 
(9) “Lettre ouverte à ceux qui détiennent le pouvoir” [Open Letter to 
Those in Power], available on the website of Le Quotidien d’Algerie, 
19 October 2018. 
(10) FFS: Front of Socialist Forces. Together with the FLN, the oldest 
Algerian political party and a member organisation of the Second 
International. However, it is not a bourgeois workers’ party but an 
interclass organisation, due to its very strong identification with the 
Berberist struggle.  
(11) MSP: Movement of Society for Peace, formerly called Hamas, 
set up by Mahfoud Nahnah, an ex-terrorist in the 1980s who has 
since repented. 
(12) MDS: Democratic and Social Movement. A Stalinist party born 
out of the explosion of the PAGS (Socialist Vanguard Party), which 
itself has ensured the continuity of the Algerian Communist Party 
since 1966. Like the PADS (Algerian Party for Democracy and Social-
ism), the other party that resulted from the split, the MDS has con-
verted to the market economy. 
(13) Translator’s note: The term “import-import” (a play on words 
on the term “import-export”) is used in Algeria to refer to the fact 
that there is little incentive to produce goods in Algeria for domestic 
consumption and for export, due to a combination of (a) world de-
mand for Algerian oil and gas and (b) a system of regulation that is 
said to favour imports. Consequently, the country is heavily reliant 
on imports brought in by a limited number of “import barons” (who 
actively protect their privileged position) and underwritten by na-
tional oil and gas revenues. 
(14) PT: Workers Party, the biggest political party among the work-
ing-class organisations.  
(15) Abdelaziz Bouteflika was elected to his first term in April 1999.  
(16) Translator’s note: The European Union’s “Bologna process”, in-
troduced in 2004, promotes a system of higher education that is or-
ganised around three degrees (bachelor’s degree, master’s degree 
and doctorate) and referred to as LMD (“Licence, Maitrise, Doc-
torat” in French). In Algeria, the LMD system was introduced by ex-
ecutive decree in 2004 as a pilot project in 10 universities. 
(17) Translator’s note: In January 2010, an unlimited all-out strike 
by 7,200 workers took place at the El-Hadjar steelworks in Annaba, 
in response to a call from their trade union. At that time, the steel 
plant was owned by the Arcelor-Mittal multinational, which bought 
a 70 per cent interest during its privatisation in 2001. 
(18) The demand for a sovereign Constituent Assembly is the slogan 
on which the national independence struggle had been waged since 
the creation of the North African Star in the early 1920s. In 1962, 
Ben Bella’s regime had to take the demand into account, but mis-
applied it. Assembly members were not elected, but chosen by the 
FLN. The Constitution was adopted after a single day of debate. This 
grotesque aspect led several officials to resign, notably Ferhat Ab-
bas, President of the National Assembly, and Hocine Ait Ahmed, 
long-standing leader of the revolution and the future leader of the 
FFS, which he set up in 1963. 
. 
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HISTORY  
 
 

One hundred years ago,  
Rosa Luxemburg was assassinated (Part One) 

 
“All the more imperious therefore becomes our duty (…) to pass on this truly beautiful, 
heroic, and tragic image to the young generations of the proletariat in all its grandeur 
and inspirational force.” Leon Trotsky (1)  
 

 January 2019 marked one hundred years since 
Rosa Luxemburg and Karl Liebknecht were assas-
sinated. Today’s German political party Die Linke 

(2), whose leadership claims to base itself on the tradition of 
Rosa Luxemburg and which named its foundation after her – 
funded, let us remember, to the tune of 64.1 million euros 
(around US$72 million) per year by the bourgeois state and 
the European Union (via the “transform! Europe” network) – 
will compete with many other “left” forces in the coming pe-
riod to claim Rosa Luxemburg and her political orientation as 
their own. 
On their side, the descendants of Ebert-Scheidemann-Noske 
(3), of those who bear the responsibility for the assassina-
tions, are today celebrating both the “foundation of democ-
racy in Germany”, Friedrich Ebert (Germany’s first Presi-
dent), after whom they named their foundation in 1925 (4), 
as well as the “social partnership” established by the Stinnes-
Legien Agreement (5). 
“The SPD was fiercely intent on guaranteeing parliamentary 
democracy above all. In the resulting clashes and fighting 
with the Communists from November 1918 into early 1919, 
they were not particular about details. The SPD government 
had the army intervene against the Communists’ attempt to 
overthrow the regime through violence.” This is what the 
chief editor of Vorwärts [Forward], the old “central organ of 
German social democracy” founded in 1876, wrote some 100 
years later in a special edition devoted to the 1918-19 Revo-
lution. According to Vorwärts, “military personnel murdered 
Rosa Luxemburg and Karl Liebknecht”. 
Vorwärts, in other words the SPD leadership around Ebert-
Scheidemann-Noske, played an active role in establishing a 
pogrom climate that would prepare the ground for and po-
litically accompany the assassination of the leadership of the 
Spartacists and the Communist Party of Germany (KPD). Frie-
drich Stampfer (6), who had been its chief editor since 1916, 
published on 24 December 1918 an article entitled “The rule 
of the people or the rule of the criminals?”, which stirred up 
opinion against the masses and against the People’s Navy Di-
vision (7). According to Stampfer: “The fact that a few scat-
ter-brained young people and various shady elements had 
sunk into unbridled vandalism and aimed to establish an Asi-
atic regime of hunger and terror such as in Russia, was not 
the worst of it. The worst was that thousands of Berlin work-
ers seemed to have gone off their head (...)” (8). On 12 and 

13 January 1919, Vorwärts published verses by Hermann 
Wilke, and on 13 January by Artur Zickler. Wilke scathingly 
attacked the revolutionary masses who followed Liebknecht, 
that “blind Hödur”: “They kneeled before bloody idols, rolling 
on their bellies before the laughing stock and affront to hu-
manity, before the Asiatics and Mongols of Russia, before 
Braunstein, Luxemburg and Sobelsohn.” (9) Hostility towards 
the October Revolution exploded in this racist anti-Bolshe-
vism riddled with anti-Semitism. Zickler regretted the fact 
that, in the gunfire and bloody terror that followed the mur-
derous harassment unleashed by the military authorities and 
the Ebert-Noske government, “Karl, Rosa, Radek and Co.” 
were not among the victims: “Not one of them was included, 
not one!” 
It was Noske, to whom Ebert had delegated the leadership of 
the republican troops, who set the framework: “I guarantee 
to you that not one drop of blood will be shed uselessly. I want 
to put our house in order. (…) The unity of the class struggle 
should take place against the Spartakusbund [Spartacus 
League]” (10). The assassins of Rosa Luxemburg and Karl 
Liebknecht were recruited from a regular section of the 
army, the Garde-Kavallerie-Schützen-Division (11). They had 
been called upon by the Council of the People’s Deputies 
(12), which since 29 December 1918 was composed of the 
Social-Democratic leadership around Ebert, Scheidemann, 
Noske, Landsberg and Wissel, and which operated by order 
of Noske, commander-in-chief of the “loyalist” troops. 
Waldemar Pabst, the commanding officer directly in charge 
of the assassination – see the interview article “I had Rosa 
Luxemburg fixed”, published in German weekly news maga-
zine Der Spiegel on 18 April 1962 – was Chief-of-Staff of the 
Horse Guards Division, financed by the steel baron Hugo 
Stinnes. Pabst explained: “It is obvious that I absolutely could 
not carry out this mission without Noske’s approval – and 
Ebert’s in the background. (…) But only very few people have 
understood why I have never been questioned or charged. (…) 
I have, in a gentlemanly way, repaid the SPD for its behaviour 
at the time, keeping silent for 50 years about our collabora-
tion” (13). 
On hearing the news of the double murder, Franz Mehring, 
the Spartacist leader and biographer of Karl Marx, said: “No 
government has ever fallen so low. (…) If the whole Prussian 
clique returns to power, it will keep Noske, because even 
Prussian country squires do not take responsibility for such 
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methods” (14). After Pabst broke his silence, the West Ger-
man government stated that as far as it was concerned, the 
assassinations of Karl Liebknecht and Rosa Luxemburg were 
“executions in accordance with martial law” (15). They were 
therefore legally covered by the state of siege declared by 
Kaiser Wilhelm II on 31 July 1914. 
It was Leo Jogiches, who became leader of the KPD after the 
assassination of Rosa Luxemburg and Karl Liebknecht, who – 
after extensive research – published his report entitled “The 
Murder of Liebknecht and Luxemburg. The crime and its au-
thors” on 12 February 1919 in Die Rote Fahne [The Red Flag], 
the KPD’s central publication. It was a declaration of war on 
the Ebert-Scheidemann-Noske clique. Leo Jogiches was ar-
rested and murdered with a shot to the back of the head in 
Moabit prison, where he was being held in provisional deten-
tion, by police detective sergeant Ernst Tamschick. Shortly af-
ter this murder, Tamschick was promoted to police lieuten-
ant by Prussia’s Interior Minister Wolfgang Heine (SPD), then 
became an officer in the Sicherheitspolizei [Security Police], 
a barracked paramilitary security force founded by Pabst to-
gether with Noske and Heine in late 1919, which served in 
the “fight against uprisings”.  
 
Rosa Luxemburg had long known those who gave the or-
ders to her assassins 
Rosa Luxemburg was born on 5 March 1871 in Zamość, Po-
land, a country which at that time was part of the Russian 
empire. At the age of 16, she joined the Proletariat Party, 
founded in 1882. She wrote for the party’s newspaper, 
Sprawa Robotnicza [The Workers’ Cause]. In 1894, the party 
was renamed the Social Democracy of the Kingdom of Poland 
(SDKP), and shortly afterwards “and Lithuania” was added to 
its name, making it the SDKPiL. Rosa Luxemburg kept a link 
with this party throughout her life (16). 
At the SPD Congress of October 1898, at the age of 27, Rosa 
Luxemburg spoke fearlessly and with great assurance in the 
debate which – as in the Congresses that followed – saw a 
confrontation between the supporters and opponents of the 
revisionist positions of Bernstein and his followers. In Janu-
ary 1898, Bernstein had written an article in Die Neue Zeit 
[The New Times] (17) entitled “The Struggle of Social Democ-
racy and the Social Revolution”. In it, he stated that he had 
“extraordinarily little feeling for, or interest in, what is usually 
termed "the final goal of socialism”.” He went on: “What So-
cial Democracy should be doing, and doing for a long time to 
come, is organise the working class politically, train it for de-
mocracy, and fight for any and all reforms in the state which 
are designed to raise the working class and make the state 
more democratic.” (18). 
At the Congress, August Bebel read out Bernstein’s position 
and simply stated that he did not share the same point of 
view. The Congress did not take a decision; instead, it de-
ferred the debate to the following Congress. However, it was 
impossible to ignore the fact that revisionist and opportunist 
influences inside the party (Gradnauer, Heine, Schippel, von 
Vollmar, etc.) were getting stronger and were firmly set on 
imposing their alignment with the demands of nascent impe-
rialism. 
At the Hamburg Congress in October 1897, Schippel and 
Heine – the same Heine who, 20 years later, would find a job 
for Leo Jogiches’s murderer in the state police – had already 

risen up against the party’s anti-militarist position and were 
generating support for the frenzy of an arms race. According 
to Schippel, since wars were inevitable, one could not “all the 
same, give our soldiers bad rifles and bad cannon”. During 
the electoral campaign, the position championed by Heine 
was that the parliamentary group – whose autonomy in rela-
tion to the party was the flagship issue for all the revisionist 
forces that were subservient to bourgeois parliamentarism – 
could perfectly well approve the government’s military de-
mands (legislation on the naval fleet, etc.) if in return it could 
obtain “rights for the people”. Bernstein confirmed his posi-
tion in a letter dated 29 September 1898 addressed to the 
Congress. For her part, Rosa Luxemburg had prepared the 
ground for her speech to the Congress via a series of articles 
published in the daily regional newspaper Leipziger 
Volkszeitung between 21 and 28 September 1898, under the 
title Social reform or revolution? “After these articles, I can 
indeed have the self-assurance to speak – insofar as the old 
guard do not stifle the discussion” (19). Equipped with the 
necessary ammunition after making her positions known 
prior to the Congress, Rosa Luxemburg was able to deliver 
her speech and try to win allies. 
For Scheidemann, who in April 1898 had lost his seat as SPD 
member for Solingen in the Reichstag [Parliament], the issue 
was the party’s final goal. He said: “I think that we are not 
only a party of the industrial proletariat, we are more than 
that: we are a representation for the whole of humankind in 
need, suffering the grave consequences of capitalism. Those 
who are active in rural areas will admit that in several public 
meetings we absolutely did not succeed in setting out our ul-
timate goals. (…) Therefore, make it easier for us to agitate 
in rural areas by expressing yourselves with a great deal of 
caution. I am addressing this plea above all to those who only 
deal with the industrial proletariat.” (20) 
In the debate, Clara Zetkin took a position alongside Rosa 
Luxemburg against “Reichstag member Heine”, who sup-
ported Bernstein. Heine rejected the SPD’s programme in 
practice, for example in his work as a member of parliament, 
but in his speech he declared his agreement, saying that he 
wanted to oppose “attempts aimed at blowing minor formal 
differences out of all proportion, as if they were   differences 
over beliefs, when we all fully agree with the latter” (21). 
Faced with the “policy defended by Comrade Heine, which he 
has formulated under the slogan “Cannon in exchange for 
rights for the people”, a policy of compensation which, let us 
say clearly, is a policy of bargaining with the capitalist State”, 
Clara Zetkin demanded that “the Congress takes a position 
on this issue” (22). 
Rosa Luxemburg tackled the issue head-on: “The speeches of 
Heine and others have shown that an extremely important 
point has been obscured in our Party, namely that of under-
standing the relation between our final goal and our every-
day struggles. (…) [It is] impossible to say, as Bernstein has, 
that once we take over command of the ship, even then we 
will not be in a position to do away with capitalism. When I 
read that, I said to myself: what a stroke of luck that the 
French socialist workers weren’t that bright in 1871, for then 
they would have said: “Children, let’s go to bed, our hour has 
not yet struck, production is not yet sufficiently concentrated 
for us to maintain control of the ship.” But then, instead of a 
moving drama, instead of a heroic struggle, we would have 
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seen a different scenario, for then the workers would not 
have behaved like heroes, but like old women.” (23) 
Prominent party members such as von Vollmar, who in 1891 
had called for Social Democracy to abandon revolutionary 
tactics and adopt the line of transformation via reforms of 
capitalist society, sharply spoke out against “Miss Luxem-
burg”, since “the party’s old veterans had been talked to as if 
they were children". Rosa Luxemburg replied: “I know that I 
still must earn my epaulettes in the German movement; but I 
want to do it on the left wing, where people struggle against 
the enemy and not on the right wing, where people seek out 
compromises with the enemy. [Objections] But when Vollmar 
counters my factual presentations with the argument, “You 
greenhorn, I could be your grandfather”, that proves to me 
that his logical arguments are on their last legs. [Laughter] 
(…) One could find no higher compliment for my statements 
than to say that they are completely self-evident. They are 
certainly self-evident to any Social Democrat; but they are 
not self-evident for everyone here at the convention [“Oh!”]; 
for example, not for Comrade Heine with his politics of com-
pensation. How does this relate to the seizure of power? In 
what does a policy of compensation consist? We demand the 
strengthening of people’s rights, of democratic freedoms: the 
capitalist state demands the strengthening of its own forces 
and its cannon. (…) But what the capitalist state would get by 
securing an agreement with us has a firm, brutal reality. The 
cannon and soldiers to which we would agree will shift the 
objective material balance of power against us.” (24) 
 
“Social reform or revolution?” 
During her dispute with Bernstein, Rosa Luxemburg wrote 
two series of articles which appeared in the regional daily 
newspaper Leipziger Volkszeitung and were published to-
gether in 1899 in a pamphlet entitled Social Reform or Revo-
lution? In her Introduction, she wrote with great foresight: 
“In the controversy with Bernstein and his followers, every-
body in the Party ought to understand clearly it is not a ques-
tion of this or that method of struggle, or the use of this or 
that set of tactics, but of the very existence of the Social-Dem-
ocratic movement.” (25) 
In the main text, she addressed her Social-Democrat leaders: 
“Legislative reform and revolution are not different methods 
of historic development that can be picked out at one’s pleas-
ure from the counter of history, just as one chooses hot or 
cold sausages. Legislative reform and revolution are different 
factors in the development of class society. They condition 
and complement each other, and are at the same time recip-
rocally exclusive, as are the north and south poles, the bour-
geoisie and proletariat. (…) It is contrary to history to repre-
sent work for reforms as a long-drawn out revolution and rev-
olution as a condensed series of reforms. A social transfor-
mation and a legislative reform do not differ according to 
their duration but according to their content. The secret of 
historic change through the utilisation of political power re-
sides precisely in the transformation of simple quantitative 
modification into a new quality, or to speak more concretely, 
in the passage of an historic period from one given form of 
society to another. 
That is why people who pronounce themselves in favour of 
the method of legislative reform in place and in contradistinc-
tion to the conquest of political power and social revolution, 

do not really choose a more tranquil, calmer and slower road 
to the same goal, but a different goal. Instead of taking a 
stand for the establishment of a new society, they take a 
stand for surface modifications of the old society.”  [original 
emphasis] (26). 
At the end of her pamphlet, Rosa Luxemburg was optimistic 
regarding the perspective of a Social Democracy that did not 
end at the borders of the Social-Democratic Party and the 
Second International, but was considered as a process: “This 
has remained true even after the elaboration of the doctrine 
of scientific socialism. The proletarian movement has not as 
yet, all at once, become social-democratic, even in Germany. 
But it is becoming more social-democratic, surmounting con-
tinuously the extreme deviations of anarchism and opportun-
ism, both of which are only determining phases of the devel-
opment of the Social-Democracy, considered as a process. 
For these reasons, we must say that the surprising thing here 
is not the appearance of an opportunist current but rather its 
feebleness. As long as it showed itself in isolated cases of the 
practical activity of the party, one could suppose that it had 
a serious political base.  
But now that it has shown its face in Bernstein’s book, one 
cannot help exclaim with astonishment: “What? Is that all 
you have to say?” Not the shadow of an original thought! Not 
a single idea that was not refuted, crushed, reduced into dust 
by Marxism several decades ago! It was enough for oppor-
tunism to speak out to prove it had nothing to say.” (27). 
But early on, in the Introduction, she issued a warning: refer-
ring to the fact that Bernstein spoke only of Social Democracy 
and its goals, she recalled one very important truth, namely 
“that every new movement, when it first elaborates its theory 
and policy, begins by finding support in the preceding move-
ment, though it may be in direct contradiction with the latter. 
It begins by suiting itself to the forms found at hand and by 
speaking the language spoken hereto. In time the new grain 
breaks through the old husk. The new movement finds its 
forms and its own language.” (28). 
Among other things, does this not perfectly describe the de-
velopment of the revisionist centre which, three and a half 
years after the split it carried out first of all in the French sec-
tion and then in the International, is finding its own language 
in order to express its own forms, erasing the programme 
first of all, in order to join in all possible “debates”, including 
the “yellow vests”? 
 
The Russian Revolution of 1905 – the political mass strike 
“The history of the Petersburg Soviet of Workers’ Deputies is 
the history of fifty days. The constituent meeting of the Soviet 
was held on 13 October. On 3 December a meeting of the So-
viet was closed down by government troops. (...) 
The Soviet organised the working masses, directed the politi-
cal strikes and demonstrations, armed the workers, and pro-
tected the population against pogroms. (…) The secret of this 
influence lay in the fact that the Soviet grew as the natural 
organ of the proletariat in its immediate struggle for power 
as determined by the actual course of events. (…) 
Prior to the Soviet we find among the industrial workers a 
multitude of revolutionary organisations directed, in the 
main, by the social-democratic party. But these were organi-
sations within the proletariat, and their immediate aim was 
to achieve influence over the masses. The Soviet was, from 



32 The Internationale n°13 – February 2019 
 
the start, the organisation of the proletariat, and its aim was 
the struggle for revolutionary power. (...) The principal 
method of struggle used by the Soviet was the political gen-
eral strike. The revolutionary strength of such strikes consists 
in the fact that, acting over the head of capital, they disor-
ganise state power.” [original emphasis] (29) 
In his Preface to the First Edition, Leon Trotsky highlighted 
the fact that the development of the Russian Revolution be-
tween 22 January and October 1905 had caused his ideas on 
the character of revolutionary development in Russia to ma-
ture, and finally to assume the designation of “theory of the 
permanent revolution”. 
“This rather high-flown expression defines the thought that 
the Russian revolution, although directly concerned with 
bourgeois aims, could not stop short at those aims; the revo-
lution could not solve its immediate, bourgeois tasks except 
by putting the proletariat into power. And the proletariat, 
once having power in its hands, would not be able to remain 
confined within the bourgeois framework of the revolution. 
On the contrary, precisely in order to guarantee its victory, 
the proletarian vanguard in the very earliest stages of its rule 
would have to make extremely deep inroads not only into feu-
dal but also into bourgeois property relations. While doing so 
it would enter into hostile conflict, not only with all those 
bourgeois groups which had supported it during the first 
stages of its revolutionary struggle, but also with the broad 
masses of the peasantry, with whose collaboration it – the 
proletariat – had come into power. The contradictions be-
tween a workers’ government and an overwhelming majority 
of peasants in a backward country could be resolved only on 
an international scale, in the arena of a world proletarian rev-
olution. Having, by virtue of historical necessity, burst the 
narrow bourgeois-democratic confines of the Russian revolu-
tion, the victorious proletariat would be compelled also to 
burst its national and state confines, that is to say, it would 
have to strive consciously for the Russian revolution to be-
come the prologue to a world revolution.” (30) 
For her part, Rosa Luxemburg, wrote: “Thus, in its content, 
the present revolution in Russia goes far beyond previous rev-
olutions, and, in its methods, it cannot simply follow either 
the old bourgeois revolutions or the previous – parliamentary 
– struggles of the modern proletariat. It has created a new 
method of struggle, which accords both with its proletarian 
character and with the combination of the struggle for de-
mocracy and the struggle against capital – namely, the revo-
lutionary mass strike. In terms of content and methods, it is 
therefore a completely new type of revolution. Being formally 
bourgeois-democratic, but essentially proletarian-socialist, it 
is, in both content and method, a transitional form from the 
bourgeois revolutions of the past to the proletarian revolu-
tions of the future, which will directly involve the dictatorship 
of the proletariat and the realisation of socialism. (…) But just 
as the fate of Russia and the whole of Europe during the 
French revolutions was decided by battles in the districts of 
Paris, so the fate not only of Russian society but of the entire 
capitalist world will now be decided in the streets of Peters-
burg, Moscow and Warsaw. The revolution in Russia and the 
peculiar social formation that will result from it are also 
bound to shift the class relations in Germany and everywhere 
else in one fell swoop. The Russian revolution has closed a pe-
riod of nearly sixty years of peaceful, parliamentary rule of 

bourgeoisie. With the Russian revolution, we are already en-
tering the transitional period from capitalist to socialist soci-
ety.” [original emphasis] (31) 
The political mass strike, which Trotsky had defined as “the 
principal method of struggle” of the Saint-Petersburg Soviet, 
would rapidly decide the debates on the lessons of the Rus-
sian Revolution of 1905. Rosa Luxemburg wrote The Mass 
Strike, the Political Party and the Trade Unions in 1906, and 
adopted a position on the basis of her own engagement in 
the Russian Revolution (32). In a speech delivered to a work-
ing-class rally on the fringes of the Mannheim Congress on 
25 September 1906, she said: “I can tell you without exagger-
ation and in total honesty that the months I spent in Russia 
were the happiest of my life.” 
Shortly after the Russian Revolution of 1905, relations be-
tween Rosa Luxemburg and Kautsky (33) began to become 
looser. Serious disagreements followed, and finally relations 
were broken off. Kautsky was hostile to the adoption of the 
revolutionary methods of the 1905 Russian Revolution into 
revolutionary practice in Germany. Lenin wrote the following 
on this subject, in 1920: “The revolutionary mass struggle of 
the time gave rise to organisations previously unknown in 
world history, such as the Soviets of Workers’ Deputies, fol-
lowed by the Soviets of Soldiers’ Deputies, Peasants’ Commit-
tees, and the like. Thus the fundamental questions (Soviet 
power and the dictatorship of the proletariat) that are now 
engaging the minds of class-conscious workers all over the 
world were posed in a practical form at the end of 1905. 
While such outstanding representatives of the revolutionary 
proletariat and of unfalsified Marxism as Rosa Luxemburg, 
immediately realised the significance of this practical experi-
ence and made a critical analysis of it at meetings and in the 
press, the vast majority of the official representatives of the 
official Social-Democratic and socialist parties including both 
the reformists and people of the type of the future “Kautsky-
ites” (…) proved absolutely incapable of grasping the signifi-
cance of this experience and of performing their duty as rev-
olutionaries, i.e. of setting to work to study and propagate 
the lessons of this experience. (…) [T]he Bolsheviks empha-
sised that the Soviets of Workers’ Deputies were “actually an 
embryo of a new revolutionary power””. (34) 
Rosa Luxemburg’s enthusiasm for the “spontaneous” charac-
ter of the mass strike was clearly her key focus, leading her 
to pay less attention to the significance and function of Social 
Democracy for and in the soviets, and in the organisation and 
realisation of the mass strike – which, as Trotsky emphasised, 
was crucially important: “It was precisely because the Soviet, 
the democratic representative body of the proletariat at a 
time of revolution, stood at the meeting-point of all its class 
interests, that it immediately came under the all-determining 
influence of the Social-Democratic Party. The party now had 
its chance to make use of all the tremendous advantages of 
its Marxist training, and because it was able to see its political 
way clear in the great “chaos”, it succeeded almost without 
effort in transforming the Soviet – formally a non-party or-
ganisation – into the organisational instrument of its own in-
fluence.” (35) 
Rosa Luxemburg’s pamphlet on the mass strike hit the op-
portunists hard, deepened her disagreements with Kautsky 
and led to the clarification of the irreconcilable positions in-
side Social Democracy in Germany. These disagreements 
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over the questions of the method of the political mass strike 
and the form of the soviets have for almost the last 120 years 
been the line of cleavage between the revolutionaries on the 
one side, and the opportunists and the “labour aristocracy” 
on the other. 
The pamphlet on the mass strike was presented to the Mann-
heim Congress in 1906. This Congress would decide the ques-
tion of the mass strike between the opposing positions of the 
party and the trade unions. The previous year, the “Jena Res-
olution” of the 1905 Congress had defined the mass strike 
(“mass cessation of work”) as one of the most effective 
means of struggle by the working class, limited however to 
defending the right to vote and freedom of association.  In 
Mannheim in 1906, Legien (36) had described the general 
strike as “general nonsense”. Rosa Luxemburg insisted that 
the party should draw the lessons of history. Responding to 
a speech by Legien, she said: “Whoever today, faced with the 
glorious Russian revolution, which for decades will be the 
great source of learning for the big movements of the prole-
tariat, studies the question of the mass strike on the basis of 
the events that have unfolded mainly in Italy and France, 
clearly demonstrates what Legien has just done through his 
appeal to tradition: that he is capable of neither learning nor 
forgetting anything. Exactly. You are not capable of learning 
anything about the Russian revolution.” (Legien: “Absolutely 
correct!”) (37). 
The anti-revolutionary position of principle held by crucial 
sectors of the trade union leaderships had been set years be-
fore. Thus, Legien stated at the Third Trade Union Congress 
in Frankfurt in May 1899: “We, unionised workers, in fact, we 
do not wish to arrive at what is referred to as upheaval, and 
to be obliged to create institutions on the ruins of society, 
whether better or worse than those of today. We wish for a 
situation of peaceful evolution. (...) We hold this labour 
movement to be a significant factor of stability of the State. 
(…) We, trade union members, are of the opinion that resolv-
ing the social question, transforming the current State and 
social order to achieve a better order, is only possible on con-
dition that the stabilising part of society, the workers, are suf-
ficiently fed, and in good physical and moral health.” (38) 
Paul Frölich wrote in Rosa Luxemburg – Her Life and Work: 
“In February 1906, after having discussed the implications of 
the mass-strike resolution passed by the Jena Party Congress, 
the Party Executive and the General Commission of the trade 
unions made a secret agreement to the effect that the reso-
lution should remain a dead letter. (...) Even in Jena, she [Rosa 
Luxemburg] had felt that the old party leaders held views 
completely different to her own. But at Mannheim, August 
Bebel had said openly that German Social Democracy would 
not lift a finger if Kaiser Wilhelm II suddenly felt the urge to 
have the German army march against the victorious Russian 
revolution. Rosa realised that this was not a momentary ab-
erration, and that she should henceforth regard Bebel and 
the great majority of the leading party cadres as enemies.” 
(39) 
At the Fifth Trade Union Congress, in Cologne in 1905, all dis-
cussion on the mass strike was ruled out. In his presentation, 
Theodore Bömelburg, chair of the Central Union of Bricklay-
ers, rejected the mass strike as a tool for trade union struggle 
and even demanded that this discussion in the trade union 
movement should be ended: “Huge sacrifices have had to be 

made to reach the current state of the organisation, but in 
order to continue building our organisation we need peace 
and quiet in the labour movement.” By a majority vote, with 
seven against, the Congress considered as blameworthy any 
attempt designed to set a certain tactic through the propa-
gation of the mass strike. It recommended to the organised 
working class to energetically oppose any such attempts. 
Bömelburg stated that for the time being it was more im-
portant for the German trade unions to continue to build the 
organisation (40). This position of principle found its logical 
bureaucratic consequence on 31 January 1933. On that day, 
Hitler was appointed Reich Chancellor by Reich President 
Hindenburg. Shortly afterwards, ADGB leader Theodor 
Leipart (41) set the line for the trade unions: “Organisation, 
not demonstration. This is the slogan of the hour.” 
At the SPD’s Mannheim Congress in 1906, Bebel – in agree-
ment with Legien – virulently defended a resolution that rec-
onciled “Jena” with “Cologne”: “Congress confirms the deci-
sion of the Jena Party Congress on the political mass strike 
and, noting that the decision of the Cologne Trade Union Con-
gress is not in contradiction with the Jena decision, considers 
any dispute over the meaning of the Cologne decision to have 
been resolved. (...) Once the Party Committee has agreed on 
the necessity of a political mass strike, it must immediately 
get into touch with the General Commission of the trade un-
ions and take all the steps which are required in order to carry 
out successful action.” (42) 
The Mannheim Congress followed the line of the opportun-
ists by deciding on the definitive separation between the 
party and the trade unions. Rosa Luxemburg clearly acknowl-
edged this: “We shall just have to reckon with the inevitable 
resistance of such people if we want to lead the masses on. 
(...) Our task is now simply to counteract the stagnation 
caused by these experts by being as blunt as possible in our 
protest, knowing that we are likely, depending on circum-
stances, to have not only the opportunists but also the Exec-
utive and August [Bebel] fighting against us. As long as it was 
a question of defending themselves against Bernstein & Co., 
August & Co. put up with our presence and assistance – since 
they, after all, launching an offensive against opportunism, 
then the old ones, together with Ede [Bernstein], Vollmar and 
David, stand against us.” (43) 
This position on the political mass strike and the unlimited 
right to strike, which the leaderships of the trade unions 
and Social Democracy imposed in Germany more than 100 
years ago, initially through deception and then increasingly 
openly, is the political foundation of class collaboration. It 
is rewarded by the social role of the labour lieutenants of 
the bourgeoisie. Today, it constitutes the political basis of 
“social partnership” and the anti-strike legislation which 
the trade union leaderships respect. 
 

Max Schumacher 
Part Two will be published in the next issue  

of The Internationale 
 
 
____________________________ 
(1) Leon Trotsky, “Hands Off Rosa Luxemburg!”, 28 June 1932. 
(2) Die Linke (“The Left”, also referred to as the Left Party) was 
formed in 2007, bringing together the remnants of the Stalinist 
party that ruled East Germany up to 1989 and a split from the SPD. 
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(3) Leading figures in Social Democratic Party of Germany (SPD) in 
the early 20th century. In 1914, Ebert supported the financing of 
Germany’s participation in World War One, and as President of the 
Weimar Republic in 1919 he allied himself with conservative and 
paramilitary forces to suppress the 1918-19 Revolution. Scheide-
mann also voted in favour of war credits in 1914, and worked closely 
with Ebert, serving as Chancellor for four months in 1919. Noske 
served as the Weimar Republic’s first Defence Minister between 
1919 and 1920, and used army and paramilitary forces to bloodily 
suppress the January Revolt of 1919. 
(4) The Friedrich Ebert Foundation currently receives 170.7 million 
euros (approximately US$192 million) in annual funding from the 
German State. 
(5) Hugo Stinnes, one of the industrial barons of the “Valley of the 
Kings” in Mülheim-an-der-Ruhr, and Carl Legien, Chairman of the 
General Commission of German Trade Unions, agreed on a “Con-
vention between the employers’ association and the employed” as 
well as “Principles regulating collective work”, which were pub-
lished on 15 November 1918 by the Council of the People’s Deputies 
(Germany’s provisional government from 10 November 1918 to 13 
February 1919). Today, the apparatuses of the SPD and the DGB 
trade union confederation, in concert with the government the em-
ployers’ associations, are celebrating this agreement as the birth 
certificate of the “social partnership”. The trade union leadership, 
recognised as the “official representative of the workers”, thus lined 
up against revolution and completely within the framework of the 
State defined by private ownership of the means of production. 
(6) Friedrich Stampfer, a representative of Ebert’s war-supporting 
“sacred union”, was appointed to the Vorwärts editorial board in 
1916. He was one of those inside the SPD and the trade unions who 
– like Ebert – were wholly prepared to adapt to the constitutional 
monarchy. “At the time, we would not even have risked damaging a 
street-light in order to replace a constitutional monarchy headed by 
a reasonable monarch with a republic.” (Friedrich Stampfer, Erfah-
rungen und Erkenntnisse. Aufzeichnungen aus meinem Leben [Expe-
riences and Insights. Notes from my life] (1957), p.224. 
(7) The Volksmarinedivision was a unit of Kiel sailors that was 
formed in November 1918, and which took part in the launch of the 
Revolution. 
(8) Richard Müller, Der Bürgerkrieg in Deutschland [The Civil War in 
Germany] (1974), p.15. 
(9) In Germanic/Norse mythology, Odin’s blind son Hödur kills his 
brother Balder. The “Asiatics and Mongols of Russia” are a refer-
ence to Lenin, whose distinctive facial features often drew com-
ment; “Braunstein” is a parodic reference to Trotsky (whose sur-
name was Bronstein); and Karol Sobelsohn is Karl Radek’s real 
name. 
(10) Richard Müller, op. cit., p.230. 
(11) Horse Guards Schützen Division: dismounted cavalry which in 
practice performed the function of riflemen (infantry). 
(12) Council of the People’s Deputies (Rat der Volksbeauftragten): 
Acting on orders from representatives of the deposed monarchy, 
Reich President Friedrich Ebert formed a unity government of the 
SPD and the Independent Social Democratic Party of Germany 
(USPD). The USPD had been founded in Gotha on 6 April 1916, 
bringing together those Social Democrats who opposed a continua-
tion of the First World War and collaboration with the government. 
Under cover of a few concessions which gave the appearance of su-
pervision by the Workers’ and Soldiers’ Councils, the SPD-USPD gov-
ernment was formed on 10 November 1918, and “recognised” by a 
mass meeting – dominated by the majority-SPD (MSPD) tendency – 
of some 3,000 workers’ and soldiers’ delegates from the factories 
and barracks of Berlin. The Executive Committee of the Greater Ber-
lin Workers’ and Soldiers’ Council had responsibility for supervising 
the Council of the People’s Deputies. The unity government was di-
rected against the Spartacus League and the Revolutionäre Obleute 
[Revolutionary Stewards], a network of independent workers’ dele-
gates who were freely elected in the industrial enterprises. The 

USPD resigned from the Council of the People’s Deputies on 29 De-
cember 1918. The Council itself was dissolved on 13 February 1919, 
following the declaration of a de facto Republic on 9 February. 
(13) Quoted in Ronald Friedmann, “Trotz alledem” [Despite Every-
thing], in the January 2019 issue of Disput, the members’ magazine 
of Die Linke. In his article, Friedmann also quotes from General Wil-
helm Groener’s Lebenserinnerungen [Memoirs]: “At the start of 
1919, we could allow ourselves, in Berlin, to strike and clean up. All 
measures were at the time – and continued to be – taken in the clos-
est complicity with the army’s General Staff, but in terms of leader-
ship and responsibility before the government and the people, it was 
Noske, following in Ebert’s footsteps and destined to be appointed 
Reichswehrminister [Defence Minister] a little later, who made a 
solid alliance with the officers.” The “solid alliance” between Ebert 
and Groener was the “Ebert-Groener Pact” of 10 November 1918, 
through which Ebert granted autonomy to the military leadership, 
whilst the latter committed to defending the Council of the People’s 
Deputies against attacks by the Revolution. 
(14) Eduard Fuchs, Preface to the Second German Edition (1919) of 
Franz Mehring’s Karl Marx: The Story of His Life. 
(15) Statement No.27 dated 8 February 1962 by the Press and Infor-
mation Office of the German Federal Republic. 
(16) This article does not aim to present the life and works of Rosa 
Luxemburg. The fact that her Collected Works and Collected Letters 
alone amount to more than 9,000 pages determines its limits. The 
article simply wishes to focus on a small selection of documents in 
order to outline certain stages in the struggles waged by Rosa Lux-
emburg. One important biography of Rosa Luxemburg is undoubt-
edly that written by Paul Frölich, Rosa Luxemburg, Gedanke und Tat 
[Thought and Deed], which he had published in exile in Paris in 
1939. The English edition was published by Gollancz in London in 
1940, with the title Rosa Luxemburg – Her Life and Work. It was only 
in 1949 that this work was published in West Germany, in Hamburg; 
it was later republished by Dietz in Berlin, in 1990. The book has 
been translated into French by our TCI comrade Jacqueline Bois, 
who is also a member of the Scientific Committee of the Interna-
tional Rosa Luxemburg Society. This French edition was published 
in 1965 with the title Rosa Luxemburg by Bibliothèque Socialiste 
Maspero, without the Postscript by Klaus Kinner. In his Postscript, 
Klaus Kinner quotes the position of Paul Frölich, who in 1925, refer-
ring to Lenin’s comparison of Rosa Luxemburg to an eagle (see Note 
85 in that book), stood against “Luxemburgism” and wrote in Inter-
national Press Correspondence [widely referred to as Inprecor] 
(Vol.5, No.46, 4 June 1925):  
“This is the reason, well beyond any purely historical interest, which 
justifies the publication of the Complete Works. Especially now, this 
will be particularly useful at a time when there are attempts inside 
the German party to pluck the eagle’s feathers and to pass off a mis-
erable caricature of Rosa Luxemburg as the true picture. (...) It is not 
a matter of indifference for the party to know whether it acknowl-
edges or ignores the person and the value of its great leaders and 
martyrs, whether it identifies their mistakes in full awareness in or-
der to avoid them, and whether it registers their great enduring 
teachings and benefits from them in so many ways.” (K Kinner, Post-
script, in Paul Frölich, Rosa Luxemburg, Gedanke und Tat, pp.383-4, 
Berlin 1990). 
(17) Die Neue Zeit was the main theoretical review of German Social 
Democracy from 1883 to 1923. It was headed by Karl Kautsky until 
1917. It published articles by Karl Marx. Friedrich Engels, Rosa Lux-
emburg and Franz Mehring, and by several other European social-
ists. For example, it was this review that published the article by 
Leon Trotsky entitled “The Soviet and the Revolution” (in 1907, Is-
sue No.29). 
(18) Reproduced in H Tudor and H M Tudor (eds.), Marxism and So-
cial Democracy – The Revisionist Debate 1896-1898, Cambridge Uni-
versity Press (1988). 
(19) Rosa Luxemburg in a letter to Leo Jogiches dated 24 September 
1898. 
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(20) Protokoll über die Verhandlungen des Parteitages der Sozialde-
mokratischen Partei Deutschlands. Abgehalten zu Stuttgart vom 3. 
bis 8. Oktober 1898 [Minutes of the Debates of the Social Demo-
cratic Party of Germany. Held in Stuttgart from 3 to 8 October 1898], 
Berlin (1898), reprinted by the SPD in 2018, p.86. 
(21) Idem., p.91. 
(22) Idem., p.97. 
(23) Rosa Luxemburg, Speech of 3 October 1898, “Speeches to 
Stuttgart Congress (October 1898)”, in Dick Howard (ed.), Selected 
Political Writings – Rosa Luxemburg, New York: Monthly Review 
Press, 1971.  
(24) Rosa Luxemburg, Speech of 4 October 1898, “Speeches to 
Stuttgart Congress (October 1898)” op.cit. 
(25) Rosa Luxemburg, Social Reform or Revolution, 1900 (revised 
second edition 1908). 
(26) Social Reform or Revolution, Chapter 8: “Conquest of Political 
Power”. 
(27) Social Reform or Revolution, Chapter 10: “Opportunism and 
Theory in Practice”. 
(28) Social Reform or Revolution, Introduction. 
(29) Leon Trotsky, 1905, Chapter 22: “Summing up”. 
(30) Leon Trotsky, 1905, Preface to the First Edition. 
(31) Rosa Luxemburg, “The Russian Revolution”, 20 December 
1905, available as Chapter 18 in R B Day and D Gaido (eds.), Wit-
nesses to Permanent Revolution: The Documentary Record, Leiden: 
Brill 2009. 
(32) From December 1905 onwards, Rosa Luxemburg took part in 
the revolutionary struggle of the Polish working class (since Poland 
belonged to the Russian Empire). She was arrested in March 1906 
and released on bail in July that year. 
(33) Early in his political journey, Karl Kautsky (1854-1938) worked 
closely with Engels, and after the latter’s death in 1895 was re-
garded as an influential Marxist theoretician. In 1914, when the SDP 
members of the Reichstag voted in favour of war credits, Kautsky 

suggested abstaining. After the November 1918 Revolution in Ger-
many, Kautsky served in the short-lived SPD-USPD provisional gov-
ernment. Around that same period, he wrote a pamphlet entitled 
The Dictatorship of the Proletariat, which was critical of the Bolshe-
viks’ role in the October Revolution. Lenin famously responded with 
his own pamphlet, The Proletarian Revolution and the Renegade 
Kautsky (written in October-November 1918 and published later 
that year), in which he dissected Kautsky’s course away from Marx-
ism towards revisionism and reformism. 
(34) V I Lenin, “Contribution to the History of the Question of the 
Dictatorship”, 20 October 1920, Collected Works, Vol.31. 
(35) Leon Trotsky, 1905, Chapter 22: “Summing up”. 
(36) See Note 5. 
(37) Protokoll über die Verhandlungen des Parteitages der Sozialde-
mokratischen Partei Deutschlands. Abgehalten zu Mannheim vom 
23. bis 29. September 1906 [Minutes of the Debates of the Social 
Democratic Party of Germany. Held in Mannheim from 23 to 29 Sep-
tember 1906], Berlin (1906), reprinted by the SPD in 2018, p.261. 
(38) Dieter Schuster, Chronologie der deutschen Gewerkschaftsbe-
wegung von den Anfängen bis 1918 [Chronology of the German 
Trade Union Movement from its Beginnings to 1918]. Available only 
in electronic edition: Bonn, FES Library, 2000. 
(39) Paul Frölich, op. cit., p.125. 
(40) Dieter Schuster, op. cit. 
(41) ADGB: General German Trade Union Confederation, founded 
in July 1919 under the Weimar Republic. Carl Legien was its first 
chair. By the time of Hitler’s rise to power, the ADGB had distanced 
itself from the SPD and was openly collaborating with the Nazis. This 
did not prevent it from being crushed as an organisation by the Na-
zis on 2 May 1933. 
(42) Minutes of the Debates of the Social Democratic Party of Ger-
many. Held in Mannheim from 23 to 29 September 1906, p.261.  
(43) Letter to Clara Zetkin written in 1907, quoted in Paul Frölich, 
op. cit., pp.129-30. 
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Azania/South Africa 

Black Republic , organ of the Azanian 
section of the Fourth International (AS-
FI) – Issue n°16 – January 2019 
 
The World Economic Forum in Davos dis-
played and exposed how the South Afri-

can government under Ramaphosa is willing to submit to the 
dictates of imperialism (…) 
During the period of Ramaphosa as an illegitimate President, 
there have been various attempts to smuggle the Interna-
tional Monetary Fund (IMF) and World Bank agenda through 
various meaningless summits, starting with what was called 
the “Investment Summit” and later the “Jobs Summit”, which 
was nothing but another scam aimed at paving the way for 
the multinationals to exploit and plunder the resources of 
the country and those of the tax-paying black working-class 
majority.  
The “Investment Summit” was clear that its aims include 
maximising profits through lower labour costs, hence it sug-
gests SADC free-trade zones (1), especially between the bor-
ders of Zimbabwe, South Africa, Botswana and Mozambique. 
As the Azanian Section of the Fourth International, we under-
stand that this is not an investment summit, but a sly intro-
ductory offer of the IMF and World Bank’s strategy for rescu-
ing the already troubled capitalist system in the SADC.  
The “Jobs Summit”, which was rejected by the South African 
Federation of Trade Unions (SAFTU) and various labour or-
ganisations, became what the Azanian Section of the Fourth 
International had predicted: a ploy to divide the working 
class and further enforce acceptance of the so-called mini-
mum wage, which is barely above the poverty line. In 2007, 
official statistics had already declared that the average family 
in Africa had to survive on less than US$1 per day. (…) 
The line has been crossed, since the above-mentioned fac-
tors illustrate the extent to which Ramaphosa and his crew 
are willing to go in their wish to reach a “New Deal" with im-
perialism. Thus, the mass privatisation of state-owned enter-
prises is on the cards, starting with the public electricity com-
pany ESKOM and South African Airways.  
These are part of the “New Deal" and anti-nationalisation 
plans by the ANC government led by Ramaphosa, an illegiti-
mate government that has always been anti-working-class. 
The nationalisation of the mines was another demand by the 
workers in Marikana, hence it was one of the reasons why 
Ramaphosa suggested a “concomitant action” by the police, 
leading to the massacre of mineworkers and a turning-point 
in the politics of Azania. Already under the ANC government, 
post-CODESA (2) there have been various attempts to privat-
ise everything, leaving the majority with nothing. However, 
we must be grateful for the undying fighting spirit of the la-
bour movement unions such as the National Union of Metal-
workers of South Africa (NUMSA), leading to the formation 

of the SAFTU, and not forgetting the pivotal contribution of 
the Socialist Party of Azania (SOPA) prior to its liquidation.  
Our task as the Black majority in Azania now relies on the will 
to form a united front of the labour movements fighting 
against these sly manoeuvres by the ANC, which seeks noth-
ing other than a “New Deal” to further maintain the pillaging 
that occurred both pre-CODESA and post-1994. It is the task 
of the Azanian section of the Fourth International to cham-
pion this revolutionary obligation, as it is embedded in the 
founding principles of the section.  
___________________ 
(1) The Southern African Development Community (SADC) is an in-
ter-governmental organisation based in Botswana, involving 16 
southern African states. Its stated main objectives include “achiev-
ing development, peace and security, and economic growth”. 
(2) The Convention for a Democratic South Africa (CODESA) was a 
“negotiation” process that began in December 1991 and led to the 
Kempton Park Agreements in 1994. It involved the racist apartheid 
regime and the leaderships of the ANC and the SACP, and aimed to 
protect the interests of the white minority in return for an end to 
the racist apartheid laws. 
 

Benin 

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.6 – January 2019 

 
The April 2019 elections: what role for 
the workers and their demands? 

On 28 April 2019, elections to the National Assembly will take 
place. They will be based on the new electoral tools (notably, 
a new election law and a charter of political parties) that 
were developed by members of the circle around President 
Patrice Talon and passed by the National Assembly thanks to 
the Presidential Majority Bloc (BMP). In order to have a ma-
jority in Parliament during its current term, the President has 
had to employ every means necessary, including buying par-
liamentarians’ consciences.  
Although this majority has allowed him to get several laws 
passed, most of which are not favourable for the working 
class (withdrawal of the right to strike for public healthcare 
workers and security personnel, restriction of the right to 
strike for other categories of workers, the law on public-pri-
vate partnership, provisions for hyper-flexibility to dismiss 
staff, notably in the private sector, etc.), it has nevertheless 
not allowed him to revise the Constitution.  
In the next legislative elections, President Talon is seeking to 
have “his own members of parliament” who will be more ca-
pable than the outgoing legislature of voting laws through 
“with their eyes shut”. To put it plainly, he wants to have a 
very docile Assembly at his disposal, with members who will 
follow his orders, in order to revise the Constitution in an 
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anti-democratic direction that will guarantee him control 
over the workers and people and allow him to establish a po-
lice state. In order to do this, the President has forced his 
supporters to merge their different political parties and 
movements into two new entities, the Progressive Union and 
the Republican Bloc. With State backing and a lot of publicity 
in the state-controlled media, these formations, real “state 
parties”, have begun campaigning ahead of schedule. Facing 
them, the opposition – some of whose members have been 
jailed or forced into exile – is trying to organise. Whatever 
the result of the elections, the people remain wedded to 
their democratic gains and will not tolerate any threat to 
them whatsoever. It is also clear that the workers together 
with their organisations will continue to demand satisfaction 
of their demands. Nothing will prevent them, not even the 
charm offensive launched by the President during his recent 
meeting with the secretaries general of the trade union con-
federations. 
 

Brazil 

Resistir 
Statement by the Editorial Committee  
of the newspaper 
28, January 2019 
 
“This was not an accident, but a crime 
committed in the name of profit”. The col-

lapse of the Vale Dam in Brumadinho, with dozens of deaths 
already recorded and hundreds of people still missing, is the 
second human and environmental tragedy caused by the pri-
vatisation of the Vale mining company. It puts back on the 
agenda, more than ever, the need to renationalise Vale as a 
safeguard measure for the nation.  
This was not an accident, but a crime committed in the name 
of profit. We welcome the statement by Workers’ Party (PT) 
President Gleisi Hoffmann, who said: “Sooner or later, it is 
the population that pays the price for the privatisation of en-
terprises in sectors with a big environmental or social impact. 
All the more so when previous tragedies have remained un-
punished, as was the case with the Samarco Dam in Mariana. 
This is a painful warning that the policy of widespread privat-
isation, which puts into question the rules for conserving and 
protecting the environment, will lead to more tragedies like 
this one.”  
Gleisi Hofmann is absolutely right: the tragedy that has just 
happened is the result of privatisation. But if this is indeed 
the case, shouldn’t the PT leadership draw the only conclu-
sion possible, by demanding the immediate renationalisation 
of Vale?  
Unfortunately, we must acknowledge the fact that when the 
PT was in power for 13 years, it did not renationalise Vale.  
But today the party must make the demand for immediate 
renationalisation its flagship issue. The CUT trade union con-
federation and the trade unions must do likewise. 
The Brumadinho tragedy on the one hand, and the recently 
attempted coup d’Etat in Venezuela due to its oil and other 
mineral wealth on the other hand, are two illustrations of im-
perialism’s policy of pillaging Latin America’s natural re-
sources – and especially US imperialism’s policy. 

In these difficult times, we need to remember that another 
human and social tragedy is being prepared against the 
workers and the majority of the Brazilian people, with the 
pensions “reform” being prepared by the Bolsonaro govern-
ment in order to satisfy the greed of the financial markets. 
There is an urgent need for the working-class organisations 
to achieve unity for and through the general strike, to block 
the new disaster that is looming. 

Editorial Committee of the newspaper RESISTIR 
28 January 2019 

Burundi 

Tribune Libre des Travailleurs  
[Workers’ Free Tribune]  
Organ of the Parti des travailleurs  
et de la démocratie (PTD) 
Issue No.105, November 2018 
 
Public lecture by Paul Nkunzimana at the 
University of Burundi on 29 November 
2018, to present his book. 

The lecture took place on the Kamenge Campus, in the lec-
ture-hall of the Faculty of Psychology and Education Sci-
ences, at 4.00pm on 29 November, focusing on the book 
written by Professor Paul Nkunzimana. Presenting his book, 
Contribution à l’étude de la préhistoire et de l’histoire sociales 
de l’Afrique des Grands Lacs et de l’Est [A Contribution to the 
Study of the Social Prehistory and History of the Great Lakes 
Region and East Africa], the author straight away indicated 
the method he used to carry out his research into those two 
great periods for humankind: historical materialism, or Marx-
ism. (…) 
Several questions were put by the audience, referring to the 
following elements: 
– How to change this situation? The rich keep getting richer 
while the poor keep getting poorer. The middle class is dis-
appearing. So, what is to be done? 
– What is the role of historical materialism in the teaching of 
economics? 
– By what means can a Constituent Assembly be put in place? 
– Privatisation produces catastrophic effects, both for the 
populations and for the country itself. Which mode of pro-
duction will replace capitalism? 
– Many managerial staff are leaving the country to work 
abroad. So, how to heighten awareness among the rest or 
advise them, at least those who are here? 
– What can be done to encourage researchers to take up this 
very important book? Could the University of Burundi’s com-
munications department promote this book so that people 
buy it? 
According to the report published in Tribune Libre des Trav-
ailleurs, the answers given by the rapporteur included: “In 
the imperialist epoch, the facts of the capitalist situation 
tend to become amplified.It is true that the middle class or 
petty bourgeoise is tending to disappear. The monopolies-
multinationals are crushing and bankrupting small producers 
and small-business owners.  
Even civil servants in the public sector are getting poorer at 
a breath-taking speed. Let us take the case of “senior” civil 
servants, for example, director general of a central govern-
ment administration: their salary does not even allow them 
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to pay the rent!  With their university diploma, they are clas-
sified among the “senior” managers of the state, but they 
earn a salary that is lower than that of a driver for an NGO. 
In fact, this is due to the state’s process of decay. Generally 
speaking, we are heading towards the widespread impover-
ishment of the masses. Which means that objectively, those 
“senior managers” are an integral part of the working class, 
whose demands they share. (…) Privatisation is raging every-
where, of course, in other words the workers and countries 
are being expropriated. We are also seeing that the demands 
of the masses pose a threat to the capitalist system, the sys-
tem of private ownership of the means of production. This 
means that the mode of production which should be on the 
agenda is the one that meets the needs of the whole of soci-
ety. It would be no exaggeration to refer to the necessity for 
the mode of production of modern communism as the only 
one that is capable of satisfying those demands.” 
 

Canada 

Liaison Bulletin 
(bilingual English-French)  
Liaison Committee of Trotskyists 
in Canada – OCRFI  
Issue No.5, November 2018 
 

While Canadian Prime Minister Trudeau, 
under pressure from the bourgeoisie of 

that country, had resisted signing the new agreement, he ca-
pitulated by subscribing to the new United States-Mexico-
Canada Agreement (USMCA) on 30 September 2018. For this 
manoeuvre, the US Congress set the deadline of 30 Septem-
ber 2018 for the exclusion of Canada if it did not approve the 
Agreement.  Urgently convened at 10.00 pm on 30 Septem-
ber 2018, the federal ministerial council gave Trudeau the 
green light to sign on to the USMCA. (…) With the USMCA, US 
imperialism maintains the 25 per cent and 10 per cent steel 
and aluminium import tax decided by the Trump administra-
tion last May, and opens a part of the Quebec milk market.  
Concerning the automotive industry, the US threats that can 
be implemented in the future are for the moment sus-
pended. In contrast, Canadian public services are targeted by 
privatisations under the umbrella of US multinationals. This 
is the case of the Canadian health system, denounced as "so-
cialist" by Trump himself. Trudeau and Legault (the Premier-
elect of Quebec, from the CAQ – Coalition Avenir du Quebec 
– who just won the provincial election on 1 October 2018) 
have already committed to supporting dairy producers. Re-
call that the Liberal Couillard government of Quebec had of-
fered bankers and speculators an amount of C$863 million 
(approximately US649 million or 573 million euros) suppos-
edly to face the effects of the economic destabilisation 
measures of the Trump administration. The consequences of 
the implementation of the AEUMC can only be disastrous for 
the working class and the peoples of the three countries and 
beyond. (…) Overall, the union leaderships are treating this 
new agreement as an inevitable part of life under capitalism. 
None of them are raising the point that the agreement is a 
disaster for workers in all three countries involved. The Ca-
nadian Union of Public Employees (CUPE) does decry the 
continued application of ISDS clauses (3) to Mexico, but half-

heartedly. It is clear that no “free trade” agreements be-
tween capitalist states have ever benefited the working class 
in any state that is party to such an agreement. The domina-
tion of the entire North American economy as a single mar-
ket continues to be the goal of Wall Street and its Bay Street 
junior partners. The working class is willing to fight the US-
MCA, which challenges its rights, as evidenced by develop-
ments in the class struggle of workers in various public and 
private sectors resisting the consequences of Canada’s bid 
for the continued favour of US multinationals. The US-
MCA/NAFTA is non-negotiable and non-amendable. It must 
be abolished. 
___________________ 
(3) ISDS: Investor-state dispute settlement. 
 

Chile 

Tribuna Libre [Free Tribune] 
New Series No.2 – January 2019 
 
Public statement by the Movement for 
Dignity (MPD) on the attempted coup 
d’Etat in Venezuela 
 
(…) We say clearly: we were not Chavistas 

and we are not supporters of Maduro. However, we support 
any measure that moves us closer to the liberation of our 
peoples. In the same way that we fight for the nationalisation 
of copper-mining for the Chilean people; against the pillaging 
of the workers’ pension contributions; for the right to educa-
tion and healthcare, and in defence of the environment; the 
sovereignty of the Chilean nation and social justice; we take 
a position with regard to the interests of each people. We 
know that the difficult problems that the people of Vene-
zuela are facing mainly come from only one responsible 
party: imperialism’s policy of boycott and sabotage, as it uses 
every possible means to organise famine for the people, with 
a very high cost of living and the black market.  
We know through our own experience, because in Chile, just 
a few days after the military coup of 11 September 1973, es-
sential items once again appeared automatically. We know 
that imperialism and its national lackeys are not interested in 
democracy, nor in the peoples’ future. We stand shoulder-
to-shoulder with Venezuelan nation in its oppression by im-
perialism, shoulder-to-shoulder with its workers, youth and 
women who will legitimately defend themselves by any 
means at their disposal. We support the decision of the Ma-
duro government to break off diplomatic relations with 
Washington (…). 
The militant activists of the MPD call on the old generation 
of workers, on the activists who suffered the consequences 
of the military coup on 11 September 1973, and on the new 
generations of workers and youth, we call on them to take 
common action and mobilise against the attempted coup 
d’état and military intervention in Venezuela.  
A genuine tribute to those of us who were killed, to the dis-
appeared, to the thousands of those who were imprisoned, 
persecuted and starved by the barbarism of a military regime 
serving the interests of Washington, is to make a clear decla-
ration in favour of defending Venezuela against imperialist 
interference. From Chile, we say: 
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Not in our name! 
Down with the coup d’état!  
Imperialists: Out of Venezuela now, Out of Latin America 
now! 
Trump, Bolsonaro, European Union: Hands off Venezuela! 
For the right of the Venezuelan people to freely determine 
their own future! 

25 January 2019 
 
Greece 

Ergatika Nea [Labour News] 
Published by militant activists  
of the OCRFI 
Issue No.17 – 24 January 2019 
 
After Kosovo, the mini-state born in the 
aftermath of a deluge of NATO bombs, 
now it is North Macedonia that must be-

come the biggest US military base, thanks to the Prespa 
Agreement. But those who are organising demonstrations 
against the agreement (a former US Senator, millionaires us-
ing the Church as a middleman, “democrats of the right”, and 
even including fascists) are not enemies of NATO. Not one of 
them has ever called for the US troops to leave Greece. Panos 
Kammenos (the former “sovereignist” minister who resigned 
from the Tsipras government over the Agreement) had pre-
viously proposed [at the United Nations] in New York that all 
of the military bases planned for North Macedonia should be 
built in Greece. 
In whose interest is it to light the fuse of nationalism? 
One answer is provided by the champions of the Agreement 
themselves. During a televised debate, a representative of 
SYRIZA (Tsipras’s ruling party) stated: “Our GDP is equal to 
that of all the other Balkan States put together. Of course we 
want to play an important role.” For the Greek banks and ol-
igarchs, “playing an important role” means opening up new 
markets, as was the case following the destruction of Yugo-
slavia. 
Tsipras is claiming a few crumbs from the table for the Greek 
bourgeoisie, while US imperialism is getting ready to occupy 
the last fragments of former Yugoslavia. 
Both the promoters of the Prespa Agreement and its “oppo-
nents” all know that nationalism is the best weapon for set-
ting one people against the other. 
For more than 100 years, not one Balkan people has been 
able to freely decide its own future. 
All of the borders have been drawn by foreign powers on be-
half of foreign interests, but using the blood of workers of all 
nationalities. It is not for the working class, or any party 
claiming to speak in its name, to defend one or the other of 
those borders.  
The task of a genuine workers’ party should be to promote 
unity between all workers in the Balkan region, freed from 
capitalism and imperialist domination.  
This is not a utopia, but a vital necessity. The peoples’ right 
to self-determination applies to all peoples, and obviously 
just as much to the Macedonian people – but the Prespa 
Agreement does not guarantee this. 

Haiti 
 
Haiti Liberté [Haiti Freedom] 
Week of 30 January 2019  
 
Excerpt from the editorial  
by Berthony Dupont 

Imperialism has always been the biggest 
obstacle on the path to emancipation and 
progress for the countries and peoples 

that are fighting to achieve living standards in line with the 
most basic norms of wellbeing and human dignity. Today, the 
situation is critical! (…) It is not enough to just denounce or 
deliver yet another condemnation of the Yankee leaders’ dis-
gusting and unpopular actions! The Venezuelan people 
greatly needs all of us others, consistent progressive revolu-
tionaries, so that a belt of international solidarity can be built 
around Venezuela’s legitimate government, in order to avoid 
its elimination and the elimination of popular resistance. 
What Venezuela expects of us is mobilisation everywhere, 
above all in every one of the countries which have joined 
Trump, because only a ruthless struggle will allow this brazen 
contradiction to be resolved once and for all. People of Haiti, 
let us help our Venezuelan brothers and sisters, let us not 
wait until the last minute before taking action; that may be 
too late. (…) The best support that we Haitians can give to 
the Venezuelan people in their struggle against attacks by 
obscure international forces is to fight for the liberation of 
the people of Haiti. It is a question, right now, of waging an 
incessant active struggle at home against the reactionaries 
who are serving the interests of imperialism. In other words, 
it is a question of cutting the cord on which depends the rot-
ten, corrupt regime of [President] Jovenel Moise and [Prime 
Minister] Jean-Henry Ceant, of staying the arm of the terror-
ist murderers, the executioners tagging along after Donald 
Trump. 
The so-called democratic popular opposition has not found 
anything inappropriate in the government’s recent actions 
towards Venezuela. This is due to the fact that the govern-
ment itself is conveniently fitting in with capitalism’s objec-
tives. Its struggle is just a sham, a farce designed to draw the 
popular masses of Haiti onto the same side of imperialist ex-
ploitation. (…) To the violence of imperialism that is thirsty 
for the peoples’ oil and resources, let us counterpose the rev-
olutionary response!  We are sure that the people and gov-
ernment of Venezuela will remain revolutionary, and that all 
of the plots being woven against them will fail! Long live the 
struggle of the labouring masses of Venezuela until their 
complete liberation! 
 

Hungary 

Correspondence 
 
Through strike action, the workers of the Audi factory in Györ 
have won an 18 per cent wage increase! 
A week-long strike recently took place at the Audi factory in 
Györ (western Hungary). For the last 20 years or more, the 
multinationals that have set up in Hungary have benefitted 
from the low “cost of labour”. For years, attempts to form 
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trade unions in those factories have been severely punished 
by management. 
Nevertheless, the Audi Hungaria Independent Trade Union 
(AHFSZ) took the initiative in the Györ factory, which employs 
13,000 people. 
Following six days of strike action which probably involved 
up to 9,000 workers, the AHFSZ has just signed a historic 
agreement, since the management had to give in. Indeed, 
the strike brought production of motor vehicles to a halt and 
impacted other factories, notably in Germany. Let us note in 
passing that the strike by the Hungarian workers was sup-
ported by the German metalworkers union, IG Metal. 
As part of the agreement signed by the management and the 
trade union, the workers won: an 18 per cent wage increase 
(an increase no lower than 75,000 forints per month, equiv-
alent to around 240 euros or US$270); an annual bonus in 
kind of 400,000 forints for 2019 and 2020 (equivalent to 
around 1,270 euros or US$1,440); a seniority bonus of 6,000 
forints per month (equivalent to around 19 euros or US$22) 
after the fifth year, and other seniority bonuses; and one 
guaranteed weekend time-off per month. 
The strike encouraged workers in several other factories to 
think about taking strike action for wages: at the Bosch fac-
tory in Hatvan, at the Starters E-Components Generators Au-
tomotive Hungary factory in Miskolc, and the Thyssenkrupp 
factory in Jàszfényszaru. 
These strikes have taken place in a new context: the series of 
demonstrations over the last two months in response to the 
call by the trade unions and the union federations for the 
withdrawal of the “slave law”. This law was custom-built for 
the multinationals by the right-wing populist government of 
Viktor Orban, as it allows for up to 400 hours of compulsory 
overtime per year – which is fully compatible with European 
Union legislation, as the Orban government has been intent 
on pointing out! 
But the Györ workers have just reminded all those gentlemen 
that in Hungary, like everywhere else, there are indeed two 
social classes, and their interests are incompatible! 
 
India 

Spark 
December 2018 
 
In November 2016, Modi inflicted the pain 
of a surprise demonetisation on the people, 
under the pretext of exposing “black 
money” [undeclared cash] in the economy 
and breaking the back of terrorist and Nax-

alite funding. He reaped enormous political benefit from this 
campaign in the Uttar Pradesh state assembly elections in 
February 2017. However, the latest Reserve Bank of India re-
port has decisively exposed the hollowness of this demone-
tisation measure and recounted its enormous economic 
costs for millions of poor people and hundreds of thousands 
of small- and medium-sized businesses in the informal sec-
tor. They have not yet fully recovered from the disruption 
caused by demonetisation. Similarly, the Goods and Services 
Tax (GST), though widely welcomed by the corporate sector 
and their spokespersons, has proved to be another policy as-
sault on small- and medium-sized businesses in the informal 

sector, which is the primary source of employment for the 
vast majority of Indian workers. Combined with the distress 
in agriculture – thousands of farmers have committed sui-
cides in the last four years, and billions of rupees are tied up 
in unpaid loans – it is evident that the promise of “good days” 
(4) has turned out to be a nightmare for the ordinary people 
of this country, even as the rich continue to consolidate their 
hold on the economy. By all indicators, income and wealth 
inequality in the country continues to grow even as opportu-
nities for well-paid jobs are shrinking at an alarming rate. 
At the same time, driven by the majoritarian Hindu social 
agenda of the RSS (5), Dalits and Muslims are the victims of 
lynch-mobs, with the police acting as either silent spectators 
and/or collaborators of these mobs. The fragile social fabric 
of the country is under assault. 
A woman’s freedom to marry a man of her own choice, to 
assert her individuality, to enter religious places and worship 
there, and other rights are under assault under the pretext 
of the “love jihad” (6) and defending the traditions of “Hindu 
culture”. Leaders of the BJP and other affiliates of the RSS 
continue to defiantly attack their opponents and incite vio-
lence by their supporters, in gross violation of constitutional 
rights and freedoms. (…)  
In this scenario, the need of the hour is that all progressive, 
secular forces, human rights and civil liberties organisations, 
women’s and environmental groups, tribal and Dalit organi-
sations come together to defend their rights and freedoms. 
________________________ 
(4) The slogan of Modi’s Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) for the 2014 
general election. 
(5) The Rashtriya Swayamsevak Sangh (RSS) is a right-wing, Hindu 
nationalist, paramilitary organisation that is widely regarded as the 
parent organisation of the BJP. 
(6) “Love Jihad” or “Romeo Jihad” is a term used to describe cam-
paigns in which Muslim men target women belonging to non-Mus-
lim communities for conversion to Islam by feigning love. 
 
Italy 

Tribuna Libera [Free Tribune] 
Monthly independent workers’ magazine 
January 2019 
 
A look at... the Stability Law: after three 
months of smoke and mirrors, the real sit-
uation is emerging. We all remember the 
comments by Salvini and Di Maio (7) as 

they argued that the interests of the Italian people must 
come before the diktats of the European Union. What has 
happened? On 19 December, Prime Minister Conte gave in 
over the budget law in the face of the European Union’s de-
mands. We then witnessed a rushed vote – which took place 
amidst general confusion and behind closed doors – to pass 
a law that had been decided outside the country, in Brussels. 
What was the fate reserved for Salvini’s much-vaunted na-
tional sovereignty? Here are the details on the government’s 
cave-in, as given by daily newspaper La Stampa (20 Decem-
ber 2018): “[EU Commissioner] Dombrovskis, in charge of the 
EU executive [for “Financial Stability”], explains that the 
agreement reached allows the triggering of the infringement 
procedure to be avoided in the short-term, provided however 



The Internationale n°13 – February 2019 41 
 
that the measures that have been announced are fully imple-
mented. What does this mean? It means that if something 
goes wrong, we will be able to revisit the agreement in Feb-
ruary. The European Commission has forced Italy to set aside 
2 billion euros [equivalent to US$2.26 billion] – a precaution-
ary measure decided by the European Commissioners to deal 
with any potential increase in the deficit. The Italian govern-
ment has had to slash its spending by 9.3 billion euros [equiv-
alent to US$10.52 billion], even after the EU agreed to ex-
clude 3.15 billion euros [equivalent to US$3.56 billion] ear-
marked for dealing with geological problems and safety work 
on the highway network. Of that 9.3 billion euros, 4.3 billion 
[equivalent to US$4.86 billion] comes from postponing the 
citizens’ income and Quota 100 (8) to 1 April, plus a reduction 
in their scope. A further 4.2 billion [equivalent to US$4.75 bil-
lion] comes from cuts in government investment”. Here are 
the details of the 4.2 billion in budget cuts, as given by La 
Stampa (20 December 2018): “The cuts in the funding of com-
munity policies amount to 850 million euros [equivalent to 
US$960 million], the cuts to the development and social co-
hesion fund come to 800 million [equivalent to US$904 mil-
lion], and the National Railway is losing 600 million [equiva-
lent to US$678 million]; moreover, recruitment in the public 
services will be reduced, without knowing what savings this 
might produce”. 
According to the website www.stradeeautostrade.it: “ANAS 
(9) thinks that with this budget, its resources will drop dra-
matically, from 3.09 billion euros in 2018 to 538 million in 
2019 [from around US$3.45 billion to US$608 million], in 
other words 2.55 billion [just over US$2.88 billion] less. And 
this is happening after the collapse of the Morandi motorway 
bridge in Genoa [on 14 August 2018].” 
The front page of La Stampa carried the following headline 
on 21 December 2018: “Government measures: the agree-
ment reached with the EU unleashes popular anger and 
sparks an explosion over the VAT issue”. Then, on the inside 
pages: “Faced with a violent verbal backlash, Salvini and Di 
Maio hurriedly announced that they have cancelled the 2019 
VAT increase and that they will keep this measure unchanged 
in the coming years. But the fact is that the agreement with 
the EU stipulates that an extra 23 billion euros [equivalent to 
US$26 billion] will be generated in 2020 by increasing VAT, 
and another 29 billion [equivalent to US$32.78 billion] in 
2022, which would raise the basic VAT rate to around 26.5 
per cent. According to [consumer association] Codacons, this 
would result in an average annual VAT increase of the order 
of 1,200 euros [equivalent to US$1,357] for families.” What 
is more, according to ANIEF [National Association of Teach-
ers and Trainers], investment in the schools system will drop 
from 48.3 billion euros to 44.4 billion [from around US$54.59 
billion to US$50.18 billion] over the next three years.  
There are also budget cuts for local authorities: according to 
La Stampa (7 January 2019), “[Turin mayor and M5S mem-
ber] Appendino is running to Rome to try and reduce the 
budget cuts stipulated in the budget law. The mayor’s office 
had defined its initial budget elements in December, and 
these were never contradicted subsequently. Now, the 
measures taken by the government will oblige him to give up 
around 20 million euros [around US$22.6 million], and be-
tween 6 and 7 million euros [US$6.8 to US$7.9 million] will be 

cut from funding allocated to the transition from the IMU [lo-
cal annual property tax] to the TASI [local services tax intro-
duced in 2014], while the provision for bad debts will have to 
be increased by 10 million euros [equivalent to US$11.3 mil-
lion]. In addition, there is the 563 million euros [equivalent to 
US$636 million] which the comuni [the lowest level of local 
authority] should have received from the State, but which 
was cut in the budget law.” Finally, according to La Stampa 
(21 December 2018), “Quota 100 will serve to encourage the 
transfer of jobs from newly-retired people to young workers. 
But in order to balance the accounts, the government has 
postponed the opening of new recruitment for the public ser-
vices until 15 November 2019. Consequently, many young 
people who were hoping to be hired will have to wait.” 
________________________ 
(7) Since the swearing-in of Italy's new populist government on 1 
June 2018, Salvini of the far-right Northern League has been Deputy 
Prime Minister and Interior Minister, and Di Maio of the Five Star 
Movement (M5S) has been Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of 
Economic Development, Labour and Social Policies. 
(8) The “citizen’s income” is a new poverty relief scheme launched 
in February 2019. It was the flagship policy of M5S during the 
months of the general election campaign. Quota 100, which was in-
troduced by government decree on 28 January 2019, offers some 
categories of employees the possibility of taking retirement at 62 
rather than 67, under certain conditions. 
(9) ANAS is a joint-stock company owned by the Italian government, 
with responsibility for the construction and maintenance of motor-
ways and state highways under the control of the Ministry of Infra-
structure and Transport. 
 

Mexico 
Transición [Transition] 
Supplement published  
by the OCRFI Committee in Mexico 
February 2019 
 
Solidarity with the striking workers in 
Matamoros! 
We, the undersigned, organisers and 

supporters of the Binational Conference Against 
NAFTA/ALENA and the Wall of Shame, In Defence of Labour 
Rights (held in Carson, California (US) in December 2017 and 
in Chiapas state, Mexico in March 2018), call on you to take 
URGENT ACTION in SOLIDARITY with the strike movement in 
Matamoros, Tamaulipas state, in which some 80,000 work-
ers in the maquiladoras (10) are participating and resisting. 
The workers are calling for an immediate solution to their de-
mands: the IMMEDIATE PAYMENT OF THEIR 32,000 PESOS 
ANNUAL BONUS and a WAGE INCREASE OF 20 PER CENT. (11) 
(…) We condemn the threats against the workers in Matamo-
ros, particularly against labour lawyer Susana Prieto Terra-
zas, who is one of the main organisers of this movement, and 
we call on you to send statements to the corporations, the 
federal government and Tamaulipas state government in 
Mexico, as well as to the union officials involved, so that they 
are held accountable for the safety of our fellow workers. 
The strike in progress is historic. It a clear sign that the Mex-
ican workers, just like their international counterparts, are 
willing to fight for the defence of their labour rights. It is a 
demonstration of their immense power.  
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With the total stoppage of production, they have put in check 
both the predatory transnational corporations, mainly of the 
auto-parts industry, as well as the top officials of the undem-
ocratic company unions in the maquiladoras. On 12 January, 
thousands of workers marched to the headquarters of the 
Matamoros Industrial Workers and Laborers' Union, compel-
ling them to take strike action at 45 maquiladoras and forcing 
both the local authorities and the corporate CEOs to allow 
the strike. The strike broke out at 2.00 pm on 25January. But 
the companies have done everything possible to stop the 
movement, calling upon the police to force the workers to 
maintain production. The workers are not buckling to the 
pressure. They have maintained their resistance.  
We call on you to organise rallies and press conferences, to 
distribute widely information about the strike, and to send 
statements to President Andrés Manuel López and to Labour 
Secretary María Luisa Alcalde, urging support for the strikers 
and their legitimate demands, including the right to form the 
democratic union of their choice, and calling for an end to 
the threats and repression against the workers, and particu-
larly against Susana Prieto Terrazas. (12) 
_______________________ 
(10) A maquiladora is a factory in Mexico run by a foreign company, 
superexploiting the workers and exporting its products to that com-
pany’s country of origin. 
(11) 32,000 Mexican pesos is roughly equivalent to US$1,650, in a 
context of widely varying wage-levels according to geographical lo-
cation and skills/qualifications. According to the OECD’s data for 
2017, the “average” national annual wage in Mexico was the equiv-
alent of US15,314. 
(12) Translator’s note: Between the date of this appeal and the pub-
lication of this issue of The Internationale, the mass strike in Mata-
moros was won! On 11 February, the Industrial Workers and Labor-
ers' Union declared total victory on the demands for a 20 per cent 
wage rise and a 32,000-peso bonus payment. In the days that fol-
lowed, workers at more than 10 non-union businesses as well as 
factories organised by other unions started wildcat walkouts to de-
mand the same increases, known colloquially as “20/32”. 
 
Morocco 

Tribune des Travailleurs  
[Workers’ Tribune] 
Issue No.6 – January 2019 
 
The US administration is pushing for war 
and the fragmentation of the Maghreb! 
For several months, the US administration 
has been putting considerable pressure on 

our country for the return of the Baker Plan, i.e. a plan to 
dismember the nations of the Maghreb and the whole of 
North Africa (13). Donald Trump’s National Security Adviser 
John Bolton has stated: “I think there should be intense pres-
sure on everybody involved to see if they can’t work it out”, 
adding that he is “impatient” to see the conflict over Western 
Sahara resolved (14).  
It is above all Trump and Bolton who are ramping up their 
threats to stop US funding of MINURSO [United Nations Mis-
sion for the Referendum in Western Sahara] and also to can-
cel the free trade agreement that links the US with Morocco, 
replacing it with a “useful” agreement – Trump’s word – with 
all of the countries of the Maghreb region! In a word, US im-
perialism is pushing for war in our region. It aims to fragment 

it, in parallel with its agenda to break up the Middle East with 
the famous “deal of the century” and the withdrawal of US 
troops from Syria, preparing the ground for an endless war 
between the countries of the region (Turkey, Iran, Yemen, 
Syria, etc.). (…) 
In order to defend the sovereignty and unity of the Moroccan 
nation, in order to fight for a Free Union of the Workers and 
Peoples of the Greater Maghreb, the nation and its majority 
– the urban and rural workers – need an independent politi-
cal organisation that will be able to help revive our ancestors’ 
struggle against colonialism and will fight to break with im-
perialism and its plans, as well as to move forward in the 
struggle for fraternity and solidarity between the workers 
and peoples of the Greater Maghreb. The nation and its ma-
jority need a democratic and independent workers’ party, 
whose priority will be to open a broad debate with the or-
ganisations, groups and activists of all political and philo-
sophical tendencies inside the labour movement, in order to 
launch a united front and the struggle for a free, sovereign 
Constituent Assembly. In order to move forward in this strug-
gle, the militant activists who publish this bulletin invite you 
to begin the fraternal debate. 
Join us in the debate! Join us to organise the fight! 
_____________________ 
(13) The Baker Plan, named after United Nations envoy James Baker 
(who served as White House Chief of Staff to US Presidents Ronald 
Reagan and George HW Bush), was a US-sponsored plan from 2000-
03 aiming to use the issue of Western Sahara to break up the na-
tions of the Maghreb region. 
(14) Nicolas Niarchos, “Is One of Africa’s Oldest Conflicts Finally 
Nearing its End?”, The New Yorker magazine, 29 December 2018.  
 
Portugal 

O Trabalho [Labour] 
No.12 – 4 January 2019 
 
No, it is not possible to reform capitalism 
The 2019 budget was adopted thanks to the 
votes of the Socialist Party, the Communist 
Party and the Left Bloc. Once again, this is an 
austerity budget which allocates crumbs 

from the table by pretending to give wage-increases to fewer 
than one in ten civil servants, while at the same time it gives 
hundreds of millions of euros in subsidies to the “vulture 
funds” which received Novo Banco as a gift (15), and billions 
to stuff the fat bellies of the bankers with interest payments 
on the public debt. (…) 
However, the budget was accompanied by something that 
had been on the cards for some time, with the Left Bloc 
[which has supported the government from the outside for 
the last three years] having announced at its annual confer-
ence that it was ready to join the next government. To this 
end, out of its five priority “structural reforms” (a curious 
choice of words), it got rid of anything that could possibly 
bother capital and its European Union. 
Even when it is a question of the importance of the banks 
and the energy sector, they are now in favour of “public con-
trol” rather than nationalisation without compensation. The 
Left Bloc’s co-ordinator stated that the important thing was 
that “people” should be able to say that “we are better off” 
compared to the start of the current parliamentary term. A 
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statement that incidentally is questionable for “people” who 
happen to be workers, as they face the constant erosion of 
their purchasing power and the destruction of healthcare 
services, public education and public transport. Above all, 
the Left Bloc is saying that it is possible to gradually obtain 
improvements for the workers without breaking with decay-
ing capitalism and the European Union, which acts as the po-
lice force of the destructive capitalist dictatorship. The black 
clouds of a new world crisis are gathering. Trump and his like 
are waging wars (moreover, with the help of the Portuguese 
budget and army) and threatening to unleash new ones that 
will be even more catastrophic. Meanwhile, [Prime Minister] 
Costa-style austerity is keeping kids in huts masquerading as 
hospitals, letting roads and school buildings become dilapi-
dated, and is keeping the minimum wage below 1974 levels. 
And the Left Bloc is choosing this moment to announce that 
it is possible to reform capitalism and “modify” the European 
treaties (and not repeal them! But where does the Left Bloc 
see a way to “modify” the treaties? Through which elec-
tions?), and that it, the Left Bloc, is ready to play its part in 
this fine service with the “relentless work” of its leaders in-
side the next government. For our part, we reiterate that the 
“reform” of capitalism leads the “reformers” in a straight line 
to defending capitalism against the workers’ movement. 
While the budget was being drafted, the teachers’ union de-
clared that it was unacceptable to vote for a budget that did 
not restore the accounting for seniority that was stolen from 
the teachers by the Troika (composed of the European Cen-
tral Bank, European Commission and the International Mon-
etary Fund). What did the old and new reformers of capital-
ism do? They approved the budget, which has not restored 
the accounting for seniority for teachers. For our part, we in-
sist: the only solution consists of replacing the austerity dic-
tatorship of capitalism and the EU with the socialisation of 
the big means of production and the unity of sovereign Euro-
pean peoples. To do this, we need to build a party that is ex-
clusively dedicated to defending the interests of the workers 
and is independent of any other interest. 
_____________________ 
(15) Novo Banco [New Bank] was created in August 2014 following 
a 5-billion-euro bailout of the privately-owned Banco Espírito Santo 
(BES). BES’s assets were split into a “good bank” (Novo Banco, fi-
nanced by the EU and the IMF and “owned” by the country’s bank 
resolution fund) and a “bad bank” (retained by BES shareholders). 
In October 2017, the bank resolution fund sold a 75 per cent inter-
est in Novo Banco to the US-based Lone Star equity fund. 
 
Russia 

The Irkutsk Marxist Circle and sup-
porters of the OCRFI recently pub-
lished a pamphlet entitled “Pierre 
Lambert, On the Trade Union 
Question (Selected texts)”.  
Below we present excerpts from 

the introduction: 

The building of the international revolutionary workers’ 
party, capable of successfully fighting for the seizure of 
power and the expropriation of capital, is the Marxists’ fun-
damental task. The experience of the Bolsheviks in October 

1917 shows that the victory of the revolutionary party de-
pends on its capacity to win a majority among the labouring 
masses during the process of the proletarian revolution. And 
this is why the trade union question is one of the important 
questions of the class struggle. 
Today, in the context of the failure of the capitalist system 
globally, on every continent the struggle of the working class 
is developing for its vital interests, for the defence of its guar-
antees and its social gains, and against the world offensive 
being waged against it by capital, the bourgeois governments 
and the international capitalist institutions (IMF, European 
Union, etc.). 
Are trade unions still necessary? How can the workers de-
fend themselves against the current offensive? What is the 
specific role of the trade union organisation? How to fight to 
defend the independence of the trade unions against at-
tempts to integrate them into the state apparatuses? What 
external and internal obstacles are the advanced workers 
facing? What is the relationship between the workers’ party 
and the trade union? All these questions (and more besides) 
are not new. 
In order to resolve them in the direction of the workers’ in-
terests, communists have a duty to study the revolutionary 
experience of their elders. This is why Marxists from Irkutsk, 
jointly with militant activists of the Organising Committee for 
the Reconstitution of the Fourth International, have decided 
to publish (for the first time in Russian) and to distribute to 
the Russian-speaking comrades of the former USSR two texts 
by the famous communist militant and trade union militant 
Pierre Lambert. 
Comrade Pierre Lambert was born in France in 1920 to a 
working-class family. As a young communist in 1934, he was 
expelled from the Communist Youth for “Trotskyism”, be-
cause he opposed the foreign policy of Stalinist USSR. He 
then joined the movement for the Fourth International and 
its French section. During the fascist occupation of France 
and the puppet Vichy regime, he participated in the recon-
struction of underground branches of the CGT trade union 
confederation (1940-5). Throughout his life, Comrade Lam-
bert was a trade union militant activist (initially in the CGT, 
and then, after his expulsion by the Stalinists, in the CGT-
Force Ouvriere union confederation). He collaborated with 
militant activists fighting for the independence of Algeria 
against French colonialism, and he played a major role in the 
process that resulted in the reproclamation of the Fourth In-
ternational in 1993. (…) 
 
Spanish State 

 
La Internacional 
Weekly newspaper – Issue No.20  
24 January 2019 
 
The crisis of Podemos 
The confrontation in Madrid between 
Iñigo Errejon and the Podemos national 

leadership led by Pablo Iglesias has brought to the surface 
the latent crisis that has affected the “purple party” (16) for 
months in all parts of the country. This crisis has gradually 
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intensified as the spring election dates and the primaries pro-
cess for choosing candidates have got closer. For some time, 
Errejon has represented the most complete line of submis-
sion to the “1978 regime” (17) against which Podemos rose 
up, rallying around it more than 5 million voters and tens of 
thousands of sympathisers and activists. A declared “lover” 
of defending “Spain and its symbols”, his alliance with Ma-
nuela Carmena – who has installed herself as a Bonaparte in 
Madrid Town Hall, beyond the control of acronyms and or-
ganisations – is the shortest route to establishing himself as 
the pack-mule of the PSOE [Socialist Party] apparatus. Adri-
ana Lastra, spokesperson for the PSOE Executive, has opened 
her doors to him without any pussyfooting. 
We do not know how this affair will end. All kinds of manoeu-
vres and pressure are being orchestrated to allow Podemos 
to do a deal with Carmena, a deal being encouraged by Igle-
sias himself when he says that “Errejon is not Carmena”. In 
Catalonia, the leadership of En Comú Podem [In Common We 
Can] – by agreement with Iglesias – has decided not to hold 
primaries for the Barcelona city council, leaving the drafting 
of the candidates list in the hands of Ada Colau and her team 
(18). The reaction by En Comú Podem activists and leaders 
has varied between unease, criticism and resignations. 
The “Errejón case” did not come out of nowhere, nor is it a 
coincidence. In our opinion, it is the policy of the Iglesias 
team that opened up the path for him. Rejection of the ref-
erendum on 1 October 2017 in Catalonia and their timid de-
fence of the victims of the repression out of strict respect for 
the State institutions and the “separation of powers”; their 
unconditional support for the Sanchez government, going so 
far as to ask for Cabinet seats; their support for the State 
budgets negotiated with Brussels; their armchair republican-
ism; all this has turned Podemos into a kind of fifth wheel on 
the cart of the “1978 regime”. The organisation’s “circles” 
have ceased to exist, as has any reference to social mobilisa-
tion. The formation’s political life has been reduced to the 
institutional level, from the Cortes [Parliament] to the small-
est local authority. 
The blow suffered in Andalusia – where representatives of 
the “far left” of Podemos, under Teresa Rodríguez’s leader-
ship, stood candidates in coalition with the United Left (IU) – 
is, in our opinion, an expression of the rejection of that policy 
by increasing sectors of the millions of people who are look-
ing for a way out by breaking with the regime and its institu-
tions. 
To the thousands of workers and youth, to the activists and 
sympathisers who have looked to Podemos for an independ-
ent policy to help towards the mobilisation that will put an 
end to the regime and the Francoist legacy, we say frater-
nally: Has the time not come to form a workers’ party that 
will faithfully defend the interests of the workers and peo-
ples against the double dictatorship of Brussels and the Fran-
coist apparatus that serves its interests? 
________________________ 
(16) Just as other political forces are identified with particular col-
ours (red for the Socialists, blue for the right wing, green for the 
environmentalists, etc.), Podemos’s political livery is purple. 
(17) After the death of the dictator General Franco in 1975, the cur-
rent monarchy was restored (in keeping with Franco’s wishes) in 
1978 by the Moncloa Pact, under which the leaders of the main 
working-class organisations (the Socialist Party and the Communist 
Party) agreed to preserve most of the Francoist institutions. 

(18) En Comú Podem is an electoral coalition formed in October 
2015 to contest the 2015 Spanish general election in Catalonia, and 
comprises Podemos, Barcelona en Comú, Initiative for Catalonia 
Greens and United and Alternative Left. It is led by the Mayor of 
Barcelona, Ada Colau, 
 
Togo 

L’Emancipation  
Issue No.2 – January 2019 
 
 
A new attack on freedom of expression 
It was by fighting tooth and nail, through 
their uprising on 5 October 1990 and 
throughout the years that followed, that 

the people of Togo won freedom of expression from the 
RPT/UNIR (19) dictatorship, led at that time by Eyadéma 
Gnassingbé, Faure Gnassingbé’s father. But the regime has 
continuously sought to question this right. 
On 2 November 2015, the regime got the RPT/UNIR majority 
in its National Assembly to adopt a new Penal Code, contain-
ing an article which challenged the provisions of the decrim-
inalised Press Code that applied. (…) 
On 7 December 2018, the regime repeated the same offence 
by getting that same National Assembly to pass a freedom-
destroying law on cybersecurity. In a statement dated 13 De-
cember 2018, Amnesty International called on the govern-
ment to repeal or substantially amend the law, condemning 
it in the following terms: “On 7 December, the National As-
sembly of Togo adopted a law on cybersecurity which signifi-
cantly restricts freedom of expression. Among other things, it 
criminalizes the publication of false information with up to 
three years in prison; breaches of public morality with up to 
two years in prison; and the production, diffusion or sharing 
of data which undermine “order, public security or breach hu-
man dignity”.” (…) The imprecise definitions (“susceptibility 
to disturbing the public peace”, “breaches of public moral-
ity”, data that undermine “order, public security or breach 
human dignity”, etc.) contained in this freedom-destroying 
law, together with the powers given to the (political) police 
to spy on citizens, show clearly that the regime wants to use 
this and other laws as weapons against journalists and polit-
ical opponents. 

S. K. Koza 
________________________ 
(19) The Rally of the Togolese People (RPT) was founded by Ey-
adéma Gnassingbé in 1969 and for many years was the only permit-
ted political party. After his father’s death in 2005, Faure 
Gnassingbé dissolved the RPT in 2012 and created the Union for the 
Republic (UNIR), which is the ruling political party in Togo today. 
 
United States 

 
The Organizer 
 
Correspondence from members and 
sympathisers of Socialist Organizer (sec-
tion of the Fourth International in the 
United States) regarding the strike pick-
ets by teachers in Los Angeles (the 
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strike, which ran from 14 to 20 January, won a large propor-
tion of its demands). 
 
Here are some notes compiled from discussions with Social-
ist Organizer members and supporters on the picket lines in 
Los Angeles. 
– The picket lines have been strong from Day 1 (14 January), 
but they have got bigger and stronger over the course of the 
week. 
– The union asks all members to sign in when they get to the 
picket lines every day. Between 31,000 and 32,000 teachers 
(out of 33,450 teachers) have signed in every day – which is 
an unprecedented number for strikes in the US. It should be 
remembered that 97 per cent of the teachers voted to strike; 
a higher percentage than even in the Chicago strike. 
– The union has focused on building the picket lines and or-
ganising mass rallies. There were three mass rallies this 
week, the first two in torrential rain. All had between 50,000 
and 60,000 participants. Friday’s rally, in the sunshine, was 
the biggest, with 60,000 participants. Musicians and Holly-
wood celebrities addressed the rally. 
– The support by parents and students has been huge. There 
are 654,000 students in the Los Angeles Unified School Dis-
trict (LAUSD). Tens of thousands of parents and students, if 
not more, have been out on the picket lines every day. And 
their message is the union’s message. All press reports show 
that parents and students are solidly behind the teachers. 
– The LA teachers’ strike — and this is totally new and un-
precedented — is receiving tangible and visible support from 
both national union federations: the American Federation of 
Teachers (AFT) and the National Education Association 
(NEA).  
United Teachers Los Angeles (UTLA) is affiliated to both na-
tional union federations. AFT President Randi Weingarten 
has held two nationwide phone conference calls with leaders 
of the AFL-CIO (including AFL-CIO President Trumka), leaders 
of the AFT and NEA, AFL-CIO state-level presidents and more, 
in which she has urged all of them to: 

− adopt a school in LAUSD (to get stories from teach-
ers, students and parents); 

− send money to the strike solidarity fund (to feed 
parents, teachers and students on the picket lines; 

− refuse to cross the picket lines (teamsters [truck 
drivers], electricians, and SEIU members who ser-
vice schools, have not crossed the picket lines, rem-
iniscent of the Chicago teachers' strike); 

− organise visible weekly solidarity rallies and/or 
press conferences at school sites in their states in 
support of the strike, urging all teachers and sup-
porters of public education nationwide to wear 
“Red for Ed” T-shirts on those targeted days; and 

− send delegations of unions to Los Angeles to give 
visible support to the teachers and then report back 
to the labour movement in their own cities. 

The Wisconsin teachers who occupied the State Capitol 
building in 2011 and the Chicago teachers did not receive 
such support from the labour movement in their own states, 
let alone nationally. This is due to: 

− the extension to the “blue states” [i.e. Republican-
dominated states] of the deep movement from be-
low of teachers in struggle (West Virginia, Arizona, 
Oklahoma); 

− the increased attacks on trade unions, especially 
with the Janus decision (20), leading even the top 
union officials to say this is “do or die time for the 
US labour movement”; and 

− the fear by the top officialdom of being outflanked 
by the movement from below. 

______________________ 
(20) On 27 June 2018, the US Supreme Court ruled in the case of 
Janus vs American Federation of State, County, and Municipal Em-
ployees (AFSCME), making it illegal for trade unions to collect 
agency fees from non-union members (to cover the costs of repre-
senting them in contract negotiations and disputes with manage-
ment). With this ruling, the Supreme Court overturned the 1977 de-
cision which previously allowed these fees. 
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