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________________________________________________________ 
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view of the Organizing Committee for the Reconstitution 
of the fourth international (OCRFI/CORQI). It aims to be a 
space for the free debate within the framework of the 
principles of the Fourth International. 
__________________________________________________________ 
The signed articles that are published in this review re-
flect the opinion of the authors. 
They do not necessarily represent the views of the edito-
rial committee. 
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INTRODUCTION  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

or our review, which appears four times per year in 
eight languages, the publication of each issue is an 
opportunity to revisit political and theoretical ques-

tions in relation to the world events that have occurred in 
the previous months. 
There is a lot to say and write about the class struggle inter-
nationally. The imperialist bourgeoisie of the United States, 
the most powerful bourgeoisie in the world, is engaged – 
not without contradictions – in a march to war on every 
continent. Direct military threats against Iran, attempts at 
destabilisation and intervention in Venezuela. A “trade war” 
against China which could very quickly take a directly mili-
tary turn. Not to mention the imminent announcement of 
the “deal of the century” through which the Trump admin-
istration and its allies (the Zionist state and the reactionary 
Arab states) intend to make the Palestinian people disap-
pear once and for all as a political topic. 
Imperialism’s policy is provoking the resistance of the work-
ing masses around the world, as they seek to use their old 
organisations to fight back. In particular, this is what is hap-
pening in Brazil, where, five months after its installation, the 
Bolsonaro government is facing an upsurge in the class 
struggle that is being expressed in the 2 million demonstra-
tors, workers and youth, who took to the streets on 15 May 
in response to the call by their organisations. There is also a 
lot to say about the class struggle in Europe, where the cri-
sis of all the institutions imposed by the Maastricht Treaty 
(1992) shortly after the collapse of the Soviet Union – just 
like the crisis of all the bourgeois governments of both 
“left” and right – went up a notch on the occasion of the 
elections to the European “Parliament” (1).  
There is also a lot to say about the crisis of the labour move-
ment, which has continued to deepen due to the policy of 
its leaderships, who have long since abandoned the historic 
objective which the nascent labour movement had set for 
itself more than 150 years ago: the seizure of power by the 
working class and the socialisation of the means of produc-
tion. Thus, in India, the electoral defeat of the Communist 
Parties – in a country where in recent years the working 
class has risen up on several occasions in general strikes, 
bringing together over 100 million proletarians against the 
reactionary policy of the Modi government – is incompre-
hensible to anybody who disregards the policy carried out 

by the Communist Parties, which have long been in govern-
ment in states like Kerala and West Bengal; a policy of sub-
ordination to the interests of the capitalists and the multi-
nationals. This is one illustration of the affirmation in the 
programme of the Fourth International which says that the 
crisis of humankind comes down to the crisis of the revolu-
tionary leadership of the proletariat. And we could also talk 
about all of the attempts, notably in France, to make every 
working-class organisation – political parties and trade un-
ions – disappear in the name of movements by who-knows-
what “people” without any class boundaries, whether or 
not wearing a “yellow vest”. 
In this special issue of The Internationale, we have chosen 
to concentrate on the powerful revolutionary movement 
that erupted on 22 February 2019 in a country dominated 
by imperialism: Algeria. Because this revolutionary process, 
with the masses bursting onto the political scene, the aspi-
rations for democracy and sovereignty which they are ex-
pressing, and the particular role being played there by the 
working class as a class, poses the whole issue – as our com-
rades of the Organising Committee of International Social-
ists of Algeria (COSI) wrote – of how to “respond positively 
to the contradiction between the masses’ powerful mobilisa-
tion and the tragic absence of a mass democratic independ-
ent workers’ party”. 
As Marx has taught us, although national in form, the class 
struggle is international in its content. The publication of 
material produced by our Algerian comrades – this issue of 
The Internationale features extensive excerpts from their 
newspaper, Minbar El Oummel (Workers’ Tribune), as well 
as excerpts from the report given in the recent meeting of 
the enlarged Secretariat of the Organising Committee for 
the Reconstitution of the Fourth International (OCRFI) – will 
allow our readers, wherever they may live, to familiarise 
themselves with the particular situation in Algeria. But 
there is no doubt that in the analysis of events, our readers 
will find familiar questions being posed by the class struggle 
in their own countries. The events in Algeria confirm once 
again the Marxist theory of permanent revolution, the revo-
lutionary scope of democratic slogans, not only in nations 
that are oppressed by imperialism – of which Algeria, re-
cently emancipated from the French colonial yoke at a cost 
of 1.5 million martyrs, is one – but also in the imperialist 
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countries, where the decay of the bourgeoisie’s institutions 
poses a threat to political democracy that is increasing by 
the day. The actions of the working class in the people’s up-
rising in Algeria will especially draw the reader’s attention, 
because it poses all the issues of class independence, the 
workers regaining control of their organisations, and the 
constitution of the conscious working class as a political 
party acting in its own interests, the major task identified in 
1848 by the Manifesto of the Communist Party.  
The whole situation, both in Algeria and internationally, is 
concentrated in the need to resolve the contradiction be-
tween the objective conditions of the proletarian revolution 
and the absence of the subjective factor, namely an inde-
pendent workers’ party that is able to help the masses win 
victory. In Algeria, the crisis of the revolutionary leadership 
of the proletariat includes in dramatic fashion the conse-
quences of the crisis of the Fourth International. We have in 
mind the role of Pabloism, which, just after Algeria gained 
independence in 1962, positioned itself as “adviser” to a 
comprador bourgeois regime that claimed to be “socialist”, 
thus contributing towards preventing the regroupment of 
the vanguard on independent grounds (and in so doing, pre-
paring the conditions for the military coup in 1965, the con-
sequences of which the masses are still suffering today). But 
even more serious for the current revolutionary process are 
the consequences of the Fourth International’s 2015 crisis, 
including its consequences for the policy of the leadership 
of the Algerian Workers Party (PT) – to which we shall re-
turn in this issue’s articles. 
It is for all these reasons that our readers will take particular 
note of the “Preparatory notes for the report made to the 
meeting of the enlarged OCRFI Secretariat, 24-26 May 

2019”. These notes, the general line of which was adopted 
unanimously by the enlarged OCRFI Secretariat, open the 
perspective of holding a Third International Conference of 
the OCRFI in 2020, which would mark a step forward in the 
fight for the reconstitution of the Fourth International. This 
discussion is not reserved for “the initiated”; in addition to 
the militant activists who stand for the programme of the 
Fourth International, it concerns all working-class activists – 
whatever their political origin, the current they represent, 
their experience, etc. – who have not abandoned helping 
the working class acquire the organised tools that are nec-
essary for achieving its historic tasks: the seizure of power 
and the overthrow of the capitalist system based on private 
ownership of the means of production, which is in its death-
throes.  
 

The Internationale 
30 May 2019 

 
______________________________ 
(1) One fact, which occurred on 29 May, is enough to sum up the 
“nature” of the so-called European “Parliament”. Carles Puigde-
mont, former President of the Generalitat [government] of Catalo-
nia, who was forced into exile in Belgium due to the repression un-
leashed by Spain’s Francoist monarchy, was elected as a Euro-MP 
on his party’s list, the European Democratic Party of Catalonia 
(PdeCat). He has just been judged to be “undesirable” by the Presi-
dent of the European “Parliament”, who has refused to give 
Puigdemont his accreditation! In the European “Parliament”, every-
body from the far-right to the “left wing of the left” is regarded as 
being people who can be associated with…except for someone who 
has had the misfortune of expressing the Catalan people’s wish to 
free themselves from the Francoist monarchy!. 
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REPORT  
 
 
Report on the revolutionary process in Algeria, 
presented during the meeting  
of the enlarged OCRFI Secretariat,  
24 May 2019 
 
Dear comrades,  
 

oday it is 24 May. In a few hours, the fourteenth cycle 
of protest marches and demonstrations will begin. 
Millions of Algerian citizens from every social layer 

will take to the streets of Algeria’s major cities, but also in 
small municipalities, and it is likely that today’s slogans will 
be directed against the proposal for a presidential election on 
4 July 2019. This proposal is consistent from the regime’s 
point of view. It consists of remaining within the framework 
of the current Constitution. However, all of the solutions put 
forward by the system have been turned down, rejected by 
the masses over the course of the three months we have just 
lived through. 
Today’s demonstrations are taking place on the eve of an 
important milestone which could mark a new defeat for the 
regime, because this Saturday, 25 May, is the deadline for 
registering candidacies in the presidential election. And as we 
speak, there are no candidates; not one candidacy has been 
registered. Of course, there could be surprises, we are used 
to that, but it is likely that due to the situation, to which I will 
come back later, there will not be a single candidate 
tomorrow at midnight. And this will be a new defeat for the 
regime, it will be another breath of fresh air for extremely 
important mobilisations, which will link up with the 
demonstrations that have taken place before the month of 
Ramadan (1). 
This is a very important aspect. Why? Because the situation 
can be summarised basically as two forces squaring off 
against each other, each fighting with their own resources, 
but also with their own weaknesses. 
The regime together with its backbone, the army (which has 
once again become the decision-making centre), is facing the 
very powerful movement of the masses, of the whole people, 
which is affirming its strength through protest marches and 
demonstrations, and through other struggles such as strikes 
that are often victorious, together with the affirmation of the 
working class through the fight to take back control of the 
historical trade union confederation of the Algerian 
proletariat (2). But at the same time, due to the UGTA’s crisis, 
autonomous trade unions have entered the scene and then 
unified, today forming an independent organisation, the 
Autonomous Trade Union Confederation (CSA) (3). With its 

strengths, but also its weaknesses. But for the time being, in 
this revolutionary process there is strength in numbers. 
Trotsky talked about this, but also others such as Nazim 
Hikmet, who said that at any given moment numbers are not 
really important; what counts is showing determination, it is 
the often-repeated desire that is the extremely important 
factor, in relation to which the whole situation is decided. 
On the regime’s side, there are all those who are committed 
to maintaining the social order, those who are tied to the 
system in one way or another and who, in the current 
situation, have been stunned by the power, determination 
and unity of the people’s movement. There are, of course, 
the parties of the former presidential alliance which 
participated in the regime (4), but also the parties who call 
themselves opposition parties, while in fact they are part of 
the regime’s strategy. 
Today, no political party or political figure is able to go against 
the people’s movement; but at the same time, this 
movement is insufficiently organised at this stage. 
 
2015-19: The accumulation of explosive charges  
 
When hundreds of thousands of Algerian citizens from every 
social layer burst onto the political stage on 22 February, this 
was absolutely not a storm that appeared out of a clear sky. 
Without going back too far, let me give you a few points of 
information so that you can understand this sudden entry 
onto the scene by a new and powerful movement. 
The phase we are living through began in 2015, when the 
regime, which had continuously repeated since 2008 that the 
global economic crisis would not affect the country, was 
forced to say the opposite. The big drop in the world prices 
of oil and gas, the country’s main resources, forced the 
government to redirect its economic policy towards austerity 
measures. Infrastructure projects that were begun in 2008 
were put on hold, notably the ones with the most social 
impact: housing and basic infrastructure. The government 
also took measures that were directly inspired by the 
International Monetary Fund (IMF) and the World Bank: a 
recruitment freeze in the civil service, which was then 
extended to all publicly-owned enterprises, a wage-freeze, 
and the whole arsenal of measures that concretely express 
an austerity policy. All these measures began to feed 
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discontent among the population in general and, of course, 
the workers in particular. There was a draft bill to reform state 
pensions, and a new Labour Code flouted permanent 
employment contracts in favour of an increase in fixed-term 
contracts, which therefore led to a growth in insecure work. 
The workers could not fail to react to this raft of measures.  
Between 2015 and 2018, there were very big movements. It 
has been statistically established by the government that 
between 2017 and 2018, around 8,000 riots took place 
throughout the country over the issue of housing, including 
roadblocks and town hall occupations to challenge the 
allocation lists for social housing. It has also been established 
officially that there was a rise in the number of strikes. These 
movements also affected the marginal social layers, which 
were symptomatic of the situation that was in the process of 
developing. 
Retired army personnel went on the move, and for week 
after week, they organised protest actions and marches, and 
blocked traffic on major roads. In the last week of 2018, they 
organised a march on Algiers, during which they fought with 
the gendarmerie as they attempted to enter the capital. 
Strikes developed especially in the industrial zones, where 
the workers revived their very strong traditions of struggle. 
Strike action not only increased quantitatively, but also 
qualitatively.  
In this way, the struggle over the course of at least a decade 
resulted in the constitution of the CSA. This was a powerful 
indicator of the workers’ tendency to fight back, even on a 
new axis. 
There are also the struggles that have taken place in the east 
of the country. Through their own experience, the workers 
found themselves obliged to fight to regain control over their 
UGTA branches in order to successfully press their demands. 
I will give just one example: the government decided to 
completely privatise a state-owned enterprise and to give it 
to one of the biggest oligarchs, the president of the 
employers’ institution. In the first instance, and in the general 
context of an upsurge in struggles, the movement by the 
workers at that enterprise – demonstrations, protest 
marches, occupation of the workplace, strike committee – 
forced the presidency of the Republic to overrule the original 
decision.  
The workers took encouragement from this decision. They 
immediately denounced the official trade union 
representatives for having supported the government’s 
decision and headed en masse to the region’s local union 
offices, where they occupied the offices, drove out the 
bureaucrats and organised new elections. They elected 100 
new delegates, and today we can see that this process was a 
tremendous point of support within the revolutionary 
process. 
So: economic crisis, coupled with an austerity programme, a 
powerful upsurge in struggles, and workers who were 
reacting more and more. 
In this situation, there is another very important aspect. As 
Lenin said, we should take an interest in what is happening 
inside the Tsar’s court. Over the summer of 2018, an 
absolutely dramatic crisis erupted regarding the voting date 
for the presidential election, set for April 2019. The axis of 

the crisis was what had to be done by the regime to ensure 
its continuity, taking into account the movement by the 
masses, but also taking into account the fact that the IMF and 
World Bank programmes would have to be implemented 
after the presidential election – in particular, sweeping away 
all of the working class’s gains, removing the state subsidy of 
the price of staple products, rolling back state pensions, 
rolling back the Labour Code on an even greater scale, and 
stepping up privatisation. A plan for war. The regime was 
uncertain about this, and entered into crisis – but it did so 
dramatically and publicly. This dramatic and public aspect 
was itself an element that also fed the situation we are seeing 
today. 
Why dramatic? Previously silent indications of protest now 
became public, through open letters to state officials. 
What tied this all together was an ordinary event, the seizure 
of a boat carrying impressive quantities of cocaine. The 
Customs Department was taking action for the first time, 
acting on a tip-off by its Brazilian and Spanish colleagues. The 
enquiry into an “ordinary” matter started to publicly expose 
the fact that for years we had been dealing with an extremely 
predatory and corrupt state, with a state that was completely 
full of oligarchs of every kind and every origin.  
This became public, and with the objective of the presidential 
election in April 2019, it was the starting-point for what we 
have witnessed: the offensive by the main circle of influence 
around the Bonaparte to more or less eliminate any 
opposition to the plan that had been concocted to ensure the 
continuity of the system. The army backbone was hit hard. 
Senior officers who had been appointed in 2017-18 were 
dismissed and even imprisoned. The police, the gendarmerie 
and the military hierarchy were decapitated. 
 
Everybody had to be kept in line, or dealt with 
 
Leading up to 22 February, the regime had not found an 
alternative solution and had to once again put forward 
Abdelaziz Bouteflika as candidate for a fifth term – with the 
agreement of Washington and Paris. This was an extremely 
fragile position in relation to everything that had happened 
so dramatically during the summer of 2018: the economic 
crisis and the obligation to prepare anti-working-class war 
plans, but also taking into account the movement by the 
masses, which to some degree had determined this 
compromise of the Bonaparte standing again, and therefore 
the decision to head into the 2019 election with him as the 
regime’s candidate. 
But the divisions of the previous summer had left their mark, 
particularly in the army. Protesting senior officers presented 
a candidate. A big proportion of the army backbone stood 
behind this candidacy, but not only the army. 
This combination of the three elements which I have tried to 
describe might seem banal, but in reality they were very 
important in the mindset of the masses, just like the media 
appearances of the Bonaparte himself. They led people to 
conclude that we were dealing with a Bonaparte who was not 
governing. And this thought, which started among 
commentators, came to be shared by the masses. The 
country was not being governed, and some people were 
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taking the Bonaparte’s power upon themselves in order to 
lead. And every time an unpopular decision was taken, 
fingers were pointed at all those who surrounded the 
Bonaparte and were taking decisions in his place. 
The thought that there would not be a fifth term was reached 
by a sector that is rather special in Algeria: the crowds in the 
soccer stadiums. Soccer stadiums have always played a 
political role. 
Symptomatic of the mindset of the whole people, the crowds 
in the soccer stadiums developed very specific protest songs 
and chants. There were two or three songs that were right on 
track. One of these songs listed each one of Bouteflika’s 
terms, followed by an indication of the nature of the term, 
until mentioning a fifth term: this line from the song gave rise 
to the slogan “There will not be a fifth term for Bouteflika”. 
Another song by the soccer crowds defined very precisely 
what today is referred to as “the mafia”, by referencing a TV 
soap opera that featured a mafia. The supporters of a very 
big Algiers club launched a song called “La casa del 
Mouradia” [The House in El Mouradia], referring to the 
Algiers municipality where the presidency’s main offices are 
located (5). Both the song and the TV soap opera describe a 
predatory and corrupt mafia. 
This movement by the soccer supporters left the stadiums 
and entered the neighbourhoods, towns and cities, to the 
extent that just before 22 February – as indicated in the 
article “The crisis has opened” in Issue No.13 (February 2019) 
of The Internationale – based on everything I have said about 
the triple crisis and everything that was happening 
concretely in the neighbourhoods, towns and cities, it was 
easy to grasp the fact that we were heading for a powerful 
and unprecedented movement. 
In the week before 22 February, in a small town called 
Kherrata – its name still evokes the massacres carried out by 
the colonial army on 8 May 1945 (6) – the whole population 
took to the streets to protest. Soccer supporters occupied the 
Algiers metro rail system on 16 February.  
When 22 February dawned and hundreds of thousands of 
citizens took to the streets, from north to south and from east 
to west, this was hardly surprising.  
  
22 February: The revolutionary crisis opens 
  
We have a popular proverb in Algeria that says: “You learn to 
walk by walking.” On 22 February, a revolutionary crisis 
opened. The regime had been destabilised – and with it, all 
the political parties – and the movement by the masses was 
underway. The power of that movement – through its 
numbers and its unity – could not fail to lead to a deepening 
of the revolutionary crisis. You learn to walk by walking. As 
early as 1 March, the slogan was: “System, clear out!” As one 
of our comrades has explained, by saying “System, clear 
out!”, the masses meant what is said in a line from The 
Internationale: “Away with all your superstitions”. 
 
8 March: “It is the people’s turn to have their say!” 
 
These three slogans (“No to a fifth term!”, “System, clear 
out!” and “It is the people’s turn to have their say!”) are 

important, because they would be repeated for three 
months. Over the course of this movement, everything that 
had to be resolved was put on the table, including the women 
question on 8 March (International Women’s Day) – a 
powerful demonstration with families and millions of 
women. When we said regarding Bejaia that the whole city 
took to the streets, this was true, but not only for that port 
city, where there are particular traditions, working-class and 
even revolutionary traditions. This also applied to towns and 
cities that did not necessarily have the same traditions. 
Over the course of this movement, the student movement, 
which had been fragmented for 20 years, used it to revive 
itself, once again taking up the traditions that had been set 
aside for a while: mass meetings, strike committees – which 
in fact are called autonomous committees – and student 
committees. And then there were the national slogans which 
targeted the government and its representative bodies. 
Specific demands were introduced: rejection of the LMD 
reform (7) and the question of an independent union. 
Over the course of the movement by the workers, building 
on everything that had been done since 2015 and ramped up 
in September, October, November and December 2018, 
people who had been isolated as they fought to 
reappropriate the UGTA linked up with others, and it became 
a big movement, all the more so due to the entry into 
struggle of important symbols: the Rouiba industrial zone (8) 
and the local branch of the UGTA in Rouiba. This was 
confirmed on the ground, with a series of strikes. 
  
10 March: The workers enter into struggle 
  
On 10 March, two days after the protest marches on 8 March, 
the whole country was hit by a general strike. In the Rouiba 
industrial zone, the local UGTA branch played an extremely 
important role as the workers in Rouiba burst onto the scene, 
but also in other industrial zones such as El Hadjar (9) in the 
east, in all the oil and gas fields, in the middle of the country, 
as well as in lightly industrialised zones. 
The entry of the workers onto the scene occurred on the 
battlefield of the class struggle, where they combined a 
settling of accounts in terms of social and working conditions 
with the issue of the UGTA, as well as giving support to the 
student movement. We saw images of the SNVI workers (10) 
in Rouiba (who are still on strike today) leaving the 
municipality and joining students who were in the process of 
demonstrating, and this powerful demonstration then 
headed into Algiers, to join up in the city centre with students 
from the central campus and from Bouzareah (11). 
10 March marked a turning-point in the revolutionary 
process. Up to that point, it had been the citizens – including 
all of the social layers – who demonstrated on national 
slogans, but on 10 March the proletariat came out. A 
proletariat that was definitely “of itself”, but one that was 
gradually becoming “for itself”, focusing on the key issue of 
the UGTA. 
On 11 March, the government retreated for the first time, 
with the very cunningly constructed proposal by Bouteflika to 
continue serving his term, but – apparently – to also satisfy a 
certain number of demands and to bring about changes. The 
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movement got a boost from these decisions, which seemed 
to amount to a retreat, but this was quickly followed by 
significant disagreements over their interpretation between 
the political parties and the organisations, including 
organisations that claimed to stand for the proletarian 
revolution. Nevertheless, this was an indication of the fact 
that an orientation that could no longer be pushed through 
by force had to be altered and had to take into account the 
movement by the masses. 
And this situation continued to be fuelled by the increasingly 
powerful demonstrations that were taking place. It is 
assumed that between 16 and 20 million Algerians took to 
the streets in the cities and municipalities, throughout the 
week. The student movement marched on Tuesday, the 
strikes developed, and the movement demanding social 
housing continued. The regime was destabilised, and its army 
backbone regained its prominence through an initial 
intervention by the Army Chief of Staff, who dictated a new, 
two-point orientation: 

1. I support the people’s movement.  
2. We will therefore give satisfaction to the demonstrators 
by implementing the people’s sovereignty (Article 7 of the 
Constitution).  

As Marx said, he withdrew this within the margin offered by 
Article 8. This article defines how the people’s sovereignty 
must be exercised: through the existing elected 
representatives – those of the illegitimate National Assembly 
– and the institutions, which stay in place. Here again, this 
was about devising a new policy that took into account the 
power of the movement by the masses. 
That movement deepened on 10 and 17 April. There was a 
new turning-point – and it was even more strongly marked 
by the power of the workers within that movement. On 
10 April, there was an all-out strike organised by the CSA that 
affected the whole of the public sector, the state-owned 
enterprises and especially workers in various town halls. This 
was a powerful strike that was highly successful. I must say 
that this strike did not take place on social demands, but on 
political demands: “System, clear out! It is the people’s turn 
to have their say!” 
On 17 April, strengthened by the whole fight that had been 
waged since 10 March to regain control of the UGTA, the 
Committee for the Reappropriation of the UGTA by the 
Workers and for the Workers organised a national rally. This 
rally, which had the aim of concretely regaining control of the 
UGTA headquarters, saw participation on a massive scale 
from all over the country, to the extent that it was met by 
cordons of heavily armed police.  
That day, the Committee reviewed its numbers. It had a huge 
majority: two-thirds of the UGTA Assembly, the National 
Executive Committee, almost all of the country’s local unions 
(UL) and some of the provincial-level unions (UD) (the UL 
were elected, the UD more or less co-opted) had formed a 
majority in calling for the national rally. As soon as the all-out 
strike happened and the CSA asserted itself as an 
organisation that was listened to and which the workers 
could respond to, as soon as the Committee for the 
Reappropriation of the UGTA had formally achieved a 
majority and through the power of the fightback, we were 

witnessing a new turning-point in the class struggle from a 
subjective point of view. 
The people’s movement had been strong in numbers since 
22 February, but now it was organising, gradually identifying 
its representatives and those to whom it would respond: the 
UGTA and the CSA. And this constitutes a turning-point in the 
revolutionary movement. The masses had shouted “There 
will be no fifth term!”, then “System, clear out!”, “We’ll clear 
all of you out!”, and “It is the people’s turn to have their say!” 
Now, they were in the process of acquiring the tools for 
achieving their aspirations.  
At the same time, in this general context, the idea of self-
organising had gained traction through the practical 
experience of the masses. There were inspiring experiences 
in the neighbourhoods. People’s committees came into being 
out of nothing. As ever, those “little nothings” were the 
needs which the masses determined themselves, on the 
basis of what they themselves needed, such as how to 
organise for the demonstrations. 
For example, there were battles with the police during the 
protest marches. This gave rise to what is referred to as the 
“red armband” movement, who took on the stewarding of 
demonstrations in some towns and cities, and who are 
present in the people’s committees. At their own pace. They 
only say “Constituent Assembly” in certain cases. 
In the student movement, there has been a revival of the 
traditions of autonomous committees, strike committees, of 
organising protest marches. This has been done by what is 
referred to as the pôle étudiant [student hub], which aims to 
co-ordinate all the mass meetings throughout a given region. 
Today, the question is being posed of co-ordination on a 
national scale. The role of some campuses and faculties was 
revived almost automatically due to their geographical 
location or their history, like the University of Algiers central 
campus and its Faculty of Letters on the hills above Algiers, 
but also because in the past the revolutionaries played a role 
in introducing those traditions. Positions adopted in mass 
meetings are accompanying and helping in the organisation 
of the student movement, and in the next phase a national 
co-ordination will operate. 
All these movements are probably inadequate; what 
constitutes the regime’s strength is that it can still 
manoeuvre despite the power of the masses’ movement. For 
example, it can wait a few days before perhaps cancelling the 
presidential election and bringing in constitutional experts to 
attack the idea of a Constituent Assembly, prompting former 
and new officials of the political parties, etc. to create a 
situation in which, even though the elections scheduled for 4 
July will probably cancelled, it could still ensure that a 
presidential election takes place. 
The government recognises the fact that the masses’ 
movement is divided over “letting the people have their say”. 
The conscious fight for a sovereign Constituent Assembly is 
not being carried out by powerful organised forces. And 
curiously so, because the power of the movement poses the 
issue of letting the people have their say. This is being 
reflected officially in press editorials – notably in the 
government’s newspaper – which locate the solution to the 
crisis in three options: of course, the option put forward by 
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the Army Chief of Staff; the option of the political parties 
which to a lesser or greater degree are tied to that 
orientation, but without being able to say so; and – as added 
by the government newspaper’s editorial – there is a third 
option, the one being championed by thoughtless, reckless 
people, called the sovereign Constituent Assembly. 
Today, they are obliged to talk about a sovereign Constituent 
Assembly. For example, they are saying: presidential election, 
but afterwards there will be a constituent process. I refer you 
to the example of Peru and other countries, which clearly 
show what this is about. 
I would like to say a certain number of more specific things at 
the political level. In the revolutionary process which we are 
experiencing, I think things are much simpler. For example, 
the validity of the Transitional Programme. It has been 
confirmed so well that the parts about sectarianism, 
opportunism, the world unity of the class struggle, the role 
of democracy and the Constituent Assembly are all on the 
table. The Programme is valid in 2019 because, beyond a 
certain number of things, it espouses very exactly what we 
have been living through since 22 February, and in fact since 
well before then.  
And regarding the situation we are seeing, we note that the 
regime’s political parties are what they are, but they are 
being obliged to change, just as the regime is changing 
individual figures in order to keep its main structure in place. 
In a very caricatural manner, the FLN is in the process of 
repeating in the People’s National Assembly (APN) what it did 
in October 2018, changing the Speaker of the APN because 
there is a need to change the political figures who symbolised 
the previous regime. But – and this is revealing in terms of 
their future determination – they replaced the head of the 
FLN with an oligarch with business links to the electronics 
multinational LG who owns a smartphone company called 
Starlight. In other words, the comprador bourgeoisie. The 
various parties of the presidential alliance are going through 
what is being referred to as “the movement of adjustment”. 
Replacing the leaders. And all of the so-called opposition 
parties are falling in line with the regime, they cannot do 
what they want, they are holding meetings, they are 
consulting each other in order to – with time – conform to 
the regime’s adjusted proposal. 
All revolutionary processes are not the same, and all of them 
do not resemble February-October 1917, but the same issues 
are posed, including resolving the enormous contradiction 
between the masses’ movement and the regime through the 
existence of a revolutionary party that paves the way to a 
positive solution.  
At the same time, the Organising Committee of 
Internationalist Socialists (COSI) has from the outset acted 
within a principled framework, right from its first resolution 
and its first published article, saying exactly what its aim was 
in the revolutionary process: to build the revolutionary 
workers’ party in order to resolve positively – where we are 
now – the question of the political outcome for the workers, 
for the proletariat. In this framework, the party is the 
programme, we are fighting for the Constituent Assembly as 
a slogan that completes the struggle for the democratic 

programme and is the concrete response to “let the people 
have their say”. 
We are fighting for the hegemony of the proletariat within 
this movement, through the struggle for the independence 
of the UGTA, for unity with the CSA, the building of a student 
movement, co-ordination of the actions against repression, 
and the students’ union. The people’s committees currently 
exist in the villages and neighbourhoods and are co-
ordinating with each other – whole towns and cities are 
organised around the “red armbands”. 
This programme is the programme on which we debate, with 
which we accompany the masses, but we also differentiate 
ourselves from all the other organisations that claim to stand 
for the proletarian revolution. 
Let me say a few words on this. If we had to summarise a 
century of class struggle in Algeria, we could say subjectively 
that there is a form of tragedy, due to the intervention by 
Stalinism from the late 1920s onwards to cut short the 
movement which aimed to build the North African Star as an 
organisation that combined the democratic programme for 
independence and the social programme, but also in the 
1950s and ‘60s, when the Pabloite current prevented the 
regroupment of the revolutionaries by teaming up with Ben 
Bella’s regime. And today, there is no difference. The 
Democratic and Social Movement (MDS), the result of a split 
in the Stalinist party, champions the market economy and has 
attacked the idea of a Constituent Assembly in its National 
Council. 
Finally, there is the Workers Party (PT), and here it’s a real 
drama. I think that the PT issue could be an international 
issue today. Without going too far back, what are we to make 
of some of its current performances: in the revolutionary 
process, where everything becomes simple, where nothing 
can be hidden anymore, due to the obligation to constantly 
respond to the situation, what has the PT’s policy been? In 
my view, it has had an ambivalent orientation. There are two 
orientations which sometimes combine together: an 
orientation imprinted by the party’s Secretary General. 
Concretely, on 21 February, the day before the events of 22 
February, the Secretary General appeared on TV: the first 10 
minutes of her speech were directed against the movement 
by the masses, using phraseology that said: “Of course, 
everybody has the right to demonstrate, but be careful not 
to provoke”. The same as what the regime was saying. She 
did not call for the 22 February movement. The PT did not 
call for it. On 24 February, in a speech on live TV, she 
proposed to the regime that if it was sincere, it should 
postpone the presidential election by two months in order to 
allow calm to return. 
Since the masses did not listen to her in that way, just before 
1 March she spoke again, this time appealing to the PT 
members and activists by saying: above all, come as citizens, 
because there needs to be national unity, don’t come as party 
members and activists, moreover we are not calling for this. 
After the second protest march, she issued a statement in 
which she did not say a word about a Constituent Assembly 
– she has been silent on this since December 2018 – but 
called for a government of technocrats to be appointed to 
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manage the electoral process. In other words, a bourgeois 
government that would try to save the regime.  
I talk of ambivalence because at the same time, the PT’s 
militant activists are active on the big orientations – 
Constituent Assembly, democratic freedoms – and this 
obviously is giving rise to extraordinary contradictions. The 
PT is a great hope. It could bring the whole vanguard 
together. The PT as the great hope is being hit hard by 
rejection by the vanguard, which increasingly identifies the 
PT as just another piece in the system’s jigsaw puzzle.  
So, what is being debated currently in Algeria? First of all, the 
question of the Constituent Assembly and of building the 
revolutionary party. These two things are linked. 
In his writings on Spain, Trotsky said something very 
important: it is likely that the fighting Spanish masses will 
have to go through the parliamentary experience and not 
move towards the dictatorship of the proletariat, because the 
masses have not been armed with the democratic 
programme, notably the programme of the Republic. They do 
not have the experience of 1905-17, of the soviets. Because 
there is no revolutionary party. For us, the question of the 
Constituent Assembly is our programme. This does not mean 
replacing one President with another, it means radically 
changing society, helping the masses to learn through 
experience and mobilise in order to move towards the 
dictatorship of the proletariat. 
In what we are seeing in Algeria, all the ingredients except for 
the revolutionary party exist to say: this is a genuine 
revolutionary process in which a whole people wants to 
settle the accounts of the whole of history. And on this point, 
I would like to say that what is absolutely extraordinary is that 
people are saying, unconsciously, but sometimes consciously, 
becoming a leitmotiv: “We don’t want to settle accounts for 
2019, we want to settle accounts for the last 57 years”. This 
is about a second independence. In 1962, we were 
dispossessed. Another very important element is that 
throughout history, continuity is being provided to the effect 
that what is missing is the main tool for settling accounts 
generally: the revolutionary workers’ party.  
________________________ 
(1) In 2019, Ramadan begins on 5 May and ends on 4 June (TN- 
Translator’s note)  

(2) The General Union of Algerian Workers (UGTA), Algeria’s main 
trade union organisation, founded in 1956.(TN)  
(3) The CSA was founded in November 2018 by 13 autonomous 
union federations (TN). 
(4) The four-party coalition that supported Bouteflika’s regime and 
his abortive claim to a fifth presidential term comprised: the 
National Liberation Front (FLN); the National Rally for Democracy 
(RND), the result of a split in the FLN; the Party of Hope (TAG), the 
result of a split in the Movement of Society for Peace (MSP), 
formerly called Hamas; and the Algerian Popular Movement (MPA), 
the result of a split in the Rally for Culture and Democracy party 
(RCD). (TN)  
(5) The El Mouradia Palace is the main presidential palace in Algeria, 
so El Mouradia symbolises the Algerian presidency just like the 
White House or the Kremlin symbolise the US or Russian 
presidencies (TN)  
(6) On 8 May 1945, at the very moment when the armistice was 
being signed in Europe, marking the end of imperialism’s wholesale 
slaughter and the collapse of Nazism, colonial troops of a 
“democratic” French government comprising De Gaulle, the 
Socialist Party and Communist Party were involved in massive 
repression in Setif, Guelma and the surrounding areas, attacking 
Algerians who were demonstrating peacefully for their sovereign 
rights. Tens of thousands of Algerians were killed in the space of a 
few hours, gunned down and butchered (TN)  
(7) The European Union’s “Bologna process”, introduced in 2004, 
promotes a system of higher education that is organised around 
three degrees (bachelor’s degree, master’s degree and doctorate) 
and referred to as LMD (“Licence, Maitrise, Doctorat” in French). In 
Algeria, the LMD system was introduced by executive decree in 
2004 as a pilot project in 10 universities, and subsequently rolled 
out in cycles (TN)  
(8) Rouiba, a municipality in the eastern suburbs of Algiers, was the 
location of Algeria’s first industrial zone, created in 1957. 
Industrialisation progressed greatly after independence, and today 
Rouiba is one of the most industrialised and wealthy municipalities 
in Algeria (TN)  
(9) The Sider El Hadjar steel complex in Annaba is a symbol of the 
Algerian steel industry (TN)  
(10) SNVI: National Company of Industrial Vehicles, a state-owned 
enterprise that has produced trucks and buses since 1967 (TN)  
(11) The original University of Algiers, founded in 1909, was divided 
into three universities in 2009: University of Algiers 1-Benyoucef 
Benkhedda in the city centre, University of Algiers 2 in Bouzareah 
(Algiers Province), and University of Algiers 3 in Dely Ibrahim (Algiers 
Province) (TN). 
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ANALYSIS  
 

Algeria 
Three months of revolutionary mobilisation… 
… through the pages of Minbar El Oummel  
(Workers’ Tribune) 

 
On 8 and 9 March 2019, two weeks after the 
revolutionary uprising by the masses, the 
Organising Committee of International 
Socialists of Algeria (COSI) was formed. These 
militant activists are convinced that building 
the revolutionary party involves the regular 
publication of a press organ: a newspaper as a 
“collective organiser”. Thus, as this issue of The 
Internationale goes to press, 18 issues of 
Minbar El Oummel (Workers’ Tribune) have 
been published since 9 March. Above its 
masthead sits the famous sentence written by 
Marx for the inaugural address of the First 
International, “The emancipation of the workers 
must be the task of the working class itself”, and 
below the newspaper’s title is the strap-line 
“For democracy and socialism”. Minbar El 
Oummel is both the COSI’s mouthpiece and an 
open platform of the class struggle, opening up 
its columns to activists who do not necessarily 
share its point of view, but who – like the 
militant activists of the COSI – are engaged in 
the fight for the sovereign Constituent 
Assembly, for the constitution of workers’ 
committees, for the reappropriation by the 
workers of their historic trade union 
confederation – the General Union of Algerian 
Workers (UGTA) – and therefore the struggle to 
build the independent mass workers’ party that 
is indispensable for carrying out its tasks 
successfully. We offer to our readers some 
excerpts from that newspaper. 

 
“No to the presidential election!  
Sovereign Constituent Assembly!” 
 

he very first issue of Minbar El Oummel appeared on 
Saturday, 9 March 2019. It published the COSI’s 
founding statement. 

“FORWARD! No to the presidential election! It is the people’s 
turn to have their say! Sovereign Constituent Assembly!  
For the independence of the UGTA! No to the IMF's anti-
working-class plans! Address the workers’ demands! For a 
mass, democratic independent workers’ party! 
We are working-class and trade union activists, youth and 
students who are resolutely engaged in the class struggle. 
After discussing at length on Thursday 7 March, Friday 8 
March and Saturday 9 March, we decided to constitute 
ourselves as the Organising Committee of Internationalist 
Socialists (COSI). This decision was made in the midst of the 
revolutionary process that started on 22 February with the 
huge marches that enveloped the whole national territory 
and involved the entire Algerian people. Our aim is to begin 
to respond positively to the contradiction between the 
masses’ powerful mobilisation and the tragic absence of a 
mass democratic independent workers’ party, without which 
the comprador bourgeoisie and its institutions are still able to 
“digest” the most advanced forms of our struggles. It is this 
weakness which for now gives them their strength.  
The immense movement of millions upon millions of women, 
men and youth that has roused the whole of Algeria for the 
last 15 days can be summarised in one phrase: the whole peo-
ple, beginning with the workers, the youth and the unem-
ployed in large urban areas and rural communities, want 
complete and absolute sovereignty. By opposing a fifth pres-
idential term, they are opposing a system which for decades 
and decades – in practice, since national independence in the 
summer of 1962, which was confiscated – has stood in the 
way of the nation’s full sovereignty resting in the hands of the 
whole people. They want not only to no longer have prefab-
ricated elections imposed on them, with bogus candidates se-
lected in line with the regime’s needs; beyond that, they want 
to be able to decide for themselves on the political forms and 
social content, the national content, which the people’s sov-
ereignty must return to them. 
In every part of the world and in every situation, such an as-
piration has always been addressed by convening and elect-
ing a sovereign Constituent Assembly, which means an as-
sembly with full decision-making powers. A Constituent As-
sembly without any restriction, without any precondition, 
with no oversight other than by its mandators. The working 
people, the nation, must have the means for making deci-
sions, for deciding to set in stone: complete freedom of 
speech, freedom of association and organisation, the right to T 
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demonstrate and take strike action, equal rights for women 
and men in every field. These deep-seated aspirations are be-
ing raised politically and democratically against the regime, 
which has turned its back on democracy and sovereignty, and 
against imperialism, which has turned every component of 
the regime and the comprador bourgeoisie into its agents – 
not always obedient agents, but its agents nonetheless.  
And this huge aspiration also has a powerful social content, 
which today is expressed in the strikes that are spreading and 
in the process that is now underway to win back control of 
the General Union of Algerian Workers (UGTA), the historic 
workers’ union confederation which has long since been a 
subsidiary of the state’s power structure. The strikes are ex-
pressing the wish that the nation’s wealth be used exclusively 
in the interests of working people. Sovereignty also implies 
social and economic sovereignty. It means addressing the 
enormous expectations of the jobless youth who number 
more than 30 per cent of the unemployed, those thousands 
of university graduates who, year in and year out, are leaving 
the country due to the lack of prospects; it means the wish to 
have social justice, jobs, public services, housing. There is an 
urgent need for a full response to the people’s wish for sover-
eignty, its sovereignty at the democratic and political level, 
its sovereignty at the social and economic level. Any trun-
cated response will be regarded as a diversion and will only 
further fuel the anger of the people, workers and youth. Any 
solution other than a sovereign Constituent Assembly, what-
ever the intentions of its authors, will be viewed as an at-
tempt to protect the regime, which has been massively re-
jected.  
On all sides, one can hear fears that the current situation may 
result in a period of instability, may lead to a repeat of the 
terrible dark years of the previous period. These fears are le-
gitimate when expressed by “grass-roots society”, but when 
formulated by “society at the top” and their representatives, 
they are nothing more than diversions and attempts to break 
up the power and unity of the people’s mobilisation. It needs 
to be said clearly: it is the refusal to heed the wishes and voice 
of the people, the workers and the youth that threatens sta-
bility. It is not through the continuation of an anti-democratic 
regime that stability can be restored and maintained; on the 
contrary, it is through a complete and confident opening up 
to all the necessary forms of the people's sovereignty. This is 
what is at stake in the calling of an unrestricted and unlimited 
sovereign Constituent Assembly. 
It is the same movement; there is no artificial separation be-
tween the fight for democracy and the workers’ fight for their 
own demands, which today sees the workers – starting from 
their living and working conditions – seek to reappropriate 
their historic trade union confederation, the UGTA, which 
cannot play its part to defend the workers’ interests while it 
remains tied to a government and institutions which the peo-
ple have rejected. The UGTA must once again become the 
property of the Algerian workers, of their rank-and-file un-
ions. It must be the property of union delegates appointed by 
the workers themselves. This process has begun. It must con-
tinue and develop. The workers must demand that the UGTA 
breaks completely with the regime; at the same time, they 
will present their demands and discuss the means to have 
them met. An action that has been decided on can and must 
be overseen by the workers themselves. Committees of action 

or strike committees can and must be expanded to all work-
ers. Winning back control of the UGTA will give the workers 
the tool and the means to pursue their own interests as 
wealth producers. Like the UGTT was for Tunisian workers 
during the Tunisian Revolution, the UGTA will be the back-
bone, the organising and unifying body that will extend the 
workers' decisive action to the whole of society as part of this 
process of open crisis that is in the process of deepening. 
The CSA confederation (1) and all the autonomous trade un-
ions should no longer show any hesitation. Everywhere – on 
the shop-floor, in primary and secondary schools, in colleges 
and universities, at the municipal, provincial and national lev-
els – they must seek unity with the different UGTA structures. 
As the regime persists in rejecting the Algerian people's wish 
for a change and wants again to force its decisions on the 
people, we shall counterpose the strength in numbers and the 
unity of the workers with their trade union organisations, 
freed from its yoke. A general strike by all workers and citi-
zens appears to be the concrete response. Unity is needed 
right now, it must be achieved without delay, and it will be 
needed even more in the near future. 
We are militant activists and have no interests that are dis-
tinct and separate from those of the workers, youth and 
broad layers of the population. 
Wherever we are, we fight for the people’s sovereignty, the 
nation’s sovereignty against imperialism, for the satisfaction 
of all the demands, for the defence of all working-class gains, 
and for the independence of trade unions where they exist, 
towards the creation of a single unified independent and 
democratic trade union centre (the toiling masses are fed up 
with divisions), and towards the creation of trade unions 
where there are none, especially in universities where there 
is a strong wish for a “democratic, independent, unified stu-
dent union” and a “unified federation for the whole national 
education system”. We fight for the general strike as a means 
for the people to impose their will and aspirations. 
We militant activists of the Organising Committee of Interna-
tionalist Socialists (COSI) are fighting for unity in the first in-
stance with the organisations that stand for the labour move-
ment and anti-imperialism. We say it loud and clear: we are 
ready to take part in any one-off action to help the masses, 
but also to discuss the formation of a “front of working-class 
organisations, parties and unions, and anti-imperialist organ-
isations” on the basis of an action programme built around 
the people’s and nation’s sovereignty against imperialism, 
following the principle “Let us walk separately, but let us 
strike together! 
If we have no interests that are distinct from those of the 
workers of our country, then we also have none that are dis-
tinct from those of workers in other countries of the world. 
We suffer from and we fight against the same policies in-
spired by the Bretton Woods financial institutions (2). We suf-
fer from and we fight against the wars perpetrated by world 
imperialism – yesterday in Iraq, Syria and Libya, and today 
beyond the southern borders of our country. Political interfer-
ence by the major powers in the domestic affairs of sovereign 
states has become a constant element. They are not using kid 
gloves in their challenge to the sovereign legitimacy of the 
legitimate president of Venezuela. And what is to be said of 
what the Palestinian people have been subjected to for more 
than 70 years by the sacrosanct alliance between imperialism 
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and the State of Israel? Our whole experience leaves us in no 
doubt whatsoever that the battle to build a revolutionary 
party in our country must be combined and linked to the bat-
tle being waged around the world to build the Workers’ In-
ternational on the basis of its programme, adopted just over 
80 years ago, the validity of which has been confirmed by all 
of the big events of the class struggle that have occurred 
since then, confirmed as the method for the emancipatory ac-
tivity of the working class. 
Like all organisations – including revolutionary ones – that 
are equipped with a programme, the Fourth International has 
come under pressure from all those who promote and above 
all act for the preservation of the present order, which is 
based on private ownership of the means of production. Re-
visionist and liquidationist currents have insinuated them-
selves into its leaderships, in an attempt to break it apart. In 
the early 1950s, the International was destroyed as a demo-
cratically centralised organisation. It was reconstructed, and 
for almost four years now it has been going through another 
crisis, the source of which is the same as in the 1950s: the 
abandonment of its party-building and an adaptation to 
bourgeois society. 
We say that the time has come today for rallying together the 
forces that will tackle the reconstruction of a genuine inde-
pendent working-class political representation for all workers 
and young people. In the parties that already exist, there are 
many activists and currents who are perfectly at home in this 
reconstruction: members of the PST, UTS and VOS, members 
of the ex-PAGS (3), and of course, the activists of the Workers 
Party (PT), a party which has retained the sympathies of a 
large sector of the working class thanks to its past struggles. 
But the current revolutionary process has laid bare the orien-
tation imprinted on the PT by its Secretary General for several 
years: adaptation to the needs of the regime – at least of a 
fraction of the regime – under the guise of society’s need for 
security and stability.  
Her recent public positions (postponing the elections, a med-
ical solution to the crisis, etc.) are now being assimilated by 
the broad vanguard as a sub-contracting of the regime’s 
needs, or at least the needs of a fraction of the regime, in or-
der to save its essential part: the continuity of the system. 
That advice given to the decision-makers at crucial moments 
in the confrontation between the masses and the regime is 
clearly a refusal to break with the current regime, a refusal to 
take full responsibility for the tasks of the struggle for the 
Constituent Assembly. We do not welcome this situation. It is 
the expression of the crisis that is affecting the labour move-
ment in Algeria and internationally. It is the expression of the 
necessary recomposition of forces on the line of working-
class independence, and of the reconstruction of the labour 
movement. For our part, and based on our own positions, we 
are ready to participate in this, side-by-side and shoulder-to-
shoulder with all the activists of all the currents that have 
emerged from the labour movement and support national 
popular sovereignty, and are ready to engage in that process 
within the framework of free discussion.  

Algiers, 9 March 2019” 
“System, Clear out!” 
Issue No.2 of Minbar El Oummel (12 March 2019) published 
a statement by the COSI that responded to the 

announcement that the presidential election would be 
postponed and that President Bouteflika would no longer 
seek a fifth term.  
“This announcement of 11 March was precipitated by the 
events of the preceding 72 hours: the demonstrations by mil-
lions of Algerians in the streets of all the country’s towns and 
cities on 8 March, increasingly combining the social and dem-
ocratic demands of women, young people and workers with 
the one demand that was common to all: "No to a fifth term! 
System, clear out!” (…) 
What the people want is not for the individuals heading the 
institutions to give way to other individuals. What the people 
want is different institutions. “System, clear out! Regime, 
clear out!” to make way for another kind of regime, another 
kind of system. 
If it is a question of the people creating new institutions for 
themselves, then it is up to the people to decide. To this end, 
there is no other way than to convene a sovereign Constitu-
ent Assembly through which the people’s representatives – 
appointed, mandated and overseen by them – can decide 
what the new institutions of the new Algeria should be. (…) 
The Organising Committee of Internationalist Socialists 
(COSI) is aware that what is being raised with this proposal is 
both a democratic and a national demand. It is a question of 
protecting the sovereignty of the people and the country, in 
particular of protecting it from the appetites of the big multi-
national corporations – be they US, French or other – that 
want to get their hands on the country’s wealth. It is a ques-
tion of restoring to the nation what belongs to it, so that its 
wealth can go to those who produce it, and not to those who 
profit from it.  
It is a question of stopping privatisations and enabling the re-
nationalisation of what has already been largely ceded to the 
private sector, so that the nation’s available wealth and the 
future wealth that can be obtained from its natural resources 
can be devoted to social priorities: housing, education, and 
employment. It is a question of protecting peace and resisting 
external pressures from those who have never given up trying 
to drag Algeria into the chaos and disintegration caused by 
the imperialist and neocolonial wars of intervention. A sover-
eign Constituent Assembly will have the strength and legiti-
macy to establish the laws that will guarantee all this. 

 
Algiers, 12 March, 8.30 a.m.” 

10 March: The working class bursts onto the scene 
The editorial in Issue No.3 of Minbar El Oummel, published 
on 17 March 2019, reviewed the aftermath of the 11 March 
announcement, concluding: “Faced with a regime that is deaf 
and dumb, we need to impose our own organisation on it. In 
order to clear out the system and ensure that we, the people, 
will decide our own future, people’s committees need to be 
set up everywhere.” It also published a lot of information on 
a major event, which occurred on 10 March: the Algerian 
working class bursting onto the political scene on its own 
basis within the framework of the process that began on 22 
February. The newspaper said: “Sunday, 10 March: in the 
morning, school and university students walked out of their 
classes in very many high schools and university centres. But 
the event that marked the day was the upsurge by the 
Algerian working class, bringing its organisations with it onto 
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the battlefield of individual strikes and the developing all-out 
strike. In the big industrial centres, workers met in their 
thousands with their union sections and, little by little, they 
joined the strike. At 11 a.m., the workers of the huge Rouiba 
industrial zone (4) decided to march on Algiers, and they 
combined with the high-school students who had come to link 
up with them. For the first time, the government called out 
the gendarmerie, a body that was more “reliable” than the 
police, with the aim of blocking access to the workers seeking 
to march to Algiers. 
Workers in many companies, such as [state-owned energy 
distribution utility] Sonelgaz, expressed in their slogans their 
desire to win back control of the UGTA, chanting "Sonelgaz 
no longer wants [General Secretary] Sidi Said!" 
In Algiers, the tram system and metro rail system were at a 
standstill. The majority of private passenger buses between 
the eastern and western parts of Algiers and to the city centre 
were at a standstill. In the other wilayas [provinces], private 
urban, suburban and inter-provincial transportation was also 
shut down by the strike. The port of Bejaia was on strike. In 
the secondary education sector, the personnel strike freed up 
tens of thousands of middle- and high-school students, who 
joined the protest marches. In many cities, the strike also af-
fected businesses, which were mainly closed. 
In the middle of the day, the UGTA sections in the Hassi R'Mel 
area – one of the gas-extraction centres – issued a call to 
strike. Concern spread among all the forces committed to 
maintaining the regime, who were trying to oppose and stop 
the strike with statements like the one by an “international 
oil expert”, which was widely relayed on social networks (...). 
Despite the warnings of “Mr Expert”, the workers continued 
to join the movement in massive numbers. 
Conscious of the state of the balance of forces at the ap-
pointed time, the workers did not seek to radicalise their 
movement, and ended their protest late that day.” 

“The struggle for the independence of the UGTA” 
Minbar El Oummel devoted an initial article (many more 
were to appear in later issues) on one major aspect of the 
sudden entry of the working class onto the scene: “The 
struggle for the independence of the UGTA”.  
“For the second time in two weeks, a national gathering of 
trade union representatives was held in front of the head-
quarters of the historic workers’ confederation. The façade of 
the UGTA building had changed between the two rallies (...) 
The starter’s pistol was fired by the local UGTA branch of the 
very important industrial zone of Rouiba. At the other end of 
the country, the El Hadjar steelworkers reinforced the process 
that began in late 2018 when they imposed new elections af-
ter occupying the local union headquarters. All the local un-
ions in the wilayas [provinces] of Tizi Ouzou and Bejaia have 
augmented the movement by demanding the departure of 
UGTA General Secretary Sidi Said. The movement is now so 
far-reaching that the national leaders of the confederation 
were unable to organise a response to the rally on Saturday, 
16 March.”  
On 24 March 2019, Issue No.4 of Minbar El Oummel pub-
lished several declarations of position by public enterprise 
unions and local union branches, which show the way in 
which the working class was seeking to take its place as a 
driving-force of the people’s mobilisation.  

“What the people want is not for individual figures in 
charge of institutions to be replaced” 
Issue No.5 of Minbar El Oummel (27 March 2019) was a 
statement by the COSI in response to the “assumption of 
control” of the state leadership by the army’s Chief of Staff, 
General Gaid Salah, at the expense of the “Bouteflika clan”.  
“Gaid Salah has justified his launch into politics by citing the 
army’s wish to respond to the people’s expectations and as-
pirations. It is nothing of the sort! In fact, the army – which is 
acting on behalf of the regime – has understood that the 
stubborn determination to maintain Abdelaziz Bouteflika in 
power and extend his term is deepening the political crisis 
and could lead it to the point where it becomes uncontrolla-
ble. The regime could not continue following this line, but also 
did not abandon its objective, which is to remain in place. 
What the people want and continue to want is not for indi-
vidual figures in charge of institutions to be replaced by other 
individual figures; what the people want is another kind of 
institution. “System, clear out! Regime, clear out!” and make 
room for another kind of regime, another kind of system. The 
Organising Committee of Internationalist Socialists (COSI) 
shares – together with many of our fellow citizens, youth, 
women and workers – the conviction that it is up to the peo-
ple to decide their future; it is up to the people to establish 
themselves as a constituent people through their sovereign 
Constituent Assembly. (…) 

Algiers, 26 March”  

“Several sectors are on strike” 
Continuing on this line, Issue No.6 of Minbar El Oummel (31 
March) also drew attention to the wave of strikes that were 
underway:  
“Several sectors are on strike: to name just a few, the workers 
in the ports of Oran and Bejaia, also the workers at [state-
owned construction equipment maker] Sonacome and [state 
owned telecoms operator] Algérie Telecom nationally, at 
[national ship repair company] ERENAV, oil workers at Hassi 
Messaoud, factory workers at [garment manufacturer] 
ALCOST and COGEB, as well as public sector workers at the 
National Sanitation Office, the Office of Property 
Development and Management, the National Social Security 
Fund, the National Pension Fund and the National Agency for 
Supporting Youth Employment (ANSEJ). All of them have 
responded positively to the second call to strike since the 
movement started.” This strike movement boosted the 
workers’ movement inside the UGTA to win back control of 
the union. Minbar El Oummel interviewed activists who are 
organising this movement.  
One of them said: “The bureaucracy which has scornfully 
ignored the workers must go. The union confederation has 
become a venue for negotiating with the bosses. This or that 
oligarch is free to come to sort out some problem with Sidi 
Said, but he refuses to meet with the workers or trade 
unionists. (…) As you have noted, the aim of our struggle is “a 
free and democratic UGTA” through holding an Extraordinary 
Congress of the confederation. This is not about replacing Sidi 
Said with another bureaucrat. We have to bring back the 
historic UGTA. Standing up for the workers’ demands and the 
country. (…) As far as we are concerned, Sidi Said is part of 
the regime. The tripartite system, that’s down to him. The 
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oligarchs, they’re down to him. Without him, there would be 
no reform of the pensions system, or privatisation.”The 
newspaper also published an on-the-spot report on the 
student demonstrations, as well as a report on a meeting of 
young workers with insecure jobs, held in Bab-el-Oued (a 
neighbourhood of Algiers), which resulted in the decision to 
form a Provisional Committee Against Insecure Work. 
Resolutely internationalist, Minbar El Oummel also published 
an article on the struggle of short-term contract teachers in 
both Morocco and Palestine, entitled: “The protest marches 
to return: one year already”. 

Gaid Salah “ensures the continuity of the regime” 
Issue No.7 (3 April) responded to Bouteflika’s resignation.  
“This is the first victory of the entire people since they erupted 
onto the streets of the country’s cities and municipalities on 
22 February to oppose a fifth term for the incumbent presi-
dent. It is a first victory only because all the demands of the 
masses expressed over the past six weeks have not been met 
with the final exit of the outgoing president: “System, clear 
Out!” and “It is the people’s turn to have their say!” (...) 
Abdelaziz Bouteflika is leaving the presidency of the Republic 
having been forced out by this mass movement – but he is 
doing so while opening the door to an “exit” from the crisis 
that preserves the regime and ensures its continuity. Boute-
flika is leaving, but the system remains in place: the National 
Assembly, the National Council, the Constitutional Council, 
the recently installed government... (...) Gaid Salah, head of 
the Army, who claims to be an ally of the people after having 
been the main supporter of the outgoing president, is pursu-
ing his own objectives: to ensure the continuity of the regime 
by putting the military hierarchy back in charge and to set up 
his own oligarchs in place of those who thrived under the 
Bouteflika presidency. All the plans for exiting the crisis, 
whether they come from the various factions and clans of the 
regime or from the so-called opposition, turn their backs on 
the deep-seated wish of millions of demonstrators, namely 
that Algeria be built by the sovereign people for the sovereign 
people.” 
The COSI statement ended: “It is up to a sovereign 
Constituent Assembly, representing all of the people, to carry 
out this task. For our part, we the Organising Committee for 
Internationalist Socialists, believe that such a sovereign 
Constituent Assembly would allow the representatives of the 
people not only to decide on the form of the new institutions, 
but also on their content, because the people want to be able 
to decide:  
− that young people are entitled to a real qualification, a real 

job and a real salary; 
− that all the nation’s wealth, especially the oil and gas, be 

returned to the working people;   
− that all privatisations be cancelled; 
− that all public services be restored; 
− that the demands of the workers be met as they increase 

the number of strikes for wages, working conditions and the 
right to have trade union sections available to them to de-
fend themselves. 

It is through this means that the way will be opened up for 
this new Algeria, for which we have all been mobilising since 
22 February. Algiers, 3 April” 

Issue No.8 (7 April 2019) of Minbar El Oummel reviewed the 
reaction of the popular masses to this manoeuvre: “Last 
Friday, demonstrators unequivocally rejected General Gaid 
Salah’s latest proposal. They showed that they have not been 
fooled by the smokescreen of abandoning a fifth term for 
Bouteflika!”, and insisted on the perspective of the 
Constituent Assembly.  
It also referred to the processes underway in neighbouring 
countries: “The sentences of all the Hirak activists confirmed 
on appeal” in Morocco (5), and “In Sudan, thousands of 
demonstrators are calling for the departure of President 
Omar al-Bashir”.  

“Once again, the regime is confiscating the people’s 
sovereignty for its own benefit” 
Issue No.9 (dated 9 April) appeared just after the swearing-
in of the so-called “interim President”, Abdelkader Bensalah: 
“Once again, the regime is confiscating the people’s 
sovereignty for its own benefit. This is unacceptable! It 
cannot be accepted! It shall not be accepted! The students 
and teachers are showing the way. They have organised into 
mobilisation committees. On Tuesday, they were on an all-
out strike.  
They have won back the right to demonstrate, despite the 
formidable efforts of the police. The repression, which must 
be condemned in the strongest possible terms, did not get the 
better of their determination.  
In the face of adversity, they occupied all of the city centres 
for several hours. The other social layers of the population are 
also fighting back: protest marches, demonstrations, rallies, 
strikes, and the struggle for the independence of the trade 
union organisations, particularly of the workers’ historic 
trade union confederation, the UGTA.”  
The newspaper concluded by focusing on the perspective of 
the sovereign Constituent Assembly that will determine the 
form and social content of the institutions of the new Algeria 
to which the workers and the masses aspire. 

“Open the discussion on the perspective of building a 
genuine mass working-class party” 
On 14 April, the editorial in Issue No.10 of Minbar El Oummel 
invited activists and youth to reflect upon and discuss a 
crucial question in the fight for a Constituent Assembly:  
“As far as the COSI is concerned, the only social force capable 
of helping the broadest oppressed masses to achieve all of 
our democratic and social aspirations is the working class. 
This is why, for our part, we call on the workers, activists and 
youth to open the discussion on the perspective of building 
the genuine independent, democratic mass working-class 
party which the workers need in order to take action. It is in 
order to carry on and broaden that discussion in the working 
class that we call on you to join the ranks of the COSI.” 
It published several eye-witness accounts from the protest 
marches which indicated that the regime had begun to crack 
down on the demonstrators and activists. In addition to eye-
witness accounts by demonstrators who faced a brutal crack-
down by the police, it reported the arrest on 13 April of the 
main organisers of the “Movement to win back control of the 
UGTA”, as well as the repression endured by activists of the 
Youth Action Rally (RAJ).  
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“Long live the struggle for the Maghreb Federation of 
Free Sovereign Nations!” 
Minbar El Oummel also reviewed the people’s mobilisation 
in Sudan: “Counterposing a sovereign Constituent Assembly 
to all the military regime’s manoeuvres to maintain itself”. It 
published an article on the strike by Arcelor Mittal 
metalworkers in South Africa, as well as a letter from the 
editorial board of Tribune des travailleurs [Workers’ Tribune] 
in Morocco: “Long live the Algerian Revolution! Long live the 
struggle for the Maghreb Federation of Free Sovereign 
Nations, rid of oppression and exploitation!” 
The Moroccan militant activists of Tribune des travailleurs, 
who distributed the statement on a massive scale during the 
demonstration in Rabat on 21 April by thousands of people 
who were demanding the release of the Hirak activists, said 
in their letter: 
“Reviving the best traditions of the North African Star, which, 
from its very foundation in 1926 had raised the banner of the 
fight for the unity of the Maghreb peoples, free from imperi-
alist oppression and exploitation, we eagerly salute the he-
roic combat of the Algerian people and workers. We also in-
sist that victory in your fight is victory for the fight by the peo-
ples and workers of Morocco and the Maghreb for national 
sovereignty and democracy. Your fight, and the resistance of 
the working people of Morocco, pave the way towards a gen-
uine unity between free and sovereign Maghreb nations. This 
can be seen expressed in various forms, including in the soc-
cer stadiums, where Moroccan supporters spontaneously ex-
press their support for their Algerian brothers and sisters, 
with Moroccan songs being sung in their turn by Algerian 
youth in protest marches, an expression of spontaneous fra-
ternity between our two fraternal peoples.” 

“The least costly peaceful solution is to convene a 
sovereign Constituent Assembly” 
On 23 April, Issue No.11 of Minbar El Oummel was published. 
The editorial’s starting-point was a drama that hit the 
residents of the Kasbah of Algiers:  
“At 6.00 a.m. on Monday, 22 April, a building in the Kasbah 
collapsed onto its residents. The Civil Defence worked 
throughout the day and retrieved five dead and several 
people with injuries. The Wali [provincial governor] of Algiers 
and, later, the municipality’s mayor were chased away by the 
angry local inhabitants. And with good reason… 
One year ago, the building had been classified by experts as 
“Red 4”, in other words its residents needed to be rehoused 
elsewhere on an urgent basis. This did not happen. More 
specifically, the building’s façade was given a new coat of 
white paint in May 2018, because it was located near the 
Ketchaoua Mosque and it could not be allowed to stick out 
like a sore thumb during the inauguration of the restored 
mosque by Abdelaziz Bouteflika. The authorities chose this 
over the safety of the common people. 
The state of the building was not exceptional. “The whole 
Kasbah is in that state!”, said the experts who spoke out. 
“What has become of the astronomical sums that had been 
allocated to restoring the Kasbah? Where are they? Who did 
they benefit in the end?” 
The Kasbah’s population were not wrong when they chased 
away the regime’s direct representatives. They were making 
them responsible for the policy that led to chaos and death 

after prioritising “the profit of the predators and oligarchs” 
over the simple safety of the citizens. The press reported the 
grief and anger of the local residents: “They will pay for this! 
We will not forgive them for this!”, cried out one mother who 
was visibly suffering from shock, while another young 
neighbourhood resident repeated continuously: “It’s always 
zwawla [the poor] who die in holes!”. On Monday evening, 
the government announced the dismissal of the Wali. Always 
the same technique: sacrifice a pawn when faced with such 
great emotion and such great anger, in order to keep the 
essential part. The government also announced “the 
immediate rehousing of the residents”. People had to die 
before what was impossible became possible.  
“Clear out! Clear out!”, the local population shouted at the 
Wali and the Mayor. This is the same shout which the whole 
people has been directing at the government for weeks, 
having learned through their many experiences that the 
perpetuation of this regime means the continuation of the 
same policy in different forms. It leads to chaos. 
The power of the movement makes every proposal by the 
regime impracticable. All of the political parties, whether part 
of the government or in opposition, are unable to circumvent 
it. (…) Nevertheless, in all of his previous statements and 
again on Tuesday, Gaid Salah has acted as the guardian of 
the temple: ensuring the continuity of the regime by 
jettisoning whatever is not strictly necessary, but without 
ever responding to the people’s wishes. (…) As far as the 
Organising Committee of Internationalist Socialists (COSI) is 
concerned, the least costly peaceful solution and the one that 
corresponds with the people’s wishes is the one for which we 
have been fighting from the very first: the convening and 
election of a sovereign Constituent Assembly. An “assembly” 
which as far as we are concerned must deliver independent 
justice, carve in stone the free exercise of all democratic and 
labour rights, equal rights for women and men, and national 
sovereignty over all national wealth.” 
As May Day drew near, Issue No.12 of Minbar El Oummel 
(published on 28 April) launched the slogan: “For democracy 
and the satisfaction of all the labour and democratic 
demands, the “free” co-ordinating committee of the UGTA 
and CSA must issue a call for a general strike to put an end to 
the regime!” 

Make room for the working women! 
The newspaper opened its columns up for a debate on the 
struggle of working women, and gave a platform to an 
internationalist socialist militant activist from Algiers, to draw 
the balance-sheet of women’s struggles in Algeria over the 
last 20 years and within the current movement. She 
explained in particular: 
“Satisfaction of the two main demands (repeal of the Family 
Code and equal rights for women and men) does not depend 
only on mobilising women. The trade union movement also 
needs to be mobilised. Here, I am talking about what should 
be the strategy of the revolutionaries. Our effort must focus 
on the lower female social layers, because these are 
oppressed as women by the law and exploited as working 
women. Their destiny is totally linked to the struggles of the 
workers and their trade union organisations, and ultimately 
to the emancipatory struggles of the organised workers. This 
is why we give such great importance to the UGTA’s Working 
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Women Commission and its local sections. Within these 
frameworks, women underline their own demands in order to 
turn them into the demands of the trade union movement as 
a whole. In the world of work, the rights of working women 
and working men are equally flouted. There is the old cliché 
that says that employers prefer to hire women, who don’t 
insist as much on their rights. But this view has been 
shattered in recent years, because women are insisting on 
their rights as much as men when those rights are being 
denied. It is obvious that we need to target working women 
first of all, but also the thousands of women who are 
employed in the informal sector.  
Declared employment and decent employment are two 
essential demands. (…) As for sustainable women’s 
associations, nothing stands in the way of setting them up. 
We need to include them in the more general struggle by the 
workers. Their objectives must be clearly defined: “repeal of 
the Family Code” or “equal rights for women and men”, 
because we must combat the illusion that “the emancipation 
of women” is only the task of women. Class interests also run 
through this struggle.” 

For the first time in 20 years, workers in the streets on 
May Day  
On 1 May, a statement by the COSI was distributed in the 
form of Issue No.13 of Minbar El Oummel: “Workers’ united 
front; free trade unionists of the UGTA, CSA, call a general 
strike to put an end to the regime! Sovereign Constituent 
Assembly for all democratic and labour rights! For an 
Extraordinary Congress of an independent and democratic 
UGTA! Satisfaction of all of the workers’ demands!” 
Issue No.14 of Minbar El Oummel reviewed the historic 
significance of May Day 2019: 
“Early that morning, an impressive police presence, made up 
notably of heavy vehicles, cut in two the grand avenue 
between May Day Square and the start of the working-class 
neighbourhood of Belcourt, in the middle of which the UGTA 
headquarters is located. Other vehicles had been placed at 
the entrance to “Workers’ House” to isolate the trade 
unionists. In short, “political” arrangements. The aim of the 
first arrangement was to physically separate the rally by free 
UGTA trade unionists in front of the confederation’s 
headquarters from the rally organised a few dozen metres 
away on May Day Square by the Autonomous Trade Union 
Confederation (CSA).  
If proof were needed, “trade union unity” – that is the enemy 
as far as the regime is concerned! The second arrangement 
made by the police was intended to prevent the free trade 
unionists – who were now in the majority in the UGTA – from 
physically regaining control of the union headquarters, just 
like during the 17 April rally. For the first time since the 
decision by Bouteflika/Benflis 20 years ago to ban 
demonstrations in the capital, the workers celebrated May 
Day in the streets. They restored to May Day its true 
significance as a day of struggle, whilst the regime and 
successive leaders of the UGTA had turned it into a “day of 
celebrating labour”.” 
The newspaper also published several reports on labour 
strikes, which were often successful and ended in the 
formation or “recovery” of trade union sections by the 
workers. It also continued the debate on the Constituent 

Assembly and the self-organisation activities by working 
women and students. One article was devoted to Venezuela’s 
struggle for sovereignty against the attacks by Trump.  

“The repression must end immediately” 
Issue No.15 of Minbar El Oummel, which was published on 9 
May at 3.00 p.m., featured a statement by the COSI which 
said notably:  “The mass rejection of the current regime 
continues to deepen. This rejection cannot be responded to 
by repressive measures against political parties or their 
leaders. It is up to the people, and only to them, through their 
elected and mandated delegates to the sovereign Constituent 
Assembly, to decide among the various political options 
before them. This requires full democratic freedoms, not 
repressive measures. (...) The Organising Committee of 
Internationalist Socialists of Algeria (COSI) considers that the 
measures taken against these activists, in particular against 
the PT General Secretary, must end immediately. The path to 
democracy cannot pass through the restriction of freedoms.” 
The next day, a second special issue (Issue No.16) stated: 
“Acts of harassment and intimidations – in a word, repression 
– are unacceptable! They must not be accepted! There is only 
one possible path for facing up to this and making it stop: 
unity among the activists and organisations that stand for 
democracy and workers’ rights.” 

“Our Position: Unity to put an end to the system” 
The editorial in Issue No.17 (12 May) revisited this question:  
“Our Position: Unity to put an end to the system. Louisa 
Hanoune, General Secretary of the Workers Party, has been 
temporarily detained in a civilian prison in Blida, following a 
ruling by the military court. No reason whatsoever has been 
given to justify the arrest warrant against the political leader, 
who had been summoned by the court as a witness to testify 
to the military magistrate in charge of the case of Said 
Bouteflika, brother of the outgoing President, and Tewfik and 
Tartag, two former officials of the security services, all of 
whom have been detained and charged with “conspiracy 
against the state’s authority and the military authority”. (6) 
Immediately after we were informed of the military court 
summons of the PT's General Secretary and before her 
detention, the Organising Committee of Internationalist 
Socialists (COSI) gave its unconditional support, in a 
statement issued on Thursday 9 May at 3.00 p.m., to the 
political leader and to her party against the harassment to 
which they were being subjected. In the same way, we have 
given our unconditional support to the activists of the 
Socialist Workers Party (PST), who have been summoned 
continuously without reason to the Aokas police 
headquarters, as well as to other human rights activists. Our 
solidarity was renewed on Friday, 10 May, in another 
statement, in which the COSI called for the release of Louisa 
Hanoune. (…) 
The COSI's position is not a short-term one. It is the expression 
of an attitude and approach based on the principles that have 
built the labour movement and the working-class current of 
which we are a part – namely, to give our unconditional sup-
port to activists who are suffering repression by the bour-
geois state. (...)  While doing so, the COSI does not however 
endorse the political orientation of the Workers Party, with 
which we disagree on several points. We have explained our 
stance on these points since the founding of the COSI on 8-9 
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March 2019, and we will continue to do so. We also make no 
secret of the differences we have with the PT leadership re-
garding the fight against repression, and in particular on the 
need to broaden this campaign to all activists of the demo-
cratic and labour movements who are victims of repression, 
such as Hadj Ghermoul, a human rights activist who has been 
imprisoned since January for being the first person to reject 
“the fifth presidential term”. The struggle against repression 
must apply to all; it cannot be divided.” 

“Everything is still possible!” 
Issue No.18, published on 20 May, almost three months to 
the day after the masses burst onto the political scene on 
22 February, included an editorial that drew up a “progress 
report”.  
“To put an end to the system. Two determined positions have 
been facing off since 22 February: that of the regime and that 
of working people, at the grassroots level, the people’s 
mobilisation is intact, despite the difficult period of Ramadan 
(7). Last Friday, millions of citizens once again took to the 
streets in Algeria’s towns and cities to reaffirm their clearly 
stated determination that “the system should clear out” and 
that “they should have their say” to decide their own future. 
This was clear-cut and precise. The next day’s press pointed 
out especially that the system’s new master, Gaid Salah, had 
been angrily criticised from Tamanrasset to Algiers and from 
Annaba to Oran. (…) The whole people are putting into 
practice the popular adage: “You learn to walk by walking.” 
After making felt their strength in numbers, they have begun 
the process of organising in order to impose their will in 
several forms: the student movement is structuring itself 
through faculty-based committees that are being centralised 
at the regional level; 400 out of 1,700 mayors have 
collectively committed to refusing to organise any election; 
people’s committees are being created at the neighbourhood 
and village level, initially to organise for demonstrations, but 
now to organise debates on future solutions; and finally and 
above all, the struggle to win back control of the UGTA, the 
workers’ historic trade union confederation, has moved up a 
level, to organising an Extraordinary Congress in parallel with 
the affirmation of the Autonomous Trade Union 
Confederation (CSA). 
This is not a case of just a few manifestations. There are 
others: the growth in labour strikes and their victorious 
conclusion; the creation of UGTA, CSA and CNES (higher 
education teachers’ union) sections; the “circle of judges” 
formed at the start of the movement which is participating in 
and winning national union elections. The power of the 
movement is reducing the regime’s room for manoeuvre, and 
above all is paralyzing the so-called opposition parties, not to 
mention the parties of the former presidential alliance.  
They are making the system’s rank and file speak out in an 
attempt to convince the masses to be more reasonable. (…) 
Every one of the government’s initiatives to try to contain the 
movement has backfired and strengthened the movement in 
its beliefs. The military hierarchy instigated the arrests of Said 
Bouteflika, brother and chief adviser to the former President; 
Tartag and Tewfik, former officials of the security services; 
and leading oligarchs. Former Prime Ministers and Ministers 
have also been summoned by the courts. In so doing, the 
military leadership thought they could satisfy one of the 

demands by the protestors, who continuously chanted: “You 
have embezzled the country, you band of thieves!” But the 
people used this to find a new reason to demonstrate, 
demanding “the opening of all of the files on corruption” and 
“public trials”. 
Army Chief of Staff Gaid Salah will therefore have to revise his 
script. He had stubbornly maintained the objective of holding 
the presidential election without declaring the date of 4 July 
(it was Bensalah who did this). At the time of writing, we are 
just a few days away from the deadline for registering 
candidacies with the Constitutional Council, and there is not 
a single candidate. Political officials on whom the system 
could potentially count have not been able to cross the 
Rubicon (8). They would have been condemned by the masses 
once and for all.  
Faced with this situation, the regime’s editorial-writers are 
crying “A dead end has been reached”. What “dead end?” 
Most certainly, the dead end reached by the system and its 
allies, who are working to ensure the continuity of the regime. 
The protestors who on Friday chanted “No to the presidential 
election on 4 July” will win another victory, the cancellation 
of the election, following on from the departure of Abdelaziz 
Bouteflika. 
For the whole people, the path towards satisfying its wish to 
decide its own future has never been so open. Yes, everything 
is still possible!  
For our part, as the Organising Committee of Internationalist 
Socialists, the simplest solution, one which corresponds with 
all the democratic and social demands of working people, is 
the convening and election of a sovereign Constituent 
Assembly.  
Through its freely elected representatives, it will determine 
the forms of the institutions of the new Republic and their 
social and democratic content, carving in stone: that the 
people is the only source of power and national sovereignty; 
the full exercise of all democratic and labour rights; the 
protection of the nation’s wealth; that the nation’s resources 
should benefit working people; the cancellation of all 
privatisations; the restoration of all public services; the lifting 
of diplomatic, banking and business secrets; and that the 
youth have the right to a real qualification, a real job and a 
real wage. 
“How do we achieve this?” the citizens and activists are 
asking themselves in increasing numbers. 
For us, COSI militant activists, the struggle for the sovereign 
Constituent Assembly is inseparable from the fight for:  

- the “Committee for the Reappropriation of the UGTA By 
the Workers and For the Workers” and the CSA to call a 
general strike to put an end to the system. A general strike 
that would be prepared by mass meetings of the workers, 
students and teachers and by the creation of “people’s 
committees” in the neighbourhoods, villages and 
municipalities; 

- the continuation and intensification of the reappro-
priation of the workers’ historic trade union confede-
ration through the preparation and holding of its 
Extraordinary Congress; 

- the general extension and centralisation of the students’ 
autonomous committees; and  
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- the general extension and centralisation of the “people’s 

committees” in the neighbourhoods, villages and 
municipalities.  

To the FFS (9), insofar as it abandons its willingness to engage 
in dialogue with the People’s National Army (ANP), to the PST, 
the PT, the UTS, the Workers’ Left, VOS, and to the trade union 
organisations, we say: is it not time to put in place a “united 
front” so as to fight together for a sovereign Constituent 
Assembly in order to put an end to the system and satisfy all 
of the aspirations of working people? 
Our orientation is clear. In all circumstances, we seek unity 
with all the forces that agree with these perspectives to a 
lesser or greater degree, in line with the old rule of “march 
separately but strike together”. The whole objective situation 
is ripe for radical change, but it is clear that the workers are 
missing a tool for moving the situation in the direction of their 
own interests and the interests of the impoverished layers: a 
mass, democratic independent workers’ party. Such a party 
has never existed in post-independence Algeria. The North 
African Star, created in the mid-1920s by the Communist 
International, prefigured such a party. But Stalinism's 
betrayal of the struggle for national independence drove the 
working-class activists into the arms of nationalism, albeit a 
radical nationalism. 
The COSI is opening the following perspective: the fight to  
build a workers’ party that will constitute the working class 
“for itself”, in other words that will allow the working class to 
take the lead in the struggles of working people for 
democracy and therefore for socialism. The COSI is 
unconditionally in favour of building such a party, by 
regrouping within and around it those activists who agree 
with the perspectives which it is opening for cadres who are  
organising the working class. The COSI is openly 
internationalist socialist, in other words it envisages its fight 
for the building of a revolutionary party and the class struggle 

here as segments of the building of a Workers’ International 
and of the global class struggle.  

Algiers, 19 May” 

________________________ 
(1) (TN) The Autonomous Trade Union Confederation (CSA) was 
founded in November 2018 by 13 autonomous union federations, 
following a decade of trial and error. 
(2) (TN) The International Monetary Fund (IMF) and the World Bank, 
created at the Bretton Woods Monetary and Financial Conference 
in July 1944. The Bretton Woods agreements laid down the 
framework of the post-war international finance system. 
(3) The Socialist Workers Party (PST) and the Socialist Workers Un-
ion (UTS) emerged from the Pabloite United Secretariat. Socialist 
Workers Path (VOS) is linked to the French organisation Lutte 
Ouvrière. The ormer Socialist Vanguard Party (PAGS), which split 
into different groups, is the old party linked to the bureaucracy of 
the former USSR. 
(4) (TN) Rouiba is a heavily industrialised and wealthy municipality 
in the eastern suburbs of Algiers. 
(5) (TN) The Hirak (popular movement) began in the Rif region (the 
cities of Al Hoceima and Nador) in October 2016 as a popular pro-
test against injustice and poverty. In June 2018, 51 of the Hirak’s 
leading members were sentenced to between 2 and 20 years in 
prison (see “Correspondence of the Fourth International” in Issue 
No.11 of The Internationale, August 2018). 
(6) (TN) Saïd Bouteflika was arrested on 4 May together with Major 
General Mohammed “Tewfik” Mediene and Major General Ath-
mane “Bashir” Tartag, at the instigation of the high command of the 
armed forces. 
(7) (TN) In 2019, Ramadan begins on 5 May and ends on 4 June. 
During Ramadan, adult Muslims fast from dawn until sunset. 
(8) (TN) To cross the Rubicon: to make an irrevocable decision. The 
phrase refers to the start in 49 BCE of the (ultimately successful) bid 
by Julius Caesar to become dictator of Rome. 
(9) FFS: Socialist Forces Front, the old organisation founded by Ait 
Ahmed, affiliated to the Socialist International. 
 

 
 

The policy of the leadership  
of the Algerian Workers Party  
in the course of the events 
 

he arrest and imprisonment on 9 May 2019 of the 
General Secretary of the Workers Party (PT), Louisa 
Hanoune, provoked legitimate outrage in Algeria and 

internationally. For our part, we immediately declared our 
opposition to the repression directed against the PT General 
Secretary, and called for the release of her and all the 
political prisoners, independently of what one might think of 
their political positions. The faction of the military which 
today holds the reins of power had her arrested within the 
framework of its settling of accounts with the Bouteflika clan 
(Saïd Bouteflika, brother of the outgoing President, and 
Generals Tewfik and Tartag (1), two former officials of the 
security services, were also detained and charged with 
“conspiracy against the state’s authority and the military 
authority”). Supporters of the PT General Secretary argue 
that she was arrested as a representative of the movement 

by millions of Algerians who since 22 February have taken to 
the streets to the cry of “Regime, clear out!” According to the 
newspaper Informations ouvrières [Labour News] (Issue 
No.553 dated 16 May 2019), “the charges against Louisa 
Hanoune are directed against all of the Algerian people”.  
We will content ourselves with offering below some facts 
and writings that are verifiable by all.  
Late December 2018: The Workers Party holds its Congress. 
Lucien Gauthier (a leading figure speaking on behalf of the 
so-called “International Liaison Committee”) makes a speech 
in which he states that “the election in 1999 of President 
Bouteflika (…) had responded to this expectation of the 
Algerian people for peace and security” (the speech was 
published in Issue No.111 of the PT’s newspaper Fraternité!, 
January 2019). Of course, this referred to the 1999 elections. 
But this is 20 years later, in a situation where the announ-
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cement that Bouteflika would seek a fifth term as President 
provoked massive rejection, which would be brought out 
into the open in the demonstrations on 22 February 2019. 
18 February 2019: The newspaper El Watan publishes a 
lengthy interview by the PT General Secretary. She notes the 
“disintegration of the institutions because the system is in its 
death-throes”, opposes the “fifth term” being sought by 
Bouteflika’s entourage, denounces “the collusion between 
money and politics that is jeopardising the very existence of 
the State”, denounces the “minority of oligarchs and 
predators who have pillaged enormous sums” and argues 
that “anger is brewing”. She states: “Whoever wants to really 
convince the Algerians that he is in favour of far-reaching 
political reforms has two choices: either call true elections for 
a Constituent Assembly (…), or move to early and genuinely 
transparent elections for a new National Assembly that will 
be representative and legitimate to reform the Constitution, 
or even draw up a new one”. Either a Constituent Assembly, 
or early elections…therefore within the framework of the 
system which millions of people would call on a few days 
later to “clear out”. 
Then, the PT General Secretary explains: “The President is a 
candidate and he is committing to do things once he is 
elected. I think he doesn’t need to wait until then. He can do 
a lot of things now… When one has the will, one can do 
anything.” 
23 February: The day after the demonstrations on 22 
February, a statement by the PT says that this was a “historic 
day” and that it was about “the profound wish for change, for 
the departure of a system that has been stifling them for 
years”. It characterises the institutions as being “in a state of 
total decay (…), illegitimate”. It concludes: “The supporters of 
“continuity” will bear sole responsibility for any provocative 
attitude that goes against the profound wish for change that 
was expressed throughout the country on 22 February 2019.” 
26 February: Another PT statement “salutes the peaceful 
mobilisations by the students that took place today” and 
concludes: “The authorities of the country cannot ignore and 
hinder such a deep-seated wish of the vast majority of society 
for change”. 
28 February: On the eve of the second Friday of mass 
demonstrations (on 1 March), a statement by Louisa 
Hanoune addressed to the PT’s members and sympathisers 
says: “Tomorrow, there is no partisan membership (…). 
Obviously, tomorrow we will all come out not as Workers 
Party members, but as citizens, because national unity has 
been consolidated”, and asks for people to demonstrate 
“without any partisan slogan, because it is not the PT that has 
called the demonstration.” 
4 March: During a press conference at the PT’s offices, this 
time the General Secretary states: “The Constituent Assembly 
is on the agenda, it allows the debate to be broadened. There 
are intellectuals and academics who have issued an appeal in 
this direction. We support this appeal. We do not wish to use 
it to score points.” 
What kind of Constituent Assembly? As far as the General 
Secretary is concerned, it “will have to draw up a new 

fundamental law [Constitution], define the nature of the 
political system (parliamentary, presidential, etc.), set the 
safeguards of sovereignty and produce laws.” 
She adds: “There is no exclusion in the Constituent Assembly. 
All of the population’s layers and sympathies must be 
represented in it. Business people who have been ruined by 
the oligarchy will have a place there”.  
9 March: The day after the mass demonstrations on 8 March, 
the General Secretary states: “Will those who are making 
decisions in the President’s name respond positively to the 
people and stop this process that is so fraught with danger?” 
12 March: In a statement following Bouteflika’s return after 
receiving medical care in Switzerland, the PT “notes the 
return of the President of the Republic”. It declares: “The 
withdrawal of the President’s candidacy and the 
postponement of the presidential election can be a factor in 
protecting the nation’s sovereignty (…) provided that this is 
not a manoeuvre to maintain the system”.  
The statement ends: “If the President really wants to give 
proof of his sincerity, then let him restore the voice of the 
people now, let him appoint a technocratic government that 
will act in complete transparency, composed of honest and 
patriotic men and women who are capable of being in touch 
with the majority, to conduct day-to-day business until the 
majority decides on the nature of the regime to put in place 
and therefore the electoral calendar.” 
16 March: In a press briefing, Louisa Hanoune calls on the 
“country’s high authorities” to respond to the people’s 
movement in the following manner: “The withdrawal of the 
President of the Republic at the end of his fourth term, the 
resignation of the government, the dissolution of both 
chambers of Parliament and the formation of a transitional 
technocratic government composed of honest skills” 
(HuffPost, 16 March).  
27 March: The PT “calls for the convening of the sovereign 
national Constituent Assembly” and says that it “cannot 
participate in a patching-up operation and therefore in 
rescuing the system”.  
27 March: That same day, the PT General Secretary secretly 
meets Said Bouteflika and General Tewfik, the former head 
of intelligence, two pillars of the regime (this would only be 
revealed on 16 May by her lawyer, Rachid Khane). Rachid 
Khane will point out that his client took part because “she 
thought that this meeting was official”, in other words that it 
took place with the agreement of the President’s Office.  
1 April: On the eve of Bouteflika’s resignation (2 April), the 
PT announces that it “has decided that its parliamentary 
group will resign, because under no circumstances will it 
participate in the attempt to rescue the illegitimate 
institutions of a regime based on the negation of the people’s 
sovereignty”.  
28 April: In response to rumours that some PT members of 
parliament had not resigned and had participated in the 
swearing-in of the “interim President” Bensalah, the PT will 
acknowledge that only four of its 11 members of parliament 
submitted their resignation, including the General Secretary. 
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PREPARATORY NOTES  

 
Preparatory notes for the report made to the 
meeting of the enlarged OCRFI Secretariat, 
24-26 May 2019 
 
Introduction 
 
 

he OCRFI meeting of 24-26 May is taking place four 
years after the opening of the 2015 crisis. Let us recall 
that this crisis was opened by the split in the French 

section, which was knowingly perpetrated using methods 
that went against the most elementary principles of workers’ 
democracy, through a rejection of any discussion, and then 
by the extension of that destructive policy to the whole In-
ternational. Since then, two OCRFI conferences have been 
organised: in Turin (Italy) in February 2016, and in Saulx-les-
Chartreux (France) in 2017. A meeting of the International 
Committee that was set up by the second OCRFI conference 
took place in Autumn 2018. Finally, we must remember the 
holding of the Open World Conference in Mumbai (India) in 
the autumn of 2016, which ended with the formation of the 
International Workers Committee for a Workers’ Interna-
tional. 
These notes aim to open the discussion on the ways and 
means of the reconstitution of the Fourth International in 
light notably of the revolutionary developments in Algeria. 
Because the uprising by the Algerian masses expresses in a 
concentrated way all of the issues of the world revolution: 
the consequences of the crisis of decay of the capitalist sys-
tem based on private ownership of the means of production 
in the conditions of decadent imperialism; but also the con-
sequences of the crisis of decay of the labour movement, 
which has speeded up considerably since the disintegration 
of the USSR.  
 
1 – The revolutionary uprising in Algeria verifies the rele-
vance today of the Programme that is the foundation of the 
Fourth International: “The orientation of the masses is deter-
mined, on the one hand, by the objective conditions of decay-
ing capitalism, and on the other by the treacherous policies 
of the old workers’ organisations. Of these two factors, the 
first, of course, is the decisive one: the laws of history are 
stronger than the bureaucratic apparatuses. Whatever the 
variety that distinguishes the methods of the social-traitors 
(…) they will never succeed in breaking the revolutionary will 
of the proletariat. More and more, their desperate efforts to 
hold back the wheel of history will demonstrate to the masses 
that the crisis of the proletarian leadership, having become 
the crisis of humankind’s culture, can be resolved only by the 
Fourth International.” (Transitional Programme).  

2 – This is the second time in the space of a few years that a 
people has risen up to cries of “Dégage!” [Clear out!]. In-
deed, we once again find here the key question posed during 
the Tunisian Revolution in 2011: how far did the slogan “Ben 
Ali, Clear out!” need to go in terms of achieving its content? 
Was it a question only of changing President, granting a cer-
tain number of democratic rights and widening the scope of 
democracy while keeping this process within certain limits, 
resulting especially in there not being a genuine sovereign 
Constituent Assembly, and no challenge to the multination-
als’ and imperialism’s stranglehold on the Tunisian econ-
omy?  
We know that this is what happened, resulting in an ebbing 
of the revolutionary process (which does not mean it has dis-
appeared; that is another question). Let us note in passing 
that at the time, this question was debated by the leadership 
of the Fourth International: on one side, there were those 
who imprinted an orientation of total submission to the lead-
ership of the UGTT trade union confederation, so that when 
the latter abandoned participation in the campaign leading 
to the constituent election, the International contented itself 
with following this position; on the other side, there was a 
sector of the Fourth International which formulated (unsuc-
cessfully at the time) the need to intervene actively and to 
pose the issue of the UGTT’s responsibility, including in the 
independent working-class candidacies for a genuinely sov-
ereign Constituent Assembly. At that time, there was debate 
and disagreement which partly contained the more general 
elements that were to result in the crisis of 2015. 
 
3 – Is it a question today in Algeria of repeating the Tunisian 
process, of containing it within the limits of what imperialism 
would like to concede, of what the existing regime would like 
to concede? Or rather, is it a question of the Algerian revolu-
tionary process following through to the end, in other words 
to fully and completely achieving the demand for democ-
racy? Not only “Bouteflika, Clear out!”, which has been 
achieved, or “Gaïd Salah, Clear out!”, which is the cry at this 
very moment in Algeria, but more generally “System, Clear 
out!”, the slogan that has been fully taken up by millions of 
Algerian men and women. This slogan can only be satisfied if 
the people, the nation has in its hands all the means for de-
ciding. This is therefore focused on the slogan of the sover-
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eign Constituent Assembly. In itself, it is a democratic de-
mand. But we must note that only the class of the exploited 
and the oppressed has everything to gain by achieving it; or 
more precisely, it is the only class that has nothing to fear 
from the election of a sovereign Constituent Assembly, un-
like the rich, who – not without reason – are scared that such 
a Constituent Assembly might go too far.  
The class of the exploited and the oppressed are not scared 
of the possibility that a Constituent Assembly might chal-
lenge the limits of the system of private ownership of the 
means of production. On the other hand, those who are 
scared of this democratic outcome are those who are linked 
in one way or another to imperialism, to the system of pri-
vate ownership of the means of production, and who there-
fore are seeking to either circumvent or prevent head-on the 
solution of the sovereign Constituent Assembly. At the time 
of writing, nobody knows what will happen. But the fact is 
that this article is being finalised as the revolutionary process 
begun in Algeria enters its fourth month. On Friday 17 May, 
despite obstacles at various levels, millions of people once 
again took to the streets in every town and city of Algeria, 
millions of people shouted “System, Clear out!” And as our 
Algerian comrades wrote in their editorial in Issue No.18 of 
Minbar el Oummel [Workers Tribune]: “Everything is still pos-
sible.” 
The depth of the Algerian revolutionary process, the way in 
which the masses are linking democratic demands with social 
demands, and also the process of taking back the General 
Union of Algerian Workers (UGTA) from its leadership, puts 
an end to the argument of those who swear by a dégagisme 
that has been emptied of any social content (1), aiming for 
neither the overthrow of the existing social order, nor even 
the satisfaction of the basic democratic demand, namely that 
the people should decide their own future. As far as the 
Fourth International is concerned, the revolutionary devel-
opments in Algeria once again verify the theses of the per-
manent revolution, which consider that the epoch of capital-
ism’s decay leaves no other choice – including in order to sat-
isfy the most basic demands – than to challenge the system 
of private ownership of the means of production. In this 
sense, these developments pose all the issues of theory, 
strategy and revolutionary tactics.  
They oblige us to consider the point reached in the fight for 
the reconstitution of the Fourth International, in order to de-
fine the new tasks that flow from these new developments 
in the situation. To this end, we need to fully reappropriate 
Lenin’s method and orientation on the question of democ-
racy. In a polemic against a sector of the Russian Social-Dem-
ocrats who were nevertheless supporters of Iskra [The Spark] 
(2), Lenin criticised them for their too-vague formulations on 
defending the “principle of democracy”. He told them that “it 
should have been pointed out more precisely how consistent 
and determined we are (in comparison with the bourgeois 
democrats) in our understanding of the “principle of democ-
racy” – for example, by describing in one way or another the 
idea and content of a “democratic constitution” or proclaim-
ing our demand for a democratic republic as a matter of 
“principle”.” (Original emphasis) Lenin made this general 
point: “The class nature of our political programme and po-
litical demands is expressed precisely in the fact that they 
stand for complete and consistent democracy.” (3) Because 

for Lenin in the past, and for the Fourth International today, 
in the imperialist epoch, it is only the person who is not 
scared of challenging the capitalist system based on the ex-
ploitation of labour-power who is capable of helping to fully 
achieve the democratic tasks. This is why the genuinely work-
ing-class character of the orientation of the revolutionary 
party of the Fourth International is measured by its capacity 
to follow through to the end in the fight to defend, win and 
win back political democracy, the nation’s sovereignty and 
national independence, under all forms of democratic slo-
gans. Obviously, this is particularly true with regard to the 
countries dominated by imperialism. But even in the imperi-
alist countries, the question of defending and of winning 
back an increasingly challenged political democracy also 
posed these questions. Is this not exactly these questions 
that are being raised? Particularly since 22 February in Alge-
ria, with this upsurge by the masses, taking back into their 
own hands the thread of sovereignty that was confiscated in 
1962? Let us recall that in 1962, the revolutionary war waged 
by the Algerian people inflicted a defeat on French imperial-
ism, which had to give up its direct rule over Algeria. All of 
the state structures based on the presence of the French set-
tlers collapsed. The   constitution of an Algerian bourgeois 
state that respected the global imperialist order could then 
only be carried out against political democracy, since the ex-
ercise of political democracy would lead to challenging the 
very basis of capitalism. It was in this way that the system 
which the Algerian masses are rejecting today was put in 
place. 
 
4 – The revolutionary process opened in Algeria is acting as 
a revealing test of the depth of the chasm that henceforth 
separates Trotskyism and the liquidationist revisionist cen-
tre. On 9 March 2019, in their founding declaration that set 
out their links with the fight for the reconstitution of the 
Fourth  International, the comrades of the Organising Com-
mittee of Internationalist Socialists of Algeria (COSI) wrote: 
“The immense movement of millions upon millions of women, 
men and youth that has roused the whole of Algeria for the 
last 15 days can be summarised in one phrase: the whole peo-
ple, beginning with the workers, the youth and the unem-
ployed in large urban areas and rural communities, want 
complete and absolute sovereignty.  
By opposing a fifth presidential term, they are opposing a sys-
tem which for decades and decades – in practice, since na-
tional independence which was confiscated during the sum-
mer of 1962 – has stood in the way of the nation’s full sover-
eignty resting in the hands of the whole people. They want 
not only to no longer have prefabricated elections imposed 
on them, with bogus candidates selected in line with the re-
gime’s needs; beyond that. they want to be able to decide for 
themselves on the political forms and social content, the na-
tional content, which the people’s sovereignty must return to 
them.” (4) 
Three days later, Algerian representatives of the liquidation-
ist centre addressed Bouteflika, asking him to prove his “sin-
cerity”: “Following its daily meeting since 22 February, the 
SPBP notes the return of the President of the Republic [from 
abroad] and the decisions he has taken (…). If the President 
really wants to give proof of his sincerity, then let him restore 
the voice of the people now, let him appoint a technocratic 
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government that will act in complete transparency, com-
posed of honest and patriotic men and women who are ca-
pable of being in touch with the majority, to conduct day-to-
day business until the majority decides on the nature of the 
regime to put in place and therefore the electoral calendar.” 
(5) 
 
5 – The crisis of the revolutionary leadership of the proletar-
iat includes the crisis of the Fourth International itself, its suc-
cessive crises, and especially the crisis provoked by the liqui-
dationist group in 2015. In order for the Fourth International 
to be capable of contributing towards resolving the crisis of 
leadership of the proletariat, it must also, as a first phase, be 
able to determine the ways and means of building in each 
country nuclei and sections of the Fourth International 
fighting for its reconstitution through building revolutionary 
workers’ parties on class grounds. 
 
6 – As we have highlighted earlier, the uprising by the Alge-
rian masses is part of the whole development of the world 
class struggle. What is true at the objective level is also true 
regarding the fight to build the International and its sections. 
Let us recall that the Reproclamation Conference of the 
Fourth International in 1993 took place almost at the same 
time as the formation of the International Liaison Committee 
of Workers and Peoples, which set itself the task of fighting 
for a Workers’ International based on the defence and recon-
struction-reorganisation of the labour movement on a new 
axis. The quarter-century that has since elapsed has seen a 
deepening in every respect – on a scale which nobody could 
have imagined then – of the processes of dismantling the la-
bour organisations, processes that are being fed from the 
outside by the offensive by the governments and the capital-
ist class, and from the inside by the mobilising of powerful 
forces that are working to break up the organisations of 
which they are a component part. 
 
7 – Straight away, the revolutionary uprising in Algeria was 
focused on the slogan “Système dégage!” [System, clear 
out!], a democratic demand which, in order to be met fully, 
calls for the sovereign Constituent Assembly as a response. It 
would be a serious mistake to reduce this perspective to a 
bourgeois democratic slogan aimed at moving from one in-
stitutional form of rule by the bourgeoisie to another institu-
tional form. For the proletarian revolutionary organised on 
the Programme of the Fourth International, the slogan of the 
Constituent Assembly poses the question of both the forms 
of democracy and its social content. History has taught us 
that in capitalism’s stage of development and growth, the 
bourgeoisie was able to go very far in developing a whole se-
ries of elements of political democracy while always respect-
ing a limit that was not to be crossed. That limit is called pri-
vate property. But what was true in the epoch of the ascend-
ant bourgeoisie (particularly in Europe in the 17th, 18th and 
19th centuries), when it was capable of both ensuring the de-
velopment of the productive forces and allowing the devel-
opment (within those limits) of advanced forms of democ-
racy, is no longer at all true in the epoch of decadent imperi-
alism. In the imperialist epoch, the slightest democratic de-
mand comes up against the tendency of the productive 
forces to decline, and up against the means deployed by the 

bourgeoisie to tackle this, especially via the mass destruction 
of the existing productive forces, beginning with the main 
productive force: the proletarian’s labour-power. This is why 
the link between the democratic demand and its social con-
tent is an essential question without which the democratic 
demand itself will be purely and simply emptied of any con-
tent. The comrades in Algeria responded to this in the follow-
ing way: “It is up to the people to decide their future; it is up 
to the people to establish themselves as a constituent people 
through their sovereign Constituent Assembly.” (6) “For our 
part, we the Organising Committee for Internationalist So-
cialists, believe that such a sovereign Constituent Assembly 
would allow the representatives of the people not only to de-
cide on the form of the new institutions, but also on their con-
tent, because the people want to be able to decide:  
− that young people are entitled to a real diploma, a real 

job, a real salary; 
− that all the nation's wealth, especially the oil and gas, 

be returned to the working people;   
− that all privatisations be cancelled; 
− that all public services be restored; 
− that the demands of the workers be met as they in-

crease the number of strikes for wages, working con-
ditions and the right to have trade union sections 
available to them to defend themselves. 

It is through this means that the way will be opened up for 
this new Algeria for which we have all been mobilising since 
22 February.” (7) 
Beyond its transitional character – combining, let us repeat, 
the fight for another form of government and the fight for 
another way of organising society, based on the collective 
appropriation of the means of production – the slogan of the 
Constituent Assembly poses another issue: the means for 
imposing it. Therefore, the need for bodies constituted by 
the exploited class in order to impose its own agenda. Which, 
in the specific case of the revolutionary process underway in 
Algeria, is taking the form of both the movement towards 
committees and the movement to take back the General 
Union of Algerian Workers (UGTA) from its leadership, which 
is integrated into the regime. 
 
8 – Let us clarify matters. The Programme of the Fourth 
International invites its sections and its militant activists to 
avoid “trade union fetishism”. What we are unwaveringly 
committed to is the need for the workers to form their own 
bodies for struggle, which includes the organisations for 
struggle which they have formed historically in the course of 
their class struggle (trade unions and political parties), and 
also those which they have been led to form in the course of 
the current developments of the class struggle: strike 
committees, delegate councils, unity committees, etc. The 
militant activists of the Fourth International do not 
counterpose one of the proletariat’s forms of organisation to 
another. We understand that the capacity for the working 
class to create its own bodies for struggle under its own 
control draws strength from its capacity to defend the 
existing organisations. Of course, the traditional 
organisations in every country are being greatly hampered, 
and sometimes even rendered powerless, due to the policy 
of the leaderships which most often are subordinated to the 
bourgeois order. Of course, the leaderships of the traditional 
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trade union organisations are often caught in a logic of 
accompanying and protecting the institutions of the 
bourgeois state rather than a logic of class confrontation and 
class struggle. They nevertheless remain the organic result of 
the age-old class struggle by the exploited. On every 
continent and whatever the circumstances, it is towards 
them, towards their traditional organisations that the 
workers tend to turn when they go on the move. This is 
especially true in a period of revolutionary crisis: it is the old 
trade union confederations, sometimes half-integrated into 
the state, it is the old working-class organisations which the 
workers seek to make use of, because they are the tools 
which lie within their reach, which they know exist, and 
which belong to them, despite the policy of the apparatuses. 
These are just some of the lessons which the Fourth 
International and its French section drew from the error 
committed in 1944-5 in France by the French section, when 
it believed that the movement by the working class would 
circumvent the traditional organisations. But this is a lesson 
that is verified with each revolutionary crisis. We saw it in the 
Tunisian Revolution, when the movement by the working 
class sought to take back control of the UGTT, and we are 
seeing it today in Algeria. This is why the Fourth International 
makes no concession whatsoever to those forces that, 
subordinated as they are in practice to antagonistic social 
interests, are consciously participating in the breaking up of 
the working-class organisations.  
The Fourth International does not confuse the working-class 
organisations with their leaderships in any way. This defence 
of the working-class organisations is being carried out in the 
name of the independent struggle of the proletariat. It is 
therefore carried out as a leverage-point for the class 
struggle, for the strikes, for the protest marches, as a 
leverage-point for the autonomous movement of the 
working class, which includes the movement towards its own 
specific forms of organisation: strike committees, delegates 
appointed by mass meetings, delegate committees. It is one 
and the same fight to help the working class to organise on 
its own class grounds.  
The Fourth International and its sections can only carry out 
this fight provided they correctly pose the question of 
building the party: the party of the Fourth International and 
the transitional forms that lead to it. 
 
9 – The link between the fight for the Constituent Assembly 
and building the party was posed by the comrades of the 
COSI in the following way, in their founding declaration dated 
9 March:  
“We say that today the time has come to rally together the 
forces that will tackle the task of rebuilding a genuine inde-
pendent political representation for the working class, for all 
the workers and the youth.” Reviewing the various political 
currents of the labour movement which as a whole or in part 
– and in any case their members – were invited to take part 
in rebuilding a genuine independent political representation 
for the working class, the COSI declaration mentioned in par-
ticular “the activists of the Workers Party (PT), a party which 
has retained the sympathies of a large sector of the working 
class thanks to its past struggles. But the current revolution-
ary process has laid bare the orientation imprinted on the PT 
by its Secretary General for several years: adaptation to the 

needs of the regime – at least of a fraction of the regime – 
under the guise of society’s need for security and stability. 
Her recent public positions (postponing the elections, a med-
ical solution to the crisis, etc.) are henceforth being assimi-
lated by a broad vanguard as a sub-contracting of the re-
gime’s needs, or at least the needs of a fraction of the regime, 
in order to save its essential part: the continuity of the sys-
tem. That advice given to the decision-makers at crucial mo-
ments in the confrontation between the masses and the re-
gime is clearly a refusal to break with the current regime, a 
refusal to take full responsibility for the tasks of the struggle 
for the Constituent Assembly. We do not welcome this situa-
tion. It is the expression of the crisis that is affecting the la-
bour movement in Algeria and internationally. It is the ex-
pression of the necessary recomposition of forces on the line 
of working-class independence, and of the reconstruction of 
the labour movement. For our part, and based on our own 
positions, we are ready to participate in this side-by-side and 
shoulder-to-shoulder with all the activists of all the currents 
that have emerged from the labour movement and support 
national popular sovereignty, and are ready to engage in that 
process within the framework of free discussion.” (8) They re-
affirmed this position one month later: “As far as the COSI is 
concerned, the only social force capable of helping the broad-
est oppressed masses to achieve all of our democratic and 
social aspirations is the working class. This is why, for our 
part, we call on the workers, activists and youth to open the 
discussion on the perspective of building the genuine inde-
pendent, democratic mass working-class party which the 
workers need in order to take action. It is in order to carry on 
and broaden that discussion in the working class that we call 
on you to join the ranks of the COSI.” (9) 
 
10 – The attitude of the revolutionary party regarding dem-
ocratic slogans in general and the slogan of the Constituent 
Assembly in particular has often been the subject of debate 
in our movement. In April 1930, following an initial phase of 
revolutionary uprising in China and its crushing, Trotsky 
wrote an article entitled “The Slogan of the National Assem-
bly in China”. Beyond the terminology (10), why is the slogan 
of the Constituent Assembly important? Trotsky pointed out 
that “to imagine and expect that the Communist Party of 
China can make the jump from the present conditions of the 
rule of the unbridled bourgeois military cliques, the oppres-
sion and dismemberment of the working class, and the ex-
traordinary low ebb of the peasant movement to the seizure 
of power – this would be to believe in miracles.” He added: 
“the power of the suppressed masses is in their number. 
When they awaken, they strive to express their strength of 
numbers in politics through the medium of the universal suf-
frage.” For Trotsky, it is inevitable that in an initial phase, the 
aspirations of the masses (weighed down by illusions) pass 
through seeking to use universal suffrage. Trotsky posed the 
issue in terms of the party. A party that claims to provide an 
answer to the question of power cannot turn its back on uni-
versal suffrage. Of course, revolutionary militant activists 
know “that universal suffrage is an instrument of bourgeois 
rule and that they can liquidate this rule only through the me-
dium of the proletarian dictatorship.” But “the millions of the 
toiling masses can come to the dictatorship of the proletariat 
only on the basis of their own political experience, and the 
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National [i.e. Constituent] Assembly would be a progressive 
step on this road.” In other words, the masses’ wish for 
change, weighed down by illusions, requires a perspective on 
the question of power, formulated in a way which they can 
grasp readily. In China in 1930, “dictatorship of the proletar-
iat” didn’t mean much, any more than “workers’ and peas-
ants’ government” (11). But a National [i.e. Constituent] As-
sembly to respond to the most urgent demands, this was 
something that could be grasped readily. Trotsky pointed 
out: “This is why we come out for this slogan in conjunction 
with four other slogans of the democratic revolution: the 
transfer of the land to the peasant poor; the eight-hour work-
ing day; the independence of China; the right of self-determi-
nation of the nationalities included in the territory of China.” 
This list mixes together democratic and social demands, 
therefore giving the slogan of the Constituent Assembly a 
content that goes beyond the simple demand for sovereignty 
and democracy.  
Of course, Trotsky added, events could follow another 
course: one could not exclude the possibility that the prole-
tariat could come to power in China with soviets before a 
Constituent Assembly would even be held, which moreover 
is what happened in Russia. But, he added, “for the immedi-
ate period” this hypothesis “is at any rate improbable, be-
cause it presupposes the existence of a powerful and central-
ised revolutionary party of the proletariat. (…) In the mean-
time, it is our misfortune that there is no strong centralised 
Communist Party in China as yet.” 
Trotsky could not imagine discussing the possibility of the 
working class and the poor peasantry coming to power – ei-
ther through soviets or through a Constituent Assembly – 
while separating this from the discussion on building the 
party.  
 
11 – Another discussion regarding the role of democratic slo-
gans in general, and that of the Constituent Assembly in par-
ticular, took place inside the Trotskyist current in the late 
1970s regarding the situation in Peru. In 1978, the dictator-
ship of General Bermudez was confronted by a revolutionary 
uprising by the masses which started in 1977 with a general 
strike; this forced the holding of elections to an Assembly, 
presented by the regime as a Constituent Assembly. It was a 
fake Constituent Assembly, straitjacketed by the dictator-
ship: it had no constituent powers, millions of Peruvians 
were excluded from the electoral register, etc. Despite this, 
compared to the previous situation, the elections appeared 
to the masses to be – at least partially – the beginnings of a 
democratic openness. It is in this context that the FOCEP (12) 
was constituted; this was a coalition comprised of: the POMR 
(the OCRFI organisation at that time); Hugo Blanco’s organi-
sation (which was a member of the Pabloite United Secretar-
iat); Maoist and ex-Maoist currents; and petty-bourgeois na-
tionalists.  
Ten FOCEP Assembly members were elected on a pro-
gramme which on the whole was anti-imperialist. How were 
they going to take action? The POMR came under strong 
pressure, notably from the United Secretariat, whose news-
paper in France carried headlines – relayed by the very insti-
tutional daily newspaper Le Monde – about “10 Trotskyist As-
sembly members, victory of the Trotskyists”. On 25 June 
1978, the Central Committee of the French section (the OCI, 

i.e. the TCI 41 years ago, is our continuity) sent a letter to the 
POMR’s Political Bureau. 
In it, they said: “No concession whatsoever, however mini-
mal, to electioneering and parliamentary illusions – this must 
be the principled basis of our policy, even after (and we could 
say “especially after”) the FOCEP’s success. Any concession to 
illusions goes directly against the developmental needs of the 
movement by the working class.”  
For the Trotskyists, the election of Assembly members was 
only significant as a lever for developing the movement by 
the working class. The letter recalled that the elected Assem-
bly “is a rump Assembly, organically dependent on the mili-
tary government” and emphasised that “the course of the 
class struggle confirms the huge importance of the slogan of 
the sovereign Constituent Assembly in the class struggle, as a 
slogan that centralises the democratic demands.” 
The slogan of the Constituent Assembly “must be (…) used as 
a transitional slogan, posing – within the development of the 
class struggle – the objective of the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat as the only solution to the issues posed by the liberation 
of the oppressed nation. The fight for national democratic de-
mands in an oppressed country, of which the sovereign Con-
stituent Assembly is the highest expression, contains the fight 
for the dictatorship of the proletariat as anti-imperialist con-
tent.” 
The letter invited the POMR on the basis of “this position of 
principle: in every field of the class struggle, including the rot-
ten field of Bermudez’s Assembly, the POMR fights for the 
Constituent Assembly in order to mobilise the masses on the 
national democratic and social demands, the main compo-
nents of which can be summarised as follows: (a) a complete 
breaking-off of all links of subordination to imperialism; (b) 
land to the peasants; (c) satisfaction of the demands of the 
proletariat, the intellectuals, the peasants, the poverty-
stricken masses of the towns and countryside; and (d) the re-
establishment without restriction of all labour and demo-
cratic rights.” 
The Constituent Assembly is therefore not an abstract slo-
gan, and even less a parliamentary, institutional or “supra-
structural” slogan. It is a lever for helping towards working-
class action to satisfy its democratic demands (for sover-
eignty for the oppressed nation) and social demands, and 
therefore for a government that will take on those demands: 
“The issue of the government (…) must be formulated as fol-
lows: replace the military government with a government 
which is answerable to the sovereign Constituent Assembly, 
committed to implementing the programme decided at the 
higher level. The POMR, which fights for the workers’ and 
peasants’ government, will support a government which is 
answerable the sovereign Constituent Assembly and which 
will commit to achieving such a programme.”  
The letter went on to invite the POMR to set up anti-imperi-
alist unity committees in the localities, neighbourhoods and 
workplaces in order to help towards mobilisation from be-
low, committees that embodied the anti-imperialist united 
front, and to take the lead in the fight to achieve the anti-
imperialist united front with local popular assemblies every-
where. The letter also focused on what the OCI regarded as 
an error committed by the POMR. Just before the elections 
(the letter was sent two or three weeks later), when the Ber-
mudez dictatorship was unleashing fierce repression against 
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the masses, the proposal was made that the POMR should 
condemn the repression and open the perspective of all of 
the FOCEP organisations boycotting the elections.  
Not submitting this boycott proposal to the other FOCEP or-
ganisations “resulted in the attention of the labouring masses 
and their vanguard not being focused on the profound signif-
icance of the repression measures, which stripped the elec-
toral process of any legitimacy, [and] in not preparing them-
selves for the clashes.” Since it had not been done, the OCI 
letter sketched out what could have been the statement of 
an elected member during the first session of the rump As-
sembly:  
“We have been called to sit here, and the first question which 
we must answer from the point of view of democracy and the 
liberation of our oppressed nation from imperialism is this: 
what does this Assembly represent? From the democratic 
point of view, I note that 3 million Peruvians were excluded 
from voting, on the pretext that they were illiterate. But who 
is responsible for illiteracy (…)? The answer is clear: illiteracy 
and its corollary, the poverty that has transformed 3 million 
Peruvians into pariahs, are the direct consequence of imperi-
alist oppression and capitalist exploitation, the colonial-style 
land estates, etc. (...) which are defended by the military gov-
ernment that called these elections. 
Once the overwhelming responsibilities (…) of imperialism 
and the ruling classes are established, from the democratic 
point of view I deny the military government’s right to ex-
clude 3 million Peruvians from voting. I say loud and clear 
from this platform: the 3 million Peruvians who were ex-
cluded from voting have the capacity to exercise democracy, 
because they know perfectly well who is responsible for their 
pariah status: imperialism, the ruling classes and the military 
government. To exclude 3 million Peruvians from democracy 
is to deliver a blow against the people’s sovereignty. 
Nevertheless, we, POMR representatives, have been elected 
on the FOCEP slate. We, POMR representatives, have been 
elected after denouncing the rump Constituent Assembly set 
up by the military government. We waged a campaign for the 
Constituent Assembly, the people elected us, we are the prod-
uct of the people’s sovereignty.  
The military government has limited the powers of this Con-
stituent Assembly by decree. If we were to accept that decree, 
we would be violating the people’s sovereignty, which is ac-
tually what we should accept. This is why, as a first act as we 
open our debate, I propose the following, to be voted on by 
this Assembly: the military government’s decrees limiting the 
powers of the Assembly are contrary to the people’s sover-
eignty. The Assembly declares null and void any decree or 
provision taken previously by the military government and 
contrary to the exercising of the people’s sovereignty, and it 
hereby decrees that it assumes all constituent, legislative and 
executive powers. As far as the POMR is concerned, the sig-
nificance of this motion is the need to institute a Constituent 
Assembly in order to exit the economic, political and social 
crisis that is ravaging the country (...).”What was at that time 
a framework for speeches proposed by the OCI Central Com-
mittee was expressed concretely in the following weeks. 
When the rump Assembly opened, the FOCEP Assembly 
members submitted a “red motion”, in essence articulating 
the content of the proposed speech. There was no vote, be-
cause the Chair closed the session while the army dispersed 

protestors who had gathered around the parliament building 
and had greeted the “red motion” with applause. But this in-
dicated the path to take in terms of how to use elected rep-
resentatives in such a situation as levers to help towards the 
revolutionary mobilisation of the masses. 
 
12 – The tradition of our current is the tradition of Lenin, 
concentrated in the quote referred to earlier on the link be-
tween the fight for democracy and the proletarian character 
of the party; it is the tradition of the Bolsheviks, who after 
February 1917 fought for the convening of the Constituent 
Assembly, one of the slogans on which basis they won a ma-
jority in the Congress of Soviets; it is the tradition Trotsky’s 
document on China in 1930, and the 1978 “red motion” in 
Peru. Although the slogan of the Constituent Assembly as an 
agitational slogan in relation to the national democratic tasks 
has been used most frequently in the countries dominated 
by imperialism, it is not, however, a slogan reserved for those 
countries. The decay of imperialism – reaction all down the 
line – also places it on the agenda in the imperialist countries. 
For all of the organisations engaged at that time in the fight 
for the reconstruction of the Fourth International, the Peru-
vian experience was an element for education and assimila-
tion of the theory of permanent revolution. This also applied 
to the Algerian comrades, whose bulletin in 1978, L’Étincelle 
[The Spark], devoted a lengthy article to the revolutionary 
movement and the Constituent Assembly in Peru, reviewing 
all the developments and especially the “red motion”. 
What a contrast with the situation in Algeria today! In the 
People’s National Assembly (APN) that was “elected” in 2017 
– the composition of which, as is common knowledge, was 
decided by the government through manipulation of the 
electoral process – there were 11 members of the PT. Let us 
not dwell on what they have done and what they have not 
done since the beginning of their term. When there is no 
mass revolutionary movement, the possibility of taking ac-
tion in such an arena is extremely limited, that is understand-
able. But what have they done since 22 February, since the 
moment when millions upon millions of people started tak-
ing to the streets every week, shouting “System, Clear out!”? 
We had to wait until 28 March, five long weeks, for the PT to 
announce that its members were resigning from the APN. 
And in fact, only four of them resigned, with seven refusing 
to do so. Where is the “red motion” submitted for a vote in 
the APN by the PT Assembly members on 22 February and in 
the following days, declaring in and against that rump Assem-
bly: “Legitimacy lies with the majority in the streets, this As-
sembly is illegitimate, we propose a motion by which this As-
sembly acknowledges that it represents nothing, and con-
venes a Constituent Assembly in order to allow the people to 
decide for themselves on the country’s future”?  
Such a declaration did not see the light of day. Neither on 22 
February, nor on the 23rd, nor the 24th, nor the 25th, nor the 
next week, nor any of the following weeks. We had to wait 
five weeks before four PT Assembly members limited them-
selves to resigning, without launching in that locked-in rump 
Assembly the demand for the nation’s sovereignty, without 
even making themselves the spokespersons for the demand 
for the nation’s sovereignty. The four PT members quit that 
Assembly – which has been rejected by the vast majority of 
the Algerian nation – by slinking out the back door. 
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The Fourth International means Trotsky’s position in 1930 
and Lambert’s and the OCI’s position in 1978, and certainly 
not the Algerian PT’s position in 2019! It does not mean po-
litely supporting the Assembly and the system while the 
masses are in the streets, shouting in their millions: “System, 
Clear out!” 
This latter policy, which is contrary to the principles of the 
Fourth International, is consistent with the speech delivered 
by Lucien Gauthier to the Algerian PT’s Congress in late De-
cember 2018, in which he showered praise on Bouteflika, 
who “saved the peace”. Thus it was that in January 2019, 
when already there were increasing calls for strike action 
throughout Algeria’s national education system, when the 
first protest demonstrations had taken place, when already 
slogans were being shouted and placards waved in the soccer 
stadiums against a fifth presidential term, at that same time 
the January issue of the Workers’ Party newspaper Fraternité 
[Fraternity] was published, featuring that statement of alle-
giance made to the PT congress in late December by one of 
the main international leaders of the liquidationist revisionist 
centre, that homage to Bouteflika, whom the whole nation 
already rejected, but who enjoyed the public support of the 
leaders of the liquidationist clique.  
Let us quote Gauthier’s speech: “This resistance by the whole 
population to barbarism was combined with the election in 
1999 of President Bouteflika, who met the expectation of the 
Algerian people for peace, for security”. And this did not stop 
in January 2019.  
We have in mind the statement dated 11 March, in which the 
PT Secretary General urged Bouteflika to “give proof of his 
sincerity” by forming a “technocratic government (…) com-
posed of honest and patriotic men and women” (13).  
As we know, since then Louisa Hanoune has been taken in 
for questioning and imprisoned, and the OCRFI, its organisa-
tions and its members are unconditionally part of the cam-
paign for her release: whatever disagreement we may have 
with her and what she has done, she acted under her man-
date as an official of the Workers Party, as part of political 
activity which can only be approved or rejected through free 
discussion among the workers and youth of Algeria, and cer-
tainly not by any repressive measures by this or that faction 
of the government as it settles scores with another govern-
ment faction. But the fact remains that the orientation fol-
lowed by the PT for years is a constituent element of the cur-
rent situation.  
For us, militant activists who are fighting to reconstitute the 
Fourth International, it is extremely important for us to reap-
propriate the positions which have traditionally been those 
of our movement. Because unless one considers that the ex-
isting order is unalterable and absolutely nothing can be 
changed, the whole revolutionary process in Algeria today 
poses the question of power, and therefore – in an intimately 
linked way – the question of the party.  
If the crisis of humankind is the crisis of the revolutionary 
leadership of the proletariat – which indeed it is! – then to-
day the solution to this crisis in Algeria must overcome the 
obstacle that is the political collapse of the PT.  
 
13 – When the OCRFI was constituted, it set itself a histori-
cally large-scale task: reconstituting the Fourth International 

as a centralised international organisation, formed of sec-
tions taking action in the class struggle in their countries in 
the name of the perspective formulated in its founding Pro-
gramme:  
“The Fourth International (…) uncompromisingly opposes all 
political groupings that are linked with the bourgeoisie. Its 
task is to overthrow capital’s rule. Its goal is socialism. Its 
method is the proletarian revolution”; doing so while inte-
grating into that perspective the experiences and gains of the 
fight for the reconstruction of the Fourth International and 
the activity of the Fourth International that was repro-
claimed in 1993. A first part of that task was accomplished in 
the two successive OCRFI conferences, when we identified 
the theoretical and political significance of the offensive by 
the liquidationist revisionist clique that is responsible for the 
2015 crisis (see the texts published in The Internationale Is-
sue Nos.6, 9, 10 and 11). By forming the OCRFI, we laid down 
the theoretical and political foundations and constituted the 
organised framework that are necessary for the fight for the 
reconstitution of the Fourth International. But this is just one 
aspect of the tasks to be accomplished. Inextricably linked 
with these tasks is the turn that is needed in order to define 
concretely in each of our countries the appropriate forms of 
the strategic orientation of building the revolutionary party, 
the section of the Fourth International, through the media-
tion of the transitional method. 
 

14 – This turn requires us to assimilate the significance of the 
liquidationist centre’s switch into what we must call the van-
guard of the forces that are intent on breaking up the organ-
ised forms of the labour movement. Indeed, for the last six 
months, in relation to the upsurge of the so-called “yellow 
vests movement” in France, the CCI has participated in the 
general offensive against the organised labour movement, 
not only in France, but also spreading it across Europe. This 
switch forms part of a context, that of the general offensive 
by imperialism. In 1993, in the Reproclamation Conference 
of the Fourth International, we focused on this process, and 
at the time we drew the following conclusion: that the re-
proclamation of the Fourth International could only repre-
sent a formal step; as soon as imperialism’s offensive was 
concentrated on calling into question the existence of inde-
pendent working-class organisations, the reproclamation of 
the Fourth International had to include at its core the fight 
for the defence of the working-class organisations, the start-
ing-point for the reconstruction of the labour movement on 
a new axis. 
 
15 – Today, the process is significantly more advanced. As we 
already emphasised in 1993, imperialism, previously power-
less to inflict a major defeat on the working class despite the 
help of the counter-revolutionary apparatuses, undertook to 
call into question the framework of states and nations (the 
framework within which the working class has constituted 
and won all of its gains) by resorting to the European Union, 
and so-called “globalised” bodies and “free trade agree-
ments”. But even this was not enough. Today, it is the very 
existence of the working-class organisations that must be 
targeted. And in order to succeed, this offensive needs to be 
relayed inside the labour movement. Of course, this ques-
tioning of the organised working class as a class for itself has 
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been underway for several years. We have seen it in the form 
of Occupy Wall Street (United States), Up All Night (France) 
and “the outraged” (Spain), all those attempts to impose – as 
a dominant form – social protest movements that are sup-
posedly beyond political parties and are presented as render-
ing the trade unions useless. But up to now at least, these 
“non-party” and “non-union” or even anti-party and anti-un-
ion forms were not intended to replace – including by the use 
of force – the trade union organisations. This has been 
ramped up by the “yellow vests”. The common denominator 
of this “movement” which is not actually a movement, of this 
loose constituency, is that it not only rejects any class char-
acterisation, it openly claims to replace the trade unions and 
the political parties, ordering them to line up behind it, or 
rather to simply give it the top spot, including by force. And 
above all, the main characteristic of this ramping-up is that 
inside the trade union organisations – those led by reformists 
as well as those led by ex-Stalinists – forces are acting openly 
in their demands that the trade union organisations should 
abandon their independence and subordinate themselves to 
the orders and decisions of the “yellow vests”, who – let us 
repeat – have no defined class character whatsoever and ac-
tively assert this absence of class character.  
 
16 – Comrades who follow events in France know that for 
several weeks, CCI members inside the trade union organisa-
tions have been leading the charge in demanding that the 
trade union organisations subordinate themselves to the 
“yellow vests”, who claim to be “the whole people”. Through 
this offensive aimed at diluting the trade union movement 
within the “yellow vests”, the CCI members are playing a par-
ticularly corrosive and destructive role. Week after week, In-
formations ouvrières reproduces a discourse that is in com-
plete contradiction with what that newspaper still stood for 
just a few years ago, and even after 2015. For example, we 
read in its pages that the issue consists of “rejecting the 
whole system”, with the same article pointing out that “for 
the yellow vests, the trade unions are part of the system” 
(14). We read that “POI members are a component part of 
the class struggle being waged by the yellow vests, by the 
trade unions in public education and the hospitals, and by re-
tirees’ organisations”, with all of them placed on the same 
level (15). When the trade union organisations, notably CGT 
and Force ouvrière, were physically attacked during the May 
Day demonstrations as part of a combined provocation that 
included police units, Black Bloc members and part of the 
“yellow vests” – to a point where two trade unions, Force 
ouvrière and the FSU, were forced to fold up their banners 
and abandon the march – Informations ouvrières con-
demned the attack by the police, but applauded the “move-
ment” for “circumventing the leaderships of the labour con-
federations” (16), when in fact “yellow vests” groups had at-
tacked trade union marchers! Informations ouvrières pub-
lishes statements such as “We, the yellow vests, do not want 
to hear any talk of any trade union or any political party” (17), 
without any commentary and without differentiating itself 
from them. 
 
17 – It would be a mistake to see this as a “French deviation”, 
since the liquidationist centre based at no.87, rue du Fau-
bourg-Saint-Denis in Paris has decided to extend the “yellow 

vest-ist” orientation to the whole of Europe. A European 
meeting took place on 4 May 2019, to which Informations 
ouvrières devoted a wide-ranging report. This meeting was 
called via an appeal by activists who mostly defined them-
selves as “yellow vests”, who included a certain number of 
CCI leaders such as Patrick Hébert, full-timers of Informations 
ouvrières and the France Unbowed MP Alexis Corbiere. There 
is a logic to his presence: France Unbowed officials including 
Alexis Corbière are following in their leader Jean-Luc Melen-
chon’s footsteps by continuously repeating that they object 
to any class characterisation, and even any reference to the 
left. “I am neither of the left nor the right”, says Alexis Cor-
bière, “I am republican”. Of course, we know what kind of 
adulterated merchandise has been served up to the workers 
for decades under cover of the “left-wing” label. There are 
so-called parties of the left which, as soon as they come into 
government, carry out a policy that is identical to the parties 
of the right, in other words parties subordinated to the capi-
talist class.  
We know the extent to which opposition between “left” and 
“right” has lost all meaning for many workers and youth. And 
yet it remains a deformed, refracted reference-point for 
what historically was constituted between the forces of pro-
gress and the forces of reaction, and then has applied in a 
deformed way to relations between the classes. But by virtue 
of cultivating the “neither left nor right” position, the sup-
porters of the “yellow vests” are maintaining ambiguities 
that are at the very least dangerous. In France and several 
other countries, the slogan “neither left nor right” is tradi-
tionally a slogan of the far-right. During the European meet-
ing held on 4 May (and reported at length in Informations 
ouvrières), a “yellow vest” from The Netherlands said that he 
“agreed with those who are rising up against the dogmas of 
the left and of the right, which divide us”. “Neither left nor 
right” is a formulation that one usually hears in places other 
than the labour movement…and henceforward reproduced 
without the slightest reservation by the weekly newspaper 
Informations ouvrières. Even worse: the 16 May 2019 issue 
of Informations ouvrières included a follow-up report on the 
European meeting, devoting half a page to giving a platform 
to the representative of a Ukrainian movement called Auton-
omous Resistance.  
She explained: “We are against political parties because we 
want to remain independent. (…) In Ukraine, some consider 
us to be socialists, anti-fascists or anarchists, and others as-
sociate us with fascists, nationalists, the far-right – why, I 
don’t know. In fact, we don’t have any prejudices regarding 
the past, but we will never say that we are this or that. It’s 
kind of our little principle.” In short, fascists or anti-fascists, 
who cares? “Autonomous Resistance does not have any prej-
udices regarding the past”, that movement’s representative 
gallantly declares, forgetting to point out that what we have 
here is a splinter-group of an openly Nazi party, the Ukrainian 
National Corps Party, which publicly claims to stand for na-
tional socialism. One can say: that’s her business. Of course, 
but we notice that Informations ouvrières doesn’t have any 
“prejudices regarding the past” either, and that by virtue of 
calling class criteria into question, by virtue of agreeing to 
this dilution of the labour movement and even promoting it, 
Informations ouvrières ends up forgetting all of the most fun-
damental principles: fascists and anti-fascists are invited to 
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fraternise in European conferences organised by the CCI 
leadership, which evidently is engaged in an unbridled devi-
ation. 
 
18 – In some notes on Europe adopted by the so-called In-
ternational Secretariat of the Fourth International meeting 
on 31 January and 1 February 2019, and published in Issue 
No.101 of La Vérité [The Truth], we find the following affir-
mation: “In 1945, victorious US imperialism shared with Sta-
lin the task of maintaining order (…). Today, we are dealing 
with a completely different political landscape. Every one of 
the political parties (of both the right and the “left”) that 
played a role in political life within the framework of the na-
tional state has been swept aside as vestiges of the out-of-
date national state which has been broken up under the bat-
tering by the imperialist monopolies.” 
This purely journalistic description introduces an innovation 
for so-called Marxists: political parties are not even a de-
formed expression of the existing social forces, they are “ves-
tiges of the out-of-date national state”! Furthermore, on a 
factual level, this statement is false. All of the political parties 
have not disappeared: this is partly true in France, but in 
Spain or in Portugal, not only have the social-democratic par-
ties not disappeared, they still enjoy the support of a large 
proportion of the working-class and popular electorate. And 
this is also true in Britain and Germany. Never mind. The 
“notes” go on: “All of the political parties, beginning with the 
Stalinist and social-democratic parties of every European 
country, have been rejected by the masses whom they 
claimed to represent. (....) A rejection that is deeply destabi-
lising the leading apparatuses of the working-class organisa-
tions (...). This combination is the source of the spontaneous 
explosion of the yellow vests. This is where we must look for 
the cause of its impact on the grassroots of the working-class 
organisations in France and all the other countries of Eu-
rope.”  
The fact that there has been a rejection of the political par-
ties whose origins lie in the labour movement – especially in 
France, also in Italy and other countries – is indisputable, just 
like the fact that in some cases, such parties have disap-
peared. But from that to state that the “yellow vests move-
ment” is “impacting” the grassroots of the working-class or-
ganisations in France and all the other countries of Europe, 
that has yet to be shown.  
Even in France, except for the trade unions in which the CCI, 
certain factions linked to France Unbowed and sectors of the 
Stalinist apparatus on the other hand are pushing hard to 
subordinate the unions to the “yellow vests”, except for 
those sectors, what is prevailing in the trade union move-
ment in France is the search for struggle on demands, and 
not the search for submission to the “yellow vests”. At both 
the last meeting of Force ouvrière’s National Confederal 
Committee and the last CGT Confederal Congress, resolu-
tions were adopted that made no positive reference whatso-
ever to the “yellow vests movement”, despite the presence 
of a significant number of CCI delegates. This is especially the 
case in the other European countries! One would truly have 
to have a narrow-minded chauvinistic viewpoint to believe 
that the working class throughout Europe has its eyes riveted 
on the French “yellow vests”. But this perfectly conscious dis-
tortion of reality is aimed at a political objective. Claiming 

with some exaggeration that the “yellow vests” constitute 
“the upsurge in the full light of day by this majority of the 
population that has been impoverished and progressively de-
prived of its fundamental rights” (18), the “notes” go on: “The 
yellow vests movement shows us in which direction and 
around which lines of action the working class and the im-
mense impoverished masses will seek out the tools that will 
allow them to overcome the obstacle of the leaderships and 
open up a political solution in line with the interests of the 
vast majority.” So, the crisis of the leadership of the proletar-
iat/crisis of humankind comes down to the capacity of the 
“yellow vests” to resolve it?  
All this to arrive at the following: “Although it was perfectly 
correct, for example in France after the general strike of May-
June 1968, to orient ourselves on elements that were emerg-
ing from the crisis of the old organisations, and therefore to 
develop transitional forms that responded to the aspiration 
of those activists, to rebuild the genuine working-class party 
which their parties no longer were; although it was correct to 
model the forms of organisation which we proposed to them 
on the “party” model (PT, POI) (19); although the struggle we 
waged on this line for years to build the CCI by building the 
PT and then the POI in order to embed ourselves in the work-
ing class by fighting for the defence of the independence of 
the working-class organisations around the newspaper Infor-
mations ouvrières…(20) although the result of all this – and 
it is not a negligible result – is that our ‘Trotskyist-Lambertist’ 
current is clearly identified in the labour movement by the la-
bel POI; today we must turn our attention to a re-examina-
tion of our method of construction in relation to the period.” 
A re-examination? What re-examination? “All of the old par-
ties have practically disintegrated or are in the process of dis-
integrating. Among the layer of young activists who are 
emerging to help the masses find its way, distrust of all the 
leaderships extends to everything that remotely resembles an 
attempt to resurrect ‘party’ forms and structures.”  
Here, this is not only a rejection of the leaderships or the pol-
icies of the parties, it is a rejection of all forms, of all struc-
tures that could resemble a political party! “On the eve of an 
upsurge by the masses throughout Europe, we do not have 
available the time needed to form and embed a party capable 
of playing a leading role.”  
So there is no longer time for the leaders of the CCI to build 
a party? That’s not a problem, since everybody is rejecting 
political parties. So, people will have to do something else. 
“In this sense, the flexible ‘open’ form which we have tried 
out with the Local Committees of Resistance and Fightback 
(CLRR), and which today make available to trade union ca-
dres and yellow vests the framework for meeting and estab-
lishing an organised solidarity link in anticipation of the im-
pending struggles, represents – so far as we can judge – the 
best crucible for building the party.”  
Here therefore, the liquidationist centre is publicly announc-
ing its abandoning of building the party, on the grounds of 
the imminence of the revolutionary crisis. This is exactly the 
opposite of Trotsky’s approach, who threw himself into pre-
paring the founding congress of the Fourth International pre-
cisely due to the imminence of the impending war and the 
revolutionary upheavals which it would bring. Moreover, this 
confirms the accusation we made four years ago, when we 
called our tendency inside the CCI (before we were expelled 
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from it) “Returning to a Policy of Building the Party”. In place 
of building a party, the leaders of the liquidationist centre 
announce that they are aiming to form “a crucible”, or rather 
to rechristen their “Committees of Resistance and Fightback” 
– which in no way whatsoever have any claimed intention to 
build a party or a political representation and to pose the 
question of power – and turn them into “a crucible”. And in 
that crucible, trade union cadres and “yellow vests” should 
somehow melt together.  
According to which criteria, on what class basis? Obviously, 
nothing is specified. At what rate, with which deadline? No-
body has any idea. And above all: supposing that one day 
molten metal will be formed in that crucible, what will its 
purpose be, what will it be used for? Nobody knows. Let us 
remember that although a crucible is indispensable for man-
ufacturing steel, for example, at the end of the day the ob-
jective is not the crucible, it is the steel. 
Constituting the working class as a political party is not a 
question of form, it is a question of content. To call into ques-
tion the urgent need to politically separate the proletariat 
from the bourgeoisie, on the contrary replacing this with a 
kind of social reunification by diluting the working class into 
a formless body containing the petty-bourgeoisie, the middle 
classes and some elements from higher up in the social scale 
(the “we are the people” of the “yellow vests”, rallying 
around the national tricolour flag and singing The Marseil-
laise) – that is to deny the Manifesto of the Communist Party, 
no more no less; in other words, almost 200 years of class 
struggle and crystallisation of the class struggle in the consti-
tution of an independent working-class political current. Yes, 
we come back to the Manifesto of the Communist Party. If 
there is no longer any need to politically separate the bour-
geoisie and the proletariat, what does this mean? That there 
is no longer any exploitation? That there is no longer any ex-
traction of surplus-value, no longer any profit? That there is 
no longer a system in which the bourgeoisie accumulates 
huge profits on one side, with an increasingly crushed work-
ing class on the other side? Let us repeat: this is not simply 
calling into question this or that form of building a party, it is 
abandoning the building of a party altogether. 
 
19 – It must be said that a qualitative threshold has been 
crossed here. If the Manifesto of the Communist Party of 
1848 is called into question, if the working class no longer 
needs a political party, then this means the working class no 
longer has the aim of seizing power. This is a new situation. 
People who dare to claim to stand for Trotskyism on the one 
hand – at the theoretical level – are rejecting everything 
since Marx in 1848, and on the other hand – at the practical 
level – they are working to express that rejection concretely, 
in other words to dismantle the organisations which make 
the working class a class for itself. This qualitative threshold 
has been crossed by these renegades from Trotskyism, which 
in a certain way adds to our own responsibility. 
 
20 – The OCRFI meeting of 24-26 May must provide a clear 
answer to the following question: we who broke with the li-
quidationist revisionist centre, we who analyse very clearly 
the role these ex-supporters of the Fourth International are 
playing today in the offensive to destroy the organised la-

bour movement, we must now say clearly what role we in-
tend to play. That role cannot be reduced to defending the 
working-class organisations, although we do have great re-
sponsibility in this respect. It cannot be reduced to only de-
fending working-class gains, although this is a major issue. 
We must first provide a clear answer to the question: what is 
our orientation for building the party, not in general, in an 
abstract way, but concretely in each of our countries? And 
on this occasion, we must clarify the sometimes-confused re-
lationship between building the Fourth International and the 
orientation of the transitional method in building the party. 
To begin with, let us bear in mind an obvious fact that is 
sometimes forgotten: when we speak of the transitional 
method in building the party, a transitional form needs to 
lead to something. It leads to the Fourth International, to-
wards building revolutionary parties as sections of the Fourth 
International. So, before addressing specific national as-
pects, let us start by clarifying between us what is inviolable 
and what can be subject to variations and modifications in 
building the party, in particular taking into account national 
situations, specific periods, moments in history and accumu-
lated forces. 
 
21 – What is inviolable for us is the need for a revolutionary 
party based on the programme of the Fourth International. 
Therefore, there is an inviolable necessity for a party that 
openly sets itself the objective of establishing a government 
of the working class to put an end to the capitalist system 
based on private ownership of the means of production, and 
to proceed to the collective appropriation of the means of 
production. What is also inviolable is the understanding that, 
whatever the conditions of its formation and its history, the 
revolutionary party will necessarily have to appropriate the 
Programme of the Fourth International and constitute itself 
as a section of the Fourth International, even if – obviously – 
this is not in the form taken today by the organisation affili-
ated to the OCRFI, but in the sense of a party formed on the 
programme of the Fourth International.  
Why? Because the Fourth International is its programme. 
That Programme is a concentration of all the theoretical 
gains and practical experiences of the working class since 
capitalism has been capitalism. It permanently brings us back 
to the starting-point: the Manifesto of the Communist Party. 
There is no need to reinvent the wheel. The Manifesto set 
the foundation-stone, defining “the immediate aim of the 
Communists” in these terms: “formation of the proletariat 
into a class, overthrow of the bourgeois supremacy, conquest 
of political power by the proletariat.” Has any one of these 
three terms – formation of the proletariat into a class, there-
fore separation from the bourgeois class and the refusal to 
dissolve into various and sundry groupings; overthrow of 
bourgeois rule (workers’ government); conquest of political 
power – lost any of its relevance today? To make things clear, 
the Manifesto points out: “the theory of the Communists may 
be summed up in the single sentence: Abolition of private 
property. (…) The Communists everywhere support every rev-
olutionary movement against the existing social and political 
order of things. In all these movements, they bring to the 
front, as the leading question in each, the property question, 
no matter what its degree of development at the time.” Of 
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course, apart from us, today nobody is championing the cru-
cial question of all: the question of the system of ownership, 
private ownership of the means of production or socialised 
ownership. 
It is because we understand that this question of private 
ownership is at the heart of everything that we also under-
stand that today power is in the hands of the capitalist class 
and that all governments that submit to this, whatever their 
political label, are capitalist governments. If the communists 
help the working class to constitute itself as a separate class 
and to seize power, it is precisely in order to overturn that 
system of ownership. 
Therefore, when we speak of the programme of the Fourth 
International, this includes first and foremost all of the gains 
of the Manifesto of the Communist Party, which have not lost 
any of their validity.  
Into those gains of the Manifesto of the Communist Party, 
the Programme of the Fourth International incorporates the 
lessons of more recent history: Lenin’s masterful analysis of 
imperialism as the highest stage of capitalism, in other words 
of the degeneration of capitalism and its tendency to destroy 
the productive forces and no longer to develop them, ren-
dering the socialist revolution an urgent necessity in terms of 
the decline of humankind; then, the gains and experience of 
the Russian Revolution itself; to which, of course, can be 
added Trotsky’s masterful analysis of the Stalinist degenera-
tion of the Third International and the USSR, and the need to 
fight for political revolution and the Fourth International; to 
which is also added the whole experience of the long fight 
for the reconstruction of the Fourth International.  
To say that the revolutionary party can be nothing other than 
the section of the Fourth International does not mean saying: 
it is us and nobody else. It means that the Programme, which 
has been verified by events, is the only possible foundation-
stone for a party that sets itself the task of putting an end to 
the system of exploitation and opening up the path to a new 
society. That is what is inviolable. 
A transitional strategy in building the party presupposes 
starting by saying that it is a question of a transitional form 
towards the revolutionary party of the Fourth International 
based on the programme, which we have summarised very 
broadly here. Many things can be debated inside the Fourth 
International. But whoever may say that the objective is not 
the separation of the working class from the other social clas-
ses; or whoever may call into question the need to socialise 
the means of production or the need for a government of the 
working class; there would not be a place for them in our 
ranks, because they are calling the essence of the pro-
gramme into question.  
 
22 – So much for the inviolable aspects. What could vary in 
line with circumstances? We understand that the course of 
history and economic and social situations can produce ex-
tremely variable configurations. Fundamentally, a revolu-
tionary party is built on one programme, but not in the same 
forms and in the same conditions in a developed capitalist 
country where the trade unions are subordinated to a bour-
geois party, like in the United States;  
− in a country dominated by imperialism but which has un-

dergone a powerful revolution through a revolutionary 
war waged against colonial rule, like Algeria; 

− in a country like China that is ruled by a bureaucracy 
which is increasingly opening up the country to capital-
ism, but which still for the time being has a monopoly 
over political power and in some ways over the planned 
economy although this is bureaucratically controlled;  

− in a country like Russia, the product of the degeneration 
of the greatest working-class revolution the world has 
ever seen, which has switched to the system of private 
ownership of the means of production, without however 
the emergence of a national bourgeoisie; a country run 
by a kind of military-industrial-financial-state mafia 
which is subordinated to imperialism, but which uses im-
perialism’s crisis to try to defend its own interests, with-
out this being based on any boost to the national pro-
ductive forces – rather, on an extension-generalisation 
of an economic parasitism on an unprecedented scale.  

Each time, these national forms will influence the national 
forms of the labour movement, therefore the way in which 
the Fourth International inserts itself into those processes.  
We are not a sect. Our politics does not consist of addressing 
the workers in various countries, saying: here is the revealed 
programme of the Fourth International, kneel down before 
it and worship it. The revolutionary party is required to insert 
itself into the processes of the class struggle in the specific 
forms in which those processes develop. It is therefore re-
quired to establish dialogue with the workers and with sec-
tors of the labour movement which have their own history 
and their own aspirations and illusions. 
This OCRFI meeting must begin to answer the question: in 
each of our countries and taking into account the specific 
forms, what is our strategy for building the section of the 
Fourth International, and what are the transitional forms 
that are derived from that strategy? In a document discussed 
at the Thirteenth Congress of the French section in 1972, it 
was pointed out that “there is no spontaneous process in the 
struggle for the building of the revolutionary party”.  
The working class can indeed go on the move on its demands 
spontaneously. But consciousness of the need to build a rev-
olutionary party is not spontaneously born out of a move-
ment by the working class, It is introduced into that move-
ment by the vanguard. Of course, the vanguard only exists as 
such because it is itself armed with the programme, which 
itself is only the theoretical generalisation of the proletariat’s 
practical experience. But it is through this progression that 
the vanguard is able to formulate the question of the party 
and to introduce this into the movement by the working 
class. Rejecting the argument of a spontaneous movement 
towards building the party, this 1972 document concluded: 
“It is necessary to build a party that will make the link in the-
ory and in practice between the experience gained by the 
workers themselves as part of their own movement, and the 
principles which allow us to clarify that diversified experi-
ence.” The term “link” used here is essential: make the theo-
retical and practical link between the experience gained by 
the workers and the principles of the Fourth International 
which allow us to clarify the situation and open a perspec-
tive. The workers are not completely lacking in any experi-
ence and any thought when they turn towards the party. 
They bring with them their own experience, their illusions, 
their aspirations, and a certain number of thoughts and de-
mands. Knowing how to make the link – one that is at the 
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same time political, theoretical and practical – with the most 
advanced elements of the working class in order to win them 
over to the Fourth International through a combination of 
discussion and common activity: this is the art of a Bolshevik 
policy that has been correctly assimilated. 
 
23 – As we mark the 100th anniversary of the assassination 
of Rosa Luxemburg, more than ever the choice is between 
socialism or barbarism. Either the march to war and the de-
struction of democracy (which includes the destruction of 
the working-class organisations and the gains won by the 
working class through struggle that constitute it as a class for 
itself); or the march to revolution and the victory of the rev-
olution. For the supporters of the Fourth International and 
its reconstitution, the march to revolution can only mean 
committing to building the revolutionary party, therefore de-
fining the concrete strategy for building the party in the 40 
countries where there are OCRFI groups and organisations, 
where those groups and organisations take action, where 
they intervene in the class struggle, where they wage cam-
paigns, where their members hold trade union responsibili-
ties. But in all of those countries, or even in a majority of 
them, is there a real strategy for building the party?  
In other words, a line that answers the question: how, on 
what basis, according to what orderly plan, are we recruiting 
to the Fourth International? In particular, what is the rela-
tionship between the publication of a press organ, its role as 
a collective organiser and its distribution, and recruitment to 
the Fourth International and the strengthening of whichever 
transitional forms move us towards building a genuine work-
ing-class party? So many questions, which raise one more: 
how is political communication organised internationally, 
and how does the OCRFI and the body that centralises and 
runs it form themselves into a centre for helping towards 
building sections? It is these questions which the meeting of 
the enlarged International Secretariat of the OCRFI must 
begin to answer.  
Once again, not in a general way, but in a differentiated and 
detailed way. This initial process of formulation must be con-
tinued, beginning with the meeting of the enlarged OCRFI In-
ternational Secretariat, then extended within the OCRFI or-
ganisations themselves, finally resulting in the clarification of 
the building orientation for each of our organisations, which 
is first step in the political preparation and the precondition 
for holding the Third OCRFI conference. 
 
24 – For the supporters of the Fourth International oriented 
on the march to the proletarian revolution, more than ever 
this includes defending the gains of the working class, de-
fending the trade unions and collective guarantees. At a time 
when the liquidationist clique is openly engaged in the de-
struction of the working-class organisations, the decision by 
our French section to publish a new edition of Trotsky’s mas-
terful book In Defence of Marxism is even more significant. 
Trotsky’s proof dealt with defending the USSR, which we 
know was subsequently destroyed by a combined battering 
by imperialism and its transmission-belt inside the workers’ 
state that was the counter-revolutionary Stalinist bureau-
cracy. But the fact remains that the lessons of that fight are 
extremely relevant today. Trotsky had developed the pro-
gramme of the struggle for political revolution, in other 

words for the overthrow of the counter-revolutionary bu-
reaucracy through the independent mobilisation of the 
masses, re-establishing democracy of the soviets. At the 
same time, he declared himself in favour of a united front 
with the Stalinist bureaucracy if it were to take a step, even 
a single step, on the path of defending social ownership 
against the forces of imperialism that sought to overthrow 
social ownership.  
For Trotsky, there was no contradiction – quite the opposite 
– between building the revolutionary party as the bearer of 
political revolution that would bring down the bloody bu-
reaucracy, and the united front in defence of the gains result-
ing from the proletarian revolution of October 1917, begin-
ning with the economic foundation based on the abolition of 
private ownership of the big means of production, which be-
came state property.  
Today, it is this orientation which the militant activists of the 
Fourth International have a duty to implement in the specific 
conditions of each country: a united front with activists of all 
political tendencies as long as this is on the grounds of de-
fending the working-class organisations and working-class 
gains; a united front with both activists and officials, if nec-
essary, on this orientation; and at the same time, complete 
independence which is expressed concretely in building the 
revolutionary party that will help the working class to form 
its own bodies needed for the overthrow of the bourgeois 
order. 
 
25 – It is from the moment when this orientation is clearly 
assimilated that the relationship can be established between 
the fight for the reconstitution of the Fourth International 
and the fight for a broad political regroupment on the line of 
defending the independence of the working-class movement 
and its reorganisation-reconstitution-reconstruction. We 
have the responsibility to take – especially in the framework 
of the International Workers Committee – every necessary 
initiative on this orientation, the precondition of which is, we 
repeat, to clarify the strategy for building sections of the 
Fourth International in each country. The same applies to the 
follow-up to the Strasbourg rally on 11 May 2019, which was 
a success as an internationalist expression at the European 
level. It falls to us to apply the decisions taken on that occa-
sion, notably to give life to the Liaison Committee made up 
of activists from 12 countries, while respecting the agree-
ments made with the activists of different political tenden-
cies that were present in Strasbourg. But this will only be pos-
sible provided we clarify the strategic orientation for building 
each of our sections. 
 
26 – These notes deliberately did not address the develop-
ments of the whole of the world situation of capital’s crisis, 
or the economic situation, or the march to war being pushed 
by US imperialism. As part of the preparations for the Third 
OCRFI Conference, one of the tasks to accomplish will be to 
analyse the current world developments, elements for which 
analysis have already been provided in the articles published 
in The Internationale (in particular Issue No.12). 
The notes presented here deliberately focused on the first 
lessons which must be drawn from the revolutionary pro-
cesses in Algeria from the point of view of the tasks of buil-
ding the Fourth International, the slogans, the organisational 
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methods, and the relationship between building the sec-
tions, democratic slogans, proletarian slogans and the tran-
sitional method for building the party.  
The following conclusion derives from these first elements, 
which are inevitably partial: the OCRFI, constituted in Febru-
ary 2016 as a tool to defend and preserve the living forces of 
the Fourth International threatened with liquidation by the 
revisionist centre, is today facing a new situation: the Trot-
skyist nuclei were preserved, constituted or reconstituted. 
Those that had not already done so committed to the con-
crete class struggle in each country, and those that were al-
ready committed continued the fight to help in the mobilisa-
tion of the masses. 
We must now take another important step: to define an axis 
for building the party which in its general line must crucially 
pose the question of building sections of the Fourth Interna-
tional on its programme in transitional forms that are specific 
to each country. In each of the countries where nuclei of the 
Fourth International are in struggle, what is our strategy for 
building the party, including transitional forms and the role 
of our press? The answer to this question – whatever the 
size, history and traditions of our organisations and which-
ever national conditions apply – must crucially include an-
swers to the following questions:  
 
− What is the orientation for independence in the class 

struggle, in particular on the line of building working-
class committees set up by the workers themselves in 
whichever form (strike committee, factory committee, 
council, delegate committee)? 

− What is the line for defending the organisations of the 
working class and working-class gains? 

− What are the public formulations for building the party, 
including transitional forms? 

− What is the publications system that allows us to re-
group people around us? And in this framework, of 
course, what is the system for recruiting to the Fourth 
International? 
 

The general line of these notes was unanimously approved 
by the meeting of the enlarged OCRFI Secretariat of 24-26 
May 2019. 
___________________________ 
(1) (Translator’s note -TN) Dégagisme can be translated as a “kick 
them out” perspective that glosses over the antagonism between 
distinct class interests and the need for the independence of the 
working-class organisations. 
(2) (TN) was founded in 1900 by Russian socialists (including Lenin  

and Plekhanov) who were in exile from Russia due to political re-
pression, and was established as the official organ of the Russian 
Social Democratic Labour Party (RSDLP). It was published in vari-
ous locations as its editorial staff moved around Europe (e.g. Leip-
zig, Munich, Geneva and London) and smuggled into Russia. Lenin 
left editorial staff in 1903, after which (now controlled by the 
Mensheviks) it was published by Plekhanov until its closure in 
1905. 
(3) V I Lenin, “A Letter to the Northern League – Comments on the 
Programme of the Northern League”, April 1902, in Lenin, Col-
lected Works, Vol.6. 
(4) (TN) Founding declaration of the COSI, Minbar el Oummel, Is-
sue No.1, Saturday, 9 March 2019. 
(5) (TN) Permanent Secretariat of the Political Bureau (SPBP) of the 
Workers Party, Algiers, 12 March 2019. 
(6) (TN) Statement by the COSI dated 26 March, published in Min-
bar el Oummel, Issue No.5, 27 March 2019. 
(7) (TN) Statement by the COSI, Minbar el Oummel, Issue No.9, 9 
April 2019. 
(8) (TN) Founding declaration of the COSI, Minbar el Oummel, Is-
sue No.1, Saturday 9 March 2019. 
(9) (TN) Editorial in Minbar el Oummel, Issue No.10, 14 April 2019. 
(10) The Chinese militant activists talked about a “National Assem-
bly”, Trotsky preferred the term “Constituent Assembly”, which 
“most clearly emphasised our break with the past”; but since “in 
Chinese it is difficult to formulate this slogan”, then “it remains to 
adopt the slogan of the National Assembly”, because, Trotsky 
added, “the contents of this slogan will depend, firstly, on the im-
plication the revolutionary agitation will give it, and secondly, on 
the events”. 
(11) Although Trotsky’s article from 1930 discusses the slogan of 
the Constituent Assembly in conditions which followed a major de-
feat of the Chinese working class, nevertheless this slogan is not 
defensive (moreover, Trotsky did not counterpose this to the slo-
gans of soviets). 
(12) (TN) Worker Peasant Student and Popular Front. 
(13) (TN) Statement by the Workers Party dated 12 March 2019, 
quoted in Point 4 above. 
(14) (TN) Informations Ouvrières, 2 May 2019. 
(15) (TN) Ibid. 
(16) (TN) Informations ouvrières, 9 May 2019. 
(17) (TN) Ibid. 
(18) Independently even of their socially and politically composite 
character, some “yellow vests” protest marches have undeniably 
brought together many participants – as many as 240,000 on their 
biggest march, which is a significant result comparable to some 
trade-union days of action without, however constituting “the ma-
jority of the impoverished population” in a country with 68 million 
inhabitants. 
(19) (TN) PT: Workers Party. POI: Independent Workers Party. 
(20) (TN) Note that the [French] text uses the past tense.  
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 HISTORY 
 
 
 

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

 
From 1907 to 4 August 1914 
 
 

rom 18 to 24 August 1907, the Seventh Congress of the 
Second International took place in Stuttgart (Ger-
many). The conflicts that had emerged at the Jena and 

Mannheim Congresses of the Social Democratic Party of Ger-
many (SPD), especially the disagreements inside the party, 
whose delegation was divided, also extended to the Interna-
tional. In his articles on the Stuttgart International Socialist 
Congress (1), Lenin addressed this point and included exten-
sive quotes from Clara Zetkin, who had written her own re-
port in Die Gleichheit [Equality], a Social-Democratic fort-
nightly magazine of the women’s labour movement which 
she edited from 1891 to 1917: “The five points to which the 
Stuttgart Congress limited itself in its debates were: colonial 
policy, militarism, the party-trade union relationship, immi-
gration and emigration, and women’s suffrage. On all these 
questions, the contrast between principled positions and op-
portunist positions was expressed” (2). 
Today in 2019, with a few necessary updates, we could adopt 
as our own the agenda of the 1907 International Socialist 
Congress, in view of the wars in the Middle East, Africa and 
Yugoslavia, and also in view of the thousands of refugees 
who drowned or were forced into slavery, of the oppression 
of women around the world, of the attacks on political and 
trade union rights, etc., and in view of the policies of the im-
perialist states, the European Union, the International Mon-
etary Fund, the World Trade Organisation, the World Bank, 
etc. Also, today we would find the same irreconcilable differ-
ences between “principled” positions and opportunism. 
Referring to the SPD’s Mannheim Congress, held in Septem-
ber 1906, Rosa Luxemburg stated: “It is a fact that the great 
mass of the German proletariat has disavowed [right-wing 
SPD reformist leader] Vollmar’s positions. At Jena [the SPD 
Congress of 1905], a resolution was adopted almost unani-
mously that showed the SPD to be a revolutionary party that 
has learned the lessons of history. In that resolution, it was 
stated that the mass strike, which for years was rejected as 
anarchist, is a means that can be used in certain circum-
stances. It was (…) the red spectre of the [1905] Russian Rev-
olution that hung over the debates at Jena. (…) After 
Vollmar’s and [SPD President] Bebel’s speech, we have de-
cided that it is necessary to sharpen Bebel’s resolution, and 
we have worked out an amendment which we will later sub-
mit.” (3) 
Lenin wrote: “And it was this aspect of the question, the ap-
peal not to prize only parliamentary methods of struggle, the 

appeal to act in accordance with the new conditions of a fu-
ture war and future crises, that was stressed by the revolu-
tionary Social-Democrats, especially by Rosa Luxemburg in 
her speech. Together with the Russian Social-Democratic del-
egates (Lenin and Martov – who here spoke in full harmony), 
Rosa Luxemburg proposed amendments to Bebel’s resolu-
tion, and these amendments emphasised the need for agita-
tion among the youth, the necessity of taking advantage of 
the crisis created by war for the purpose of hastening the 
downfall of the bourgeoisie, the necessity of bearing in mind 
the inevitable change of methods and means of struggle as 
the class struggle sharpens and the political situation alters.” 
(4) 
Lenin underlined the importance of this resolution: “It com-
bines the stringency of orthodox – i.e. the only scientific 
Marxist – analysis with recommendations for the most reso-
lute and revolutionary action by the workers’ parties. This 
resolution cannot be interpreted à la Vollmar” (5). 
In response to attacks of a social character (health insurance, 
accident insurance and pensions), struggles for the right to 
vote (on 19 March 1911 alone, one million women demon-
strated in Germany; there were also several demonstrations 
in Austria, Switzerland and Denmark in favour of women’s 
suffrage, equal rights and peace), and in response to wars 
and crises (the Morocco Crisis of 1911, Balkan Wars from 
1912 onwards), the working class mobilised in protest 
marches and rallies. War was becoming perceptible: German 
imperialism sent the gunboat Panther to the port of Agadir, 
thus dangerously escalating the “Moroccan conflict” be-
tween Germany and France. British imperialism took the 
French side. The barons of German heavy industry were jubi-
lant: “Now at last a deed, a liberating deed! (…) There is now 
a German warship at Agadir. It still remains open to them 
[the French] to agree with us about a partition [of Morocco]. 
If they do not wish to, then may the Panther have the effect 
of the Ems telegram.” (6) 
At the SPD’s Magdeburg Congress, held in September 1910, 
the left-wingers around Rosa Luxemburg could no longer de-
fend their position on the mass strike against the revisionists 
and centrists (who were using “party unity” as a central dis-
ciplinary ultimatum to paper over all the disagreements, 
even the   insurmountable ones). Faced with the party lead-
ership’s position on the risk of war, Rosa Luxemburg spoke 
out very critically, notably towards Molkenbuhr (one of the 
leaders of the SPD’s right wing), who was refusing to 

F 
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acknowledge the urgency to convene a meeting of the Inter-
national Socialist Bureau against the warmongering course of 
the German government and the barons of heavy industry. 
Rosa Luxemburg published her criticism in the press, and 
Kautsky (7) and the revisionists accused her of breaking party 
discipline, as a way of being able to launch a disciplinary pro-
cedure against her and thus prevent any discussion of the 
fundamental issue at the next party congress, in Jena in Sep-
tember 1911. Kautsky denied the masses’ capacity and will-
ingness to take action against war and to make their interests 
prevail – while the party leadership did everything it could to 
prevent any such action – and fought against the method of 
the mass strike, describing it as the method “of the Russians” 
that could only divert the masses from fighting for parlia-
mentary rights. In answer to Kautsky, in 1912 Rosa Luxem-
burg published her article entitled “The Officiousness of The-
ory” (8). In it, she pointed to the forces which she and her 
comrades had rallied together: “If it is enough to emphasise 
the necessity of a resolute offensive policy, a tactical initia-
tive, a vigorous resumption of the Prussian electoral cam-
paign and, in connection with it, to discuss the problem of the 
mass strike, if that suffices to be branded manipulator, ad-
venturer, syndicalist and “Russian”, then this sort of villain is 
represented in the party in great numbers. Then the organi-
sations in Stuttgart, Essen, Solingen, throughout the Lower 
Rhine, in Berlin, in the Duchy of Gotha, in Saxony, the editorial 
offices of Equality and the party papers of Brunswick, Elber-
feld, Erfurt, Nordhausen, Bochum and Dortmund and many 
others are full of revolutionary adventurers and syndicalists; 
so, German social democracy is swarming with “Russians”.” 
She continued: “And what can Kautsky tell us about the “Ger-
man method” of the mass strike in contrast to the “Russian 
method”? In this regard, he rejects, above all with indigna-
tion, any reference to the decisive participation of the unor-
ganised. (…) Kautsky’s theory of the rigid antagonism be-
tween the organised vanguard and the rest of the proletariat 
is equally undialectical, just as false and inadequate with re-
gard to normal trade union and parliamentary class action as 
it is in special moments of big mass struggles. (…) Reichstag 
elections, winning mandates – that is the universal remedy, 
that is the alpha and omega. “Nothing-but-parliamentarism” 
– that is all that Kautsky can recommend to the party today.” 
At that time, Kautsky was already on the path of his theory 
of “ultra-imperialism”, according to which monopolies or-
ganise the global capitalist economy while overcoming all 
contradictions, including crises and wars. Lenin responded to 
this in 1916, in Imperialism, the Highest Stage of Capitalism. 
Kautsky and other leaders of the Second International jetti-
soned all the “ballast”, doing everything they could to ensure 
that the manifesto that had been adopted at the Extraordi-
nary Congress of the Second International in Basle (24-25 No-
vember 1912) would sink into oblivion. This manifesto re-
peated the central point that was included by Lenin and Rosa 
Luxemburg in the resolution at the Second International’s 
Stuttgart Congress, namely: in the case of an imperialist war, 
the socialists should use the economic and political crisis pro-
duced by the war to wage the struggle for the socialist revo-
lution. This is why Lenin wrote in the preamble of The Col-
lapse of the Second International, in June 1915: “By the col-
lapse of the International they understand the disgraceful 
treachery to their convictions which was displayed by most of 

the official Social-Democratic parties, treachery to the most 
solemn declarations in their speeches at the Stuttgart and 
Basle international congresses, and in the resolutions of 
these congresses, etc.”. 
Reviewing these congresses, Lenin made the following anal-
ysis: “And if we take, for example, the grouping of trends at 
the Stuttgart International Socialist Congress in 1907, we will 
find that international Marxism was opposed to imperialism, 
while international opportunism was in favour of it already at 
that time.” (9) 
On the eve of the First World War, Rosa Luxemburg and her 
comrades had before them a party in which the balance of 
forces and the majority inside the leadership had been fun-
damentally changed by the party’s officiousness, despite and 
against the resolutions adopted by the party regarding ques-
tions as crucial as the struggle against war and the political 
mass strike. With the centrists and revisionists united, these 
two currents were dominant inside the party leadership and 
also – for some time already – inside the leaderships of the 
trade unions. 
As for the revolutionaries, they did not constitute the slight-
est firm structure grouped around a programme within Ger-
man Social-Democracy, remaining faithful to the dogma of 
“political unity of the working class” and so never considering 
splitting the party – for them, a heinous crime: “While the 
German Left had its powerful figures and devoted, experi-
enced activists, they could never constitute a strong enough 
nucleus within the labour movement and, in any case, failed 
to work out a consistent and effective revolutionary strat-
egy.” (10). 
We should view this as one explanation of the statement by 
Karl Liebknecht on 21 September 1914, in which he charac-
terised as an error his vote in favour of war credits on 4 Au-
gust 1914, out of submission to parliamentary group disci-
pline. On 2 December, Liebknecht would be the only one to 
vote against war credits, joined on 18 March 1915 Otto 
Rühle. 
At the same time, the social-chauvinists declared themselves 
in favour of large annexations of territory. Thus, for example, 
Eduard David stated: “Seizing the State of Congo and consti-
tuting a large German colonial empire across the whole of 
Equatorial Africa (…). The colleagues are also of this opinion, 
and also believe that there will not be any opposition to this 
among the great majority of the party.” While the trade un-
ion leadership stated: “Today, the German flag is flying over 
Antwerp; let us hope it will be there forever.” (11) 
From January to June 1916, Lenin had written Imperialism, 
the Highest Stage of Capitalism, against Kautskyism, an “ide-
ological trend [that] is (…) a product of the disintegration and 
decay of the Second International” (12). In it, he wrote: “Im-
perialism is the epoch of finance capital and of monopolies, 
which introduce everywhere the striving for domination, not 
for freedom. Whatever the political system, the result of 
these tendencies is everywhere reaction and an extreme in-
tensification of antagonisms in this field. Particularly intensi-
fied become the yoke of national oppression and the striving 
for annexations, i.e. the violation of national independence 
(for annexation is nothing but the violation of the right of na-
tions to self-determination).” (13) 
And Lenin raised the issue of the economic basis for war, a 
fight which “the Scheidemanns and Noskes have conducted 
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in conjunction with the bourgeoisie against the Spartacists in 
Germany”. He wrote: “What is the economic basis of this 
world-historical phenomenon? It is precisely the parasitism 
and decay of capitalism, characteristic of its highest historical 
stage of development, i.e. imperialism. As this pamphlet 
shows, capitalism has now singled out a handful (less than 
one-tenth of the inhabitants of the globe; less than one-fifth 
at a most “generous” and liberal calculation) of exceptionally 
rich and powerful states which plunder the whole world 
simply by “clipping coupons”. (…) Obviously, out of such enor-
mous superprofits (…) it is possible to bribe the labour leaders 
and the upper stratum of the labour aristocracy. (…) This stra-
tum of workers-turned-bourgeois, or the labour aristocracy, 
who are quite philistine in their mode of life, in the size of 
their earnings and in their entire outlook, is the principal prop 
of the Second International, and in our days, the principal so-
cial (not military) prop of the bourgeoisie. For they are the 
real agents of the bourgeoisie in the working-class move-
ment, the labour lieutenants of the capitalist class, real vehi-
cles of reformism and chauvinism. In the civil war between 
the proletariat and the bourgeoisie they inevitably, and in no 
small numbers, take the side of the bourgeoisie, the “Ver-
saillese” against the “Communards”. Unless the economic 
roots of this phenomenon are understood and its political and 
social significance is appreciated, not a step can be taken to-
ward the solution of the practical problem of the communist 
movement and of the impending social revolution.” (14) 
For more than 15 years, Rosa Luxemburg and her comrades 
fought against opportunism and revisionism, and against the 
separation from the programme – and ultimately from the 
party – that had been carried out by trade union leadership, 
which as an organisation had the power to block party deci-
sions. The fight was then directed against the centrists led by 
Kautsky, who opposed the slogan and method of the political 
mass strike. The SPD’s Magdeburg Congress (1910) marked a 
definitive turning-point in the revolutionaries’ struggle. From 
that point on, they only fought defensively against this cen-
tral pillar of the Second International and the bourgeoisie. As 
a current within Social-Democracy, Rosa Luxemburg and her 
comrades did not form a homogeneous bloc. They did not 
have a common political basis that could unite them in a po-
litical tendency or faction inside the party and allow them to 
act as a pole capable of attracting other activists. 
 
Towards developing a party and a new Workers’ Inter-
national: “socialism or barbarism”  
In August 1921, Lenin wrote to the German Communists: 
“When the crisis broke out, however, the German workers 
lacked a genuine revolutionary party, owing to the fact that 
the split was brought about too late, and owing to the burden 
of the accursed tradition of “unity” with capital’s corrupt (the 
Scheidemanns, Legiens, Davids and Co.) and spineless (the 
Kautskys, Hilferdings and Co.) gang of lackeys.” (15) This 
raised a discussion: one of the lessons to be drawn from the 
situation was that – as  Trotsky would write on the subject of 
entryism into the SFIO (16) – one needs to determine pre-
cisely when it is necessary to leave: “Entry into a reformist 
centrist party in itself does not include a long perspective. It 
is only a stage which, under certain conditions, can be limited 
to an episode. The crisis and the threat of war have a double 

effect. First, they create the conditions in which the entry it-
self becomes generally possible. But, on the other hand, they 
force the leading apparatus, after some strenuous fluctua-
tions, to resort to the expulsion of the revolutionary ele-
ments.” (17) 
On 17 December 1913, Julian Marchlewski (J. Karski), Franz 
Mehring and Rosa Luxemburg stated that they had “decided 
to make [their] journalistic work available to the party press 
by publishing a press correspondence from 1 January 1914. 
(…) Thanks to these correspondence articles, we hope to pro-
vide a service to the party press and contribute towards deep-
ening the proletarian movement.” (18) The revolutionaries 
thus began the fight to attempt, through newspaper sub-
scriptions to Sozialdemokratische Partei-Korrespondenz [So-
cial Democratic Party Correspondence], to influence the 
party press. 
After Sozialdemokratische Partei-Korrespondenz – to which 
increasingly fewer Social-Democratic papers subscribed, to 
the point where Rosa Luxemburg and Franz Mehring had to 
cease publication in December 1914 – they published the 
newsletter Referenten und Informationsmaterial [Speakers 
and Information Material], and they rapidly became con-
vinced that it was necessary to publish their own Marxist 
newspaper. Due to censorship and financial problems, publi-
cation of the first issue of Die Internationale [The Internatio-
nale] was extremely difficult. Given the fact of Rosa Luxem-
burg’s imprisonment, the organisational and political work 
fell on the shoulders of Franz Mehring alone, who empha-
sised in the introduction to Issue No.1, dated 15 April 1915:  
“This monthly was born thanks to Comrade Luxemburg. (…) 
Our task is the same one as that of Karl Marx when his first 
monthly international publication appeared: to reach an 
agreement among us on the struggles of the hour. This recip-
rocal exchange has been made necessary due to the fatal 
confusion created by the vortex of the world war in the inter-
national labour movement, and especially the German labour 
movement. It is therefore a question of once again testing the 
strength of unification, regroupment and strengthening 
which Marxism has undergone at every key moment in the 
emancipatory struggle of the proletariat. Affirmation of the 
theory and practice of Marxism; that is quite simply the pro-
gramme of this review.” (19) 
Rosa Luxemburg opened Die Internationale with the docu-
ment: “Rebuilding the International”: “On 4 August 1914, 
German Social Democracy abdicated politically, and at the 
same time the Socialist International collapsed. (…) Socialism 
or Imperialism – this alternative summarises completely the 
political orientation of the labour parties in the past decade. 
(…) Kautsky, as the representative of the so-called ‘Marxist 
Centre’, or, in political terms, as the theoretician of the 
swamp, has for years degraded theory into the obliging hand-
maiden of the official practice of the party bureaucrats and 
thus made his own sincere contribution to the present col-
lapse of the party. (…)  
On 4 August, German Social Democracy, far from being ‘si-
lent’, assumed an extremely important historical function: 
the shield-bearer of imperialism in the present war. (…) Only 
by means of an excruciatingly thorough denunciation of our 
own indecision and weakness, of our own moral fall since 4 
August, can the rebuilding of the International begin.” 
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On the path to founding the Third International 
 
The First Zimmerwald Conference was the first step on the 
path to founding the Third International. The first Interna-
tional Socialist Conference against the First World War took 
place from 5 to 8 September 1915 in the Swiss village of Zim-
merwald, near Bern, with the participation of 38 delegates 
from 11 countries. Its Manifesto, which was drafted by Trot-
sky, was adopted with a few minor changes “unanimously 
and enthusiastically”. It established a balance-sheet: 
“And just as the individual parties, so the highest of the ap-
pointed representative bodies of the Socialists of all coun-
tries, the International Socialist Bureau, has failed them. 
These facts are equally responsible for the fact that the inter-
national working class, which did not succumb to the national 
panic of the first war period, or which freed itself from it, has 
still, in the second year of the slaughter of peoples, found no 
ways and means of taking up an energetic struggle for peace 
simultaneously in all countries. In this unbearable situation, 
we, the representatives of the Socialist parties, trade unions 
and their minorities, (…) we who stand, not on the ground of 
national solidarity with the exploiting class, but on the 
ground of the international solidarity of the proletariat and 
of the class struggle, have assembled to retie the torn threads 
of international relations and to call upon the working class 
to recover itself and to fight for peace.” 
And, “in order to pursue the common struggle for peace and 
to strengthen the new bonds created in the International, a 
central point was created: an International Socialist Commit-
tee.” (20) 
As far as Lenin was concerned (21), this meant the de facto 
constitution of a new Socialist Bureau, against the wishes of 
the old Bureau and on the basis of a manifesto that con-
demned the tactics of the old Bureau; and although a joint 
compromise document, “[it] does ‘provide a formula’ for a 
Third International, though it is inconsistent, incomplete and 
not given sufficient thought.” (22) 
The situation of the revolutionaries in Germany was marked 
by massive repression, which Rosa Luxemburg was made to 
suffer particularly. She was jailed from 18 February 1915 to 
February 1916, then again from July 1916 to 9 November 
1918. On 1 May 1916, Karl Liebknecht was arrested on the 
Potsdamer Platz in Berlin, after giving a speech to around 
10,000 protestors whom he had won over with the slogan 
“Down with the war! Down with the government!” Sen-
tenced to four years hard labour, he was released under a 
general amnesty for political prisoners on 23 October 1918. 
Ernst Meyer, who had taken over as leader of the Spartacus 
League, was also arrested. Leo Jogiches, who succeeded him 
as leader, was thrown into prison in March 1918. The capac-
ity for action of the leadership of the International Group, 
which then became the Spartacus League, would undoubt-
edly have produced more effective results if there had been 
better and permanent co-ordination between the militant 
activists regarding their intervention in the living class strug-
gle. Franz Mehring highlighted this problem of an imprisoned 
leadership in the following terms: “… if our ranks had not 
been sorely tested by the fact that many of us – and certainly 
not the worst of us – languished in prison, like Comrade Rosa 
Luxemburg, or at hard labour, like Comrade Karl Liebknecht” 

(23). Mehring himself was placed in preventive custody on 
15 August 1916, despite being ill and more than 70 years old. 
Due to persecution by the Sacred Union’s state apparatus 
(24), which did everything possible to repress the leaders of 
the fight against the imperialist war and in favour of the In-
ternational, preventing them from expressing themselves 
publicly or sending them to the slaughter taking place at the 
front, the political work of Rosa Luxemburg and her com-
rades was extremely limited. Nevertheless, even in these 
very difficult conditions and despite bouts of illness, Rosa 
Luxemburg continued her theoretical and political work dur-
ing a “military preventive detention” (25) that lasted almost 
four years in women’s prisons in Barnim and Breslau (today’s 
Wroclaw in Poland). During this time, she notably wrote for 
Die Internationale as well as writing pamphlets such as the 
Spartacus Letters, The Crisis of German Social Democracy 
(The Junius Pamphlet), and The Russian Revolution. 
In the twelfth of the “Junius Theses” that formed an appen-
dix to the pamphlet The Crisis of German Social Democracy, 
Rosa Luxemburg wrote: “In view of the betrayal, by the offi-
cial representatives of the socialist parties in the principal 
countries [engaged in the war], of the aims and interests of 
the working class; in view of their passage from the camp of 
the working-class International to the political camp of the 
imperialist bourgeoisie; it is vitally necessary for socialism to 
build a new Workers’ International, which will take into its 
own hands the leadership and co-ordination of the revolu-
tionary class struggle against world imperialism in every 
country.” (26) 
The theses were adopted with amendments at the Interna-
tional Group conference on 1 January 1916. They form part 
of The Junius Pamphlet, the publication of which caused 
Lenin to react: “At last there has appeared in Germany, ille-
gally, (…) a Social-Democratic pamphlet dealing with ques-
tions of the war!” (27) 
Lenin was certainly critical of the unfinished character of Jun-
ius’s ideas, and highlighted two errors (28), but he clarified 
the general framework of his criticism: “we must strongly 
emphasise that we do so for the sake of self-criticism, which 
is so necessary for Marxists, and of submitting to an all-round 
test the views which must serve as the ideological basis of the 
Third International. On the whole, Junius’ pamphlet is a 
splendid Marxist work, and in all probability its defects are, 
to a certain extent, accidental.” As far as Lenin was con-
cerned, the crisis of social-democracy undoubtedly played a 
role in building the Third International, and “it would be a 
very deplorable thing, of course, if the “Lefts” began to be 
careless in their treatment of Marxist theory, considering that 
the Third International can be established only on the basis 
of Marxism, unvulgarised Marxism.” (29) 
Once again, Lenin insisted on something that he regarded as 
being decisive: “A very great defect in revolutionary Marxism 
in Germany as a whole is its lack of a compact illegal organi-
sation that would systematically pursue its line and educate 
the masses in the spirit of the new tasks; such an organisation 
would also have to take a definite stand towards opportun-
ism and Kautskyism.” And he emphasised: “But, firstly, Junius 
has not completely rid himself of the ‘environment’ of the 
German Social-Democrats, even the Lefts, who are afraid of 
a split, who are afraid to follow revolutionary slogans to their 
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logical conclusions. This is a mistaken fear, and the Left So-
cial-Democrats of Germany must and will rid themselves of 
it.” (30) 
From the point of view of its important role, the fight to build 
such an organisation remains more relevant than ever, and 
today we acknowledge its value in our fight for the reconsti-
tution of the Fourth International. Because what Rosa Lux-
emburg noted more than 100 years ago in The Junius Pam-
phlet has retained its value right up to the present day: 
“Friedrich Engels once said: “Bourgeois society stands at the 
crossroads, either transition to socialism or regression into 
barbarism.” What does “regression into barbarism” mean to 
our lofty European civilisation? Until now, we have all proba-
bly read and repeated these words thoughtlessly, without 
suspecting their fearsome seriousness. A look around us at 
this moment shows what the regression of bourgeois society 
into barbarism means. This world war is a regression into bar-
barism. The triumph of imperialism leads to the annihilation 
of civilisation. At first, this happens sporadically for the dura-
tion of a modern war, but then when the period of unlimited 
wars begins it progresses toward its inevitable consequences. 
Today, we face the choice exactly as Friedrich Engels foresaw 
it a generation ago: either the triumph of imperialism and the 
collapse of all civilisation as in ancient Rome, depopulation, 
desolation, degeneration – a great cemetery. Or the victory 
of socialism, which means the conscious active struggle of the 
international proletariat against imperialism and its method 
of war.” (31) 
The fight to build organisational structures (in its major 
stages) continued with the publication of the first Spartacus 
Letter on 1 September 1916. The Sozialdemokratische Ar-
beitsgemeinschaft (Social Democratic Working Group, or 
SAG, initially a left-wing pacifist faction inside the SPD) con-
vened a conference of SPD oppositionists on 7 January 1917 
in Berlin. On 18 January 1917, the Ebert-Scheidemann lead-
ership decided to expel the SPD opposition. On 5 March 
1917, the Spartacus League conference decided to set up a 
new party with the centrists. The founding conference of the 
Independent Social Democratic Party of Germany (USPD) 
took place in Gotha from 6 to 8 April 1917. 
As early as 25 December 1916, the Spartacus League had de-
cided during its conference to only remain in the SPD so long 
as this did not hinder the League’s political activity nor harm 
it. The opposition would no longer produce documents di-
rected at the party, and would present its own candidates in 
elections. “We hold no hope whatsoever that the SAG will 
agree to our demands. (…) Despite everything, we think we 
can agree to take part in the conference. Because the SAG 
contains a whole series of working-class elements who, from 
the point of view of frame of mind and politics, are with us 
and are only following the SAG through lack of contact with 
us or through ignorance of the true relations inside the oppo-
sition or for other possible reasons. For us it is of the utmost 
importance to enlighten these activists, to break them free of 
the SAG’s influence and, generally speaking, to speed up the 
process of cleavage inside the SAG.” (32) 
The Spartacus Letter dated 12 October 1918 indicated that 
on 7 October 1918, a joint conference of the Spartacus 
League and the left radicals (SPD oppositionist groups im-
planted especially in Bremen) took place. The same Sparta-

cus Letter indicated the following balance-sheet: “In no local-
ity whatsoever has there been any positive work accom-
plished with the USPD.” This overlapped with Franz 
Mehring’s comment: “We were only mistaken on one point: 
when, following the creation of the Independents [the USPD], 
while keeping our own positions, we organised with them in 
the hope of making them move forward. We have had to 
abandon this hope. Every attempt in this direction has failed.” 
(33) 
The October 1918 conference decided immediately to begin 
setting up workers’ and soldiers’ councils everywhere. “The 
unification of the left radical movement and the Spartacus 
organisation has been accomplished. Entry into the USPD is 
not linked to this process.” (34) 
 
“The Russian Revolution is the mightiest event of the 
World War.” (35) 
 
Die Rote Fahne [The Red Flag], the daily newspaper founded 
by Karl Liebknecht and Rosa Luxemburg as the central organ 
of the Spartacus League, began publication in Berlin on 9 No-
vember 1918. The Spartacus League declared itself a party 
on 11 November 1918, before renaming itself the Com-
munist Party of Germany (KPD) on 1 January 1919. In Decem-
ber 1918, Die Rote Fahne published Rosa Luxemburg’s pro-
grammatic theses under the title “What Does the Spartacus 
League Want?” One of the most important of the theses stip-
ulated: “Immediate establishment of ties with the fraternal 
parties in other countries, in order to put the socialist revolu-
tion on an international footing” (36). 
This programme was adopted by the KPD’s founding con-
gress, which began on 30 December 1918. In it, Rosa Luxem-
burg clearly described the place occupied by the Spartacus 
League-KPD: “Crucify it! shout the capitalists, trembling for 
their cashboxes. Crucify it! shout the petty bourgeois, the of-
ficers, the anti-Semites, the press lackeys of the bourgeoisie, 
trembling for their fleshpots under the class rule of the bour-
geoisie. Crucify it! shout the Scheidemanns, who, like Judas 
Iscariot, have sold the workers to the bourgeoisie and trem-
ble for their pieces of silver. Crucify it! repeat like an echo the 
deceived, betrayed, abused strata of the working class and 
the soldiers who do not know that, by raging against the 
Spartacus League, they rage against their own flesh and 
blood. In their hatred and defamation of the Spartacus 
League, all the counter-revolutionaries, all enemies of the 
people, all the antisocialist, ambiguous, obscure, and unclear 
elements are united. That is proof that the heart of the Revo-
lution beats within the Spartacus League, that the future be-
longs to it.” (37) 
On 20 December 1918, Rosa Luxemburg sent a letter from 
prison to Lenin, enclosing a draft copy of “What Does the 
Spartacus League Want?”. She used Eduard Fuchs as the go-
between, referred to as “Uncle” in the letter, which said: “My 
dearest Vladimir, I am making use of Uncle’s journey to send 
you all warmest greetings from our family [the Spartacus 
League], from Karl [Liebnecht], Franz [Mehring] and the oth-
ers. May God grant that the coming year will fulfil all our 
wishes. All the best! Uncle will tell you about our circum-
stances and activities. In the meantime, I press your hands 
and send you my greetings. Rosa.” (38) The letter was pub-
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lished in Pravda on 2 February 1919, together with a com-
ment that it showed “how close and firm are the bonds be-
tween German and Russian communism, and will be so in the 
future” (39). 
In December 1918, Lenin wrote: “Comrade Chicherin, we 
must urgently (to be endorsed in the Central Committee be-
fore departure of the Spartacist) prepare an international so-
cialist conference for founding the Third International. (…) For 
this we must (i) formulate platform principles (I think we 
could (a) take the theory and practice of Bolshevism (…) then 
(b) take “What Does the Spartacus League Want?"). (a) + (b) 
give sufficiently clear platform principles” (40). In this way, 
even beyond her assassination, Rosa Luxemburg played her 
role in the formal founding of the Third International, which 
in Lenin’s view had already been constituted in practice at 
Zimmerwald.  
 
“… not the safeguarding of bourgeois democracy, but 
a dictatorship of the proletariat” 
 
Around 15 January 2019, we will hear – as was the case in the 
debates on the Russian Revolution – all sorts of things re-
garding Rosa Luxemburg’s position on the Russian Revolu-
tion. Some people will even attempt the risky venture of 
drawing Rosa Luxemburg into their camp and have her op-
pose communism and Marxism. It is always the pamphlet The 
Russian Revolution that is used to this end; it was published 
in truncated form by Paul Levi in 1922 (41). As indicated by 
Paul Frölich in his biography of Rosa Luxemburg: “Legends 
have surrounded this work.” (42) 
Here are the facts reported by Paul Frölich: “As a matter of 
fact, Leo Jogiches was against the publication of the work be-
cause he knew that in certain fundamental points Rosa had 
subsequently changed her views, and that she was thinking 
of writing a whole book on the Russian Revolution. However, 
he was undoubtedly in favour of including the pamphlet in a 
collected edition (…). In the end Levi published the work from 
an inaccurate and incomplete copy, and not from the origi-
nal. The original manuscript had been taken by a comrade for 
safe-keeping in the January days of 1919 and then forgotten. 
It was not unearthed until almost a decade later (…). Never 
at any time did [Rosa] have the intention of launching a cam-
paign against the Bolsheviks. She was always sparing with 
her hymns of praise, but she never spoke of people or of a 
party with so much enthusiastic approval as she did of the 
Bolsheviks in this work.” (43) Similar indications can be found 
in books by Clara Zetkin and Karl Radek (44). 
In her pamphlet, Rosa Luxemburg noted the following: 
“Moreover, the Bolsheviks immediately set as the aim of this 
seizure of power a complete, far-reaching revolutionary pro-
gramme; not the safeguarding of bourgeois democracy, but 
a dictatorship of the proletariat for the purpose of realising 
socialism. Thereby, they won for themselves the imperishable 
historic distinction of having for the first time proclaimed the 
final aim of socialism as the direct programme of practical 
politics.” (45) 
Here is the judgment delivered by Leon Trotsky in 1932, in an 
article entitled “Hands Off Rosa Luxemburg!”: “Rosa Luxem-
burg criticised very severely and fundamentally incorrectly 
the policies of the Bolsheviks in 1918 from her prison cell. But 
even in this, her most erroneous work, her eagle’s wings are 

to be seen. Here is her general evaluation of the October in-
surrection: “Everything that a party could offer of courage, 
revolutionary farsightedness, and consistency in a historic 
hour, Lenin, Trotsky, and the other comrades have given in 
good measure. All the revolutionary honour and capacity 
which the Social Democracy of the West lacked were repre-
sented by the Bolsheviks. Their October uprising was not only 
the actual salvation of the Russian Revolution; it was also the 
salvation of the honour of international socialism.” Can this 
be the voice of centrism? In the succeeding pages, Luxemburg 
subjects to severe criticism the policies of the Bolsheviks in 
the agrarian in the agrarian sphere, their slogan of national 
self-determination, and their rejection of formal democracy. 
In this criticism we might add, directed equally against Lenin 
and Trotsky, she makes no distinction whatever between 
their views; and Rosa Luxemburg knew how to read, under-
stand, and seize upon shadings. It did not even fall into her 
head, for instance, to accuse me fact of the fact that by being 
in solidarity with Lenin on the agrarian question, I had 
changed my views on the peasantry. And moreover, she knew 
these views very well since I had developed them in detail in 
1909 in her Polish journal. Rosa Luxemburg ends her criticism 
with the demand, “in the policy of the Bolsheviks the essen-
tial must be distinguished from the unessential, the funda-
mental from the accidental.” The fundamental she considers 
to be the force of the action of the masses, the will to social-
ism. “In this”, she writes, “Lenin and Trotsky and their friends 
were the first, those who went ahead as an example to the 
proletariat of the world; they are still the only ones up to now 
who can cry with Hütten, ‘I have dared!’” (46) 
In the same article, Trotsky defended the great revolutionary 
against Stalin and his “vile and barefaced calumny about 
Rosa Luxemburg” (47). 
In February 1922, Lenin took a clear stand towards Levi, who 
had published the truncated text, and at the same time to-
wards Rosa Luxemburg: “Paul Levi now wants to get into the 
good graces of the bourgeoisie (…) by republishing precisely 
those writings of Rosa Luxemburg in which she was wrong. 
We shall reply to this by quoting two lines from a good old 
Russian fable: “Eagles may at times fly lower than hens, but 
hens can never rise to the height of eagles.”  
Rosa Luxemburg was mistaken on the question of the inde-
pendence of Poland; she was mistaken in 1903 in her ap-
praisal of Menshevism; she was mistaken on the theory of the 
accumulation of capital; (…) she was mistaken in what she 
wrote in prison in 1918 (she corrected most of these mistakes 
at the end of 1918 and the beginning of 1919 after she was 
released). But in spite of her mistakes, she was – and remains 
for us – an eagle. And not only will Communists all over the 
world cherish her memory, but her biography and her com-
plete works (the publication of which the German Com-
munists are inordinately delaying, which can only be partly 
excused by the tremendous losses they are suffering in their 
severe struggle) will serve as useful manuals for training 
many generations of Communists all over the world. “Since 4 
August, 1914, German Social-Democracy has been a stinking 
corpse” – this statement will make Rosa Luxemburg’s name 
famous in the history of the international working-class 
movement. And, of course, in the backyard of the working-
class movement, among the dung heaps, hens like Paul Levi, 
Scheidemann, Kautsky and all that fraternity will cackle over 
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the mistakes committed by the great Communist. To every 
man his own.” (48) 
After the armed clashes that took place in January 1919, dur-
ing which the KPD and the Revolutionary Stewards (49) suf-
fered heavy losses, Rosa Luxemburg published her last arti-
cle, entitled: “Order Prevails in Berlin”. In it, she posed the 
question: “How does the defeat of “Spartacus week” appear 
in the light of the above historical question? Was it a case of 
raging, uncontrollable revolutionary energy colliding with an 
insufficiently ripe situation, or was it a case of weak and in-
decisive action?” She herself gave the answer: “Both! The cri-
sis had a dual nature. The contradiction between the power-
ful, decisive, aggressive offensive of the Berlin masses on the 
one hand and the indecisive, half-hearted vacillation of the 
Berlin leadership on the other is the mark of this latest epi-
sode. The leadership failed. But a new leadership can and 
must be created by the masses and from the masses. The 
masses are the crucial factor. They are the rock on which the 
ultimate victory of the revolution will be built. The masses 
were up to the challenge, and out of this “defeat” they have 
forged a link in the chain of historic defeats, which is the pride 
and strength of international socialism. That is why future 
victories will spring from this “defeat.” (…) Tomorrow the rev-
olution will “rise up again, clashing its weapons”, and to your 
horror it will proclaim with trumpets blazing: I was, I am, I 
shall be!” (50).But the defeat also had another dimension. In 
his “Letter to the German Communists”, Lenin pointed out 
that the betrayal of the 1912 Basel Manifesto line by the re-
visionists and centrists provoked an incredibly bitter hatred 
for the opportunism of the old German Social-Democrats 
among honest class-conscious workers.  
This hatred “blinded people and prevented them from keep-
ing their heads and working out a correct strategy with which 
to reply to the excellent strategy of the Entente capitalists, 
who were armed, organised and schooled by the “Russian ex 
perience”, and supported by France, Britain and America. 
This hatred pushed them into premature insurrections.” (51) 
Léon Trotsky wrote in June 1935: “We have more than once 
taken up the cudgels of Rosa Luxemburg against the impu-
dent and stupid misrepresentations of Stalin and his bureau-
cracy. And we shall continue to do so. (...) Our defence of Rosa 
Luxemburg is not, however, unconditional. The weak sides of 
Rosa Luxemburg’s teachings have been laid bare both theo-
retically and practically. (...) Despite her theoretically very 
weak manuscript of the Soviet Revolution, written in prison 
but never published by her, Rosa’s subsequent work allows 
the sure conclusion that, day by day, she was moving closer 
to Lenin’s theoretically clearly-delineated conception con-
cerning conscious leadership and spontaneity. (It must surely 
have been this circumstance that prevented her from making 
public her manuscript against Bolshevik policy which was 
later so shamefully abused.) (…) Put aside the incidentals 
which developments have overcome, and we can, with full 
justification, place our work for the Fourth International un-
der the sign of the “three L’s”; that is, not only under the sign 
of Lenin, but also of Luxemburg and Liebknecht.” (52) 
For our work in reconstituting the Fourth International, in or-
der to win new comrades over to building the revolutionary 
party on the basis of the Transitional Programme, we need 
to once again raise ourselves to the level indicated by Rosa 
Luxemburg regarding the Spartacists, four days before her 

death: “Don’t forget that the “Spartacists” are for the most 
part a fresh new generation, free of the stupefying traditions 
of the “grand old party, tried and true.” – And that must be 
viewed in both its aspects, of light and shade.” (53) 
That “new generation” will find one of the sources of its 
struggle in the writings of Rosa Luxemburg.   

Max Schumacher 
7 January 2019 
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Thirty years ago, the revolutionary movement 
of the Chinese students and workers in 1989 
 
 
By Alain Frandor 
 
 
During the months of April and May 1989,  
millions of Chinese youth and workers rose up 
against the bureaucracy’s regime.  
We are familiar with the images sent around 
the world by the media regarding  
the students’ occupation of Tiananmen Square, 
in the centre of Beijing.  
The photo image of one brave protestor  
standing alone in front of a column of tanks 
is also well-known. 
 
 

nd yet this is a reductive view of a revolution that 
was beginning to get underway: more than one mil-
lion protestors in Beijing, mass mobilisations in doz-

ens of major cities, the formation of independent students’ 
and workers’ organisations, and the setting-up of a “repre-
sentative body of the city of Beijing” bringing together work-
ers’ and students’ delegates. 
During those months of April-May-June 1989, the bureau-
cracy’s regime wavered. 
But during the night of 3 June, the leaders of the Chinese 
Communist Party (CCP) gave the order to assassinate the rev-
olution with armoured vehicles and machine-gun fire in 
Tiananmen Square. There were thousands of victims in a sin-
gle night. The death-toll is still a state secret (1). Terror 
spread across major cities from one end of the country to the 
other. The first summary executions of workers took place 
on 21 June in Shanghai and on 22 June in Beijing. They con-
tinued for a long time (the bloody bureaucracy forced the vic-
tims’ families to pay for the bullets used in the executions). 
Why was such ferocity directed against the youth and the 
working class? What were the events that made the govern-
ment waver? Today, thirty years later, referring to those 
events can still lead to arrest and prison. Documents describ-
ing them are not publicly accessible.  
But this revolutionary movement raises crucial questions for 
China’s future. The young generation of worker and student 
activists must be able to discuss it freely. This article is in-
tended to be one contribution to that process of reflection. 
It relies on a report published on 22 June 1989 by the Inter-
national Secretariat of the Fourth International (2), which 
was endeavouring to draw the first lessons of those revolu-
tionary events (which occurred a few months before the fall 

of the Berlin Wall in Germany, followed by the collapse of the 
Stalinist bureaucracy in the USSR). 
 
Revisiting the facts 
 
On 15 April 1989, Hu Yaobang, former CCP General Secretary 
from 1981 to January 1987, died. Ten years after the start of 
the economic reforms and the opening up of the country to 
foreign capital that were decided upon in late 1978, there 
was increasing social conflict and growing anger among the 
population. Some sectors of the bureaucracy were worried, 
and thought that maintaining stability would be better as-
sured with less repression, and even some measure of free-
dom. Hu Yaobang seemed to share this thinking, and in the 
eyes of many intellectuals and students, he was able to ap-
pear to be a protector against the more repressive faction. In 
December 1986, he did in fact refuse to crack down on stu-
dents who were protesting in the streets for freedom of 
opinion and expression and freedom of assembly. He was re-
moved from his post in the following month. 
The day after his death, on 16 April 1989, a thousand stu-
dents from one of Beijing’s universities gathered in Tianan-
men Square, to shouts of “Long live democracy, long live free-
dom!”. 
On 17 April, there were 6,000 of them, chanting “Down with 
corruption and the bureaucracy!” and singing The Internatio-
nale. In the days that followed, tens of thousands of students 
took to the streets in Beijing, but also in Shanghai, Wuhan 
and elsewhere. One poster in a faculty building said: “Uncon-
ditional freedom of the press; re-evaluation of the protests in 
late ‘86; cancellation of the price rises; rule of law; full verba-
tim report of the last session of Parliament.” 
One press agency reported the speeches in Tiananmen 
Square as follows: “The speakers questioned the collective re-
sponsibility of the government of Prime Minister Li Peng. The 
head of the Chinese CP, Zhao Ziyang, did not elicit the protes-
tors’ enthusiasm either. Thus far, the bureaucracy and cor-
ruption are the main topics preoccupying the young protes-
tors. They very closely match popular feeling, which adds the 
price rises to the list.” (3) 
 
The reforms policy led to a massive surge in corruption 
 
Ten years of reforms (4) saw a massive increase in corruption 
among the ruling cadres on an unprecedented scale, result-
ing in leaders at every level wallowing in unacceptable luxury 
while inflation ate away the value of wages (inflation ex-
ceeded 27 per cent in February 1989). Labour go-slows were 
commonplace. One hundred or so labour strikes in 1987 (like 

A 
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in 1988) were the response to lay-offs that were beginning 
to increase significantly, in a country where previously blue-
collar and white-collar workers had been guaranteed a job 
for life. According to prominent investigative journalist Liu 
Binyan, this was “evidence of popular discontent that was be-
coming widespread and led to the understanding that a seri-
ous crisis threatened, that it was already there.” 
The Fourth International’s analysis said: “What made the bu-
reaucracy’s arbitrary approach – denounced by the youth of 
Beijing, who called for democracy instead – even more intol-
erable was the degree of visible corruption on the part of 
those who were applying it. This aspect of officials, big and 
small, being prepared to do anything for money, the wide-
spread venality, the crude nepotism, the mafia aspect of the 
local leaderships and the clans inside the bureaucratic admin-
istration, all this expressed the reality of a leading layer that 
had been eaten away by money and had collectively lost all 
respect among both working people and intellectuals. The 
students were becoming the spokespersons for one and all, 
allowing them to express their condemnation of the regime.” 
The report quoted an open letter by the students of Tianjin: 
“70 years after 4 May 1919, our country is still poor and it is 
being led by wolves” (5). 
On 22 April, the day of Hu Yaobang’s funeral, the crowds in 
and around Tiananmen Square had grown to 200,000. This 
despite the fact that the day before, the People’s Daily, the 
CCP’s organ, had warned: “Whoever tries to undermine unity 
and stability under any pretext whatsoever will be severely 
punished.” 
However, showing no fear of police threats, throughout the 
evening cyclists, office workers and intellectuals, but also 
blue-collar workers and housewives, marched in the streets. 
Paying tribute to Hu Yaobang was just a pretext. On the 
Square itself, people sang The Internationale and denounced 
the bureaucracy’s corruption. The huge crowd was still there 
when the procession of officials arrived, and the angry shout 
could be heard to grow: “Tremble, you bribe-takers, the peo-
ple are waking up.” 
 
A turning-point 
 
On 23 and 24 April, the 2,000 students of Tsinghua University 
in Beijing elected their delegates to form an independent stu-
dents’ union. Then, delegates of 19 universities called for a 
general strike from classes throughout the country until the 
satisfaction of their demands, with a seven-point platform of 
demands. 
A new and far-reaching fact was therefore that the students 
had formed an organisation whose leaders were elected, an 
organisation that was independent of the state and the CCP. 
It called for action on a national scale by proposing a general 
strike to students throughout China. 
Letters by workers started to circulate and questions were 
posed to the CCP’s Central Committee by an independent 
Beijing workers’ association, notably regarding the incomes 
of party cadres.  
The government had to temporarily abandon the use of force 
against protest marches, which it had banned by decree. The 
protest marches were too powerful. What is more, they had 
spread to other major cities, but above all they were no 
longer composed of just students: now, blue-collar workers, 

white-collar workers and housewives were also present in 
large numbers. 
The report referred to above – which was put up for discus-
sion by the Secretariat of the Fourth International – said: 
“The workers and youth of China are fighting for democracy, 
for their right to organise, to form trade union organisations 
that are independent from the State, and for the right decide 
their own future. 
The roots of their movement can be found in the long struggle 
of the working masses of China for their national and social 
emancipation, which they are continuing. It rightly claims to 
stand for 4 May 1919, for the big popular mobilisation 
against imperialist domination and its agents and in favour 
of democracy, for which the students had given the sig-
nal (…).  
4 May 1919 marked the start of an era of upheaval, of fierce 
struggles by the Chinese people for its national and social 
emancipation. In 1925-7, the revolutionary activity of the Chi-
nese workers and peasants, forming their trade unions and 
their democratic workers’ and peasants’ committees, made 
the agents of imperialist rule and its profiteers tremble. 
These are the same democratic and social objectives that 
were embodied in the 1949 Revolution. The Revolution stated 
the wish of the working masses of China to establish genuine 
democracy, to put an end to the pillaging of the country and 
the terror and poverty which the big landowners fostered in 
the countryside, and to put an end to exploitation. 
But what did those bureaucrats who claimed to embody “so-
cialism” actually do with it, those people who today are tell-
ing the workers and students: “You do not have the necessary 
expertise to discuss the country’s problems”? They have built 
an ossified anti-democratic system, which the Chinese people 
are rightly denouncing as being a system of “the new manda-
rins”, who are just as corrupt as the old ones.” 
The Chinese bureaucracy referred to in the document of the 
Fourth International is a social layer of CCP cadres that exer-
cises absolute power and is identified with every one of the 
bodies and institutions of the state apparatus. The victorious 
1949 Revolution saw the CCP leadership do its utmost to es-
cape control by the worker and peasant masses, directing its 
repression against any embryonic or actual form of workers’ 
and peasants’ committee. This is why, faced with the consti-
tution of an independent student organisation in 1989, the 
CCP leadership had to react quickly for fear of losing control 
of the situation. The tone of this reaction was given by an 
editorial in the People’s Daily on 26 April 1989, dictated by 
Deng Xiaoping, the official instigator of the 1978 reforms: it 
condemned a “conspiracy” against the Chinese Communist 
Party! However, hesitation in the CCP’s leading circles 
opened the prospect of a meeting with representatives of 
the independent union of Beijing students, but this would 
mean recognising an organisation that was independent of 
the state and the CCP… 
At this point, the students’ union courageously decided to 
maintain its call for a protest march on 27 April against the 
slanders and lies issued by the official press. Despite the gov-
ernment’s threats expressed in the “26 April editorial”, 
500,000 students, blue-collar workers, civil servants, white-
collar workers, unemployed and teachers flooded Beijing city 
centre. One banner said: “The People’s Daily does not have 
the right to lay down the law.” There was a real groundswell. 
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This increased the wavering at the highest levels of the state. 
That evening, the state TV network announced that the gov-
ernment was prepared to discuss with the students “under 
certain conditions”. The US daily newspaper The Washington 
Post reported (28 April): “The Chinese leaders are particularly 
concerned by the support which the student movement could 
receive from the many workers who are very unhappy be-
cause of price inflation. Workers were present in the crowds 
that applauded the student march (…). The government has 
placed police units near some Beijing factories in order to pre-
vent the development of strikes there.” 
Threats had given way to an offer of dialogue. But the gov-
ernment’s offer only applied to the official students’ union 
that was subordinated to the CCP, and not to the independ-
ent union that had just been formed, with its elected repre-
sentatives and delegates. The spokespersons of the inde-
pendent union agreed to a dialogue, but also submitted their 
own conditions: they insisted notably that the students’ 
spokespersons who were going to have a dialogue with the 
government should be chosen freely and democratically. 
 
Democratisation or democracy? 
 
The students maintained their strike order to boycott classes. 
The protest march which they organised on 4 May brought 
together fewer people, but their movement had spread to 
more than 10 major cities in China. The situation was marked 
by hesitation: on the one hand, the workers were not yet on 
strike, but although the nucleus of the protest march was still 
composed of students, they were now a minority compared 
to the young workers who had come to express their discon-
tent regarding inflation and corruption.  
In order to avoid a deepening of this linking-up between stu-
dents and workers, some sectors of the bureaucratic appa-
ratus thought that it was better to negotiate with the inde-
pendent students’ union. But with whom, and about what?  
At the students’ headquarters, discussions progressed over 
the tactics to follow: some delegates supported stopping the 
strike in order to have a dialogue. Others hesitated. 
Finally, it was decided to go back to class while at the same 
time maintaining the demand for “opening a dialogue on de-
mocratising the system”. But the CCP leadership refused to 
recognise the independent students’ union. Then, on 13 
May, one thousand students began an unlimited hunger 
strike in Tiananmen Square until a “genuine dialogue” was 
opened. But what did “genuine dialogue” mean? 
This was not the first time that students and workers were 
faced with these questions. In 1957-8, the period of the 
“Hundred Flowers Campaign”, which was initiated by a fac-
tion of the bureaucracy that called for criticism to “bloom”, 
was brought to a sudden and brutal end, with the despatch 
of tens of thousands of militant activists to prison or labour 
camps. 
In 1966-7, the “Cultural Revolution” saw a combination of 
mobilisation by the masses and struggle between factions of 
the apparatus. Mao mobilised the youth in the interests of 
one CCP faction in its struggle against other factions of the 
bureaucracy that were inclined to give in more quickly to the 
demands of imperialism. The CCP partially lost control over 
this mobilisation. 

In Shanghai, the workers set up Production Committees – 
composed of elected representatives – which drove out the 
Party bureaucrats and management and took over the run-
ning of the factories. Based on these committees, the Shang-
hai Commune was established on 5 February 1967. The work-
ers of this major port city took inspiration from the model of 
the Paris Commune, through which the workers of Paris es-
tablished the first working-class government in 1871, with 
elected delegates who were subject to recall. They proposed 
this model as a new form of government for the whole of 
China. Mao immediately gave his reply in “instructions” that 
were read out in meetings: 
“The Paris Commune – did we not all say that to institute a 
Paris Commune is to institute a new political power? (…) If 
everything were changed into Commune, then what about 
the party? (…) The Commune must have a party, but can the 
Commune replace the party? (…). The people of Shanghai like 
the people’s Commune very much, and like that name very 
much. (…) For now, don’t announce in the People’s Daily that 
everyone wants to call it People’s Commune. If the Central 
Committee should recognise People’s Commune and publish 
it in the People’s Daily, then the name will be used through-
out the country. (…) This would necessitate a change in the 
political system” (6). And in order to protect the bureau-
cracy’s power, Mao then used the army to organise the re-
pression of the Shanghai Commune. The repression was 
bloody. 
When the working class entered the scene in 1989 by joining 
the students, the question arose once more: democratisa-
tion or democracy? Reform the CCP, or put an end to the 
CCP’s monopoly of political power? Reform the CCP in order 
to improve it, or rather extend the democratic election of 
delegates – as the students had begun to do – to the workers 
and peasants as a whole? 
The report of the Fourth International formulated a point of 
view:  
“The majority no longer wish to tolerate a minority of corrupt 
privileged people. Today, the day-to-day experience of mil-
lions of workers shows them that the corrupt and incompe-
tent bureaucracy directly threatens the gains won through 
the Revolution, and that it is opening up the path to the re-
establishment of the capitalist system. (…) What was stated 
clearly by the millions of protestors who turned the whole of 
Beijing into a “Forbidden City” for the bureaucracy’s repre-
sentatives, was that nobody can speak on their behalf. It is 
for them to decide, and to organise freely and democratically 
in order to save the country from disaster. Democracy means 
the people freely electing their representatives, overseeing 
the implementation of their mandate, and having the power 
to dismiss those representatives. 
Democracy means majority rule. The majority no longer wish 
to tolerate a minority of corrupt privileged people who claim 
the right to speak on their behalf. Democracy does not mean 
lay-offs in the name of “competitiveness” or the lowering of 
living standards through inflation. Democracy means having 
the opportunity to oppose lay-offs, to take action to defend 
living standards. Democracy means the right of the workers, 
youth and small farmers to form their own organisations in-
dependently of the state, and in particular their own trade 
union organisations.  
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Effectively exercising democracy and suppressing corruption 
as a way of existence for an entire social layer means over-
throwing the power of the bureaucracy and destroying the 
tools of that power.” 
 
An abortive “Beijing Commune” 
 
During the night of 14 May – and contrary to the call by CCP 
General Secretary Ziyang not to inconvenience the arrival of 
Gorbachev (7) – 300,000 protestors marched to protect the 
hunger strikers in Tiananmen Square. In the days that fol-
lowed, the people of the whole of Beijing occupied their city, 
preventing access to the Square for members of parliament, 
regime representatives and Gorbachev was obliged to enter 
the Forbidden City via a service entrance. One million protes-
tors were in the streets of the capital. In 21 other cities, work-
ers joined up with the students. 
It was at this point that – echoing the move towards the 
Shanghai Commune in 1967 – the Beijing Commune was 
formed from 16 to 19 May 1989. 
The International Secretariat’s report noted: “The working 
population, peacefully occupying their city and forbidding ac-
cess to the hated and despised officials. The whole of the cap-
ital was a no-go zone for bureaucrats, whoever they were, 
including Gorbachev.” 
In the protest marches that took place in the following days, 
there was mass participation by industrial workers, but also 
by workers who were CCP members, those who ensured the 
normal functioning of the state: the army, the Foreign Affairs 
ministry, state radio, the editorial staff of the People’s Daily, 
the CCP cadre school, hundreds of cadres of the official trade 
union (the ACFTU), and many more. One of the workers from 
Beijing's No. 2 Chemical Factory said: “For decades, we have 
had to keep quiet; now that we have started to speak again, 
we will no longer be silent. The reforms and opening-up have 
not brought us anything. Of course, our wages have gone up 
in the last 10 years, but not enough to keep up with inflation.” 
The state apparatus became dislocated by the power of the 
upsurge by the masses. As far as the state apparatus – in 
other words, the CCP – was concerned, facing the direct 
threat of collapse, it had to react. 
This is what Prime Minister Li Peng did by declaring martial 
law on 20 May. But the army lorries sent to re-establish order 
were blocked as they arrived in Beijing by the local popula-
tion, who called for fraternisation with the soldiers. The local 
population and the students explained the situation, and the 
soldiers fraternised. The soldiers were offered flowers and 
supplies of food and water, and thousands of privates, NCOs 
and officers refused in practice to re-establish order. Even 
the general in charge of the operation refused.  
Fraternisation between the army and a people on the move 
is always the mark of a revolutionary situation. 
The report pointed out: “On 21 May, as Beijing was besieged 
by millions of workers and students, a call was issued for a 
founding meeting of a “representative body of the city of Bei-
jing” bringing together worker and student delegates, resi-
dents of the capital and members of the Communist Youth, 
with the exception of members of the government and the 
apparatus. This was the Beijing Commune.” Moreover, one 
of the slogans that appeared was: “This is the Beijing Com-
mune, we are going to bring down our bad emperor”. Again 

on 21 May, the newly-formed Provisional Committee of the 
Beijing Autonomous Federation of Workers stated: “In the 
democratic movement, we only have our chains to lose and a 
world to win!” This implicit reference to the Manifesto of the 
Communist Party by Marx and Engels was made against the 
power of the corrupt bureaucracy. The objectives of this 
workers’ union which was independent of the regime were: 
to obtain official recognition; to fight for living standards 
against price inflation; for freedom of the press; and for de-
mocracy. The struggle for democracy thus combined both so-
cial and political demands, and in practice posed the ques-
tion of who exercised power. 
 
“The revolution that has begun in China 
is a political revolution” 
 
On the one hand, the masses had occupied the capital’s 
streets, gigantic protest marches had taken place in the 
country’s main cities, the students and workers had formed 
their independent organisations, and a call had been issued 
to form a “representative body of the city of Beijing”.  
On the other hand, the CCP was divided, and the state appa-
ratus was cracking and splitting at the top and disintegrating 
at the grassroots. The situation could have swung one way or 
the other. It finally swung towards the bloody repression that 
was carried out during the night of 3 June. 
The day before, Deng Xiaoping reiterated what he had said 
in the “26 April editorial”:  
“All the comrades of the party and the whole nation must un-
derstand clearly that, if we do not resolutely stop this unrest, 
our state will have no calm days.” He said he told Bush that 
there would be no stabiliy if China authorised such demon-
strations (8). The very deeply divided leading circles of the 
bureaucracy therefore reunited on the need to rescue its mo-
nopoly of power, which allowed it to hope for “peaceful 
days” to continue pillaging state property and collective 
property forever.  
The general interests of the bureaucratic caste as a whole 
crushed individual positions, leading to the purging of two 
CCP General Secretaries in less than three years: Hu Yaobang 
then Zhao Ziyang. The latter opposed military intervention 
and cried over the fate of the students in Tiananmen Square, 
ending his days under house arrest. 
So, what did democracy mean for the working people of 
China according to the Fourth International?  
The report of the Fourth International submitted for discus-
sion explained – 30 years ago – that “democracy does not, of 
course mean going back to a situation where China was prey 
to foreign powers and warlords carved up the country be-
tween them. For the working masses of China, democracy 
means their right to exercise control over the gains of the 
Revolution, their right to freely appoint their representatives 
and to ensure that those representatives are accountable to 
them. This wish to stop an uncontrolled social layer, which 
has set itself above the people, from usurping for its own ac-
count the gains won through the sacrifices made by millions 
of workers and living off them like parasites, this wish has 
been stated again and again in China, just as it has been in 
the USSR and Eastern Europe (…). It means refusing to allow 
whole regions of the country to be auctioned off for the full 
benefit of imperialist capital and the bureaucrats who serve 
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as its intermediaries, it means rejecting the regressive conse-
quences of reforms designed to meet the requirements of the 
International Monetary Fund (IMF). It is these aspirations 
that are at the heart of the vast movement which today is 
shaking the whole structure of the bureaucratic dictatorship 
in China, and which once again is ensuring that China is send-
ing shock waves around the world. 
The revolution that has begun in China is a political revolu-
tion, because it does not aim to replace the social foundations 
established by the 1949 Revolution with new foundations. On 
the contrary, it aims to protect those foundations against be-
ing threatened by the bureaucracy. It is a people’s revolution, 
because it brings together the vast majority of those who 
work manually and intellectually to take action against the 
privileged caste, their prebendaries and their Praetorian 
guard. (…) 
Today, through their struggle for democracy and socialism, 
the workers and youth of China are imposing themselves as a 
factor of primary importance internationally (…) in building 
the world organisation of the workers, and in organising to 
realise the call made in the old song of struggle sung by work-
ers around the world, which millions of workers and students 
have sung in Beijing and Shanghai: “The Internationale unites 
the human race”.” 
 
________________________ 
(1) The International Commission of Inquiry of the democratic la-
bour movement against repression in China published a booklet in 
1994 which presented the courageous work of Ding Zilin in metho-
dically researching the names of the Tiananmen Square victims and 
the circumstances of their deaths.  
A (now-retired) professor of philosophy at Renmin University of 
China in Beijing and a member of the CCP, Ding Zilin – whose only 
son was killed on his way to Tiananmen Square – has carried on her 
work, including spearheading the Tiananmen Mothers activist 
group, despite continuous police harassment for the last 30 years. 

(2) This report was produced by the International Secretariat of the 
International Committee For the Reconstruction of the Fourth In-
ternational (IC-RFI), since the Fourth International was only repro-
claimed in 1993 under the leadership of Pierre Lambert.  
(3) Agence France Presse, 19 April 1989. 
(4) The economic reforms adopted by the CCP leadership in late 
1978 were measures intended to open up the country to the world 
market. They notably included land reform (decollectivisation) in 
the countryside (which led to massive migration of rural workers to 
urban areas in search of work) and the creation of four Special Eco-
nomic Zones (SEZs) in the coastal regions (of which Shenzhen is the 
best-known) where foreign capitalists could invest on preferential 
terms and exploit workers who had no rights whatsoever. These 
measures were accompanied by political decentralisation, which of-
fered wide autonomy to CCP cadres and leaderships in the prov-
inces and large cities. This was just the start. 
(5) On 4 May 1919, students rose up in powerful protest marches 
against the draft Versailles Treaty, through which the imperialist 
powers wanted to impose the transfer of Chinese territory to Japan. 
This anti-colonialist mobilisation quickly took on a social content 
when the working class entered the stage. The May 1919 move-
ment would be the prelude to the Second Chinese Revolution. 
(6) “Talks at Three Meetings with Comrades Chang Ch’un-ch’iao and 
Yao Wen-yuan” (February 1967), in Long Live Mao Tse-tung 
Thought, a Red Guard Publication, available at Marxist Internet Ar-
chive (www.marxists.org). The source states that this article was 
based on a tape-recording of Chang Ch’un-ch’iao’s speech at the 
Shanghai People’s Square on 24 February 1967, and on some perti-
nent handbills. It is therefore difficult to ascertain whether every 
word is Mao Zedong’s original word. 
(7) Gorbachev, who was head of the Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union for a while longer at that point, was on an official visit to Bei-
jing. He had announced that he wanted to “convince the Chinese 
leadership that new reforms could strengthen political stability, re-
store the reputation of the party and legitimise its authority.” 
(8) Following the massacre, US President George HW Bush said in a 
press conference on 5 June that he hoped China would soon return 
on the way of political and economical reforms and added: “This is 
not the time for an emotional response. 
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 HISTORY 
 
 
 

Zimbabwe  

No to white farmer compensation! 
A history of the struggle for land 
 
 
From 1890 to 2000, the former colonisers 
robbed our parents, looted our cattle, displaced 
our parents, exploited our mineral resources 
and over-used our fertile lands.  
They unjustly enriched themselves through 
over ninety years of colonialism, subjugation 
and crimes against humanity.  
Zimbabwe was supposed to get restitution from 
white Rhodesians upon achieving independ-
ence. The struggle for independence was based 
on land. A compromise was reached which 
would allow white farmers to continue  
occupying land and provide for a system of sale 
and purchase by mutual consent.  
Two per cent of the white population owned  
70 per cent of the arable land. 
 
 

etween 1890 and 1896, the British South African 
Company (BSAC) granted almost 16 million acres of 
indigenous land to European settlers who had volun-

teered to take up arms and defend the colony during the First 
Chimurenga (1), when our fathers and mothers rose up 
against settler colonialism. This was the land of our ances-
tors, which gave the whites superior political and economic 
status from the proceeds of plunder and the theft of our 
land. After the Second World War, the King of England flew 
British war veterans to Rhodesia (now Zimbabwe) and gave 
them farms on land that was occupied by blacks as a “thank 
you” for fighting for Britain. The armed struggle of the Sec-
ond Chimurenga culminated in the Lancaster House talks in 
late 1979. 
 
The Lancaster House Agreement and the Independ-
ence Constitution 
 
The British government reneged on the Lancaster House 
Agreement (2), so the farmers do not deserve a penny from 
Zimbabwe. Under the Lancaster House Agreement, the Brit-
ish government pledged technical and financial assistance 
for land redistribution, an obligation that was later reneged 
on. There was a deadlock on land at the Lancaster House con-
ference, and the US promised verbally to provide funds for 

the new Zimbabwean government to acquire land on a “will-
ing buyer-willing seller” basis. The US government never pro-
vided those funds. The Independence Constitution agreed at 
Lancaster House was a defective document designed by the 
British to ensure that white settler privileges were pro-
longed. The United Kingdom broke the financial commit-
ments it made in 1979, which was a betrayal of the promises 
it made to ensure a settlement. Margaret Thatcher’s UK gov-
ernment was largely interested in protecting the property 
rights of the white minority. 
 
Land revolution in Zimbabwe 
 
Agitation for restitution of the land started as early as the 
1990s, with the Svosve farm invasions by land-hungry war 
veterans and small farmers who were frustrated at the slow 
pace or even the absence of progress. In 2000, farm occupa-
tions by the landless indigenous people were pervasive and 
widespread. More than 5,000 farms occupied by 4,500 white 
farmers were taken over.  
Today, the Zimbabwe masses are proud owners of their land, 
as hundreds of thousand families have been resettled on mil-
lions of hectares of arable land. Colonialists had seized some 
of the best agricultural land, and much of it remained in the 
hands of white farmers after independence in 1980, while 
many blacks were landless. (…) Beyond the direct impact of 
the land revolution, a major casualty was property rights, 
which became a by-word of critics of land reform in Zimba-
bwe. By taking away white privately-owned land and turning 
it into state property, Zimbabwe was widely accused of going 
against a key tenet of capitalism: the right to private pro-
perty.  
The land taken over during the land revolution included 
farms under existing Bilateral Investment Promotion and 
Protection Agreements (BIPAs), which are deals between 
countries protecting each other’s investments from takeo-
ver. 
 
Illegal economic sanctions 
 
In response to the land revolution, the western governments 
imposed illegal economic sanctions on Zimbabwe outside of 
the United Nations framework. The sanctions have collapsed 
the healthcare system, education is now beyond the reach of 
many, and the economy is comatose and moribund. The few 
remaining workers are desperately in need of a living wage. 

B 
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In 2001, the US imposed sanctions on Zimbabwe, demanding 
“respect for ownership and title to property” through the 
Zimbabwe Democracy and Recovery Act (ZDERA). When 
Washington renewed its sanctions on Zimbabwe last year (3), 
it made white compensation one of the key reforms, as a pre-
condition to end sanctions. (…) 
 
Compensation and neoliberal capitulation 
 
As the Zimbabwe administration attempts to re-engage with 
international capital, the issue of white farmer compensation 
is persistently coming up. The Zimbabwe administration 
wanted to prove that progress was being made on compen-
sation ahead of the 2019 Spring Meeting of the World Bank 
Group and the International Monetary Fund (IMF), which just 
took place in Washington.  
Raising funds to compensate those who invaded us is the rea-
son why austerity measures are being imposed by the Fi-
nance Ministry, impoverishing the country. White farmer 
compensation is a reality, and our country will be stuck with 
a debt of US$9 billion to US$30 billion. Zimbabwe’s govern-
ment is giving compensation to white farmers who never 
paid reparations. These millions of dollars could be used to 
increase the productivity of the farms acquired by black 
farmers during the land revolution. This money could be used 
to revive the ailing industrial sector. The imperialists are put-
ting pressure on the Zimbabwean government to compen-
sate white farmers. 
The Zimbabwean government should call a referendum to al-
low the people to decide on this emotive land issue or to get 
parliamentary approval. The land issue is an issue of national 
interest which the people must decide. (…) We are the vic-
tims and must be the ones to be compensated, instead of di-
recting scarce resources towards looters, robbers and en-
slavers. Rather, let us direct that money to address the soci-
oeconomic problems affecting our citizens, before consider-
ing giving compensation to white farmers. (…) Zimbabwe has 
reached an agreement with the IMF on a programme of eco-
nomic policies and structural reforms as a condition for re-
engaging with international financial institutions. 
Currently, Zimbabwe is in arrears to the tune of some US$2.2 
billion with the World Bank, the African Development Bank 
and the European Investment Bank. The government claims 
to have paid out a total of around US$200 million to 240 
white farmers as compensation up to the end of 2018. There 
are some extreme voices among former white farmers who 
have drawn attention to the clause in the ZIDERA Act that 
stipulates “respect for ownership and title to property” as a 
condition for the lifting of sanctions.  
This means a reversal of the land reform, with white farmers 
backed by western banks being able to buy back the land. 
Some have been talking to the US Congress. The government 
needs to be very careful; it could waste billions on compen-
sation, and the demands of the most bitter elements among 
former white farmers will still not be satisfied and they will 
still lobby for sanctions to remain in place. This is what hap-
pened in Haiti. 
 
Haiti and Zimbabwe, similarities and lessons 
 
In 1804, Haiti became the first independent republic in Latin 
America, the second in the western hemisphere after the 

United States. Haiti was also the first modern state founded 
by blacks, the first to abolish slavery, and remains the only 
state founded and sustained by slaves who won their free-
dom by force of arms. (…) 
Haiti succumbed to pressure in order to obtain French diplo-
matic recognition. It had to compensate the French and the 
colonial famers in cash for their lost property, land and 
slaves.  
Haitian President Boyer signed the agreement under more 
than just the pressure of diplomatic isolation. Haiti was com-
pelled to borrow from a French bank. The impact of the debt 
burden immediately affected ordinary Haitians. President 
Boyer imposed a series of tax policies to generate revenue to 
pay the indemnity. 
This compensation did not improve the economy of Haiti in 
any way; in fact, the debt drained the Haitian treasury of its 
capital. It took Haiti 122 years to repay its independence 
debt. It did so 140 years after the formal abolition of the slave 
trade and 85 years after the Emancipation Proclamation. In 
the same year that the Nazis paid for their crimes – including 
slavery – at Nuremberg, Haiti still laboured to repay in cash 
the freedom its founding fathers had won with their lives. 
This is one lesson to which the Zimbabwe government must 
pay particular attention. 
The poverty of modern Haiti is inextricably linked to the in-
dependence debt. (…) 
 
Zimbabwe and the debt inherited from colonialism 
 
Zimbabwe’s Finance Minister has said Zimbabwe’s total debt 
stands at US$16.9 billion, with domestic debt at US$9.5 bil-
lion and foreign debt at US$7.4 billion. Zimbabwe is working 
to clear a US$2.5 billion debt with the African Development 
Bank, and to restructure a US$2.8 billion debt owed to Paris 
Club members (4). Zimbabwe is still suffering from having to 
pay off loans accrued by the pre-independence white su-
premacist government. (…) 
These debts are being continuously recycled by the IMF and 
the World Bank, as they relate to droughts and natural disas-
ters in Zimbabwe. In the wake of the destruction and dis-
placement of people caused by Cyclone Idai in March 2019, 
Zimbabwe appealed to the IMF to intervene.  
The IMF has already shown keen interest in granting a 
US$120 million loan, on condition that structural adjustment 
reforms are implemented.  
In modern economic language, this entails austerity, cutting 
government spending, trade liberalisation, a wage-freeze, 
the removal of state subsidies and an end to foreign ex-
change controls by the government.  
The long-term consequences of these reformist policies are 
devastating, even for a well-meaning government. This type 
of policy has already destroyed many Least Developing Coun-
tries (LDCs). 
Zimbabwe continues to be weighed down by the colonial 
debt 39 years after independence, and also by policies which 
were promoted by the West.  
Zimbabwe must instead demand the immediate cancellation 
of that debt, as well as demanding genuine aid and invest-
ment that are not conditional on free-market reforms. The 
western governments and the international financial institu-
tions must apologise for their previous crimes. 
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The implications for liberation in Africa 
 
The move to compensate white farmers will destroy the land 
expropriation agenda in Southern Africa and Africa as a 
whole. The rest of Africa was looking to Zimbabwe as a bea-
con and for leadership towards total liberation and self-de-
termination throughout Africa.  
What happens in Zimbabwe with regard to compensation 
will set a precedent for South Africa, Namibia and any other 
African country that seeks to take land from colonisers.  
Compensating white farmers will mean reversing the gains 
made so far in the land movement throughout the continent. 
(…) 
 
Conclusions 
 
Even future governments will continue to be plagued by the 
debt, because international law dictates that governments 
cannot abandon legally-binding agreements simply because 
there has been a change of government. (…)  
The debt will remain and will take more than 100 years to 
pay back, while Zimbabwe remains stagnant because of that 
debt. There is no socialism without land. 
 The working class and the peasants must be reminded that 
the basis of the revolution is land. (…) African countries and 
blacks located all over the planet must demand reparations 
and restitution for the indignities and losses they suffered for 
years during colonialism, slavery and even sanctions. 

Mafa Kwanisai Mafa 
Chimurenga Vanguard, 

section of the OCRFI in Zimbabwe 

_____________________ 
(1) (TN) The First Chimurenga (a word in the Shona language mean-
ing “uprising” – Umvukela in the Ndebele language) refers to the 
Ndebele and Shona insurrections against the British colonial admin-
istration during the 1890s, which from the imperialist perspective is 
referred to as the Second Matabele War. The Second Chimurenga 
(referred to by imperialists as the Rhodesian Bush War) refers to the 
armed struggle for liberation from imperialism in the 1960s and 
‘70s, when the word Chimurenga became synonymous with “revo-
lutionary struggle”. The land reform policy of the Zimbabwean gov-
ernment since 2000 has been referred to as the Third Chimurenga. 
(2) The Lancaster House Agreement, signed on 21 December 1979 
and ratified as the Zimbabwe Act of 1979, was reached between the 
leaders of the racist regime of Southern Rhodesia and the leaders of 
the ZAPU and ZANU black liberation movements, under the 
auspices of the British ex-colonial power. It granted formal 
independence in exchange for respect for the white minority’s 
property rights. 
(3) (TN) On 8 August 2018, US President Trump signed into law the 
Zimbabwe Democracy and Economic Recovery Amendment Act of 
2018 (Zidera Act), which amends the Zimbabwe Democracy and 
Economic Recovery Act of 2001. 
(4) (TN) The Paris Club, established in 1956, is a group of officials 
from major creditor countries whose role is to establish and impose 
macroeconomic “reforms” and other obligations on debtor 
countries that have difficulties in servicing their foreign debt.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

The Internationale 
Review of the Organizing Committee for the Reconstitution of the Fourth International (OCRFI/CORQI) 

 
Subscribe! 

 

I subscribe to The Internationale for six issues at a cost of 24 euros  
Surname, First Name: ……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 
 
Address: ………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..… 
 
E-mail: …………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..………… 

 
Please make cheques payable to Réveil ouvrier and  

send to 67, avenue Faidherbe, 93100 Montreuil - FRANCE. 
 
 



The Internationale n°14 – May 2019 51 
 
 

The Internationale 
is published in English, Portuguese, German, Spanish, 
French, Arabic, Hungarian and Italian 

 
 

 

 

 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 


	She adds: “There is no exclusion in the Constituent Assembly. All of the population’s layers and sympathies must be represented in it. Business people who have been ruined by the oligarchy will have a place there”.

