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EDITORIAL NOTES  
 
 
 
More than ever  
against war and exploitation 
 

s our review goes to press, the world offers the sin-
ister spectacle of an extensive development of war 
on every continent. Quite rightly, the workers and 

youth in Germany, Belgium and France have been horrified 
by the bloody attacks that have affected the civil population 
in the heart of the big European cities. Obviously, those bar-
baric acts can only be condemned unequivocally. But let us 
say clearly: the life of a child, the innocent victim of a terror-
ist attack in Kabul, in Bagdad, at a hospital in Quetta (Paki-
stan) or in the devastated suburbs of Syrian towns and cities 
is not worth less than the life of a child who was the inno-
cent victim of the attack in Nice (France). One cannot disso-
ciate one of those acts of terrorism from another, just as 
one cannot dissociate those acts from the war and military 
interventions provoked by the big powers. We need to say 
clearly that the big powers are responsible in the first in-
stance, as they are the ones who have unleashed the impe-
rialist barbarism which the whole planet has been enduring 
for more than a quarter of a century. 
We need to say clearly that this policy, being implemented 
by the “western” governments, is the direct or indirect con-
sequence of the decay of imperialism, i.e. of the powerless-
ness of the system based on private ownership of the 
means of production to overcome its own crisis by means 
other than the mass destruction of the productive forces 
(1), and hence of the main productive force, the proletariat, 
the producers of wealth. The whole of humankind is under 
threat. It is within the framework of this process that we 
must include the acceleration of imperialism’s policy of de-
stabilising every government in power. Thus in Brazil, rely-
ing on the old institutions of the military dictatorship that 
had never been dismantled, we have seen President Dilma 
Rousseff relieved of her functions and replaced by an ex-CIA 
informer, Temer. In Venezuela, the noose is tightening 
around President Maduro, the successor to Chavez. 
However, in several aspects of their policy, both of these 
governments (which were brought to power by the mobili-
sation of the workers and the oppressed) had largely turned 
their backs on the aspirations of the masses, refusing to 
break with imperialism (2). But as far as US imperialism –
caught in the stranglehold of its own crisis – is concerned, 
any government that does not go all the way in implement-
ing its diktats (due to the resistance of the masses) must 
step down in favour of even more docile servants. 

A completely different set of conditions provides the con-
text for the attempted coup in Turkey (see the correspond-
ence from our comrades on page 27). For years, Obama had 
praised Erdogan’s “moderate Islamist” government in Tur-
key, NATO’s mainstay in the Middle East. Of course, the AKP 
regime had its own agenda, notably its war to the death 
against the Kurdish people, but overall its policy met the 
US’s requirements. Now, a fraction of the US administration 
undoubtedly supported the attempted coup staged on 15 
July by the Gülen sect (of which the leader, who lives in the 
United States, is an ally of the State of Israel and Washing-
ton’s “favourite”). This changes the relations between the 
regime led by Erdogan, who narrowly avoided his over-
throw, and US imperialism, which has taken the risk of con-
siderably worsening its relations with one of its most faith-
ful allies in the region, and therefore of worsening the de-
stabilisation of the whole region. 
Coups d’état, acts of destabilisation and interference can 
only maintain the spread of war. There are wars to disman-
tle nations in Africa maintained by permanent interference 
by the big powers (see the correspondence from our com-
rades in Burundi on page 23). In the Far East, there is the in-
creasing pressure by US imperialism on China (see our arti-
cle on page 19) which could degenerate at any moment 
thanks to the repeated acts of provocation by the Abe gov-
ernment in Japan and the escalation in the Korean Penin-
sula. In Europe, there is the deployment of NATO troops on 
the eastern borders of the European Union, on a scale not 
seen since the collapse of the Soviet Union twenty-five 
years ago; “justified”, according to Washington and Brus-
sels, by the role played by Putin in establishing the founda-
tions for permanent war in Ukraine. There is, of course, the 
widespread war in the Middle East, from Libya, which once 
again is being bombed, to Afghanistan and Pakistan, via 
Iraq, Syria, Yemen and elsewhere. Wars that are triggering 
the biggest waves of forced migration since the end of the 
Second World War. 
Millions of men and women, children and the elderly have 
been driven from their towns and villages, which have been 
destroyed by war or ruined by the programmes of the Inter-
national Monetary Fund. Forced into exile and subject to 
smuggling mafias and other traffickers in human beings, 
those who do not end up drowning in the Mediterranean 
are welcomed with beatings with clubs at the borders of the 
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European Union by the same “democratic” governments 
that have spread war to their countries of origin. 
An intense worldwide campaign bringing together the main 
imperialist governments – headed by the United States – is 
hammering home the message that this is supposedly the 
result of criminal acts by the “Islamic State” (Daesh). Now, 
although there is no doubt whatsoever that those acts are 
barbaric, where did Daesh come from? 
Former French diplomat Alexis Varende has argued that 
Daesh “is not the result of spontaneous generation. In its 
family tree can be found Al-Qaeda” (itself founded by for-
mer “mujahideen”, including Bin Laden, who were trained 
by the US in the war against the Soviet army in Afghani-
stan). He added: “In this parentage, one can easily detect 
the DNA of the Saudi Kingdom, which is obsessed with 
thwarting Shi’ite influence over the Iraqi government, limit-
ing the relations between Bagdad and Tehran, and snuffing 
out any expression of desire for democracy.” Moreover, an-
other Washington ally is in question: the Erdogan regime in 
Turkey, for which “the jihadists of ISIL can bring about the 
fall of the Assad regime. From this to actually helping them 
required just one small step, which Ankara had in any case 
already taken. (…) As long as the Turkish security forces 
close their eyes, it is not difficult to cross that border, to buy 
and sell oil, to smuggle weapons, to let aspiring jihadists en-
ter Syria, to allow combatants to return to Turkish territory, 
etc.”. Daesh is therefore “a ‘diplomatic’ tool that is useful to 
many States, both those that support them and those that 
are fighting against them” (3). 
The only position that is in line with the interests of the 
workers and peoples is therefore: an immediate stop to all 
military interventions and all forms of interference! And, as 
pointed out by the activists from Afghanistan who are pre-
paring the Mumbai Conference: “It is the historic responsi-
bility of the international labour movement to wage an en-
ergetic struggle against war.” It must be noted, however, 
that this is not the position of most of the traditional leader-
ships of the labour organisations. 
For their part, the forces grouped within the OCRFI affirm 
that, as always: “The main warmonger, the originator of ter-
ror and barbarism, is imperialism!” More than ever, the 
struggle against war and the struggle against exploitation 
requires the class independence of the labour movement, 
the rejection of any Sacred Union (4) with the warmonger-
ing governments and institutions. 
In the United States, the presidential election is increasingly 
coming down to a “choice” between one candidate – Trump 
– who has announced a full-scale worldwide war if he is 
elected, and another candidate – Clinton who does not 
need to make any verbal provocation…because she has 
demonstrated in the past what she was capable of doing in 
this regard (supporting the intervention in Iraq 2003, then, 
when Secretary of State from 2008 to 2013: sending an ex-
tra 30,000 US troops to  Afghanistan and joining the NATO 
intervention in Libya, interfering and advancing towards 
war in Syria). Both of them, Trump and Clinton – like Obama 
– are the product of the bipartisan system which for two 
centuries has perpetuated the oppression specifically of 
Black people (the heart of the American nation, which they 
built with their blood and sweat, and who were used as can-
non-fodder in every war). Hundreds of thousands are rising 

up against this oppression, chanting “Black lives matter!” 
(5). Trump and Clinton, Republican and Democrat, are the 
candidates of the bankers of Wall Street and big North 
American capital. 
The working class of the United States – in particular the 13 
million workers organised in trade unions – will not have 
any independent political expression in these elections: nei-
ther Trump nor Clinton (around whom Sanders has rallied). 
This is due to a specific problem: the support given for dec-
ades by the AFL-CIO leadership to the Democratic Party, in-
cluding in the form of millions of dollars drawn from trade 
union subscriptions, in the name of the “lesser evil”. Every 
time a Democrat President is elected (Obama, Bill Clinton 
before him, etc.), his policies provide the proof that he is 
acting on behalf of Wall Street, just like the Republicans. 
If war is “the continuation of politics by other means” (Von 
Clausewitz), politics is “a concentrated expression of eco-
nomics” (Lenin). 
Capital is responding to its own crisis by destroying the ex-
isting productive forces on an increasingly massive scale. 
Military warfare and its spread are inseparable from the so-
cial warfare being waged by every one of the world’s capi-
talist governments and their institutions against the work-
ing class, its organisations and its gains. The fact is that the 
crisis of 2008 has not been followed by any kind of “recov-
ery” whatsoever. 
The weakness of the world economy is expressed by the ex-
tremely low rates of growth in production in all of the so-
called “advanced” countries, by their chaotic character and 
by the absence of perspectives of an upswing. This is what is 
revealed by the latest reports by the International Labour 
Organization (ILO) on employment, which highlight the fact 
that in addition to the “more than 61 million jobs [that] 
have been lost since the start of the global crisis” in 2008, 
“projections show that unemployment will continue to rise 
until the end of the decade. (…) By 2019, more than 212 mil-
lion people will be out of work, up from the current 201 mil-
lion” (6) (and yet these figures are significantly underesti-
mated). As for the “emerging economies” (Brazil, India, 
South Africa, Russia and above all, China), which previously 
were presented to us as “proof” of capitalism’s capacity to 
develop, their own crisis is today a factor in deepening the 
world crisis. In these conditions, each bourgeoisie has no 
choice other than to speed up and escalate the offensive 
against the working class, permanently seeking to “lower 
the cost of labour”, which it can only achieve by putting into 
question the very existence of independent labour organisa-
tions and ramping up every attempt to co-opt them (and, by 
default, to break them up through increasingly systematic 
repression, including in countries where segments of politi-
cal democracy survive). 
But on every continent, often in the most difficult of condi-
tions, the industrial working class, the rural workers and the 
oppressed peoples are seeking to resist this huge trend. 
From the powerful strike by the Mexican teachers, which is 
continuing despite bloody repression (see our correspond-
ence, page 26), to the four-month long movement of in-
tense class struggle in France for the withdrawal of the El 
Khomri Law, which threatens the Labour Code (see our arti-
cle on page 7), to the mass strikes in Korea called by the 
KCTU trade union confederation, whose General Secretary 
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has been thrown in prison, the working class internationally 
is seeking to make use of its organisations and its gains, be-
cause there is no other means for defending its threatened 
existence. This resistance was also expressed in the result of 
the referendum in Britain on 23 June, and the majority vote 
to leave the European Union. 
As far as Cameron was concerned, the referendum was 
aimed at reunifying the Conservative Party around him in 
order to deepen the policy of austerity by strengthening the 
ties with the European Union on the basis of respect for the 
specific interests of British imperialism. To this end, he 
could count on the support of the Labour Party leadership 
(including Jeremy Corbyn) and of the trade unions. But the 
sudden emergence of working class, using the referendum 
to defend its class interests against the British bourgeoisie 
and against the Labour Party leadership, caused that whole 
plan to fail. 
The victory of the “Leave” vote is bringing about a change in 
the situation, not only in Britain but throughout Europe and 
the world. All of the institutions of the European Union con-
stitute a vital element of class rule in every country of Eu-
rope, as each country is closely interlinked with the institu-
tions through which the bourgeoisie of each country exer-
cises its power. 
The upsurge by the British working class poses with a new 
intensity the question of fighting in favour of breaking with 
the European Union, a fight that is inextricably linked with 
the fight against the reactionary institutions that exist in 
each country (the fight to put an end to the Fifth Republic in 
France, to the Francoist monarchy in the Spanish State, etc.) 
(7). The defeat inflicted by the British workers on their tradi-
tional leaderships’ policy of accommodation illustrates once 
again what is emphasised in the Programme of the Fourth 
International: “the laws of history are stronger than the bu-
reaucratic apparatus.” 
To state this is to pose the issue of a working-class govern-
ment, and therefore of the party. 
“To conquer political power has, therefore, become the 
great duty of the working classes”, Marx wrote in his Inau-
gural Address to the meeting in London which was to lead 
to the founding of the First International (International 
Workingmen’s Association) on 28 September 1864. This his-
toric task lies at the heart of the continuity from the First to 
the Fourth International, whose Programme aims to help 
towards “the mobilisation of the masses around transitional 
demands to prepare the conquest of power”. 
The crucial question for Marxists is the need to help the 
working class to take power, to form its own organs of 
power, its own workers’ government that will abolish the 
system of private ownership and will socialise the means of 
production.  
And it is the building of the workers’ party, of the Workers’ 
International, which will help the working class achieve its 
tasks, thus resolving “the historical crisis of mankind”, 
which, for us militant activists of the Fourth International, 
“is reduced to the crisis of the revolutionary leadership.”The 
fact is that in every country, the workers are faced with the 
refusal by the traditional leaderships of the labour organisa-
tions to take the path of breaking with that system in its 
death-throes, to which those leaderships counterpose the 

supposed need for “social dialogue”, the need to accommo-
date the measures of their governments, the need to “give 
a human face” to the barbaric programmes of the IMF and 
the European Union, and so on. “The chief accusation which 
the Fourth International advances against the traditional or-
ganizations of the proletariat is the fact that they do not 
wish to tear themselves away from the political semi-corpse 
of the bourgeoisie.” (8) 
Now, in forms which obviously differ from one country to 
another, the will of the masses expressed by the big class 
movements poses the question of breaking – with imperial-
ism, with its wars, with its military interventions, with its 
coups d’état. Also, breaking with the policies of counter-re-
form, austerity, deregulation and privatisation being imple-
mented by the governments. 
Breaking with the capitalist international institutions them-
selves: the IMF, European Union, World Bank, OECD, etc. 
What marks the current period is the fact that tens of thou-
sands of labour activists, workers and youth around the 
world are seeking – sometimes consciously, sometimes con-
fusedly – a path other than the one that leads to defeat. A 
path that will allow the masses to mobilise, make use of 
their organisations, and impose the break. It was the British 
activists who rejected the position of capitulation taken by 
the Labour and TUC leaderships and who campaigned for 
Brexit. 
It is those activists, those workers, those young trade union-
ists who – as we have seen in France over four months of 
intense class struggle for the withdrawal of the El Khomri 
Bill and then Law – are coming up against the strategy of 
their leaders who, by agreeing to don the straitjacket of the 
European Union’s directives, are refusing to take on to its 
fullest extent the confrontation with the government that is 
implementing those directives. 
It is those tens of thousands of activists around the world 
who are committed to the independence of their organisa-
tions and so are refusing to see them transformed into sup-
port-troops for the programmes for destruction. Issues are 
being posed around the globe, from the teachers’ strike in 
Mexico to the quest for independent workers’ organisations 
controlled by the workers themselves that is finding expres-
sion in the numerous workers’ strikes in China. 
One specific expression of this movement is the decision 
taken by a significant sector of the Indian labour movement 
to convene on 18-20 November in Mumbai (India) a broad 
Open World Conference Against War, Exploitation and Inse-
cure Employment, as part of the continuity of the activities 
of the International Liaison Committee of the Workers and 
Peoples over the last 25 years.  
This Conference is open to all activists, groups, currents and 
organisations that consider it vital to protect the class inde-
pendence of the labour organisations, rejecting any appeal 
for “unity” with the exploiters and their institutions, and re-
fusing to give any legitimacy to imperialism’s wars. The set-
ting-up – at the initiative of the Indian comrades – of a 
broad International Organising Committee, made up of la-
bour activists of all political tendencies from Afghanistan, 
Brazil, Britain, Burundi, France, India, Pakistan, Russia and 
the United States, forms part of that same movement. 
Fighting to help towards reorganising the labour movement 
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on a new axis, the militant activists of the OCRFI have im-
mediately responded positively to that appeal. 
Others have responded negatively. This is the case with 
those who, one year ago, decided to provoke a split in the 
Fourth International, resulting in its biggest crisis for 60 
years. 
Thus, the so-called “Ninth World Congress of the Fourth In-
ternational” in February 2016, convened by the “Corre-
spondence Committee”, condemned what it contemptu-
ously called “the Mumbai operation” (La Vérité, Issue 89, 
March 2016) and called for “avoiding any abstract appeal 
against war and exploitation.” 
By acting in this way, the “Correspondence Committee” is 
turning its back on the teachings and method of Marx him-
self. 
Let us recall one fact: Marx had not been asked to partici-
pate in the preparatory committee for the meeting in Sep-
tember 1864 which was to found the International Working-
men’s Association (IWA). 
He was only invited at the last minute by the labour socie-
ties that had convened the meeting. Yet he joined in with-
out the slightest hesitation and played the role we are fa-
miliar with in the First International which resulted from the 
meeting.  
It is true that for Marx and Engels, “the Communists do not 
form a separate party opposed to the other working-class 
parties. They have no interests separate and apart from 
those of the proletariat as a whole. They do not set up any 
sectarian principles of their own, by which to shape and 
mould the proletarian movement.” (9) It is true that for 
them, “every step of real movement is more important than 
a dozen programmes”… (10) 
There was consistency in the position taken with regard to 
the nascent IWA, because Marx insisted on helping the 
working class to resolve the most serious question: that of 
forming a party in order to take power and overthrow the 
social relations of production. 
Those who dare today to refer to the appeal by the Indian 
comrades as “the Mumbai operation” are apparently doing 
so due to the sordid concerns of an apparatus. In reality, all 
they are doing is expressing their disavowal of the objec-
tives which Marx assigned to the working class. 
Imperialist war is happening. Within the international la-
bour movement, forces are seeking to regroup…and the 
“Correspondence Committee” decrees that “this is ab-
stract”, and further: “We have not decided on this…not 
now…not like that”. This bureaucratic haughtiness is noth-
ing more than a mask for disavowal. 
Despite the depth of our disagreements with this policy, we 
who in February 2016, in Turin (Italy), constituted the Or-
ganising Committee for the Reconstitution of the Fourth In-
ternational (OCRFI) reproclaimed in 1993 together with 
Comrade Pierre Lambert, we repeat what we have said con 
 

tinuously since the start of this serious crisis within the In-
ternational.  
It is by opening a free discussion between all the parties 
emerging from the crisis of the Fourth International that it 
will be possible to overcome that crisis. No precondition 
whatsoever must be put on that free discussion. No obsta-
cle whatsoever must be raised to the political discussion 
(11). We offer for consideration by all the material of our 
review, The Internationale.  

The Internationale 
10 August 2016 

 
 
(1) A total confirmation of Lenin’s characterisation of imperialism one 
hundred years ago. 
(2) Since the victory of the Workers Party in 2002, the Lula government 
and then the Dilma government have refused to carry out land reform 
and to expropriate the big land-owners. Refusing to break with imperi-
alism, both Lula and Dilma have taken measures such as: privatising the 
publicly-owned oil corporation Petrobras, continuing to service the for-
eign debt via the primary budget surplus, and participating in the mili-
tary occupation of Haiti. 
(3) “Qui manipule l’organisation de l’Etat islamique?” [Who is manipu-
lating the Islamic State organisation?], French online magazine Orient 
XXI, 29 January 2015. 
(4) The union sacrée or Sacred Union was a political truce in France dur-
ing the First World War, in which a significant part of the socialist move-
ment agreed not to oppose the government or call any strike, in the 
name of patriotism. 
(5) “Black lives matter!” has been the main slogan in the many recent 
demonstrations against the murder of Black people by the police. 
(6) “Unemployment on the rise over next five years as inequality per-
sists”, ILO website, 20 January 2015, presenting the report World Em-
ployment and Social Outlook – Trends 2015. 
(7) As far as the “Correspondence Committee” is concerned, in Britain 
there is a need “not to fall into the traps set around the debate on the 
European Union” (La Vérité, Issue 89, March 2016). For months, the 
“Correspondence Committee” refused to take a position on the refer-
endum, right up to two days before, when it finally and unconvincingly 
called for a “Leave” vote. 
(8) The Transitional Programme, the programme of the Fourth Interna-
tional. 
(9) Manifesto of the Communist Party. 
(10) Letter from Karl Marx to W. Bracke in Brunswick, 5 May 1875. 
(11) No militant activist claiming to stand for the Fourth International 
or the labour movement can agree to drawing on the arsenal of Stalinist 
methods. The officials of the “Correspondence Committee” have spread 
slanders around the world which accuse Comrades Daniel Gluckstein 
and François de Massot of being “auxiliaries of the State”, because 200 
militant activists who in the past made a significant financial contribu-
tion towards the purchase of the premises at 87, rue du Faubourg-Saint-
Denis in Paris, have launched an appeal denying that a small group has 
the right to take over those premises. The officials of the “Correspond-
ence Committee” have appealed to the bourgeois justice system, lead-
ing to the three National Secretaries of the Democratic Independent 
Workers Party (POID) in France (Daniel Gluckstein, Jean Markun and 
Gérard Schivardi) being summonsed by the Public Prosecutor’s office. 
The old rotten methods of Stalinism – slander, lies, denunciation and 
repression – have no place in the labour movement! 
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France 

 
Four months of intense 
Classe struggle 
in a situation  
Of pre-revolutionary crisis 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The mobilisation  
by the French working class  
to defend the Labour Code  
has lasted several months,  
and at this time it is far from over.  
 
What are the forces at work,  
and what are the central issues? 
 
 

 
Valls, get out ! Demonstration when the Prime Minis-
ter went to Montpellier  

 
 
 
 
By Olivier Doriane 
 

 
ince June 2012, the French government has been 
headed by François Hollande, a member of the So-
cialist Party (SP) and the Socialist International.  
His candidacy for President was based on submit-

ting to the demands of the international institutions of fi-
nance capital, first and foremost those of the European Un-
ion – a role he actively sought. In particular, his aim was to 
achieve what the previous governments had failed to do: to 
implement to the very end the structural reforms which the 
IMF had been demanding for decades. Much is at stake. 
Let us recall the comment by European Commission Presi-
dent Juncker, who used the following terms when assessing 
the measures included by Hollande in his counter-reform of 
the Labour Code: “Real efforts that should be applauded, but 
they have to go further.” 
The “structural reforms” are in fact counter-reforms aimed 
at changing the basic relations between the classes from the 
point of view of social gains (and the role of the trade union 
organisations) in a way that would impose the lowest possi-
ble cost of labour. 
The confrontation has developed around a law bearing the 
name of the Labour Minister, the El Khomri Law. Also called 
the Labour Law, it has three characteristics: 
At a single stroke, it does away with a Labour Code that crys-
tallises more than a century of struggle by the working class. 
The proposal by the Hollande-Valls government was to “re-
write a new Labour Code” with a commission of experts that 
would have incorporated the leaderships of the trade union 
organisations. Vague references (similar to those used inter-
nationally, like “decent work”) would have been drafted on 
the ruins of the Labour Code.  

S 
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It seeks to impose the inversion of the hierar-
chy of norms. In France, there is a keystone 
that is common to all labour rights: the La-
bour Code. A collective bargaining agreement 
or a recognised job-grade in a particular occu-
pation or trade cannot be lesser than the 
Code. Similarly, a workplace-level agreement 
cannot be lesser than the collective agree-
ment. This is what is referred to as the "fa-
vourability principle". Conversely, the bosses 
have always wanted agreements to be nego-
tiated within the workplace in order to coun-
terpose blackmail over jobs to the collective 
power of the working class organised in its un-
ion federations and confederations. It seeks a return to the 
individualisation of employment relations through the intro-
duction of a “personal activity account” (CPA); everything 
that corresponded to the collective social gains of the work-
ing class would gradually be transferred to this. 
Each worker would no longer enjoy rights linked to collective 
rights; instead, he/she would have a “personal booklet” to be 
presented to employers in order to sell his/her labour indi-
vidually.  
This Labour Law is a complete package: it destroys the collec-
tive Labour Code and it gives priority to workplace-based 
agreements and the individualisation of “rights”. Its 54 Arti-
cles aim to dismantle the whole structure that protects la-
bour rights in France. 
 
A necessary look back at events 
Over the course of four months, a series of strikes and 
demonstrations called by the trade union organisations took 
place one after the other. By the end of those four months, 
the government was isolated and weakened like no other 
government before. And yet, the law was passed on 20 July. 
How did the government achieve its goal? Were the leaders’ 
“tactics of struggle” up to the challenge? Did the working 
class suffer a defeat? To answer these questions, we need to 
look at how the events unfolded.  
For the first four years of his presidential term (from June 
2012 to March 2016), Hollande was the first President of the 
Republic who did not have to face a concerted class move-
ment (1). 
We should remember that the CGT had called for a vote for 
Hollande in 2012. As for the Secretary General of the CGT-
Force Ouvrière (FO) (which, in line with the French tradition 
of trade union independence from political parties, had not 
issued any voting recommendation as a trade union confed-
eration), he is a member of the same party as the President, 
in a personal capacity. 
We should also remember that the SP government had been 
openly supported during an initial period by the French Com-
munist Party (CP). The CP then formally broke away, but con-
tinued to reach electoral agreements with the SP as each 
election occurred.  
It is in this context that over the course of the first 2.5 years 
of the President’s term, the leaderships of the trade union 
organisations contained the mobilisation of the working class 
against the blows of the government and bosses, which for 
all that continued to rain down (2). 

After the adoption of a “responsibility pact” 
imposed by the Hollande government in Au-
gust 2014 (translating into cuts of 50 billion 
euros in public spending and “incentives” of 
41 billion euros given to the bosses), the de-
mand grew in every sector of the working 
class and in the trade union organisations for 
a response that would be equal to the chal-
lenge. Finally, after many steps and much 
prevarication, this resulted in a call for a one-
day inter-professional strike on 9 April 2015, 
with a united FO and CGT also convincing the 
FSU and Solidaires. On 9 April, the working 
class answered the call. Hundreds of thou-

sands of workers and activists took to the streets. 
The governing circles were worried at the scale of the power 
that was expressed.  
What did the leaders who had called the 9 April strike do? 
Nothing. Not one joint statement, even though they had 
jointly called the day of action, and not one proposal. The 
leaders hid the labour organisations from the workers. It was 
after the action on 9 April 2015 (which was therefore not fol-
lowed by any initiative whatsoever) that discussions began at 
the highest levels of the State on various reports prepared by 
commissions of “experts” appointed by the government. 
These proceedings were explicitly presented as a response 
by the French government to the demands of the authorities 
in Brussels.  
They were also included in the National Reform Programme 
(NRP) submitted by the government under the European 
treaties. In October 2015, a social conference took place, or-
ganised by the government. FO took part in it. The CGT did 
not take part, but regretted that the social conference did 
not result in practical decisions. However, although the con-
tent of the anti-labour law was now largely known, the la-
bour leaderships remained silent.  
Only the militant activists grouped today in the Democratic 
Independent Workers Party (POID), within which the mem-
bers of the Organising Committee for the Reconstitution of 
the Fourth International (OCRFI) constitute the Internation-
alist Communist Tendency (TCI), launched – in September, 
on the occasion of a European rally – a campaign of infor-
mation and mobilisation, with the appeal “Hands off the La-
bour Code!”, which was to attract 48,000 endorsements.  
At the same time, discussions began at the highest levels of 
the State to organise the introduction of the CPA. What does 
the CPA involve? It was adopted in a law passed in August 
2015. It forms part of the mechanism aimed at destroying the 
collective rights of the working class (contained in collective 
bargaining agreements, recognised job-grades and the La-
bour Code), with the purpose of migrating them towards 
“rights of the human person”. It amounts to the individuali-
sation that has been long sought-after by the bosses, an ab-
rupt change in every social relation.  
A “common position” was adopted on this issue by the em-
ployers and several of the trade union organisations (includ-
ing the CFDT, CFTC and FO).  
The CGT refused to do so, but regretted that the CPA did not 
contain more elements of migration of collective rights to-
wards rights of the human person (3).  
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The start of the mobilisation 
On 17 February 2016, the government tabled its 
Bill against the Labour Code together with the 
timetable for its adoption. Silence was no longer 
possible. In an initial period, in a joint statement 
on 23 February, the leaders of the CGT and CFDT 
came out in favour of amending the Bill. FO did 
not support this statement. But this position for 
amending the Bill was untenable. Within a few 
days, rising from the workplace and repeated by 
workers, activists and trade unionists at every 
level, the demand was imposed: Withdraw it! 
Then the youth, who felt particularly threatened 
by the spread of wholesale insecure employment 
if the law was passed, began their own movement. Two 
demonstrations were called for 9 March 2016, in Paris. The 
leaders of the labour organisations chose to call for a demon-
stration to take place kilometres away from the rally organ-
ised by the youth. This position did not last long either. At the 
end of the trade union demonstration, thousands upon thou-
sands of workers and activists together with their trade un-
ions imposed a link-up by joining the youth march. 
Faced with this rising movement, the labour leaders then set 
a day of action for 31 March. A centralised day of action was 
possible, but since it was announced just after the 9 March 
event, this seemed a distant prospect. More dates were an-
nounced: staggered on 17 March and 24 March. 
Nevertheless, the power of the movement imposed itself. On 
31 March, 1.2 million workers and youth demonstrated in 
the streets. New days of action were then announced, on 5 
April and 9 April (the later date falling on a Saturday, i.e. rul-
ing out the option of strike action). 
On the evening of 9 April, the labour leaderships announced 
another day of action, on 28 April. At the end of two months 
of mobilisation, after they had responded to every call by the 
leaders, after taking part in the seventh day of action, and 
after the youth had demonstrated, the workers turned in in-
creasing numbers to their leaders and asked them: what are 
you going to propose? Faced with the government’s intran-
sigence, will you call a strike until the Bill is withdrawn, or 
not? 
 
Two important milestones 
Two important events then occurred in quick succession. 
Within a few days, the leaderships – in the loose sense of the 
term – of the workers’ two biggest trade union confedera-
tions met: the National Confederal Committee (NCC) of Force 
Ouvrière and the Confederal Congress of the CGT. What did 
they decide? 
Meeting on 14 April, the FO’s NCC meeting ended with the 
adoption of a resolution that called “as of now for the organ-
ising of general meetings on shop-floors and in offices to en-
sure the success of the day of action [28 April] and to discuss 
the continuation of the action, in particular through striking, 
on the single slogan of withdrawing the Bill”. As pointed out 
in a briefing note by the TCI: “This expresses the position of a 
reformist trade union confederation pushed by the working 
class’s mobilisation (and the activists’ movement) into reaf-
firming the demand for “withdrawal” and the call to strike, 
and to propose the holding of mass meetings to discuss the 

follow-up. This resolution is clearly “to the left” 
of the statements promoted by the CCI leader-
ship that say the rosary of “days of action” to 
come (28 April, 1 May, etc.) in order to tire out 
the movement.” For all that, the FO’s NCC did 
not formulate in any way the proposal for an in-
ter-professional strike until the Bill’s with-
drawal, indeed for bringing the country to a halt 
in order to force the government to give in. 
Here we should mention the role played by the 
CCI. On the eve of the FO’s NCC meeting, Infor-
mations Ouvrières (the weekly newspaper now 
produced by the POI-87, the CCI and the “Cor-
respondence Committee”) published a long in-

terview by Patrick Hébert, an activist known for his senior re-
sponsibilities within FO and generally regarded as expressing 
the positions of the CCI current.  
Let us remember that in 2010, this same activist had rightly 
condemned the days of action tactic, which he described as 
“leapfrogging”. In January 2016, when the movement had 
not yet got underway, he explained again: “After the success 
of 9 April 2015, there needs to be a very clear call to bring the 
country to a standstill. We know very well which confedera-
tions could issue such a call.”  
But three months later, at the very moment when bringing 
the country to a standstill was on the agenda, that same ac-
tivist wrote in the same newspaper: “Every day, every hour, 
and why not every second, one can – like religious zealots – 
chant general strike, general strike! (…) Some people, again 
behaving like religious zealots, think that it is enough for the 
union confederations to issue a slogan of general strike and 
then – hey presto! – the disciplined workers comply, with a 
curtsy and a bow.” This position was to be taken up at differ-
ent levels of the CCI to justify 24-hour actions as opposed to 
general strike action, with arguments that were equally fan-
ciful. 
It was in these conditions that the CGT’s Congress opened on 
18 April. The question was: what would be the position of 
France’s main trade union organisation? The question was 
whether the force gathered in the Congress would make a 
clear proposal to the working class, the only one that would 
allow it to make the government give way, i.e. the call for 
strike action until the Bill’s withdrawal; or whether the appa-
ratus, using a tried and tested technique, would – whilst em-
bracing the movement and taking it into account – impose 
the organising of a situation in which it would shirk its re-
sponsibilities, placing the workers in a fragmented frame-
work, workplace by workplace. By creating a situation in 
which the trade union organisation would not formulate an 
overall perspective, the apparatus would pass responsibility 
for renewing the strike or not onto the workers themselves. 
For a whole week, there was intense debate. The delegates 
pushed for a clear call to be issued from the Congress. The 
leadership tried to play for time, then forced through an ap-
peal without allowing the delegates the slightest chance of 
amending it. The appeal was contradictory. On the one hand, 
it did not call for strike action until the Bill’s withdrawal: from 
this point of view, the apparatus succeeded in sticking to its 
line. To this end, here again, the leadership received the 
open support of the CCI, which explained explicitly via one of 
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its representatives: “I trust the Congress 
Organising Committee”, subsequently 
supporting the rejection of any amend-
ment. On the other hand, as one delegate 
rightly explained in the columns of La 
Tribune des Travailleurs [The Workers’ 
Tribune]: “A certain number of obstacles 
have begun to be resolved. The newspa-
per La Marseillaise saw fit to carry the 
headline: “The 51st Congress brings out 
its lethal weapon: strike until the Bill’s 
withdrawal.” Of course, this does not 
match what is written in the appeal, 
but…it could well be that the activists, the 
union members, the workers will want to see it that way. In 
any case, as far as I am concerned, I will do my best on that, 
and I am sure that many of us delegates, returning from the 
Congress, will act accordingly.” 
 
Regarding the leaderships’ refusal to call for strike ac-
tion until the Bill’s withdrawal 
Over the course of the Congress, the phrase that was being 
heard from every leader would be widely debated: “A gen-
eral strike cannot be decreed, neither at Montreuil [the CGT’s 
head office] nor elsewhere”, accompanied by the statement 
that “the movement is being built together with the employ-
ees in mass meetings”. This is precisely the question: what 
was the role, what was the position of the trade union organ-
isation in those mass meetings? By refusing to call for strike 
action until the Bill’s withdrawal, not only were the leader-
ships hiding the organisations from the workers, they were 
also shifting responsibility for not generalising the strike onto 
the workers themselves. Officials were heard to explain: “The 
workers are not ready.” There is nothing new under the sun. 
In 1935, Leon Trotsky was already writing the following, re-
garding the struggle of the French proletariat: 
“Is it true, however, that the only thing lacking is the revolu-
tionary leadership? Does not there exist a great force for con-
servatism within the masses themselves, within the proletar-
iat? Such voices are raised from different sides. And there is 
nothing astonishing about it! When a revolutionary crisis ap-
proaches, many leaders, fearful of the responsibilities, hide 
themselves behind the pseudo-conservatism of the masses. 
(…) Whoever declares that the proletariat does not want to 
wage or is incapable of waging a revolutionary struggle, him-
self spreads calumny by ascribing his own feebleness and his 
own cowardice to the toiling masses.”  
And Trotsky added: “It is impossible to adduce a single seri-
ous fact that would prove that the leaders wanted to struggle 
and the masses refused to follow them. Always and every-
where, just the reverse relationship is to be observed. It pre-
serves its full force even today. The rank and file want to fight, 
the tops apply the brake. It is here that the chief danger lies 
and it may end in a real catastrophe.”  
In total, the leaders were to launch 12 days of action, twelve 
fragmented “leapfrogging” days of strike action.This succes-
sion of days of action posed a problem. More and more 
voices were raised, saying: why not come out once and for 
all? Despite these difficulties, the movement took root. 
 
 

The refineries go on strike, then the 
railworkers… 
Each time, the working class responded 
massively. Hundreds of thousands of work-
ers demonstrated. The slogan that domi-
nated every demonstration was: “Neither 
amendable nor negotiable, withdraw it!” In 
mid-May, strikes began in the refineries. 
Fuel depots were shut down, creating the 
risk of a petrol shortage. At the same time, 
mass strikes were begun by the railwork-
ers. These combined the demand for with-
drawal of the Bill with defending working 

conditions at the national state-owned railway company, 
SNCF, concentrated in defending a particular article of the 
railworkers’ Staff Regulations, Article RH0077. 
Railworker correspondents explained in La Tribune des Trav-
ailleurs: “Going over the heads of the SNCF management, the 
government negotiated behind the railworkers’ backs and 
reached an “enterprise agreement” with the CFDT, which 
claimed to have achieved the retention of RH0077. Which 
was a lie. Not only did the draft agreement not touch on any 
of the provisions of RH0077, what is more the CFDT proposed 
“local or sectoral adaptations” that went much further in dis-
mantling the regulation, declaring that “the enterprise needs 
these derogations”.” 
The railworkers’ response was crystal-clear: every one of the 
mass meetings of the strikers voted in favour of striking, de-
manding – in addition to withdrawal of the Labour Law – a 
“base decree” that as a minimum would reinstate RH0077. 
Everybody felt that the possibility of bringing the country to 
a standstill was there.  
The question of striking until the Bill was withdrawn was 
posed. Motions put to general trade union meetings formu-
lated this.  
And that was the moment when the leaderships of the union 
confederations called for a new day of action for 14 June. 
This was taken as a call to postpone generalised action by the 
working class for a month. The strike in the refineries ended. 
Despite this delay and the fragmented character of the days 
of action, the working class fought back and showed amazing 
determination.  
On 14 June, hundreds of thousands of workers from all over 
France converged on Paris on a united basis with FO and the 
CGT and also involving the FSU and Solidaires, despite the 
transport difficulties, with trains and buses blocked outside 
of Paris. Throughout the demonstration, which occupied the 
centre of the capital for hours and hours, a single call could 
be heard, once again: “Withdraw it! Neither amendable nor 
negotiable!”  
This was in contradiction with the policy of the leaderships, 
which since mid-May had moved from this position affirmed 
in their statements, to offering a “discussion” on some of the 
Bill’s articles, then on just one article, Article 2 (one of those 
that dealt with the inversion of the hierarchy of norms). Just 
one article out of the 54 that comprised the draft law: this 
proposal by the leaders met with little support among activ-
ists. Everyone felt that they needed to stick to the demand 
for withdrawal pure and simple of the whole El Khomri law. 
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The Fifth Republic against democracy  
It was in these conditions that the govern-
ment relied on the reactionary Constitution 
of the Fifth Republic, which in effect al-
lowed it to pass a law without a vote or any 
amendments, provided that a motion of no 
confidence did not bring down the govern-
ment. 
A motion of no confidence was tabled. By 
passing it, the rebel MPs and supporters of SP leader Aubry 
had the chance to bring down the government and thus pre-
vent the adoption of the law. They did not do so: solidarity 
with the government was paramount. It had to be protected. 
This was a red line that could not be crossed: as far as the 
leaders were concerned, whatever happened, the govern-
ment had to be protected – a government which neverthe-
less was getting itself deeper and deeper into a policy of re-
pression that was directly affecting the youth and trade un-
ion activist. 
Because at that time, the government, spurred on by the Eu-
ropean Union, was becoming more and more involved in a 
show of force. The demonstrators faced increasing repres-
sion. From the very beginning of the demonstrations, violent 
repression was unleashed on the youth, with high-school stu-
dents being beaten with clubs (one student lost an eye), de-
tained and charged. Then the repression was extended to la-
bour activists and trade unionists, with increasing numbers 
being detained, arrested and charged. The government even 
went so far as to consider banning a demonstration by trade 
union organisations, something that had not happened since 
1958. The leaderships of the trade union confederations re-
jected this diktat, maintained their call to demonstrate and 
affirmed their independence from the State. 
It was in these conditions that the crisis began at the highest 
government level. Prime Minister Valls declared himself a 
fierce supporter of a ban. The Interior Minister, on the other 
hand, authorised the demonstration; and the President of 
the Republic, François Hollande, made it known after the 
event that he was not in favour of a ban. The fact that a Pres-
ident of the Republic disowned his Prime Minister within the 
framework of an overly centralised Bonapartist regime like 
the Fifth Republic was the expression of a political crisis that 
could at any moment be transformed into a regime crisis. 
That crisis was to be expressed again when the Bill was tabled 
for its second reading in the National Assembly (which is part 
of the process in France for passing a law). 
The leaderships of the trade union confederations issued 
more and more statements in order to “find a way out of the 
crisis from the top”. CGT leader Philippe Martinez made it 
known that he was no longer demanding the Bill’s with-
drawal as a precondition to any negotiation. FO General Sec-
retary Jean-Claude Mailly talked about “five key points of the 
law” which, if modified, would be enough to make the Bill 
acceptable. The discussion then focused on Article 2 of the 
Bill, the one that dealt with the “inversion of the hierarchy of 
norms”; the trade union leaders said that if this was aban-
doned, it would no longer be necessary to demand the with-
drawal of the Bill in its entirety. All of them were in search of 
an agreement. At the initiative of a member of Parliament 
who was close to Hollande, 123 SP MPs – 40 percent of the 
parliamentary group – proposed an amendment to the Bill 

that responded to the demands of the 
trade union confederations, with the aim 
of “avoiding the use of 49.3” . Nothing was 
any good. Despite the hopes of some and 
the promises of others, Article 2 of the Bill 
was retained in full. Prime Minister Valls 
imposed a block vote with the 49.3 proce-
dure. 
Regarding the leaders’ “tactics of 

struggle” 
The militant activists who are building the revolutionary 
party of the Fourth International can draw the first lessons 
from this phase of the class struggle, relying on all the past 
experience of the French section – for example, the way in 
which the 24th Congress of the OCI formulated the issues. 
One resolution of the 24th Congress (held in 1980) called on 
the militant activists to “distinguish between “tactics of 
struggle” devised by the apparatus years ago and a political 
line that corresponds to the assessment that a political move-
ment by the masses is underway”. The resolution also invited 
them to learn to “frustrate the apparatus’s political manoeu-
vring”. The resolution clarified this in the following terms: 
“In the early stages, the apparatus “negotiates” jointly with 
the government the introduction of the anti-labour pro-
gramme in this or that industrial sector, generally spread 
over time so as not to directly confront the workers as a 
whole. In a second stage, everyone pitches in at the level of 
the apparatuses to disguise the outcome of the negotiation. 
Some of them sign up to it, others do not sign. Then come 
rotating strikes that are fragmented, or rather decided to-
gether “on a united basis”. But if these fragmentation ma-
noeuvres fail in their objective, i.e. to get this or that element 
of the government’s anti-labour programme through, if the 
workers succeed in overcoming the political obstacles of the 
division existing between the CP and SP, if we have inter-
vened wisely to help the workers and youth overcome the po-
litical obstacles of the division between the CP and SP, then, 
if the movement gets underway, if it begins to grow, the ap-
paratus – and more particularly the Stalinist apparatus – 
“sticks close” to the struggle of the masses. It “almost” takes 
up our slogans, it “practically” takes up our policy, all the 
while firmly maintaining its own policy of support for the re-
gime. If we do not understand the “tactics of struggle” de-
vised by the apparatuses both in their entirety and in each of 
their aspects, if we do not understand that they have an over-
all political strategy, then we will slide into the policy of “left-
wing pressure” on the apparatuses. By disarming ourselves, 
we disarm the working class.”  
 
The working class is fighting back 
At the time of writing this article, many future developments 
are possible. Their form cannot be predicted. But already, 
broad lines are becoming clear. Notably this one: ensuring 
the success of the demand “Withdraw the El Khomri reform” 
was not compatible with the wish to protect the govern-
ment, once the latter had tied its fate to the Bill. Conse-
quently, this policy resulted in the breaking-up of the move-
ment by the working class through days of action. 
However, the important fact remains that at each stage, the 
working class and the youth mobilised as soon as there was 
a clear call by the trade union confederations. 
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The regime’s crisis has been laid bare for all to 
see. The very heart of the institutions is af-
fected. Nobody can predict what the next de-
velopments in the situation will be. But al-
ready, it appears that “the ‘upper classes’ are 
unable to rule in the old way” and that “the 
‘lower classes’ do not want to live in the old 
way”. Although the working class fought back, 
at the end of the day the system operated by 
the apparatuses allowed the government to 
“cope”. For how long? No-one can say. But it 
should be noted that within that system oper-
ated by the apparatuses, which aimed to contain the move-
ment by the masses within the framework of respecting the 
government, must be included the role played by the organ-
isation resulting from the crisis of the Fourth International. 
The fact remains that the movement by the working class 
protected the independence of its organisations; that there 
was a failure to associate the latter to the fullest extent in the 
elaboration of the counter-reforms; that the counter-re-
forms did not prevent the movement from standing up to the 
government; and that the slogan of withdrawing the Bill was 
deeply embedded in the situation. One resolution by the Na-
tional Leadership of the TCI analyses the contradictory situa-
tion in the following terms: “There is no question that in re-
lation to the unfolding of events (the resistance by the work-
ing class and the contradictions within the labour organisa-
tions), the leaderships – notably those of the CGT and CGT-
Force Ouvrière – stood firm on the ground of independence, 
insofar as they refused to take on the task of reforming the 
Labour Code, to sign any document relating to the implemen-
tation of that reform, and even, at this stage, to make any 
statement to the effect that the demands had been met.This 
aspect is very important, insofar as it means that, on this level 
at least, the independence of the confederated organisations, 
the CGT and FO, was preserved, particularly in terms of the 
movement by the working class.  
However, it would be unilateral to only retain this aspect. It 
would be unilateral, because these four months of class 
struggle were also marked by all the equivocation over the 
demands and their formulation, since the FO leadership’s ac-
ceptance of the CPA, the demand that the CPA should have 
more rights added to it so that it did not remain an empty 
shell, as the CGT has been demanding from the start, and the 
formulations regarding “a Labour Code fit for the 21st cen-
tury” calling for “negotiation” that would put the Labour 
Code into question. Or again, all the contortions around the 
possible “amendment” of Article 2, of changing it in various 
ways, which finally resulted only in supposed progress re-
garding the inversion of the hierarchy of norms. It would be 
unilateral, because the question of independence remains a 
major challenge at a time when a “drafting” committee of a 
supposed new Labour Code is being established.  (…) Let us 
repeat: it is important that the leaderships of the labour or-
ganisations did not agree to be associated with this project. 
It must also be concluded that at the same time they did eve-
rything they could to ensure that the movement stayed 
within limits that were compatible with the survival of the in-
stitutions of the Fifth Republic and the Hollande-Valls govern-
ment. It is especially for this reason, and on these grounds, 
that they opposed every call for a general strike (…). Once 

again, it is to be expected that the apparat-
uses should choose this ground. But the revo-
lutionary militant activists who are fighting for 
a break [with the bourgeoisie] cannot in any 
way stand on that same ground.” At the end 
of four months of class struggle, in the eyes of 
a broad layer of workers and activists there is 
a clear link between the prevarications they 
had to deal with in the class struggle and the 
leaderships’ refusal to call into question the 
framework imposed by the European Union 
and the Fifth Republic. The question of a pol-

icy of breaking with the institutions, of breaking with the gov-
ernment is being posed. 
A new phase is developing in the class struggle in France, 
which is inextricably linked with the struggle by all of the 
workers of Europe, marked by the historic turning-point rep-
resented by Brexit, the impact of which goes far beyond the 
borders of Britain. A new generation has risen up of activists 
and workers who have come together with their trade un-
ions, taking in hand the organising of the mobilisation in all 
its forms, seeking out the path of strike action, and organis-
ing it. For thousands of them, this maturing process is hap-
pening as part of a dialogue with the positions expressed 
without ultimatums by the POID, and as part of building com-
mittees for unity, at the local level, in education establish-
ments, in hospitals, post offices and on shop-floors, prepar-
ing and organising together the conference “for breaking 
with the European Union, for breaking with the Fifth Repub-
lic; for a Constituent Assembly, which, by taking the path of 
breaking with them, will give back to the people the power to 
decide; for the satisfaction of the demands of the workers 
and youth; for winning back political democracy at every 
level, from the commune up to the highest level of the State; 
for defending civil liberties” (from the appeal which to date 
has been signed by more than 1,800 workers, activists and 
youth, most of them not members of the POID). 

 
(1) This capacity of the French working class, together with its organisations, to make a 
stand against successive plans that threatened its gains and its social welfare system 
explains the delay on the part of the French bourgeoisie (under constant pressure from 
the European Union) in carrying out the “structural reforms”. But capital’s objective 
has always been and remains to successfully change the very foundations of the social 
relations that were established in France following the contained revolutionary wave 
of 1945. 
(2) Let us add here a subjective element. For decades, since it began to reconstitute its 
forces following the 1968 general strike, the French section of the Fourth International 
– the CCI, until its break-up in June-July 2015 – has played a definite role in the labour 
movement. It has demonstrated its capacity to feed the movement by the working class 
as it seeks to make use of its organisations. Before each class movement has begun, 
the French section has been able to take unity-based political initiatives, in various 
forms, that precisely formulated the specific demand, pointed out the traps contained 
in the government’s pronouncements and – on another level – those of the apparat-
uses. Campaigns involving tens of thousands of signatures, meetings, delegate confer-
ences, activist appeals, etc.; and each time, those initiatives have fed the movement by 
the working class, contributing towards helping to protect the independence of the la-
bour organisations and to explain the demands. But in recent years, the French section 
was paralysed from within. Not one demonstration since the 2012 election (unless we 
count taking part in a demonstration called by the Left Front), not one mass meeting, 
not one signatures campaign. 
(3) This is only logical, since the CPA is the government-level expression of the pro-
posals made for years by the leadership of the CGT under the names of “profes-
sional social security” and “new employee status”. This issue has been debated for 
many years within the CGT. 
 (4) As regards the POID, it supported the preparations to hold a National Conference 
For Unity, during which 200 delegates declared: “This law must “buzz off” and, if the 
government persists in linking its fate to the law, then that will pose the question of the 
government “buzzing off” together with its law and all its counter-reforms”. Week after 
week, the POID’s newspaper La Tribune des Travailleurs stated on its front page: The 
whole country is demanding: strike to get it withdrawn! All-out strike until it is with-
drawn!…
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The Class Struggle in France – 1934 - 1936 
 
By François Forgue 
 
 

n this Summer 2016 it is not only the whims of 
chronology that lead us to re-examine the major 
historical events of February 1934 and May-June 1936 in 

France (this year is the 80th anniversary of the May-June 1936 
general strike and the victory of the “Popular Front” in the 
elections, which will inevitably produce an array of 
celebrating writings, most often inspired by reverence rather 
than by honesty). 
France has been going through a period marked by several 
months of intense class struggle, by a resolute fight of the 
working class, of such dimension and depth as have not been 
seen for many years. 
In such a situation, it is necessary to revisit 
the major experiences of the past class 
struggle, neither in search of a “model” 
nor with a view to transposing the 
elements of a given situation into a very 
different one, but to draw lessons – with 
regard to strategy, slogans, forms of 
organization. 
As the 1936 revolutionary wave was 
sweeping over France, Trotsky, referring 
to the French working class, wrote that it 
was “no novice”, that a “great tradition 
permeates the very marrow of the 
workers”. (1) This “tradition” today 
includes the lessons and the consequences of the 
revolutionary struggles of the thirties. At the time of this 
writing, summer holidays are beginning, quite often a lull in 
“political and social life” (not always though, just think of the 
general strike of August 1953!). Annual paid holidays - the 
fact that they are a binding requirement for all employers - 
were won by the 1936 general strike. In the various festive 
celebrations, there will no doubt be allusions to the first-ever 
“summer holidays”, to the first day at the seaside for the 
children of the industrial suburbs. There will perhaps be less 
emphasis on the fact that, to win that elementary right, a 
relentless fight had been necessary. France in 1936 was an 
advanced and modern country, basically similar to what it is 
today (in spite of the far-reaching technological changes that 
have occurred since). It was able to rely on its national grid 

and a telephone system, and you could travel from one place 
in the country to another by train, by car, or even by plane … 
but the overwhelming majority of the wage-earners had no 
idea of what holidays were. It took a mobilization of the 
workers – making use of the highest available resources of 
the class struggle – the general strike blocking the whole 
country – to force the exploiters, in a situation where their 
power was directly threatened, to “increase the cost of 
labour”. 
This article does not intend to give a comprehensive account 
and analysis of the developments of the class struggle in 
France from 1934 to 1936. Its purpose is to identify the 
essential characteristics of this movement, especially the 
relationship between the united action of working-class 
organizations and the Popular Front (or People's Front). The 

latter is often described – although it goes 
against facts, as we shall see – as an 
extension of the workers’ united front. The 
first part of this article, published in the 
present issue of The Internationale deals 
with the making of the Popular Front and 
the role it played when confronted with the 
May-June 1936 general strike. The second 
part will be about the role of the Popular 
Front government and its balance sheet. (2) 
 
Years of intense class struggle 
The thirties in France were not a time when 
“the left made people dream”, as is often 

said today, but years of intense revolutionary struggle, when 
the working class was fighting for its demands against 
exploitation, and went as far as to directly raise the question 
of power. It was also a constant fight to ensure the 
independence of its organizations, in other words, to defend 
in practice its right to unite in order to secure victory for its 
demands, against attempts to subordinate that action to the 
limits set by the ruling class and to the idea that its State was 
there forever. 
This alternative (independence or subordination) was in 
1934-1936 expressed through two terms: Workers’ United 
Front and Popular Front.  
What is the Workers’ United Front? It expresses, in the 
relationships between the various political and trade union 
organizations, the determination of the class to unite its 
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ranks against the class enemy, against the exploiting 
bourgeoisie. When Lenin and Trotsky’s Communist 
International, in the turmoil of the years following the 
Russian revolution, advocated ”the proletarian united front” 
and was taking measures to achieve united action with the 
Social Democratic parties of the Second International – 
notwithstanding the fact that there were major 
disagreements between them and that the leaders of those 
parties repeatedly turned down the proposal – it was 
expressing this deep need for the unity of the class. It 
stressed that the aspirations of the masses came down “to a 
wish to set up a united front and make the parties and unions 
of the Second and the Amsterdam Internationals [reformist 
unions] fight alongside the Communists in a powerful bloc 
against the capitalist attack.” (resolution of the Fourth 
Congress of the Communist International, November 1922) 
It was this “powerful bloc” that French workers were 
temporarily forming in February 1934 
against the fascist threat, in the wake of 
Hitler’s rise to power in Germany. 
The “Popular Front” constituted a year 
later was first and foremost a political 
alliance whereby the parties speaking in 
the name of the working class, subjected 
themselves to the ruling class through the 
so-called Radical Party. Class 
independence was undermined in the 
name of unity, under the pretext that it 
was essential for the masses, especially 
the petty bourgeoisie and the peasants, to 
be more closely involved. For that 
purpose, the Communist Party – a driving 
force in the whole operation, 
accompanied, though reluctantly in some cases, by the 
Socialist Party – pushed for an agreement with the Radical 
Party, on the occasion labelled as “representing medium 
social strata, natural allies of the proletariat”. But the Radical 
Party was a keystone in the political apparatus of the 
bourgeoisie: a great party of French imperialism. Its specific 
function, owing to its republican background, was precisely 
to secure the control of the upper bourgeoisie on the petty 
bourgeoisie of town and country. The “Popular Front” was 
therefore presented by the PCF (the French Communist 
Party) as an extension of the United Front, making it possible 
to associate the lower middle class. It was in fact antithetical 
to the Workers’ United Front. Leon Trotsky described it as a 
“coalition of the proletariat with the imperialist bourgeoisie, 
in the shape of the Radical Party and smaller tripe of the same 
sort (…) In all spheres the Radical Party, preserving for itself 
complete freedom of action, coarsely imposes restrictions 
upon the freedom of action of the proletariat.”(3) 
 
February 1934: the action of the working class imposes the 
workers’ united front 
After the Nazis came to power in Germany, everywhere the 
bourgeoisie - faced with the consequences of the crisis that 
broke out in June 1929 - went on the offensive (“All of Europe 
has entered an era of economic and political counter-
reforms,” Trotsky wrote in Whither France?). Everywhere the 
working class was putting up resistance, and its 
determination to unite its forces was strengthened by its 

refusal to witness a repeat of the German tragedy (“Tens of 
millions of workers are alarmed to the very depth of their 
hearts by the danger of fascism”, Leon Trotsky, November 
1933) 
In France on February 6th, 1934, far right organization called 
for a demonstration against Parliament (the Chamber of 
Deputies) at the moment when it was set to appoint as head 
of government a member of the Radical Party, Édouard 
Daladier. The violent demonstration turned into a riot. The 
police opened fire. The next day Daladier handed in his 
resignation, opening the path to a more avowedly 
reactionary government. 
The Communist Party had joined this demonstration of 
February 6th with “its own slogans” and sent in contingents 
of war veterans, members of ARAC (Republican Association 
of ex-servicemen, controlled by the PCF) 
But as early as February 7th, the wind was turning. Pressure 

was building up in favour of a united fight-
back by the working class and its 
organization. The Seine Federation of the 
Socialist Party launched an appeal for 
united action and suggested to the PCF 
that a joint demonstration be held on 
February 8th.  
Eventually the Communist Party 
organized its own demonstration – which 
some Socialist activists joined – on 
February 9th..Tens of millions of workers 
gathered in Place de la République. The 
police tried to disperse the protest. Six 
demonstrators were killed. 
The leadership of the reformist CGT union 
then decided to call a general strike for 

February 12th (the trade union movement was at that time 
divided, there was the CGT whose General Secretary was 
Léon Jouhaux, and the CGT-Unitaire or CGT-U, which was 
linked with the Communist Party). The CGT-U also called for 
action for the same day. 
It could have been a token strike with limited work 
stoppages. In fact the opposite happened. The country was 
really at a standstill. On the whole four and a half million 
workers were estimated to have gone on strike. The CGT 
leadership, responding to calls coming from all workplaces, 
heeded the working-class cadre of the union, who were the 
organizers of the strike. However it would not be right to 
think that the reformist leadership merely responded to the 
pressure from below. It acted because “The historic function 
of Fascism is to smash the working class, destroy its 
organizations, and stifle political liberties” (Leon Trotsky, 
Whither France). This was the basis that made the united 
front possible: the very existence of working-class 
organization, which determined the social position of the 
reformist leaders, was not compatible with fascism. What 
Trotsky and the activists of the Left Opposition had tirelessly 
fought for in Germany was to be temporarily achieved in 
France in February 1934. 
The Socialist Party had called a demonstration in Place de la 
Nation in Paris on the day of the general strike. The 
Communist Party had subsequently called its own 
demonstration. In consequence two different marches met 
Place de la Nation. From the ranks of the demonstrators who 
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had responded to the Communist Party’s call and of those 
taking part in the Socialist demonstration, the same clamour 
went up: “Unity, United action!” 
Marc Bernard, a writer who once was a PCF activist, 
described the scene in his book Les Journées ouvrières des 9 
et 12 février 1934: “A tremendous clamour arose, endlessly, 
from the depth of the very heart of those chanting, with a 
kind of wild and fierce faith: 'Unity, United action!'  
The same emotion permeates the memories of Daniel 
Guérin, who was then active in the left of the Socialist Party: 
“At last, for the first time, we are acting together (…) We have 
just proved we are able to paralyse the life of the country (…) 
We realize we are strong.” (4) 
Of course it could be said in retrospect that 
this enthusiasm conveyed some illusions. 
“Confidence swells our chest”, Daniel Guérin 
added. If this confidence was inspired by the 
leaders of the Socialist or Communist 
parties, by what Leon Blum and Maurice 
Thorez [their leaders] represented, it was 
then fraught with future disappointments. 
But confidence in what had just been 
achieved by the action of the working 
masses was expressing something real. 
Between February 6th and February 12th the 
political situation had changed dramatically. 
Trotsky had this to say “the united front of 
the Socialist and Communist Parties embodies immense 
possibilities. If only it wants it seriously, it will tomorrow 
become master in France.” 
In October 1934, in Whither France?, he summed up the 
problem in the following way: “The aim of the united front 
can only be a government of the united front, i.e., a Socialist-
Communist government, a Blum-Cachin ministry. This must 
be said openly. If the united front takes itself seriously – and 
it is only on this condition that the popular masses will take it 
seriously – it cannot divest itself of the slogan of conquest of 
power. “ 
From the Workers’ United Front to the Popular Front 
The leading apparatuses of both the SFIO (i.e. the Socialist 
Party) and the PCF chose an entirely different route. There 
were no questions raised about “power”, not even about a 
change in the electoral schedule. The current government 
was to carry on governing. True, the leaderships of the two 
parties, after much hesitation, formalized the relations based 
on united action that had been established in February by a 
united action pact signed on April 27th, which simply 
reaffirmed their common antifascist determination. On the 
other hand, the CGT began talks about reunification with the 
CGT-U. For workers, whether members of the Communist 
party or of the Socialist Party, whether affiliated to the CGT 
or the CGT-U, or non-unionized, it was indeed a 
reinforcement of the united front of the working class. The 
number of struggles to win demands was increasing rapidly, 
despite many efforts aimed at erasing from memories the 
events of February. Tens of thousands of new members 
reinforced the trade unions. 
None of the leading apparatuses were at that moment strong 
enough to break that united front. So what they needed to 
do was to change its nature. As early as October 1934, 
Maurice Thorez [the PCF leader] proposed an agreement to 

the Radical Party: it opened the way to the actual setting up 
of the Popular Front, which was to take place on July 15th, 

1935 at the end of a rally of 10,000 delegates from the 
“antifascists organizations across the whole of France” 
gathered in “Assises [Conventions] for Peace and Liberty”. To 
conclude the rally, which was addressed by the 
representatives of the various parties, of the CGT and the 
CGT-U, an oath was adopted by an acclamatory vote: “Moved 
by the same determination to give bread to workers, work to 
the youth and peace to the world, we solemnly swear to 
remain united so as to disarm and dissolve the factious 
leagues, to defend democratic freedoms and secure human 
peace.” 

This oath did not mention exploitation, or 
the workers’ demands or the right of 
peoples to self-determination. It was 
limited to convoluted rhetoric about 
antifascist struggle. It meant the 
leaderships of the parties, notably the 
Radical Party, were given a free hand. 
It was on that basis that a few months later, 
in January, the programme of the Popular 
Front was adopted, a programme that was 
to be its electoral visiting card in the 
elections of April-May 1936 and was 
approved not only by the Radical Party, but 
also by the right-wing section of the 

Socialist Party, which had split from the latter under the aegis 
of Marcel Déat, who was to become, under Nazi occupation, 
the leader of the fascist organization called “Rassemblement 
national populaire.”.. 
The reason why the leadership of the Communist Party was 
so resolutely and fiercely committed to the Popular Front was 
to be found first and foremost in the necessities of Stalinism’s 
international policy. Hitler’s victory – which the Stalinist 
leadership had to a large extent prepared through its criminal 
orientation – was forcing the USSR to change its alliances and 
seek an agreement with “democratic” imperialisms (France, 
Britain) to counterbalance the threat posed by Nazi Germany. 
Seeking this agreement with French imperialism involved an 
attempt at stabilizing political relations in France though the 
formation of a government that favoured an agreement with 
the USSR and enjoyed the support of the French Communist 
Party. That was what the whole Popular Front project was all 
about. It was coming to fruition in a situation marked by the 
sharpening of all class contradictions. In Spain, the workers’ 
uprising in the Asturias heralded class confrontations across 
the whole country. Simultaneously Stalinist diplomacy was 
making progress towards the conclusion of an agreement 
with Western imperialisms, as evinced by the agreement 
reached in May 1935 by Stalin and the Laval government, 
which led Stalin to state that he “recognized the right for 
France to ensure its safety at the level it deemed necessary”, 
which was justified by “international tension”. The French 
government had just increased the length of compulsory 
military service to two years. The Young Communists and the 
Young Socialists had been fighting a vigorous united front 
campaign against the law. Soon after the agreement was 
signed the Young Communists ceased to take part in the 
campaign.  
This highlights the openly counter-revolutionary character of 
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the Popular Front that was being established on such basis 
and the fact that its content was absolutely antagonistic to 
the united front such as it had been achieved, in the heat of 
action, in February 1934. 
Did the formation of the Popular Front mean that the united 
front – which so to speak the Popular Front had replaced – 
had disappeared? Not at all, and, first of all, for the very 
simple reason that the class struggle was going on and that, 
in this struggle, with or without the Popular Front, the 
Radicals were on one side, the workers, whether members or 
supporters of the Socialist Party or the Communist Party, 
were on another. Despite all the efforts made by the leaders, 
the links that had been forged at the grass roots, in the 
aftermath of February 12th and of the unity pact, persisted. 
In addition, and even more importantly due to the situation, 
there were renewed strikes and labour disputes. Through 
those occasions workers found that they were united without 
the Radical Party – which was on the bosses’ side. Generally 
speaking, at the level of the town or of 
the département (a French départe-
ment is an administrative division, 
similar to a county – translator’s note) 
the structures based on united action, 
even with the Popular Front label, were 
most often staged by activists of the 
Socialist or Communist parties. To 
some extent it reinforced the illusion 
that the Popular Front, all things 
considered, was an electoral arran-
gement and a tactical question, but 
that the most important thing 
remained united action between the Socialist Party and the 
Communist Party. Simultaneously this introduced an 
explosive contradiction within the very foundations of the 
Popular Front: the movement of the working class, whether 
to win demands or defend democratic freedoms, collided at 
each stage, regardless of the illusions within that movement, 
with the limits – defence of exploitation, of the private 
ownership of the means of production – that characterized 
the reactionary content of the Popular Front. 
This contradiction was to mark the situation leading up to the 
events of June 1936, and their revolutionary nature. The 
various strikes and the general strike that swept throughout 
the country in late May and early June 1936 were in no way 
a bolt from the blue. They had been prepared by hundreds of 
disputes and strikes, by the resistance to the measures taken 
by the government. For example, in the early days of August 
1935, the workers in several shipyards in Brest went on strike 
against wage cuts and took to the streets. The police opened 
fire. In Toulon, for the same reason, 30,000 workers of the 
arsenal demonstrated at the sous-préfecture. A young worker 
was killed. The leaders of the PCF denounced the actions of 
“agents provocateurs”. 
It is often said that it was the “electoral victory of the Popular 
Front” at the general election of April-May 1936 that 
triggered the general strike. Reality is not so simple. It was 
above all the workers’ struggle that at the same time as it 
posed in practice the question of the general strike – of being 
“all together” – created the conditions that served as a 
backdrop to the elections. In spite of the large-scale 
manoeuvring being done by the Communist and Socialist 

leaderships, aimed at giving the Radical Party and its allies as 
many seats as possible, the latter lost a large number of 
votes. The Socialist Party kept the same number and the 
Communist Party got twice as many. 
Trotsky had this to say: “The working masses are now 
creating a revolutionary situation by resorting to direct 
action. (…) The political essence of the crisis lies in the fact 
that the people are nauseated by the Radicals and their Third 
Republic. (…) The masses learn only in action, (…) When one 
and a half million voters cast their ballots for the 
Communists, the majority of them mean to say thereby: ‘We 
want you to do the same thing in France that the Russian 
Bolsheviks did in their country in October, 1917’.” (The 
Decisive Stage) 
The electoral failure of the bourgeois parties, the success of 
the Communists and Socialists, the impressive and massive 
workers’ demonstration (on May Day, on May 24th at the Mur 
des Fédérés (5) strengthened the confidence of workers in 

their own power and enhanced all that 
was emerging from the fights mounted 
over the previous two years. What was 
expressed through the results of the 
elections as a potential began to be 
realized by the workers, by means of 
the class struggle. The results of the 
election were announced on the 
evening of May 3rd. The next day the 
strike began in the Peugeot factories; 
on May 13th in the Latécoère factories 
in Toulouse and on May14th in the 
Bloch factories in Courbevoie. At the 

end of May, it spread to the metal industry of the Paris area, 
then to the rest of the country. Confronted with this 
situation, the top echelons of the State were filled with panic. 
The government, led by Léon Blum, was installed before 
being officially appointed. Negotiations were hastily opened. 
On June 7th, the “Matignon agreements“ were signed 
between “employer and trade union representatives”. In a 
few hours, the bosses accepted the demands that a few days 
earlier they had deemed “unthinkable”. The working week 
was set at 40 hours, a two-week paid holiday became legally 
binding, wages were increased by 10%, thousands of 
collective bargaining agreements were signed. 
And yet the strikes did not end. It took the political and trade 
union leaders of the working-class movement weeks of 
efforts to put an end to the strike.  
“These are not craft strikes that have taken place. These are 
not just strikes. This is a strike. This is the open rallying of the 
oppressed against the oppressors. This is the classic 
beginning of revolution.” Trotsky wrote in an article of June 
9th entitled “The French Revolution has begun”. Trotsky made 
his point clear: “To say “French revolution” may seem 
exaggerated. Oh, no! This is no exaggeration. That is precisely 
how a revolution springs into being. Generally speaking, a 
revolution cannot come into being any other way. The French 
revolution has begun.” The class struggle had been stronger 
than the apparatuses: the Popular Front had been designed 
to stand in the way of the action taken by the proletariat but 
was unable to prevent the beginning of the revolution. 
However it was going to check its development and prepare 
the conditions of a counter-revolutionary offensive led by the 
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bourgeoisie and its State. In 1938, in the article “The Decisive 
Hour in France”, Trotsky asked the question: had he been 
proven wrong about the diagnosis that the French Revolution 
had begun? His answer that such was not the case: “The vast 
torrent of strikes in 1936 demonstrated that the French 
proletariat was ready for the revolutionary struggle and that 
it had already entered on the road of struggle. In this sense 
we had the full right to write that ‘the revolution has begun’. 
(…) But every beginning revolution is not assured a 
subsequent uninterrupted development.” As Trotsky 
explained, to secure victory, the subjective factor (i.e. the 
organized revolutionary vanguard) needs to come “in time to 
aid the objective factor”. While the leaderships of trade 
unions and parties were striving to fragment the strike, to 
section off each striking factory, the general strike, as soon as 
it started, trained a militant vanguard 
to get organized so as to make a united 
strike possible and at the same time to 
find the means whereby the working 
class could assert its power. Thus 
about 700 delegates from more than 
250 factories in the metal industry 
gathered on June 10th and 11th, 1936. 
And twice those delegates, who had 
been directly elected by the strikers, 
refused to ratify the Matignon 
agreements. The strike committee 
elected at the Hotchkiss factory in 
Levallois was to include delegates from 
33 factories; it adopted a resolution 
calling for the setting up of a central 
strike committee. 
When Maurice Thorez stated that: ”one must know when to 
finish a strike” and added: “at the moment that essential 
demands have been satisfied” (which today would make him 
pass for a die-hard extremist), he was using all the weight 
and prestige of the PCF leadership to stop the on-going 
revolutionary process. The young working class activists who 
were at the forefront of the strike in their vast majority 
regarded the Communist Party – which, as Trotsky explained, 
usurped the legacy and prestige of the revolution – as the 
political leadership of the movement. The organized 
vanguard was too small in number, had too few roots in the 
working class to at once overcome all the effects of the 
Stalinist counter-revolution in the USSR and the collapse of 
the Communist International. This does not mean that its 
action did not exist or was useless. Within the scope of this 
article, it is impossible to examine the action of the 
supporters of the Fourth International in France at that 
moment, the difficulties they had to face, and their internal 
disagreements. However, it is necessary, to conclude, to 
return to the axis of the politics advocated by Trotsky, 
summarized in particular in the article that is sometimes 
printed under the title “People’s Front and Committees Of 
Action” although its real title given by Trotsky is “Committees 
Of Action – Not People’s Front”. 
 
The fight for Action Committees, a fight for the united front 
and to break the straitjacket of the Popular Front 
In this article, Trotsky wrote: “The Committee of Action is an 
apparatus of struggle.” The expression had appeared before, 

in March 1934, in a text entitled “France is now the key to the 
situation! For the Fourth international!” He wrote: “On 
February 12th, the day of the general strike and powerful 
demonstrations, the workers of France forced the two 
bureaucratic apparatuses into a united front for twenty-four 
hours. This was, however, improvisation, and for victory 
organization is needed.  
The natural united front apparatus in days of struggle is the 
body of proletarian representatives, the delegates from 
shops and factories, from workers’ quarters and trade 
unions: the soviets. Long before they become organs of 
power, the soviets are the revolutionary apparatus of the 
united front. In honestly elected soviets, the minority submits 
to the majority. The powerful logic of the struggle pushed in 
this direction. Our conscious efforts must be bent in this 

direction.” 
We then clearly see what Trotsky was 
referring to: the authentic repre-
sentation of the fighting masses in 
factories, trade unions, and also the 
localities. Those masses constituted 
the revolutionary basis of the united 
front between the two big parties that 
spoke on behalf of the working class. In 
July 1935, the Stalinist Communist 
International held its 7th Congress, 
which approved the line supporting 
the constitution of People’s Fronts 
wherever possible. The resolution on 
this point was “in favour of elected 
Committees of Action as the mass 
support for the People’s Front“. Trotsky 

made the following comment: “This is perhaps the only 
progressive idea in the entire resolution. But precisely for this 
reason the Stalinists do nothing to realize it. They dare not do 
so for fear of breaking off collaboration with the 
bourgeoisie.” Trotsky was in fact counter-posing the 
proletarian united front, the action committee being its 
translation and instrument, to the Popular Front and 
collaboration with the bourgeoisie. 
In his article of November 1935, he specified what it then 
meant for France. He stressed that “The People’s Front” in its 
present guise, shamelessly tramples not only upon workers’ 
democracy but also upon formal, i.e. bourgeois democracy.” 
When struggle is in question, Trotsky said, “every worker is 
worth ten bourgeois (...) Is the People’s Front intended for 
defence of “democracy”? Then let it begin by applying it to its 
own ranks.”  
How should the will of the struggling masses be reflected? 
Trotsky clearly explained: “How? Very simply: through 
elections. The proletariat does not deny anyone the right to 
struggle side by side with it against Fascism, the Bonapartist 
régime of Laval, the war plot of the imperialists, and all other 
forms of oppression and violence. The sole demand that 
class-conscious workers put to their actual or potential allies 
is that they struggle in action. Every group of the population 
really participating in the struggle at a given stage, and ready 
to submit to common discipline, must have the equal right to 
exert influence on the leadership of the People’s Front. 
Each two hundred, five hundred or thousand citizens 
adhering in a given city, district, factory, barrack and village 
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to the People’s Front, in time of fighting actions, elect their 
representative to the local committee of action. All the 
participants in the struggle are bound by its discipline. (...) 
To be sure, in the election of Committees, not only will 
workers be able to participate but also civil service 
employees, functionaries, war veterans, artisans, small 
merchants, and small peasants. Thus the Committees of 
Action are in closest harmony with the tasks of the struggle 
of the proletariat for influence over the petty bourgeoisie. But 
they complicate to the extreme the collaboration between 
the workers’ bureaucracy and the bourgeoisie. In the 
meantime the People’s Front in its present form is nothing 
else than the organization of class collaboration between the 
political exploiters of the proletariat (the reformists and the 
Stalinists) and the political exploiters of the petty bourgeoisie 
(the Radicals). Real mass elections of the Committees of 
Action would automatically eject the bourgeois middlemen 
(the Radicals) from the ranks of the People’s Front and thus 
blow to smithereens the criminal policy dictated by Moscow.“ 
The Action Committees which Trotsky had in view express a 
revolutionary movement of the masses within the 
framework of a united front of the parties speaking on behalf 
of the working class, but whose leaderships were first and 
foremost committed to maintaining some form of 
subordination to the imperialist bourgeoisie through the 
Popular Front. But the workers resorting to actions like those 
in Toulon or Brest only saw a solution within and through the 
united front between the Communist and Socialist parties – 
in spite of the Popular Front, which, to their mind, had not 
got rid of this united front. 
The contradiction between the revolutionary aspirations of 
the masses and the counter-revolutionary policy of the 
leaderships was translated into the fundamental 
contradiction between Popular Front and Workers’ United 
Front. The meaning of the slogan about action committees 
was that this contradiction should be revealed in practical 
terms and made accessible. Any participation of Trotskyists 
in the top-level combinations of the Popular Front would 
amount to a betrayal. On the other hand, intervention in the 
united front, at its base, aims at exploding the Popular Front 
through the use of its own forms of organization. 
As we can see, action committees, in Trotsky’s view, do not 
replace the revolutionary party and the struggle for its 
construction, even if they represent a “tremendous 
springboard for this construction”, because they are the 
instruments of the united front and help the masses raise the 
question of power. In that sense, they are not organs that are 
linked with only one form of struggle or limited to 
workplaces. They encompass every aspect of the struggle. In 
addition to being instruments of the fight, they are also the 

concrete forerunners of workers’ councils and people’s 
assemblies. 
Of course, what Trotsky was formulating was a strategic axis: 
he was not giving a “recipe” waiting only to be implemented. 
The precise forms into which this orientation can materialize 
are diverse and depend on the circumstances. But the 
strategic orientation is that of the proletariat’s class 
independence in the struggle for power. It requires the 
intervention of the revolutionary vanguard wherever the 
masses happen to be, and includes the necessity to fight 
against illusions on the terrain of illusions themselves, which 
involves, as a precondition, expressing an independent 
politics. 
Trotsky stressed that it was necessary not to miss even one 
opportunity to raise the question of constituting organs of 
this type under whatever form. However he pointed out that: 
”The first condition for this is a clear understanding of the 
import of the Committee of Action as the only means of 
breaking the anti-revolutionary opposition of party and 
trade-union apparatus.” 
Only on that basis is it possible, in any and all circumstances, 
to act with the aim of building the revolutionary organization 
- the party, a vital component in the authentic fight to build 
organs such as action committees. 

 
 
 
 

______________________________ 
(1) Leon Trotsky, “Revolutionary Interlude in France”, July 9th, 1936. 
Throughout this article will be found a large number of quotations 
from Trotsky. It should be remembered that Trotsky remained in 
France from 1933 to 1935 and consequently took part directly in the 
development of the French Trotskyists’ politics and continued – 
even after he was expelled from Norway – to closely follow events, 
in particular through articles for the French Trotskyist journals. The 
texts written by Trotsky on that period, apart from Whither France, 
can be found in the Collected Writings of the period. 
(2) To understand the history of the general strike, the best book in 
French is Juin 36, by Jacques Danos and Marcel Gibelin (Éditions 
Maspero) and the book by Daniel Guérin, Front populaire, 
révolution manquée (Éditions Babel). The June 2006 issue of Les 
Cahiers du CERMTRI - n° 121 - includes a large number of important 
documents as does Les Cahiers du CERMTRI n° 156, published in Les 
Cahiers du mouvement ouvrier n° 68 (octobre 2015). 
(3) Committees of Action – Not People’s Front (Leon Trotsky, 
November 26th, 1935) 
(4) Daniel Guérin, Front populaire, révolution manquée. 
(5) Le Mur des Fédérés is the Communards’ Wall at the Père 
Lachaise cemetery where, in May 871, the last 147 combatants of 
the Paris Commune were shot. . 
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A priority for US imperialism: 
The “pivot” to Asia 
 
By Pierre JARA 
 

n July 2009, US Secretary of State Hillary Clinton de-
clared: “the United States is back in Asia, and we are back 
to stay!” In November 2011, Obama clarified US imperi-

alism’s policy on Asia by referring to a “pivot to Asia”. For US 
imperialism, its grip on the Pacific is a crucial element of its 
world rule. For Washington, it is a question of establishing 
links of dependency and vassalage with the region’s various 
states. But one issue has been the main focus of every 
speech: China. In February 2010, Obama declared that there 
was a need for “putting constant pressure on China and other 
countries to open up their markets in reciprocal ways.” In 
2012, he explained: “We believe China can be a partner, but 
we’re also sending a very clear signal that America is a Pacific 
power, that we are going to have a presence there.” Gener-
ally speaking, several messages have above all 
addressed China. Why? 
 
China is crucial to US strategy in Asia 
China today is of course not identifiable with 
the USSR of the late 1980s, but imperialism’s 
policy regarding China is reminiscent of the one 
it had regarding the USSR. Within the frame-
work of its overall counter-revolutionary strat-
egy, the Stalinist bureaucracy was US imperial-
ism’s preferred partner. But at the same time, 
imperialism was pursuing an objective: to re-
establish capitalist relations in the USSR and to 
re-integrate it into the world market, which 
was in contradiction with the bureaucracy maintaining 
power, as this was based on the existence of state ownership 
of the big means of production. Even though the dismantling 
of the state monopoly over foreign trade and the re-estab-
lishing of capitalist relations are already well underway in 
China, as long as it is the State – which originated in the 1949 
Revolution, although this is controlled and deeply under-
mined by the bureaucracy – which continues to retain con-
trol over most of the economy, China remains a “sworn en-
emy” just as the USSR was, despite the fact that the govern-

ment consisting of the Chinese bureaucracy is one of imperi-
alism’s indispensable partners. Thus, for decades the Chinese 
bureaucracy has made available to the multinationals a 
workforce that is low-cost and without any rights, for manu-
facturing and assembly. But imperialism’s spokespersons 
have regularly complained that the State has been interven-
ing to protect state-owned enterprises and national industry, 
and preventing foreign companies from accessing state-run 
markets. 
Today, the Obama administration is asking Beijing to make a 
firm commitment to open up state-owned enterprises 
(which are still the backbone of the Chinese economy) to for-
eign investors. In a nutshell, what is on the agenda for impe-
rialism is the destruction of the State’s monopolies, full con-
vertibility of China’s currency, privatisation and a wholesale 
opening up to the financial markets… which would lead to 

the dismantling of the economic organisation 
of the country, resulting in its collapse and dis-
integration. 
 
Multi-faceted pressure 
The ramping up of “constant pressure on 
China” includes a strategy of military encircle-
ment of China, which is being established not 
only via the setting-up of US military bases 
throughout the region, but also through the 
creation of military alliances with various States 
in the region. 
US imperialism has begun to rely notably on the 
improvement in its relations with Japan, and 

has brought India into its strategy of encircling China, tried to 
deploy NATO troops in Mongolia, established closer links 
with certain countries in Central Asia, and reached an agree-
ment with the Australian government to deploy 2,500 US 
Marines in a military base in northern Australia.It is in this 
climate that skirmishes have started to occur more fre-
quently on China’s doorstep, with Vietnam and Japan, with 
tension then being created around North Korea. 
US Secretary of Defence Leon Panetta stated in October 
2011: “The Pacific remains a priority for the US.”  

I 

In a nutshell,  
what is on the 
agenda for 
imperialism  
is the  
destruction  
of the State’s  
monopolies 
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The same article reported: “In just the last year, the Pentagon 
has arranged for new or expanded access to facilities in Vi-
etnam, Singapore and northern Australia. Combined with ex-
isting bases in Japan and Guam and a treaty granting US 
troops “invitational” access to The Philippines, the Pentagon 
has managed to essentially cordon off the 
Western Pacific.” However, there are disa-
greements within leading circles in Wash-
ington over the strategy regarding China, 
because nobody can predict the conse-
quences that an explosion in China would 
produce. A significant faction was still push-
ing recently for Washington to continue to 
regard the Chinese bureaucracy as a part-
ner capable of favouring the restoration of 
capitalism. This applies, for example, to for-
mer Secretary of State Kissinger: “Conflict [with China] is a 
choice, not a necessity”  
For some, it is better to promote China than discriminate 
against it. Others, on the contrary, are leaning towards a 
more aggressive policy. Of course, no-one is envisaging direct 
intervention in China today, but everyone agrees…not to ex-
clude this eventuality. The movements created by the Chi-
nese working class in recent years open up the possibility of 
millions of workers, rural workers and youth mobilising, as 
the only ones capable of saving the country from chaos and 
disintegration. This would pose a threat not only to the bu-
reaucracy’s government in China, but to the whole world or-
der. US imperialism is aware of this; it is still hesitating and 
remains divided over the China issue. 
Also, whatever the disagreements that may exist over how 
to deal with the problem, the military encirclement of China 
constitutes a preventive measure for imperialism…regarding 
an open crisis in China: the start of a revolution against the 
bureaucracy (political revolution) that may erupt at any mo-
ment. If the bureaucracy’s regime collapses, imperialism 
wants to be ready to intervene militarily in China if it thinks 
this is necessary. 
 
US imperialism’s relations with various 
countries of Asia 
The pressure being brought to bear on 
China is not only military; it is also diplo-
matic and economic. At the economic 
level, one of the crucial aims of US policy is 
being expressed in the search for a Trans-
Pacific Partnership (TPP) aiming to pro-
mote free trade agreements between cer-
tain Pacific region countries and to shut 
China out because it does not meet the cri-
teria of a market economy. The attempt to set up a TPP, 
which began a few years ago, has resulted in a first agree-
ment signed in October 2015 and all sorts of diplomatic and 
trade-related pressure being applied to China, in order to 
counter the various trade agreements signed by China with 
various Asian countries and with the aim of isolating China. 
As part of “being back in Asia”, US imperialism has been led 
to deal with an extremely wide range of States, such as Ja-
pan, for example – which is a big imperialist country even 
though, in political terms, circumstances have turned it into 
a subordinate of US imperialism. 

It has also been led to adjust its relations with capitalist coun-
tries that are dependent on imperialism, such as India, Indo-
nesia and the Philippines. It is also dealing with countries 
where state ownership still plays an important role, such as 
Vietnam, by using conflicts that have set the leading circles 

of those countries against China. 
 
Japan’s role in the US’s strategy 
Japan is a strategic vassal of the United 
States and remains the US’s military key-
stone in north-east Asia against China. Alt-
hough Japan has always been an “American 
aircraft-carrier” since the end of the Second 
World War, today the United States wants 
its crew to be largely Japanese. In the China 
Sea, the Diaoyu-Senkaku Islands are being 

claimed by both China and Japan, following a status quo that 
had existed for 20 years. 
After a collision between a Chinese fishing trawler and a Jap-
anese Coast Guard vessel in September 2010 near the Di-
aoyu-Senkaku Islands, US Secretary of State Hillary Clinton 
assured the Japanese government that the islands were 
“covered by the bilateral Japan-US Security Treaty”. In July 
2012, Japan carried out a provocative act on behalf of US im-
perialism, by “nationalising” them. 
On several occasions, the United States has reiterated that 
an armed attack on the Diaoyu-Senkaku Islands would result 
in the implementation of Article 5 of the Treaty of Mutual 
Cooperation and Security that links the United States and Ja-
pan. Thus, following a summit meeting with Japanese Prime 
Minister Shinzo Abe on 24 April 2014, Obama repeated that 
“Article 5 covers all territories under Japan’s administration, 
including [the] Senkaku Islands” in the East China Sea. 
In order to be able to respond to US demands, Shinzo Abe 
intends to rewrite Japan’s current Constitution, which re-
stricts its participation in military operations outside of Japan 
(notably via Article 9). Japan has also increased its military 

budget in order to be able to take part in 
armed conflicts. This attempt to amend 
the Constitution has been met by very 
strong opposition in Japan itself, as the re-
jection of war is deeply ingrained in the 
Japanese population. In June 2016, 
Obama once again visited Shinzo Abe, to 
strengthen Japan-US military cooperation 
and to show his support for the Japanese 
government’s policy. 
 
Military agreement with Australia 
Recently, the United States approved a 

US1.22 billion contract covering the sale of weapons to Aus-
tralia by private US companies. The sale notably includes air-
to-air missiles. One could also mention an event that made 
headlines in France last Spring: on 26 April 2016, a US$40 bil-
lion agreement – described as “the contract of the century” 
by the French authorities – was reached between the French 
corporation DCNS and Australia for the purchase of 12 sub-
marines (the agreement was announced but not yet signed). 
Australian Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull justified the 
agreement by citing the “complex regional strategic environ-
ment” in the South China Sea! 
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The Center for Strategic and International Studies (CSIS) re-
ported May 2016: “US and Australian defense cooperation 
has always been close, but there has been a step change un-
der the Obama Administration’s ‘Rebalance’ policy. After 
years at war together in Afghanistan and Iraq, the Indo-Pa-
cific is now the theater of cooperation: thou-
sands of US Marines and dozens of US Air 
Force assets now rotate annually through 
bases in the Northern Territory.” (4) 
 
Strengthening links with India 
Obama’s trip to India in 2015 forms part of 
this strategy. The US has tightened its links 
with India since Modi’s Hindu nationalist 
party, the BJP, took power. In April 2016, 
the Indian government indicated that it 
agreed in principle with the US Navy using 
Indian port facilities. This agreement occurred at a time 
when the Indian government publicly condemned China’s ag-
gressive policy in the region. 
This has not prevented the US government from playing on 
the rivalry between the states that resulted from the parti-
tion of India by the British – the Republic of India and Paki-
stan – and pursuing its war in Afghanistan in the name of the 
struggle against terrorism. This war is extending into Paki-
stan, posing a threat to the peace and stability of the whole 
region. The recent increase in the number of terrorist attacks 
in both Pakistan and Bangladesh is evidence of this. 
 
Opening up towards Vietnam 
On 24 May 2016, whilst on an official visit to Hanoi, Obama 
delivered a speech in front of Vietnamese leaders in which 
he pointedly stated that “big nations should not bully smaller 
ones”, a thinly-disguised warning to China. At the same time, 
he lifted the embargo on the sale of lethal weapons to Vi-
etnam, adding the comment: “Vietnam will have greater ac-
cess to the equipment you need to improve your security.” 
This marks a turning-point in the policy pursued by the US 
since its troops were driven out of Vietnam, and forms part 
of an overall policy: Washington is courting Hanoi, Manilla, 
Seoul and Tokyo. 
The French non-profit organisation Géopolasie reported this 
news (28 May 2016) with the following comment: “It is court-
ing its military allies in the western Pacific and is trying to 
strengthen their allegiance with promises of assistance in na-
val aviation, the deployment of an anti-missile system, and 
by extending its restrictive business projects which are raising 
fears of a hegemonic prevalence of US multinationals in 
trade.” 
 
A dangerous situation 
US military power in the region is due to a naval air armada 
that is unparalleled in the world. In the name of “the freedom 

of navigation and overflight” which is supposedly threatened 
by China throughout the region, US imperialism regularly or-
ganises provocative intrusions inside territorial zones both 
belonging to China and claimed by it. Aircraft and sea vessels 
have been involved in near-misses, and it cannot be ruled out 

that an incident might degenerate into a 
confrontation. 
In February 2016, there was an incursion 
by a US guided-missile destroyer in the Par-
acel Islands archipelago in order to “chal-
lenge excessive maritime claims” that “re-
strict navigation rights and freedoms”, ac-
cording to the Pentagon. Since then, other 
intrusions by US ships have taken place in-
side the 12-mile limit around Chinese is-
lands.  
On 7 June 2016, a US RC-135 reconnais-

sance aircraft was intercepted by a Chinese fighter jet over 
the East China Sea. What are those reconnaissance aircraft 
doing on so-called “routine” missions, if not carrying out spy-
ing operations and acts of provocation? Imagine Chinese re-
connaissance aircraft doing the same thing along the West 
Coast of the United States! 
On 19 May 2016, the Global Times, one of the daily newspa-
pers of the Chinese Communist Party, warned: “If the Penta-
gon continues its close-up offshore surveillance operations 
against China, as our military prowess increases, more inter-
ceptions can be expected. As a result, the odds of another col-
lision will go up.” 
Right now, 60 per cent of US military maritime and air assets 
are deployed in the Asia-Pacific region. US military exercises 
have been held jointly with Japan, South Korea and the Phil-
ippines, with increasing numbers of personnel and hardware. 
The Philippines is rebuilding a former US naval base, after 
Australia made one of its naval bases available to the US in 
2011. At the same time, diplomatic manoeuvres are under-
way – notably using the United Nations – to urge the Chinese 
government to abandon its territorial claims in the region, 
whilst not saying a word about the military escalation being 
carried out by the US. This is a dangerous situation, especially 
for all of the peoples of Asia. One can see on a daily basis the 
cost of the consequences of US military intervention to the 
peoples of the Middle East. 
But the future is not set in stone, and it will not be deter-
mined solely by the intentions of US imperialism. The strug-
gle of the peoples and the workers, their resistance to exploi-
tation, and their wish to be the masters of their own destiny 
will oppose the destructive course taken by imperialism. 
Undoubtedly, in the struggles to come, the Chinese working 
class will play a crucial role. 
 

 
13 July 2016. 
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Germany 

Freie Plattform für Arbeiterpolitik (1) 
Against war and exploitation, for the Workers' International 
(June 10th 2016 N°0) 
 
“DGB President Hoffman,  
do not speak in our name!” 
 

he president of Germany's trade union federation, DGB, 
has threatened the worst of catastrophes on the British, 
should they vote Brexit. 

“If the British can no longer enjoy the fundamental liberties of 
the single market such as free circulation of commodities and 
services, four million jobs may be destroyed in Britain.” That 
was the threat uttered by DGB president in case a majority 
should vote for Britain’s exiting the European Union (EU) on 

June 223rd. But what does Hoff-
man mean when he says “en-
joy”? Have not the “fundamen-
tal liberties of the single market” 
been, and are they not still, fun-
damental liberties to be enjoyed 
exclusively by capital, such as, 
for instance, the right to free en-
terprise and free service provi-
sion and to free deregulation ad-
justed to the various national 
conditions of capital, especially 
regarding labour laws, short 

term contracts, part-time jobs, temporary work, self-employ-
ment? (…) 
Isn’t it about free circulation of capital and unrestricted spec-
ulation, free circulation of commodities and tax dumping? Do 
not those who - in Germany as well as in other European 
countries have had to foot the bill for the dictate of “funda-
mental liberties of the single markets” with the destruction of 
their jobs and gains - number by the hundreds of thousands 
and millions? Shröder speedily transposed that dictate 
through his Agenda, which is today being implemented and 
accelerated by the Grand Coalition government. Does Hoff-
man wish to make us forget all the measures, directives and 
“packages” of the EU and its institutions? [...] Make us “for-
get” (ref. Gegenblende, the DGB newspaper N° 21) “that EU 
pressures entail the destruction of national collective agree-
ment systems” and that the European commission demands 
“the easing out of over-rigid work contracts” and the “general 
reduction of trade union intervention in the determination of 
wages”? 
European treaties, made worse by the European Stability 
Mechanism (ESM) and the Treaty on Stability, Coordination 
and Governance (TSCG) are incompatible with the fight 

against wage dumping and the destruction of collective 
agreements, against the creation of precarious employment, 
the “Golden Rule” and austerity dictates, stemming forth 
from this in every country. Should we “forget” the Two packs 
and the Six Packs (comprised in the Economic Governance 
packet), which in their turn make the Stability and Growth 
Pact yet worse and enable the European commission to inter-
vene still deeper and more brutally in the budgets of EU mem-
ber countries? 
European treaties are incompatible with labour rights. 

 
 

 
Belgium 

Unité-Eenheid  
Liaison bulletin for the unity of workers of the whole country 
(N° 32, May 21th 2016) 
 

According to them,  
austerity and the purchase of F16 
fighter planes go hand in hand 
 
The European Commission has just published its economic 
forecast, stating that Belgium's government will fall short of 
its budget objectives. After the post-attack budget control, 
the EU has stamped the 2016 budget “insufficient!” 

Moreover, the Commission 
has underlined that, for the 
first time since 2012, the pri-
mary balance (meaning the 
difference between income 
and expenses) is negative, and 
with as an immediate result 
the Michel government’s an-
nouncing that further strin-
gent budget cuts will be neces-
sary. Minister Kris Peeters 
(presented by some as the left 
wing of the government) has 

declared that “we are living above our means” adding that 
“the bulk of the job will have to be completed during this sum-
mer, as the budget for 2017 will have to be established. That 
will be quite another story”.  
Which has not prevented the government from putting 15 
billions across the table to purchase F16 fighter planes, i.e. to 
obediently meet the requirements of American imperialism's 
unlimited craving for war. Last September, La Libre headlined 
“The USA requires Belgium to invest more money in its army”. 
The US ambassador in Brussels has written: “Belgium enjoys 
a strong reputation as a reliable ally within NATO” referring 
to military operations in Afghanistan, in Mali or against ISIS 

T 
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terrorists in Iraq. “But, after two decades of cuts in defence 
budgets, Belgium now ranks among NATO member nations 
with the lowest GDP rate of defence budget expenses”. The 
widest mobilisation against such policies must take place. A 
first step: 1,500 people turned out for a march in Brussels 
against the purchase of new fighter planes by the Belgian 
army. 

 

 
Brazil 

Tribuna dos trabalhadores (2) 
The emancipation of the working-class must be the work of the working-class itself. 
Bulletin of the Communist Internationalist Current of O’Trabalho. Organizing Com-
mittee for the Reconstitution of the Fourth International (OCRFI/CORQI) - (July 1st 

2016)  
 

Editorial 

Out with Temer, General Strike, For 
a Sovereign Constituent Assembly! 
 

he National Executive of the CUT has decided that its 
unions and federations should start discussions about 
the preparing of a general strike against Michel 

Temer’s putschist government and the measures that have 
been announced, aimed at undermining workers and young 
people’s rights as well as national sovereignty. 

Temer’s PMDB cabinet, an un-
popular government, made up 
of a bunch of corrupt officials, 
has no legitimacy whatsoever 
to destroy workers’ social 
rights or to roll back the labour 
law, to impose increasingly 
massive unemployment, pri-
vatize public companies and 
make drastic cuts in public 
health and education. The sup-
port Temer enjoys is provided 
by a minority consisting of 

speculators, bankers, big business, the IMF and Obama, who 
intend to impose exploitation and help the markets confis-
cate the rights of the majority of the Brazilian people.  
The result of the British referendum, whereby the majority 
decided to leave the European Union, teaches us a lesson: 
when the workers and peoples are asked to give their opin-
ion, they reject austerity plans – and the attendant impover-
ishment – that are thrust upon them. They reject the govern-
ments and institutions that, at the behest of the market, flout 
the aspirations of the majority.  
In Brazil, just like Temer, this Congress of putschists, elected 
thanks to corruption and corporate funds, has no legitimacy 
to launch an attack on the rights of workers, youth, peasants, 
and on the civil rights that have been won. 
In this context, to push for an early presidential election 
(within this decaying institutional framework!!!) would only 
serve to give legitimacy to the coup. In addition it would 
maintain the same Congress, dominated by corrupt officials, 
with its reactionary majority.  

What needs to be prepared in concrete terms is a general 
strike. This general strike would show the unity and strength 
of those who reject the budgetary adjustment and social re-
gression implemented by Temer’s usurping and putschist 
government. This general strike would bring down the 
putschists and would open up the prospect of a democratic 
supersession of this abominable Congress of tricksters by 
convening a sovereign Constituent Assembly. 
Preparing the general strike will without the slightest doubt 
be the task of committees and of a broad People’s National 
Assembly, bringing together trade unions and popular organ-
izations, delegations of the existing No to the putsch/Out 
with Temer committees and of new committees to be set up 
all over the country. It must be very clearly stated that, in the 
event that the Senate makes the slightest attempt to pro-
ceed with impeachment and preserve Temer and his policies 
of attacking workers, youth and the majority of the people, 
then a general strike will be called at once. 

 

 
Burundi 

Workers' Free Tribune 
IKINYAMAKURU C’ABAKOZI  
The monthly newspaper of the Party of Workers and Democracy – PTD TWUN-
GURUNANI - N°88 March 2016 
 

he outcome of the talks on the crisis in Burundi, which 
were resumed in Arusha from March 21th to 24th 2016 
under the mediation of Tanzania's former president 

Benjamin Mkapa, have been judged positive by some - whilst 
others consider they have failed. (…) Killings and mass 
slaughters continue. There have been grenade attacks and 
murders not only in the capital, Bujumbura, but also through-
out the country.  

The policies of privatisations 
and the paying back of the 
country's foreign debt, as well 
as rampant speculation on 
basic commodities, have 
plunged the labouring masses 
and youth in poverty and un-
employment of unheard mag-
nitude. The price of basic food 
has skyrocketed and many 
basic commodities and ser-
vices are disappearing. All this 
is taking place while attempts 
at solving the problems in Bu-
rundi have been undertaken 
since June 2015, among 

which the Arusha meeting in May 2016 (see above), during 
which Mkapa acted as ombudsman and held talks with the 
representatives of the political parties which participated in 
the 2015 elections, the representatives of opposition parties, 
of civil society organisations and of the different worships. 
(…) Mkapa intends to work out the blueprint of an action pro-
gramme for putting an end to the crisis in Burundi that is to 
be submitted to Yoweri Museveni, Uganda's president and 
head negotiator for the Burundi crisis. The idea is to have the 

T 
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programme endorsed by the heads of States of the east Afri-
can community, a plan for the Burundi participants who will 
be meeting in a future session (…) 
It is undeniable that Burundi has only been able to survive 
during the recent decades thanks to the various public ser-
vices and enterprises established by the government of pres-
ident J.B. Bagaza (who died on May 4th 2016), urged on by 
the masses when he staged his state coup in November 1976. 
But, ten years later, the Bagaza government endorsed the 
agreements with the Bretton Woods institutions (the World 
Bank and the IMF), which every successive government since 
1987 has dutifully implemented (privatisations, payment of 
the foreign debt) obeying the orders of those institutions, 
joined by the European Union. The policies have totally 
wrecked the country and plunged the people in horrendous 
poverty. 
Peace in Burundi can only be attained through far-reaching 
debate involving everyone (parties, community organisa-
tions, religions, workers' trade unions, media and others) on 
all the issues over which the country has been split and with-
out any foreign intervention. But this does not seem to be 
the way of the Arusha meeting. 

 
 
USA 

A Report from the Editorial Board of 

The Organizer 
Publication of Socialist Organizer, section of the Fourth International in the United 
States, Member of the OCRFI 

“Black Lives Matter!” 
 

he slogan of “Black Lives Matter” has galvanized a grow-
ing movement against police violence and for Black 
rights. But two years after Ferguson, despite all the calls 

by the politicians of both major parties to “clean up” the po-
lice departments and despite 
all the pleas by the traditional 
Black leaders to “heal the 
wounds of racial divisions,” the 
simple truth is that nothing has 
changed. If anything the vio-
lence against Black people has 
only become more intense. 
Black youth, in particular, have 
become increasingly radical-
ized by the failure of Black 
Democratic Party operatives 

like Al Sharpton to offer solutions to their demands. All they 
hear from the likes of Sharpton is to work “within the system, 
not against it.” All they hear is why they should vote for Hillary 
Clinton, who continues to rail against the “systemic racism” in 
the U.S. but is complicit in countless ways in the oppression 
of Black people.  
Following the shooting by a lone gunman (with no links to the 
Black Lives Matter movement) of five white police officers in 
Dallas, Texas, the traditional Black misleaders and Democratic 
Party politicians, beginning with President Barack Obama, 
seized the occasion to try and make a comeback with their 
talk of “racial reconciliation” and their calls on Black youth to 

“get off the streets.” These politicians decried the “Black ex-
tremists” and the “white extremists” -- and insisted that eve-
rything could be resolved through dialogue and “mutual re-
spect and understanding.” 
But Black workers, especially the militant Black youth, follow-
ing on the heels of the Black liberation movement of the 
1960s, are not buying this snake oil. They are now demanding 
Black control of the Black community. “This is an indispensa-
ble step toward freeing the Black masses from domination by 
white racists who benefit from their exploitation,” wrote LT, 
a young blogger. 
“The struggle for Black control is profoundly revolutionary,” 
the blogger continued, “because it poses the question of who 
will have decision-making power over Black people: them-
selves or the capitalist rulers.” 
Writing a number of years ago in Justice Speaks, the publica-
tion of Black Workers For Justice (BWFJ), Saladin Muhammad, 
raised the need for an independent Black political party to 
give voice to the growing clamor for Black self-determination. 
He wrote: 
“A Black working class-led political party fighting for structural 
reforms can show the way forward. It has been the African 
American people’s struggle that has won basic democratic 
rights, not only for Black people but also for other sections of 
the working class. The workers’ movement has in many ways 
tailed the African American national movement. It was not 
the workers’ movement that defeated the McCarthy period.” 
These words are as relevant today as when they were first 
written. Linking the fight for a Black Party to the fight for a 
Labor Party is the order of the day. This implies breaking with 
the Democratic Party of Obama and Hillary Clinton, one of the 
two parties of imperialism (along with the Republican Party). 

 
 
France 

Workers Tribune  
(Weekly of the Independent and Democratic Workers Party N° 45, June 29 2016) 

Editorial 
Two in three workers 
 

wave of panic has swept the summits of the capitalist 
class and its institutions, first and foremost at the 
summit of the European Union and the Merkel, Hol-

lande and Renzi governments. 
Behind this panic is not the fear 
that the United Kingdom might 
shift to the far right, hostile to mi-
grants. The European Union 
knows how to manage with far 
right politicians, including those 
who are at the head of member 
states – as it has repeatedly 
shown. As for the migrants, it 
hasn’t needed anybody's help for 
taking measures against them. 
What scares the powers-that-be 

is that an institution that is in charge of keeping global law and 
order has been challenged (be that however limited), and the 
class content of this challenge. Le Monde, which writes that 
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“Brexit is a sorry business” explains that “36% of workers 
wanted to remain in the EU” which, in plain language, means 
that 64% voted out! Financial Times for its part sees that it is 
“the most clear-cut class vote that Britain has seen for dec-
ades”. 
Whether pundits of all flavours like it or not, workers voted to 
break with the EU because what with privatisations, plunder-
ing of public services, plundering of healthcare and education 
and plundering of rail services, enough is enough; because 
they have also had enough of the thousands of billions cleared 
by the destruction of public services and re-directed towards 
speculation. They voted to defeat the Cameron government 
and make a statement about their determination to reclaim 
their rights and guarantees. 
Whatever the moral lesson-givers of all stripes may say, the 
problem is not the vote of the workers. The problem is the 
instructions given by the leaders: the leaders of the Labour 
Party, starting with Jeremy Corbyn who turned his back on his 
own past as an opponent to European Union, and the trade 
union leaders who turned their backs on their vocation to de-
fend workers' interests so as to pass a sacred alliance with the 
leaders of the capitalist parties and of European govern-
ments. What now? Two workers out of three, a large majority 
of employees - nearly half Labour party constituents - ignored 
the instructions given by their leaders and voted to break with 
the EU. They are entitled to expect their organisations to as-
sume the responsibility of what their vote means and to break 
the sacred alliance with capital and the Conservative Party. 
The issue now is no longer Brexit, but what it means. Breaking 
with the EU is a first step. Now, the job is to create the condi-
tions for breaking with each and every measure and directive 
of privatisation-destruction dictated by the European Union 
and implemented by the successive governments in Britain as 
in every country. For the British working class and also for 
workers and peoples across the continent, this is the perspec-
tive opened by the June 23rd vote. 

 
 
Britain 

Workers Tribune 
Published by the British Trotskyists  
Excerpts from the Editorial of Workers Tribune #4 
Published on the eve of the June 23rd referendum  
 

Vote Leave to break with the EU and 
to defeat the Cameron government 
 

p to the very end of the campaign, workers, em-
ployed and unemployed, young and less young, will 
have been treated to a mostly inept discourse about 

the possible consequences of their vote in the referendum on 
Thursday June 23rd.  The powers that be have enrolled jour-
nalists and economists to agitate the spectre of an economic 
and social catastrophe, a true Armageddon, should British 
people vote to leave. Barack Obama and the other European 
heads of state have threatened them; the leadership of La-
bour and the TUCs have sided with them in the name of alleg-
edly protecting workers rights and guaranties. The ETUC and 
other European Unions have stepped in, bringing pressure to 

bear in favour of Britain staying in. The defence of British iden-
tity has been invoked up to kazoo. But the real day-to-day de-
teriorating situation of British workers and their families, 
whether born in Britain or not, as the consequence of plans 
that have long been implemented, and most lately aggravated 
by the Cameron government, fully in line with the EU's injunc-
tions, that has been ignored. Workers however have not been 
duped. Contrary to the claims of the leadership of the labour 
movement, Corbyn et al, they feel deep down that the Euro-
pean Union is not there to protect and guarantee their rights 
when they see for instance how in France and elsewhere the 
EU demands "structural reforms" be implemented that dis-
mantle labour codes, generalise precarious work, increase 
poverty. They feel deep down that the European Union is not 
there to promote growth and employment when they see for 
instance how Ireland, Portugal, Greece have reeled under 
austerity plans that have thrown into unemployment a quar-
ter of the people and more than 50% of the youth. They feel 

deep down that the European 
Union is not for peace when they 
see for instance how on its watch 
Ukraine has been carved up and 
Afghanistan, Iraq, Libya, Syria 
torn by wars that have displaced 
millions of refugees and thrown 
them on the road to exile. They 
feel deep down that this Euro-
pean Union is not their Europe, 
but a Europe at the service of the 
big bosses, the capitalist class. 

And they know workers throughout Europe feel likewise, just 
as this Polish worker who declared at a London Lexit rally on 
June 13th: "You will have the opportunity to inflict a lethal 
blow to the EU. I urge you to do it." 

 
 
India 

Spark 
Published by the IVth International Indian activists’ Liaison Committee (May, 2016)  
 
Introduction to the article titled  
Student uprising in India - A brief 
historical account of past two years  
 

ast few months have been about moving from one crisis 
to another. It would be wrong to say that the crisis 
started only when the fascist BJP (Bharatiya Janata 

Party) government came to 
power in India in May of 
2014.However it is certainly true 
that the violence that the fascist 
government has unleashed on 
intellectuals, academia and activ-
ists in merely two years of being 
in power has been unprece-
dented and unseen in recent 
years. The coming to power of 
the newly elected government 
has accelerated the historically 
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continued exploitation and oppression of the Indian peoples. 
Economically, corporates and foreign multinationals have 
been given the upper hand in exploiting our natural resources 
and workforce, by directly and indirectly subsidizing them and 
modifying laws in their favour. Politically, all voices of dissent 
are swiftly suppressed using the 'anti-development', and even 
worse, the 'anti-national' and 'terrorist' tags. 
In this environment of reigning fear and oppression, students 
and all progressive students’ movements have especially 
come under attack. The fascist government has already cut 
down the educational budget, education system has been saf-
fronised and a huge call for privatization of education has 
been given. Students are regularly committing suicides in the 
name of 'different pressures', students from marginalized 
backgrounds are being more and more discriminated, female 
students are being sexually harassed. Attempts have been 
made to systematically crush students’ movements and poli-
tics in most of the Indian universities, students’ unions and 
organizations are banned. They are trapped in repaying their 
educational loans for the university courses that are supposed 
to be fully funded by the state. And since students and youth 
have been at the forefront of many struggles, today their 
voices and struggles are being crushed by the different agen-
cies of ruling classes. However, the spate of fascist attacks has 
also seen an unprecedented fight back that has been put up 
by Indian students. Indian students are on the streets today 
not just for their immediate demands but seeking a transcen-
dental change in the very nature of Indian society. 

 
 
Italy 

Tribuna Libera 
Monthly paper published by workers activists of all tendencies among whom Italian 
Trotskyist activists. 
 

The appeal launched by  
the Political Movement for Repeal 
 

ver the past twenty-five years, reform after reform, 
government after government, law after law, we 
the workers, the young and the retired have seen 

our living and working conditions undergo unheard of deteri-
oration. On the other side of the social divide, whilst we have 
gone on suffering these attacks, a handful of speculators, cap-
italists and bankers have ceaselessly amassed fortunes, get-
ting fatter and fatter on our money – our money, which is 
withheld from our wages and pensions and from public ser 

vices through privatisations. Are 
we nearing the end of all this de-
struction? Unfortunately no, 
since those capitalists and spec-
ulators have announced through 
the EU that they are not going to 
stop there (…) The fact is that for 
twenty five years workers have 
fought back, have shown that 
they had the strength and deter-
mination to halt this destruction 
in its tracks. Too often however 

they have met with an obstacle: as they sought the way to-
wards unity with their organisations to secure the withdrawal 
and repeal of these destructive programmes, the leaders said 
rather that they should be amended and negotiated, that 
counter-proposals should be made. And in this way, the plans 
have finally been carried through. 
On the contrary, each time unity for the withdrawal was 
achieved, as in 1994 for retirement pensions, or in 2000 for 
education and in 2002 with article 18, then workers were able 
to defend their gains (…) No “upturn” will be achieved unless 
all the laws, decrees, and measures which have brought about 
this situation are abrogated. On the contrary, the repeal of all 
those measures would immediately open the door to an up-
turn in production and in consumption, services and wages. 
In a word, it would give new breath to the lives of the over-
whelming majority of the population. There are major items 
that need to be repealed (...) but there are minor ones also 
(...). And there is one single combat that links all the others: 
the fight to do away with the EU treaties that are imposing all 
the destructive programmes. Whatever party we belong to, 
whatever our origins, let us unite and let us mobilise in our 
sectors for the abrogation of all the major or minor measures 
which are destroying our gains and our living conditions. This 
will break the ground for the solution that the overwhelming 
majority of the population craves. 
(Read and endorse the appeal on www.tribunalibera.it) 

 
 
Mexico 

Transición 
Editorial leader from Transición N°2, published by the activists of the Organisation 
Committee for the Reconstitution of the Fourth International (ORCFI) in Mexico 
 

Workers have taken to the streets 
against the education reform 
 

he student movement itself rises up again. For the time 
being, the vast popular mobilisation has halted the 
state's attack on organised teachers. Despite repres-

sion, multiple arrests of leaders and assassinations, the mobi-
lisation of teachers - far from ebbing - has managed to give 

rise to solidarity in large sectors 
among the people, who have 
witnessed how the government 
is using dictatorial measures to 
impose its plans (…). Faced with 
this situation, the SNTE (Na-
tional Union of Education Work-
ers) is manoeuvring alongside 
the authorities, trying to con-
tain the movement. 
It claims to oppose the govern-
ment and the reform, although 

it has itself approved and implemented that reform. The re-
sponse of teachers was swift. In Sonora, teachers reacted and 
accused: “Charro you have betrayed and sold out the teach-
ers!”(…) This (...) puts the CNTE (the National Coordination of 
Education Workers) appeal to teachers across the country on 
the agenda. Today, they are standing up against their traitor 
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leadership so to advance towards breaking with the SNTE and 
building the instrument needed to win on the major de-
mands. (…) Unity is however a necessity, since the problem of 
the reform not only concerns teachers but also all the Mexi-
cans who are targeted, because the main objective is to get 
on with the privatisation of the educational sector, to hand 
over education to private interests and to the church. This re-
form is being imposed by international institutions who get 
full protection through their agents acting within the govern-
ment. That is why the unity of all the workers of every sector 
is needed. Society has to throw its weight towards a strike to 
do away with this reform. (...) The question which has been 
asked again and again in the demonstration is: how can we 
help the teachers? 
As ORCFI activists, we are organising a petition campaign call-
ing to work towards a general strike. With this campaign, we 
seek to dialogue with hundreds of workers, students and par-
ents, so to help raise their consciousness of the situation and 
of the need for action. We propose that they organise in com-
mittees promoting unity for national strike in every sector, 
neighbourhood, workplace and school. These committees are 
united front bodies that help harmonise actions such as, for 
instance, canvassing groups, leafleting, “pintas” (painting slo-
gans on walls – T.N), mobilisations and discussions. The com-
mittees are to meet on a weekly basis. 

 
 
Portugal 

Excerpt from A Internacional, published by ORCFI supporters in Portugal 
 

European institutions  
are preparing sanctions  
against Portugal (and Spain) 
 

he European Commission has noted that Portugal and 
Spain have fallen short of their “budget objectives” for 
2015. For Portugal, the objective was set at a 2.5% max-

imum budget deficit, less than the general 3% of GDP thresh-
old enshrined in the 1997 Stability and Growth Pact. The 
move was meant to make a reduction of what EU structures 
label “structural balance” possible. Up until and during 2015, 

the government was 
made up of a right wing 
coalition that slavishly 
obeyed Brussels. It im-
plemented a full-throttle 
austerity agenda which, 
among other things, 

pushed the wages and pensions of public sector workers 
down by 30%. The commission's document recommending to 
mark that the budget as not meeting the objective says that 
the reduction of the unemployment rate in Portugal between 
2013 and 2015 “largely exceeded expected figures”, suggest-
ing that specific factors had played a part, especially “the ad-
justment of real wages, and negative migration”. In plain Eng-
lish: the slashing of wages and the virtual expulsion of a gen-
eration of hundreds of thousand young workers – mostly 
highly skilled – from the country, forced to go abroad. 

But alas, that has not been enough! The country is considered 
as falling short of the target by 1.4% of its GDP. It “should” 
have operated cuts, twice higher than the ones that have 
driven the people into poverty and have destroyed the 
youth's present and future. The planned sanction: a 0.2% of 
GDP fine – over €300 million. Actually, the budget cuts that 
are programmed and must be carried out for the 2016 budget 
have to increase by that amount. 
The Portuguese budget Minister claims there is no need to 
worry: the fine will in fact be reduced to zero. It will have no 
effect, being a mere token fine. 
A token fine? “Structural funds” are automatically frozen until 
the budget is considered “in conformity with requirements”. 
As the country pays money into the fund, the freeze would 
imply that it become a net contributor. The funds are sup-
posed to help backward countries towards “convergence”.... 
Above all, EU structures are especially keen on forcing coun-
tries to abide by the rules of this hellish game: each govern-
ment unconditionally submits to this arbitrary game run by 
the EU and accepts to dutifully carry out its orders. 
When recording the EU's outrageous determination to use 
arm-twisting, Prime Minister Costa, an astute politician, ex-
pressed his sympathy for the British voters who voted for 
Brexit. With this move, he has by far become the most “Euro-
sceptic” Socialist leader. But the problem remains unsolved: 
this SP government is based on abiding by Portugal's commit-
ments to the EU. 
These commitments mean the “automatic” continuation of 
perpetual poverty and austerity. Lambasting EU structures is 
all very well. But if we don’t break with them, it means we play 
into their hand. As the British workers said loud and clear: out 
with the EU! 

 
 
Turkey 

Editorial from Sosyalizm, a publication of the Marxist Workers League of Turkey, 
member of the CORQI 
 

“It’s a Counter-Insurgency!  
Forward to the fight!” 
 
Sadi Ozansü, president of the IKP, the Workers Fraternity Party of Turkey 
 

n the 15th of July (the day of the aborted attempted 
coup d’état, inspired by Fethullah Güllen’s religious 
sect in Turkey – editor’s note), the Turkish section 

of the Counter-Insurgency organization following in the wake 
of the CIA, the blood-shedding intelligence service of US im-
perialism in all countries of the world, has come to light! (…). 
The reason why the AKP Government and Erdoğan have be-

come so destitute is that 
they have followed the 
policies of this sect on 
every issue for many 
years. This is as true for 

domestic affairs as it is for foreign affairs. And just at the time 
where there was an attempt to change course - which would 
necessarily bring them up against the Gullenist Sect - came 
the Counter-Insurgency coup. 
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What will happen now? 
We are left with an army where at least one third of the high 
command is gone (the generals and admirals, and the situa-
tion may be even worse in the lower ranks) and the Gendar-
merie in addition to the Naval and Air Forces have collapsed. 
Although there has been cleaning up in the upper ranks of the 
police organization before, this organization is still one of the 
bastions of the counter-insurgency. Nearly half of the judici-
ary and almost all of the education organization are at the 
hands of the Gullenist sect. Health and similar organizations 
can also be listed. The continuing presence of the Gullenist 
sect cadre inside all political parties and even in their higher 
ranks is not merely a supposition.  
In these conditions Tayyip Erdoğan is forced to act almost 
alone. (…) Who will he trust and place instead of the collapsed 
structures? Is it reasonable that a president whose aid-de-
camp has informed on his location and who has not been able 
to come to the Palace he has built as a castle should still go 
for a lone wolf presidency? (...) 
An equal, free election for a Constituent Assembly with no 
election thresholds, to be run with political parties cleaned up 
from CIA patent counter-insurgency and those they are in-
volved with, is the only solution. A sovereign Constituent As-
sembly election independent from imperialism can only rise 
where each political party has equal opportunities for propa-
ganda. In an environment where only the AKP can benefit 
from all opportunities, the parliament to be shaped will be 
controlled more than ever by imperialism. Even Tayyip 

Erdoğan should be for a sovereign Assembly rather than an 
assembly to be made of only AKP deputies. 
 
What should the socialist left do? 
The socialist left should first abandon sectarianism and the 
"leftism" which is a petit-bourgeois illness. It is an indispensi-
ble task of the socialist left to fight against the counter-insur-
gency in order to stop the road to A-la-Turca (1) fascism. The 
identity of the counter-insurgency is now blatantly obvious. It 
is again clear that this counter-guerrilla is supported by US im-
perialism and by the major imperialist countries of Europe. 
But the masses are not yet aware of this. They are going to 
realize that NATO and imperialism are their enemies with the 
propaganda and agitation of the socialist left, but mainly 
through their own experiences. Therefore the slogan of an in-
dependent sovereign constituent assembly has an enormous 
progressive power on the conscience of the masses. (...) 
The opportunity for settling accounts with the counter-insur-
gency which we have longed to do for forty years is before us, 
naked, for the first time, so how long can we continue to ram-
ble on saying "No to the coup and no to the dictatorship!" not 
doing anything better than finding a middle way? 

 

27 July 2016 

____________________ 

(1)“A-la-Turca” (“alaturca”) is a common expression in the Turkish 
language, meaning “degenerate”. 
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Tribute to Pierre Lambert  
 

Organised by the French section  
of the IVth International  
as mandated by its 51st Congress 
 
 
 
 

Two hundred and fifty young 
people and workers,  
some of them activists of the 
Internationalist Communist 
Tendency (the ICT, member 
of the Organizing Committee 
for the Reconstitution of the 
IVth International OCRFI) and 
others not, met together in 
Paris, 26 June 2016, in a rally 
rendering a tribute to  
Comrade Pierre Lambert, 
who passed away  
in January 2008. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

pening this meeting, Daniel Gluckstein pointed 
out that “what interests us in this tribute is not to 
tell the life story of a hero - which he was not - but 

to draw a certain number of lessons, however sketchy, from 
his political combat and to share a certain number of experi-
ences, especially with comrades who did not know him, and 
with the young generation… for in the end, what is important 
for us all, is that the IVth International combat continue.” 
 
 
François de Massot 
 

rançois de Massot went back over Lambert's role in 
the combat against Pabloist revisionism from 1951 on. 
“The resistance to the IVth International liquidating cur-

rent, called Pabloism in our jargon - because the main inspirer 
of this current was called Pablo - explained that since we had 

not succeeded in building the 
revolutionary party, notably 
through war and the great rev-
olutionary upheavals that fol-
lowed, the task of advancing to-
wards the proletarian revolu-
tion remained, in spite of every-
thing in the hands of Stalinism, 
which would be forced along 
this path in order to resist Impe-
rialism. In this sense the IVth in-
ternational was now void or 
held a role limited to that of a 
lucid but complacent critic of 
Stalinism that, in spite of all, 
would be the force directing 
revolutions. [...] As one of our 
old comrades, Louis Eemans, 
who died not long ago, said, 
that if there hadn't been Lam-

bert in 1951-52-53-54, there would still have been resistance 
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to Pabloism, but the majority of the French Section that re-
fused to capitulate would undoubtedly have exploded into a 
series of fragments. [….] 
It was essential to formulate a policy which, corresponding to 
the situation, would allow even a very small organisation to 
not simply observe the development of the class struggle, to 
not be limited to repeating the fact that it was right, but to 
go on to winning over a vanguard, firstly, on the road to the 
building of a revolutionary party. […] 
“I referred to the 1953 general strike. Our organisation, lim-
ited in its numbers, fought not only to support 
that general strike, but was also a component of 
it, fighting to extend it, although explaining 
clearly in its weekly publication La Verité/The 
Truth, as well as in its leaflets, that this general 
strike raised the question of State power, that the 
aspirations and demands of hundreds of thou-
sands, of millions of workers out on strike, could 
only be satisfied finally by the overthrow of the 
government headed by Prime Minister Laniel at 
the time. And this raised the question therefore 
of a government of labour organisations. 
“What was particular about the 1953 general 
strike was that it began as a postmen's strike in 
the main post office in Bordeaux and that very 
quickly, between the IVth and the 10th of August it 
spread to the whole of the Civil Service and State 
employees. [….] 
“ The other aspect of the combat led at the time 
with Lambert was to do everything possible in or-
der to achieve unity in action between the Civil 
Service, out on practically total strike, and the 
large metallurgy centres, especially Renault, where a whole 
team of comrades belonged to our organisation, in particular 
Renard and others. 
Of course, the Stalinists, with the methods they had the pos-
sibility of using at the time, did everything - without great 
success – to intimidate our comrades at Renault, buy they 
also got the support of the Pabloists. When I said that follow-
ers of Pablo considered that revolutionaries could do nothing 
that went beyond the limits fixed by the apparatus, this might 
have appeared exaggerated.  
But at that moment they distributed in particular a leaflet, 
presented as a letter addressed to FCP activists at Renault, to 
“Communist workers”. They said to these workers: ‘The peo-
ple who belong to the Lambert-Bleibtreu group are irrespon-
sible adventurers that have nothing to do with Trotskyism, 
because no one has the right to do what they are doing, to 
say that there should be a strike when the unions have not 
decided on one’.” 

 
 
 
Another contribution  

 
omrade Sam Malapa then gave an account of per-
sonal memories illustrating certain aspects of Pierre 
Lambert's political action, and of his stand and role in 

the conquest and defence of the Social Security system. 

Messages 
 
Messages were read from the tribune, from Jacques 
Dumeunier for instance, who highlighted the battle in 1968 
for the setting up of strike committee integrating the unions, 
against the Stalinist apparatus. 
 
The message from comrades in Germany, OCRFI members, 
recalled a note from Lambert to activists of the German sec-

tion in June 2001 where he insisted: “We have 
to collectively take in the fact that the action of 
the working class, even if it is essentially politi-
cal, has not been sufficiently grasped upon by 
us, in our intervention in close connection to the 
combat against the Maastricht Treaty and Eu-
ropean institutions. The main reason for this lies 
in the apparatuses' policy of prostitution which 
block the resistance of the working class defend-
ing its guarantees and gains in all countries.” 
 
In his message our American comrade, Alan 
Benjamin explained: “At the moment where 
candidate Bernie Sanders has become, as fore-
seen, a supporter of Hilary Clinton, and where 
the “left wing” in the United States has called to 
support the Green Party candidate in the Presi-
dential elections, Comrade Lambert's warnings 
to keep our eyes fixed on the question of the La-
bour Party - on the need for unions to break with 
the Democrat Party – are still relevant.” 
 

Dominique Ferré 

 
ominique Ferré emphasized Lambert's contribu-
tion to the construction of the International, on the 
basis of his preoccupation “for the Soviet Union and 

after 1991, the ex-Soviet Union - because Lambert, like all 
Trotskyists, like all of us, considered that the Soviet Union, in 
spite of Stalinist degeneracy, had emerged from the October 
revolution: the expropriation of capital on one-sixth of the 
planet, was the workers main conquest at international level, 
and our current was a current that had been born of the Left 
opposition and therefore of the October revolution and the 
party of Lenin and Trotsky. And, obviously, when the Soviet 
Union collapsed in 1991, for Lambert, for all of us, it was a 
turning point in the world situation.  Fifteen years later, in the 
ICC’s ex-USSR commission of 2006, Lambert said in a discus-
sion: ‘The collapse of the Soviet Union has both proven the 
revisionist character of the Stalinist bureaucracy in power 
and has also accentuated the crisis within the international 
labour movement, a crisis with the most tragic of aspects in 
the countries that have emerged from the collapse of the 
USSR and of Central and Eastern Europe and the Balkans. All 
over the world, activists are asking this question: “How could 
this have happened?”’ (…) “At the same time, Lambert said, 
in light of the experience of what has happened in the ex-
USSR since 1991: ‘Something was revealed in this collapse: 
this cast had shown that it was incapable of becoming a class  

C 

D 

The collapse 
of the Soviet 
Union has both 
proven the  
revisionist 
character 
of the Stalinist 
bureaucracy in 
power and  
has also  
accentuated 
the crisis 
within  
the interna-
tional labour 
movement 



The Internationale n°3 – August 2016 31 
 
and that it was only capable of undermining all and any form 
of civilisation’.  Because, in this commission, there was real 
theoretical elaboration on the basis of facts as they happened 
since 1991.  Lambert recalled that for Marxists, the starting 
point is the global market.  In 1991, of course it was the col-
lapse of the USSR, it was also the date of the first war of dis-
location launched by Imperialism against the Iraqi people, 
the starting point of the general offensive dislocating nations, 
and the level attained by the offensive destroying productive 
forces in 1991 did not allow the conditions of classic capital-
ism to be restored either in ex-USSR or in Eastern Europe, nor 
did it allow the development new markets, or flourishing cap-
italism, as all the bourgeois ideologists and all those who ral-
lied round them had announced. For Lambert, that was 
above all the responsibility of the Stalinist bureaucracy, but 
also the responsibility of Pabloism, which had accompanied 
the Stalinist bureaucracy up till 1991, right up till the last mi-
nute [...] 
“Lambert was constantly looking for an answer to this ques-
tion, it was an almost obsessional preoccupation: ‘Do the ob-
jective conditions for a proletarian revolution still exist in this 
country?’  In every country, of course, the Mafia, pillaging-
privatisation, all sorts of trafficking, oligarchies, and Putin’s 
reign, along with everything you can imagine: atrocious wars 
like that witnessed in Chechnya and more recently in Ukraine. 
Of course, since 1991 and in the years that followed, life ex-
pectancy has brutally fallen by ten years, but Comrade Lam-
bert said in the commission: we have to engage discussion 
among ourselves as there are nuances in the following ques-
tion; ‘In these countries does anything remain of the October 
conquests, i.e.: do the objective bases for a proletarian revo-
lution remain in the mounting barbarism?’  He encouraged 
us to constantly look for the slightest strike wherever it was, 
and when there was no strike - because there weren't as 
many as that - for the slightest demonstration where work-
ers, farmers, pensioners, young people were trying to defend 
their class interests. [...] 
When, in 2000-2001, Putin had just gained 
power, he launched a reform of labour legisla-
tion - the old Soviet labour legislation that had 
subsisted after 1991. In particular there was 
one major question that undermined in the old 
labour legislation: up till 2000-2001, up till the 
reform of labour legislation, it was impossible to 
sack a worker without the approval of the union 
committee.  The union committee was obvi-
ously mostly bogus, but it did make redundan-
cies almost impossible. Putin engaged a reform 
of this. Resistance got organised, starting in 
particular with the independent unions. The In-
ternational Liaison Committee of Workers and 
Peoples (the ILC) founded in Barcelona in 1991 engaged an 
international campaign for the defence of the labour code 
and especially in relation with several groups of labour activ-
ists in Leningrad. And then, suddenly, a member of the Duma 
Parliament, Oleg Shein - partly linked with the unions and 
above all with the Pabloists - said: ‘Yes, but there is a prob-
lem, for in this old Soviet labour legislation, there are a lot of 
things that are just not great, so it would be better to oppose 
an alternative draft reform to Putin’s reform project’, and he 
filed his alternative draft reform. That was fifteen years ago, 

we weren't yet in ‘The 21st century labour code’, or in the 
changes to be made to Article 2 (in the El Khomri draft reform 
bill – editor's note), but you can see the problems are not 
new. Comrade Lambert fought for the ILC, in relation with the 
Russian activists, to be the campaign for the defence of the 
old Soviet labour code, with all its flaws, but which stopped 
workers from being sacked (as happened immediately after-
wards), because Lambert had learnt from Trotsky this famous 
sentence from ‘The Letter to workers of the USSR in 1939: ‘he 
or she who does not know how to defend the old conquests 
will never gain new ones. And that was true in ex USSR, it was 
true in the USSR and was true at all times’. [...] 
“At the same time, I must say that several years later, when 
Carine Clément and Oleg Shein - Pabloist activists - were vic-
tims of attacks and aggression, well, in relation to what Lam-
bert had taught us of proletarian morality, we were among 
the first to take a stand against these aggressions.  Why? Be-
cause according to proletarian morality, to which Lambert of-
ten referred, when faced with repression within the labour 
movement, we manifest solidarity, even with people with 
whom we have the deepest disagreements.” 

 
 
Olivier Doriane 

 
livier Doriane recalled the detail and care with 
which Lambert intervened and helped on how to 
intervene in the class struggle: “The brochure 

‘Some lessons from our history’ retraces the history of our 
organisation from the founding of the Left Opposition right 
up till the general strike of May 1968.  Lambert used this for-
mula in the brochure: ‘We were exiles in our own class’. This 
might appear strange and contradictory. How come that at a 
certain moment, revolutionaries, who consciously express the 
historical tasks of the working class, the revolutionary class, 
how come partisans of the IVth International, who are by def-

inition working class combatants, came to be 
isolated, “exiles” within their class?  
“In order to answer this question, we have to 
look back and comprehend the terrible and re-
strictive force of the Stalinist time. At the end 
of the war, after the Moscow trials, the Stalin-
ists organised a reign of terror within the la-
bour movement. Anyone who disagreed with 
them and said so was expelled from the unions. 
Distribution of leaflets was forbidden. No one 
had the right to express an opinion different to 
the official opinion of the ‘party’. There is ONE 
truth. And Lambert taught us to get ourselves 
respected. […] “Lambert proposed in a con-

gress of the organisation a modification in the ‘conditions of 
admission to the Communist International (CI)’, one of which 
subordinated the union to the party. In my opinion, you had 
to be quite audacious to say in the Trotskyist organisation of 
the time: ‘We question the conditions of admission to the CI.’ 
“That was correct. He explained and he convinced. The con-
gress accepted, and it is very important, because it made it 
possible for us afterwards, as a Trotskyist current, to build our 
organisation in this country, by understanding the real rela-
tions between unions and parties. [...] Lambert had come up 

O 

He repeated,  
I don't know 
how many  
times in these 
meetings: 
‘From below !  
From below !  
And discuss  
at grass  
root level’ 
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with this formula because he was always careful of not re-
maining stuck in a past mode. If there were new elements 
that brought things to be reconsidered, he sought to take 
them into account and to include them in a new elaboration. 
“The formula ‘Reciprocal independence of parties and un-
ions’ means a lot of things politically. It means that the union 
must be independent of the party, but that the party is inde-
pendent of the union. Lambert considered that the class 
struggle was not limited to union activity, which was just one 
component of it. 
In the same brochure “Some lessons from our history” he 
gave an account of the discussion between the two Trotskyist 
groups before the war. There was one group that just did un-
ion workers, all other work being pushed aside. The other 
group pushed aside the work in trade unions... Lambert said 
that these were two symmetrical mistakes: work has to be 
done in trade unions to prepare the development of inde-
pendent action of the working class, while independent ac-
tion in the working class is going to strengthen the most pos-
itive tendencies in the union. And in both cases, this must re-
sult in the strengthening of the vanguard and the building of 
the revolutionary party.  
This preoccupation of his explains all the importance he at-
tached to the labour commission […] It was a place where 
everybody could come and discuss. There were no ‘great’ or 
‘small’ questions. For Lambert, it was the place where Trot-
skyist activists elaborated in concrete fashion their interven-
tion in the class struggle. […] 
He repeated, I don't know how many times in these meetings: 
‘From below ! From below ! And discuss at grass root level’ 
[…] After the 1968 general strike, our organisation held two 
congresses and took stock of our strong and weak points in 
that general strike. We took time over this; it was not done 
straight away in the heat of the moment. 
The first Congress was held three years later in 1971. Thus, 
weighing everything up, with reflection and discussion we got 
down to taking this stock, going over in particular one ques-
tion: the relations between activists, classes and their lead-
ers. He said the following:  
‘In every factory, university, work site, neighbourhood, there 
are hundreds and thousands of workers and “anonymous” 
young people who discuss, confront, comment and observe. 
They are not organised, or if they are, only a small fraction of 
them have taken out a union card. These ‘anonymous’ hun-
dreds and thousands have multiple elements of experience, 
of will, that they have acquired through their struggles.  
They seized hold in particular of tracts, work site newspapers 
that we wrote, that they had come across we don't know 
how. These made it possible for them to begin to generalise 
by themselves their own experience.  
“In the present situation, everything contributes to 
developing their critical capacities. They discovered 
themselves what they needed and above all what they will 
need tomorrow. They are the potential leaders of the 
revolution, who from now on infuse and still more tomorrow, 
will infuse the masses with the will to put an end to things as 
they are now and to win.  
It is essentially in this category that the leaders of 
overwhelmed actions to come are being formed. […]” 
 

Daniel Gluckstein 

 
aniel Gluckstein pursued the discussion: “When the 
1950-53 crisis dislocated the IVth International, the 
SWP of the USA took eighteen months to understand 

where it had to position itself, and when it understood that, 
went from one extreme to another: partisan of Pablo in 1950-
51, it was ready in 1953-5IV to decree what it called ‘the 
decline of the International Secretariat of the IVth 
International. And Lambert formed us to understand that all 
that, in a certain way, was just words and that we had to work 
on the basis of reality. The reality was that the IVth 
International was an organisation that had split in 1950-53, 
that we could not go on as if this split had not happened, that 
we could not, with a snap of the fingers, proclaim it was once 
again reconstituted and that therefore it was indispensable 
to engage a necessarily long, complicated and difficult battle 
for the reconstruction of the IVth International […] 
The method Lambert preferred during all that time was to 
say: there will be no reconstitution of the IVth International 
without free discussion that draws the lesson from events, 
without a discussion that enables us to clarify where 
revisionism lies and where Trotskyism lies, without going to 
the theoretical roots and the practical consequences of this 
crisis. And it is striking to note that throughout this whole 
period Lambert constantly advanced the necessity of holding 
this discussion, and that the Pabloists, the SWP that were 
facing him esteemed that it was possible and even 
indispensable to pass over this discussion, that it was 
sufficient to express some good feelings on the necessity of 
getting together – with no consideration for on what basis. 
And Lambert always replied that this method could only lead 
to unprincipled agreements and to organisations that will not 
have the revolutionary knife-edge and clarity for facing up to 
events and which, in the end, will fall back into the same rut 
as in 1950-53.  
A long period was needed, more than thirty years between 
1950-53 and the middle of the 1980s, on the basis of 
practical, political experience, not only of the reconstitution 
of IVth International forces, but also and I will say, especially 
on the basis of our capacity to link up with currents, which, in 
spite of not being Trotskyist were seeking the path to political 
independence of the working class; more than thirty years 
were necessary for Lambert to open up discussion on the re-
proclamation, the reconstruction of the IVth International.  
“When Lambert opened up this discussion, he did so on the 
basis of a text and an intervention and he said this (December 
1985): ‘I do not know if it is not necessary today to envisage, 
in a certain form in a year's time, the convening of a Congress 
to proclaim the reconstitution of the IVth International.  If I 
am thinking about it, if I am following even from afar what is 
happening in other countries, if I think about French 
conditions, which I know best, we must be very careful not to 
remain in a given framework when it is beginning to be part 
of the past. This leads us to political and theoretical 
insufficiencies in the construction itself of sections in each 
country.” [...] “Several years after the Caracas Conference, 
convened together by the ICP, the Trotskyist organisation in 
France, the MIR-MAS in Venezuela and the PT of Peru in 1987, 
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Lambert wrote: “This Conference was at the origin of a 
decisive turn along the reconstruction line of the 
International. For the partisans of the IVth International, it is 
not a question of commenting elements of the world 
situation and the class struggle. The starting point is how to 
help solve the problem of leadership, which, as indicated by 
the Transition Programme, is the decisive question for the 
future of humanity. It is from this point, that must be seized 
all the importance of the debate initiated during the General 
Council in December 1985, on the necessity of advancing 
towards the re proclamation of the IVth International. The 
fact that this debate was initiated, resulted practically in 
being able to fully appreciate the different steps in the turn 
of the world situation. “He referred to the fall of the Berlin 
wall and what followed.  And that brought him to assert the 
following: “We can raise the problem of the re-proclamation 
of the IVth International, on condition we be capable of 
linking up with all these currents (this is what gave rise to the 
ILC), but on condition, too, that we give a reply to this 
question: the programme of the IVth International has it been 
verified or not by events?” 
“This question was not raised at just any time: 1989, the fall 
of the Berlin wall, 1991, the dislocation of the USSR. From 
that point, the way Trotskyists had envisaged the fall of 
Stalinism did not correspond to reality. Apparently at least, 
even though Comrade Dominique has indicated elements 
showing that the problems were much more complex than 
that. In 1989, there was certainly, the upsurge of the masses 
that imposed the reunification of German, but as Comrade 
Schumacher said, it did not impose socialist unification of 
Germany. In 1991, the collapse of the bureaucracy apparently 
resulted in a sort of restoration of a bastard, Mafiosi 
capitalism, but that was not the political revolution snatching 
social property out of the hands of the bureaucracy. 
“So, we were invited to prepare a report for the Conference 
for the Re-proclamation of the IVth International in 1993 
which was called: ‘Has the programme of the IVth 
International been verified by events?’ and was published in 
an edition of La Verité/The Truth. The report said this: 
‘Whatever the political, national and religious forms of the 
problems facing the peoples on all continents, they converge 
at present on one question to be resolved: the deadlock of 
the system founded on private ownership of the means of 
production. Without ignoring anything of the contradictory 
tendencies which express themselves in the global situation, 
the activists and organisations that fight for the 
emancipation of the working class must, in all circumstances, 
try and decide on which of these contradictory tendencies at 
work, the working class can take support and progress on the 
route to its liberation.  For Marxists the programme is not 
dogmatic, it is a guide for action. It demands constant 
confrontation of the facts and the reality of an unceasingly, 
changing situation.  The convening of the Conference for the 
re-proclamation of the IVth International requires that the 
following question be answered: has the programme of the 
IVth International been verified by events? If the facts showed 
that it were possible to solve the big problems of humanity 
within the framework of the system of private ownership of 
the means of production, if the facts showed that productive 
forces could cease to decline and witness a new boost within 
the framework of this system, then there would have to be 

no hesitation in recognising that the programme of the IVth 
International and Marxism are not adequate, but precisely 
what are the facts?’ [...]  
“In all we have invoked here, there is one thing that was 
completely foreign to Lambert - not for psychological reasons, 
but for political reasons, because he was profoundly Marxist: 
it was the refusal of discussion.  You could go and see Lambert 
at any time and say to him: I don't agree with you; I think that 
what you wrote is wrong from A to Z … He always said: sit 
down we'll discuss it.  And we discussed it. He did that even 
with currents that had broken with us […] Nothing is more 
foreign to Marxism than the refusal of discussion.  The 
negation of discussion, is the negation of Marxism, it is 
especially the negation of Trotskyism, because our current 
paid a particularly high price for the refusal of discussion, and 
that is the negation of Pierre Lambert.  
That is what leads me to the second part of the task which 
has been confided in me, that is not to ignore that this 
commemoration of Pierre Lambert takes place a year after, 
to the day, 28 June 2015, that the ICC Political Committee 
addressed all activists, announcing the convening for the next 
day of an extraordinary meeting of the Political Committee, 
destined to suspend the rights of activists, three members of 
the Political Committee, 2IV members of the Central 
Committee.  
At the same time, on this fateful Sunday 28 June 2015, the 
locks on all the ICC offices were secretly changed.  It was the 
start of a split offensive, the most serious since the 1950-53 
split. History will tell if it was, as or more serious, in any case 
indisputably the most important:  a split which has since 
spread to the whole of the IVth International, to all the 
sections, which has been exported into the International 
Liaison Committee of Workers and Peoples, into all sorts of 
organisms, into the ICCR (International Committee against 
Repression), which has repercussions in trade unions and 
which has probably not finished. […] 
“If all this breaks out so brutally, definitively, it is not by 
chance, there is no coincidence. The famous formula is well 
known:  ‘Chance is only the measure of our ignorance’. There 
is no chance; there are profound reasons, even if we do not 
know them. 
To a certain degree what is fortuitous becomes necessary. The 
refusal to assume discussion of disagreements that were not 
about the programme, in any case in their public expression, 
this refusal necessarily indicated something else, a necessity, 
in the scientific sense of the term, i.e. there was no longer 
room, within the organisation in which we were, for this 
discussion. 
In other words, incompatibility had necessarily, become total. 
There was total contradiction between these two political 
current, incompatibility and contradiction which had 
matured over years of discussions and rows, but which, at a 
given moment, reached a stage where quantity was changed 
into quality and where, when we asked for discussion, it was 
impossible for them to assume it. [...]   
“In Autumn 2015 we wrote a text: ‘A line has been crossed’ 
adopted the 11th of October and which,, I think, has been 
perfectly verified by what happened afterwards. It stated: 
“From the moment an organisation identifies the working 
class with its organisations, with its counter revolutionary 
leaderships, it is lost for the revolution.” Because, necessarily 
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it could only implement policies subordinated to the 
apparatuses. We knew nothing of what was going to happen 
with Labour legislation or in Brazil with the business of the 
PPE vote in the CUT Congress, or the position aligned on that 
of Dilma Roussef; we did not know that the member of ILC 
from the Spanish State would demonstrate in Catalonia under 
a banner demanding the implementation of European 
directives, we knew nothing of all that, but we knew, because 
theory is pitiless from this point of view, that from the 
moment one says A, one has to say B and draw all the 
consequences.  […] 
Going back over the global implications of the results of the 
referendum in Britain, the speaker added: “There is 
something that impresses me, it is the holy terror that this 
Brexit spreads in all places, without exception. [….] “No one 
wants to say the truth, no one wants to raise the problem in 
terms of class, except the Financial Times, which effectively 
wrote: “It is the clearest class vote in Britain for decades.” 
“Yes, Comrades, two workers out of three voted “leave”: all 
the industrial regions voted “leave” and IV0% of Labour Party 
partisans, whose leaders campaigned for “Remain”, voted 
“Leave”. It is a class vote of great clarity, which raises the 

problem of the break, for Britain, but also for France and for 
all the countries of Europe. It is a class vote that raises the 
problem of the ruin of capitalism. 
He or she who is frightened of weakening the European Union 
will never get to the revolution or Socialism. And it is from this 
point that we must develop our reflexion:  yes it is the IVth 
Internationals hour.  In the four months of class struggle that 
have just taken place, thousands, perhaps tens of thousands 
of workers, of labour, union delegates, have fought, adopted 
a slogan that became that of millions: ‘Neither amendable, 
nor negotiable, withdrawal!’ What's more, many took La 
Tribune des Travailleurs, cut it up to keep the slogan and stick 
it on their banners, their posters. […] 
Tens of thousands are more than sceptical about the 
repetition of 2IV-hour action.  They are nevertheless present, 
but they are wary. Millions have taken part in action, tens of 
thousands are questioning the policy of the apparatuses and 
thousands are explicitly asking themselves questions in 
relation with La Tribune des Travailleurs, in relation with 
discussions with Trotskyist activists and with POID activists. 
Thousands are moving towards the IVth International.” 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Tribute to Leon Sedov 
Sunday 28 August 2016, continuing the 
initiative taken by the French Section of the IVth 
International every year for thirty years, 
Internationalist Communist Tendency activists 
(IVth International) and OCFRI activists from 
Africa, America, Asia and Europe will assemble 
on the tomb of Leon Sedov in Thiais cemetery, 
in the suburbs of Paris.  

They will render a tribute to Leon Sedov 
(assassinated by Stalin's agents in February 
1938 in Paris), to Leon Trotsky and to activists of 
all tendencies within the labour movement 
assassinated by Stalinism. 
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SOME LESSONS OF OUR HISTORY  

 
 
 
 
 
 
1938 : The World Youth Conference 
 

Bolshevik-Leninists  
and the Revolutionary Youth Organization 
 
 
“Open the Road to the Woman Worker!  
Open the Road to the Youth!”  
This is the way the Fourth International 
proudly concludes its programme (1).  
It is therefore no wonder that one  
of the first measures it took was aimed 
at helping young people to found  
their own revolutionary youth organization.  
It was implemented as early as 1938 at the 
World Youth Conference, where the youth de-
cided to get organized on the basis  
of a resolution and a manifesto (2)  
that defined the objectives and the means of 
fighting alongside the adult working class to 
put an end to the system  
of the private ownership of the means  
of production - a rotting system  
that was leading mankind to the disaster and 
barbarism of the Second World War. 
Long extracts from both documents  
are quoted below.  
Passages that are specifically impacted by the 
situation of 1938 have been omitted so as to 
keep only the fundamental parts of those  
founding documents. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The youth can only be won over if we express their aspi-
rations, speak their language and give them their own or-
ganization. 
 
 

ur international youth movement has just made a 
great step forward. Our World Conference – with-
out assuming the bogus majesty of the Kremlin’s 

farces (3), and without taking on the dimensions we that we 
would have wished, has seriously and sincerely studied the 
problems that are the concern of the working-class youth 
worldwide. 
To all our youth organizations, to all our youth commissions, 
to all sections of the Fourth International, we once more as-
sert, along with the programme adopted by the Conference 
of the Fourth International: only the enthusiasm and fighting 
spirit of the youth can ensure the first successes in the strug-
gle. 
Drawing extensively on the spirit of the programme adopted 
by the Founding Conference of the Fourth International [the 
Transitional Programme], it addresses all our youth organi-
zations, all our sections and says to them: the youth can only 
be won over if we express their aspirations, speak their lan-
guage, and give them their own organization. No young peo-
ple’s political parties; no academies for the young who are 
already “old”. Fighting organizations, ardent fighters, mixing 
young people in the factory, in the barracks, in the fields and 
also in entertainment, seeking to instil into every action of 
the youth a determination to fight that is latent and only 
waiting to find expression. It is that orientation that is ex-
pressed in the resolutions below, adopted to conclude de-
bate that is warm and friendly. 
Our political and organizational audacity conditions our ca-
pacity to make our international organization the focus of 
the exploited youth, marching toward a better future. For-
ward to the working-class youth! 
1. The youth organizations of the Fourth International set 
themselves the goal of building large autonomous Com-
munist youth organizations. The task of these organizations 
is to put forward the demands of young workers, the anti-
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militarist struggle, the education of Bolshevik cadre for the 
parties of the Fourth International, in order to lead the work-
ing-class youth alongside the proletariat in the struggle for 
the power of workers and peasants. 
2. Bolshevik-Leninists affirm that only a class organization 
can express the real aspirations of the working-class youth; 
against the bourgeoisie and its reformist and Stalinist lack-
eys, they proclaim not only the right but even more strongly 
the duty of the working-class youth - even more exploited 
than their elders - to take part in the struggle of the latter [...] 
3. Bolshevik-Leninists affirm that the proletarian organiza-
tion of the youth should be deeply conscious of the historic 
goals and needs of their class, which means it should be a 
Communist organization. They reject any notion of substitut-
ing an organization without principles or programmes –
 bringing young people together generally speaking – for the 
class organization of the working-class youth […]. Bolshevik-
Leninists explain to the working-class youth that neither 
loathing the executioner nor the joy of life are sufficient 
weapons in the struggle against fascism; that the latter is 
only an exacerbated form of capitalist domination, which the 
bourgeoisie is bound to resort to in the present situation of 
general crisis; that fascism can be defeated […] only by coun-
ter-posing the programme of the conquest of power by the 
proletariat to the programme of the fascist counter-revolu-
tion - in short, that it is only under the banner of the Fourth 
International that fascism can effectively be combated […]. 
4. This in no way implies that the youth organization should 
be a party of young people. The party regroups the most con-
scious and best-educated elements of the working class, who 
completely and totally adhere to the platform of the Fourth 
International. The youth organization, by contrast, while de-
ciding its actions in accordance with this programme, while 
setting itself the task of educating the working-class youth on 
the basis of this programme, only lays down, as a condition 
for membership, a broad agreement – even a completely 
sentimental one – with the goals pursued by the Fourth In-
ternational and its methods of struggle. It is the expression 
of the instinctive revolt of the working-class youth against 
overexploitation, of the peasant youth shackled to the land, 
of the intellectual youth, of the millions of disenfranchised 
unemployed young people. It expresses their enthusiastic 
adherence to the revolution. In that sense it is a larger organ-
ization than the party. 
 
The youth organization is the expression of the instinctive 
revolt of all the layers of the youth. It is the expression of 
their enthusiastic adherence to the revolution. 
However in the present situation, where the traditional lead-
erships of the working-class youth – whether reformist or 
Stalinist – strive to shackle the working-class youth to the 
bourgeoisie, where the Marxist-Leninist vanguard is still in 
small numbers, the youth organizations of the Fourth Inter-
national are not in a capacity to immediately win over the 
working-class youth. On the other hand they have to act as a 
pole of attraction for the instinctive revolt of the youth 
against class collaboration. The harrowing situation of the 
working-class youth, the increasingly large number of unem-
ployed and disenfranchised young people, account for the 
spontaneity, confusion and violence of the political currents 
that are emerging among the youth. This strengthens the 

need for an unswerving loyalty to the Bolshevik programme, 
for an in-depth Marxist education. 
But at the same time it imposes on each of our organizations 
an extremely bold organizational attitude […] It may happen, 
under such conditions, that our youth organizations will take 
different positions than those of the International. But the 
cure cannot be found in bureaucratic measures; quite the 
contrary, the more impetuous and enthusiastic the youth, 
the more initiatives they will take, the more opportunities 
they will have to educate themselves, providing that the 
leaderships of our parties show great firmness on the politi-
cal terrain and use every initiative to educate the youth in 
the school of the Marxist-Leninist programme, to forge its 
class-consciousness and weld the struggle of the working-
class youth to the overall struggle of the proletariat. 
5. The Communist youth organization is an autonomous or-
ganization. It defines its own political orientation by itself, 
both with regard to general political questions and to the 
youth’s specific demands. Rosa Luxemburg wrote that the 
working class can only learn by struggling its way up the Cal-
vary of defeats, by drawing lessons from experience. This as-
sertion, true on the historical scale for the proletariat, is even 
more relevant as regards youth: you cannot get them to as-
similate the historic lessons of a hundred years of proletarian 
struggle by reading books on working-class history. They can 
only understand the history of the class struggle through 
their own fight against exploiters. Fighting is the great in-
structor of youth. That is precisely the reason why the youth 
should be able to join the struggle in having prepared them-
selves on their own, with their ideas and illusions, but also 
with their faith and enthusiasm. They should by themselves 
determine the way they will fight in such-and-such circum-
stances even if it means that afterwards they will realize that 
their assessment of the situation was lacking and that the 
methods they had chosen were not suited for the situation. 
It is only in this way that they will be able to make use of the 
lessons from the past to understand their own mistakes. On 
this point the Fourth International can only repeat each of 
Lenin’s words: “For unless they have complete independence, 
the youth will be unable either to train good socialists from 
their midst or prepare themselves to lead socialism for-
ward."— (Works, Vol. 23). 
6. The fact that the youth organization is autonomous on no 
account means it does not call upon the party organizations 
to provide guidance and advice, so as to make the most of 
the wider theoretical knowledge and experience of the party 
activists. Which, conversely, does not mean that the task of 
theoretical education (on the one hand: training schools, re-
views, newspaper articles, on the other hand: political dis-
cussion on the problems posed to the organization) should 
be the exclusive remit of party officials. “The middle-aged 
and the aged often do not know how to approach the youth, 
for the youth must of necessity advance to socialism in a dif-
ferent way, by other paths, in other forms, in other circum-
stances than their fathers. Incidentally, that is why we must 
decidedly favour organizational independence of the Youth 
League, not only because the opportunists fear such inde-
pendence, but because of the very nature of the case.” (Lenin, 
1916). The theoretical education of the youth, just like the 
whole activity of the youth organization, must be autono-
mous; at the same time it requires great care and constant 
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scrutiny from the more experienced activists in the party. 
The fact that the youth is autonomous implies not only the 
right of criticism from the party but also the duty – for the 
party – to do so in a comradely and straightforward manner, 
each time the youth organization makes a mistake. 
7.Similarly, the youth should learn the practical organizing 
tasks, by taking control of their finances, administration, 
newspaper, etc. [...] 
8.The theoretical control, the political and organizational 
support which the party should provide for the youth […] 
aims to give advice without dictating orders, but also give 
warnings about the slightest mistake that could be made and 
about which they have been warned; activity should always 
consist of patient explanations and fraternal teaching, with 
no pontification; it should on no account be aimed at impos-
ing regimentation on the youth by means of ukases, thereby 
breaking the impetus and enthusiasm that are the best as-
sets of youth. 
9. The Youth Congress is the sovereign organ of the youth 
organization. In the event of political differences between 
the youth organization and the party, the latter should not 
bureaucratically impose its politics on the youth organiza-
tion. (…) 
 
Fighting Platform of the Working Youth (extracts) 
August 1st , 1938 
 

apitalism, whether it be authoritarian or liberal, has 
proved to be unable to bring the slightest relief to the 
misery and sufferings of working-class youth. The 

young want a job, and when (rarely enough!) it consents to 
give them one, it is only to chain them the better to a 
machine which tomorrow will stop and let them starve 
beside the very riches they have produced. The young want 
to work, to produce with their hands, to use their strength, 
and capitalism offers them the perspective of unemployment 
or of “the execution of work in conditions other than the 
normal conditions of production”, according to the excellent 
hypocritical definition of labour camps by the League of 
Nations, or of armament production, which engenders 
destruction. The young want to learn, and the way to culture 
is barred to them. The young want to live, and the only future 
offered them is that of dying of hunger or in a new imperialist 
war. The young want to create a new world, and they are 
permitted only to maintain or to consolidate a rotting world 
that is falling to pieces. The young want to know what 
tomorrow will be, and capitalism’s only reply to them is: 
“Today you’ve got to tighten your belt another notch; 
tomorrow, we’ll see… In any case, perhaps you’re not going 
to have any tomorrow.” 
 
Give Youth a Future, Give the World a Future 
That is why youth will rally under the flag of those who bring 
it a future. Only the Fourth International, because it 
represents the historical interests of the only class which can 
reorganize the world upon new bases; only the Bolshevik-
Leninists can promise youth a future in which it can put its 
abilities to full use. Only they can say to the youth: “Together 
with you, we want to make a new world, where everyone 
works and is proud to work well, to know their job down to 
the smallest details; a world where everyone will eat 

according to their hunger, for production will be regulated 
according to the needs of the workers and not those of profit; 
a world where one must constantly learn, in order the better 
to subordinate the forces of nature to the will of man; a world 
where, by ceaselessly extending the domain of the 
application of science, humanity’s theoretic knowledge will 
be daily increased; a new world, a new man who can make 
real all the hopes and powers you bear within you”. It is under 
the banner of a new world and a new humanity that the 
Fourth International and its youth organizations must go on 
to win the working-class youth; it is under that banner that 
they will win that youth. 
The promise of a better future would be only demagogy if the 
Bolshevik-Leninists were not fighting for an immediate 
improvement in the situation of working-class youth, if they 
were not formulating youth’s immediate demands, if they 
were not spreading word of the necessity for working-class 
youth to fight by class struggle methods for the satisfaction 
of these demands, and if, through this struggle and on the 
basis of the experience gained therein, they were not 
demonstrating to exploited youth that its demands could be 
finally satisfied only by establishing the dictatorship of the 
proletariat, that the struggle for these demands must be 
transformed into a struggle for power by means of a struggle 
for the control and management of the economic system. […] 
 
All Together for the Struggle! 
In order to take the defence of their demands into their own 
hands, the young workers should have the right to choose 
their own delegates, whose task is above all to draw the 
attention of the adult delegates and of the workers in general 
to youth’s specific demands, to tie up the struggle for these 
particular demands with the struggle for the general 
demands of the working class. […] 
 
We Want a Trade! 
In the fight against unemployment the slogans “Raise the 
school age”, “Organize apprenticeship”, make sense only to 
the extent that the weight of this must be borne not by the 
working class but by the big capitalists. Hence the Bolshevik-
Leninists owe it to themselves to formulate the demands of 
working-class youth in this field as follows: 

- Prolongation of the school age to 16, with a grant for family 
support in working class and small farmer families. 
- Reorganization of the school in co-operation with the 
factory: the school should prepare children for life and work; 
it should weld the youth to the older generations; hence the 
demand for control by workers’ organizations over technical 
education. 
- Reduction of the period of apprenticeship to a maximum of 
two years. 
- Forbidding of all work not connected with the actual 
apprenticeship. […] 
- Choosing of the instructors by the labour unions. 
- Control of these schools by a mixed commission of workers’ 
delegates and delegates of the apprentices themselves. 
 
We Demand Our Right to Live! 
The task of saving the unemployed youth from misery, 
despair, and fascist demagogy, of working them back into 
production and thereby binding them closely to the working 
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class, is a vital task for the future of the proletariat. 
Revolutionaries must struggle to force capitalism: 
- to undertake to work the unemployed youth back into 
production through the organization of technical education 
and guidance;  
- to provide youth, which it is throwing into misery, with the 
wherewithal to live. 
Hence the Bolshevik-Leninists put forward the following 
demands: 
- Unemployment benefits on the adult scale for all young 
unemployed, manual or intellectual, immediately upon their 
finishing school; 
- Forcing the big bosses to open technical re-education 
centres under workers’ control; 
- Technical re-education organized according to the needs of 
production, under the general control of the trade unions 
and the congresses of workers’ delegates; 
- Reopening of the shut-down factories; 
- Commencement of large-scale public works (hospitals, 
schools, low-rent housing projects, sports fields, stadiums, 
swimming pools, electric power stations), paid at trade union 
scales and under workers’ control from top to bottom. 
 
For Our Brothers on the Farms!  
The misery of the farm youth is no less than that of the 
industrial youth. For farm youth the Bolshevik-Leninists 
formulate the following general demands: 
- Strict application of all the above-named laws and social 
measures in the country just as in the city; 
- Particularly strict application of the principle: “Equal pay for 
equal work”; 
- District organization of technical education at the expense 
of the big finance capital farm owners; 
- Cheap credit for small-scale farmers, and especially for 
small-scale farmers with family responsibilities. 
 
For Our Women Comrades 
Young female workers in factories or farms are the most 
exploited part of all working youth. The youth organizations 
of the Fourth International must draw particular attention 
to the following demands:  
- Strict application of the principle “Equal pay for equal 
work!”; 
- An extra day off per month; 
- The right to voluntary maternity; 
- A six-month leave of absence for maternity; 
- Maternity grants for young mothers.(…) 
 
Open the Schools and Universities! 
(…) Open the schools and universities to all the young who 
are willing to study. Free education and support for workers’ 
and farmers’ sons and daughters.  
 
Bread, Books, and Civil Rights for Coolies! (4) 
In colonial and semi-colonial countries [today they would 
include the remnants of the French colonial Empire: 
Guadeloupe, Martinique, Réunion, Guiana…], working youth 
are the victims of a double exploitation, capitalist and 
patriarchal. In these, and in imperialist countries, the defence 
of the demands of the young colonial workers and peasants 

is the first duty in the fight against imperialism. This fight is 
carried on around the general slogan: same rights for colonial 
youth as for the youth of the imperialist mother country. […] 
Full political rights to young people! 
The bourgeoisie recognizes the right for the working youth to 
be exploited; but refuses it the right to have anything to say 
about that exploitation, and deprives it of all political rights. 
In certain countries it even forbids youth under eighteen to 
have any political activity whatever. The working class replies 
to these measures by saying: “Whoever has the right to be 
exploited has also the right to struggle against the system 
which exploits them. Full political rights to young workers and 
peasants!” 
- The right to vote beginning at 18, just as much in legislative 
and municipal elections as in the election of delegates. 
- Abolition of special laws forbidding youth to engage in 
political activity. 
 
We Demand Our Right to Happiness! 
Working-class youth’s need for relaxation is used by the 
bourgeoisie either to stupefy it or submit it to an even tighter 
discipline. The duty of the working class is to help create a 
youth that is strong and capable of throwing all its physical 
and mental strength into the fight against capitalism; to help 
it use what leisure capitalism gives it in order to learn to 
understand the world better, in order to be better able to 
change it. […] 
 
The Revolutionary Programme 
The struggle for these demands cannot be separated from the 
struggle for the demands of workers as a whole, both 
employed and unemployed. The final elimination of 
unemployment among the youth is closely linked to the 
elimination of unemployment in general. […] The struggle to 
wrest from capitalism those reforms which aim at developing 
the class consciousness of the working youth is closely linked 
with the struggle for workers’ control of industry and for 
factory committees. The struggle for public works is closely 
linked with the fight for the expropriation of monopolies, for 
the nationalization of credit, banks, and key industries. The 
struggle to smash back all efforts to militarize the youth is 
closely linked with the struggle against the development of 
authoritarian state tendencies and against fascism, with the 
struggle for the organization of workers’ militias. It is within 
the framework of the Transitional Programme of the Fourth 
International that the present programme should be 
developed and applied. It is under the banner of the 
proletariat fighting for power that the Fourth International 
will win the demands of exploited youth. […] 

 
_____________________________ 
(1) The “Transitional Programme” adopted by the delegates who met in Sep-
tember 1938 at the Founding Conference of the Fourth International. 
(2) And also statutes that in particular defined it as an independent organi-
zation of the youth for revolution. 
(3) Those caricatures of “Youth Conferences”, with festivals and marches on 
the Red Square, bringing together under different names an array of bud-
ding bureaucrats and sixty-year-olds in charge of policing the ranks of the 
young, which Stalin and his successors dared to offer the youth. 
(4) A word referring to workers from Asia, especially from India and China. 
By extension, the word highlights the miserable conditions of immigrant 
workers submitted to capitalist exploitation and colonial oppression. 
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