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Editorial notes 

 
uman civilisation is threatened by capitalist barba-
rism. On the eve of the US presidential elections, 
the Chief of Staff of the US Army has threatened 
that “the next 25 years will not be like the last. (…) 

It seems likely that all forms of warfare will grow faster, 
deadlier and more ambiguous while expanding into new 
physical and virtual domains.” (1) He added that “war be-
tween nation states at some point in the future is almost 
guaranteed”, and declared to “the enemies of America” that 
“the United States military (…) will stop you and beat you 
harder than you’ve ever been beaten before (…) and we will 
destroy any enemy anywhere, any time.” (2)  

On 18, 19 and 20 November, around 300 activists of all 
political tendencies of the labour movement from every 
continent will be meeting in Mumbai (India) in the World 
Conference Against War, Exploitation and Precarious La-
bour, at the initiative of representatives of the Indian labour 
movement and a broad International Preparatory Commit-
tee. (3) 
Unquestionably, this Conference will constitute a leverage-
point against the development of imperialist wars. A lever-
age-point for defending the independence of the working-
class organisations, beginning with the trade union organi-
sations, which are being called upon in every corner of the 
world to become incorporated into the institutions of capi-
tal, the State and their “free trade agreements”, and to 
transform themselves into instruments for implementing 
counter-reforms, failing which they would face repression. 
In short, a leverage-point for reaffirming the burning rele-
vance today of the old slogan of the International Work-
ingmen’s Association (the First International): “Proletarians 
of all countries, unite!”  

Since the appeal for the Mumbai Conference was launched 
in December 2015 by Indian labour representatives, the 
organisations grouped in the Organising Committee for the 
Reconstitution of the Fourth International (OCRFI) (4) have 
put every effort into the battle to ensure its success, work-
ing alongside all those who identify with the aims of the 
Conference.  

Alongside activists who necessarily have followed different 
political paths and have different experiences compared to 
those of the Trotskyist militant activists of the OCRFI. 

Our programme points out that the aim of the Fourth Inter-
national “lies not in reforming capitalism but in its over-
throw”, because “without a socialist revolution, in the next 
historical period at that, a catastrophe threatens the whole 
culture of mankind.”  

And yet, we know that it is not enough to simply declare the 
relevance of that programme for the world party of socialist 
revolution to be built. We know that within the deep crisis 
of the labour movement, the forces that are seeking to take 

action to reconstitute a genuine framework founded on 
internationalism will not be able to achieve this without 
starting from the method of workers’ democracy, from free 
discussion of different points of view. 

This is why, at a time when the working class is fighting on 
the defensive in the face of the capitalists’ attacks and is 
seeking to protect its gains and its organisations, the Trot-
skyist militant activists of the OCRFI are an active part of 
every fight by the working class, even for the most modest 
of demands. 

Obviously, they are an active part of the struggle of the 
trade union organisations. They defend the independence 
of those organisations against any attempt by the State and 
the imperialist institutions to co-opt and destroy them (in-
cluding when those attempts are relayed at the highest 
levels of the trade union organisations).  

In a world situation marked by the spread of imperialist 
wars, the Trotskyist militant activists of the OCRFI have no 
interests separate from those of the working class, which 
desires peace between nations and opposes the dismantling 
of nations, because it is an international working class. They 
are an active part of the struggle – on the basis of the 
broadest possible unity – against the imperialist wars, i.e. of 
the struggle against the governments of the big imperialist 
powers, the warmongers. “The main enemy of the working 
class is in our own country, it is our own government”, as 
Lenin and Karl Liebknecht declared 100 years ago, in the 
midst of the carnage of the First Imperialist War and against 
the degeneration of social-democracy.  

It is a fact: the international labour movement is in pro-
found crisis, one that has deepened over the last 25 years  

with the collapse of the USSR. On every continent, we see a 
number of representatives of the parties of the Socialist 
International, of the former Communist Parties (previously 
linked to Moscow or Beijing) and of the national liberation 
movements, being involved in carrying out a policy that is 
contrary to the interests of the workers and peoples. In 
Europe in recent months, have we not seen how forces 
claiming to be of the “radical left”, like the Tsipras govern-
ment in Greece, have submitted to the diktats of the Euro-
pean Union and the IMF after having criticised the conse-
quences of doing so?  

On another level, within the big organisations of the labour 
movement we sometimes hear the argument that there is 
supposedly no other choice but to go along with the anti-
labour programmes, that the workers should give up their 
demands, should give up defending their own interests. 

The attitude towards the imperialist wars is a striking illus-
tration of this crisis of leadership. At a time when wars are 
raging against the peoples in Africa, the Middle East and in 
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Asia, accompanied by a “domestic war” against the workers 
of the main imperialist countries in Europe and America, it 
is noticeable that at the highest levels of the traditional big 
labour organisations, silence prevails when the workers 
would be entitled to expect a policy of resolute opposition 
to imperialist wars. 

Because the deep crisis of the international labour move-
ment has seen several leaders – especially since the col-
lapse of the USSR – rally openly around the capitalist sys-
tem, which they present as an “impassable horizon” that at 
best in their opinion could be made more humane and 
bearable. 

And yet, on the eve of the 100th anniversary of the October 
1917 Revolution, is it not true, now more than was the case 
100 years ago, that the survival of the system of private 
ownership of the means of production results in terrible 
suffering for the overwhelming majority of the world’s sev-
en billion human beings? And does this not pose even more 
sharply the need to break with that system, i.e. the need to 
expropriate capital?  

Without doubt, for the bourgeoisie, its ideologues and its 
communication channels, this anniversary will give the 
opportunity for an outpouring of hate against Bolshevism 
and October 1917. Helped on occasion by repentant Stalin-
ists, they will claim that the degeneration of the USSR was 
contained in the policy of the Bolshevik Party of Lenin and 
Trotsky, which for us remains the greatest revolutionary 
party in history. 

Others, acting in a more subtle way, will pretend to com-
memorate the event while insisting that “times have 
changed” and that October 1917 relates to historic condi-
tions that no longer exist. Clearly, anybody has the right to 
draw those conclusions, but as far as we are concerned, we 
will not go down that path. Because we think more than 
ever that the future of human civilisation demands a break  

with the system of private ownership and a fight for social-
ism, and that, as declared in its time by the First Interna-
tional, “to conquer political power has, therefore, become 
the great duty of the working classes.” (5)   

This issue of The Internationale contains several documents 
devoted to the struggle for the Black Republic in Azania 

(South Africa) and Zimbabwe, and to the Black question in 
the United States. In recent months, the mobilisation of the 
Black students in Azania (South Africa) has shaken to its 
foundations the institutional edifice of the Kempton Park 
Agreements, and immediately poses the issue of power for 
the Black majority. In the United States, through the upris-
ing by the Black population against institutional racism, the 
issue posed is that of an independent Black political organi-
sation, which is a condition for the possibility of progressing 
towards a genuine political representation for the working 
class.  

Two vastly different situations that call for reflection. The 
Marxist theory of permanent revolution, which demon-
strates that in the imperialist epoch the democratic and 
national tasks can only be carried out by the proletariat, has 
once again been confirmed. This is another aspect of the 
legacy and the relevance today of October 1917. 

Over the course of 2017, The Internationale will re-examine 
the relevance today of October 1917 and that legacy by 
which we stand, in order to help the working class and the 
younger generations put an end to capitalist barbarism. 

The Internationale 
1 November 2016 

_____________________ 
(1) General Mark A. Milley, “Changing Nature of War Won’t 
Change our Purpose”, 4 October 2016. 
(2) Speech given at the 2016 AUSA Dwight D. Eisenhower Lunch-
eon, 4 October 2016. 
(3) An appeal launched as part of the continuity of 25 years of 
struggle by the International Liaison Committee of the Workers 
and Peoples (ILC). The ILC was constituted in January 1991 in 
Barcelona (Spain) on the basis of a Manifesto Against War and 
Exploitation, on the eve of the collapse of the Soviet Union – as 
the Stalinist bureaucracy fully lived up to its “restorationist” nature 
– and the first war of extermination against the Iraqi people. 
(4) The Fourth International was founded by Leon Trotsky in 1938, 
then reproclaimed in 1993 after years of struggle for its recon-
struction, with the particular contribution of Comrade Pierre Lam-
bert.  
(5) Inaugural Address of the International Working Men’s Associa-
tion, October 1864. 
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DOSSIER  

 
Azania, Zimbabwe:  

 

The Relevance of Permanent Revolution 
 
This fourth issue of The	Internationale is publishing 
documents devoted to the relevance of the 
permanent revolution in Azania (South Africa) and 
Zimbabwe. You will notably find: “The	crisis	in	the	
historical	movement	for	liberation	in	Azania” 
(September 2016); a text published by the 
comrades who, in liaison with the OCRFI, put out 
the Black	Republic-Azanian	Newsletter; a text by 
written by Trotsky in April 1935 as part of the 
discussions with the partisans of the International 
Communist League (Bolshevik-Leninists); a 
contribution on “The	Question	of	Land	Reform	and	
the	Imperialist	Sanctions” sent to us by OCRFI 
sympathisers in Zimbabwe;  
and a historical timeline. 

 
By Artiom 

 

he recent developments in South Africa and 
particularly the uprising of the black student youth 
in the wake of the document Black Republic, have 

but confirmed the fact that the spectre of permanent 
revolution haunts the class struggle in Azania, after the 
Marikana “turning point” (the massacre of the striking black 
miners on 16 August 2012, a massacre perpetrated by the 
police of the “tripartite” South African government of the 
ANC, the South African PC and the leadership of the COSATU 
trade union).  This is happening in a context where the crisis 
of the regime of private ownership of the means of 
production is violently hitting the so-called “emerging 
economies” such as the BRICS (1) (Brazil, Russia, India, 
China and South Africa) who have not been spared by 
imperialism’s decay. 
 

“The 4th International’s main accusation…” 
The main accusation that the 4th International has made 
against the traditional organizations of the proletariat is that 
they refuse to break with the semi-corpse of bourgeois 
politics” says the Programme of the 4th International. In 
Azania, the main accusation that needs to be made against 
the leadership of the ANC and the South African Communist 
Party is their obstinate refusal to break with the semi-corpse 
of the colonial domination. It is to have signed, along with 
the representatives of the dying Apartheid regime, under 
the auspices of the imperialist “international community”, 

the Kempton Park agreements (1994) that sanctified the 
maintaining of the white minority’s hold on industry and 
land. But this demand for a break has today risen up out of 
the very mobilizing of the black students. It is a mobilization 
that was provoked by the 19 September announcing of an 
8% increase in this year’s university tuition fees. That 
increase would mean the exclustion of hundreds of 
thousand of black students from university education. The 
announcement was made by a minister who is the general 
secretary of the Communist Party, who sent the police to 
open fire with rubber bullets against the students. Like 
yesterday in Marikana, those who refuse to break with the 
interests of the white minority, with imperialism and private 
property, have been led to playing the role of hangmen of 
the working class and the youth (and, here in Azania, of the 
black majority). 

 
The demand for breaking with the framework  
imposed in 1994 
But the demand for breaking with the framework that was 
inherited in 1994 has now sprung from this same black 
students’ movement. They have not only demanded a 
reduction in university tuition (“fees must fall!”) but also 
that higher education must be free for all. On 11 October, 
on a Johannesburg campus, the slogan “Blade, we know 
that you betrayed us in 1994!” suddenly burst out - accusing 
the whole structure of the Kempton Park agreements. 

For the activists of the OCRFI, these extremely important 
developments in the class struggle, which are a particular 
expression of the global confrontation between capital and 
labour, emphasize the relevance of the permanent 
revolution.  

“With regard to countries with a belated bourgeois 
development,” wrote Trotsky in The Permanent Revolution, 
“and especially in the colonial and semi-colonial countries, 
the theory of the permanent revolution signifies that the 
complete and genuine solution of their tasks of achieving 
democracy and national emancipation is conceivable only 
through the dictatorship of the proletariat as the leader of 
the subjugated nation, above all of its peasant masses. Not 
only the agrarian, but also the national question assigns to 
the peasantry – the overwhelming majority of the 
population in backward countries – an exceptional place in 
the democratic revolution. Without an alliance of the 
proletariat with the peasantry the tasks of the democratic 
revolution cannot be solved, nor even seriously posed”. (2) 

T
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In South Africa, Democracy means the black majority’s 
having the right to lead 
In South Africa, achieving democracy means achieving the 
right of the black majority to lead, by establishing a Black 
Republic. But there can be no sovereignty of the black 
majority with sovereignty over their lands, 70% of which 
have continued to belong to the white farmers who are 
descendants of settlers. Thus the significance of the 
contribution by the comrades from Zimbabwe, who are a 
hundred times right to assert that the only reason for the 
imperialist sanctions that have hit that African nation of six 
million inhabitants was the agrarian Chimurenga 
(revolution) of the early 2000s, triggered by the mass of 
black peasants, pushing the government to expropriate the 
white farmers, and thereby taking a step forward on the 
path to breaking with imperialism. 
Achieving democracy, i.e. imposing the law of the black 
majority in Azania, means raising the problem of 
nationalizing the mines, expropriating the big multinationals 
and, more generally, wresting the collective appropriation of 
the means of production, in order to give work to the black 
youth, 70% of whom are condemned to unemployment. It 
means breaking with the debt of the apartheid regime 
(reimbursed and paid off in full since 1994), and replacing 
that with the establishment of genuine free public services, 
hospitals, schools and universities. 
In other words, achieving democracy and constituting the 
Azanian nation, means breaking the yoke of the Kempton 
Park Agreements and their “property clause” (which 
guarantees that right to ownership of property as it was 
established under the apartheid regime may never be 
altered), and raising in fact all the questions of the socialist 
revolution, thus the central control of the black working 
class in the establishing of democracy (the Black Republic).  
 
Decomposition and recomposition 
South Africa, marching towards the opening of a 
revolutionary crisis, has, since Marikana, been through the 
depths of the process of decomposition and re-composition 
– as much in the organized labour movement as in the 
movement for national liberation. The crisis that is ripping 
apart the corrupt summits of the ANC and SACP is not new. 
It was already present in Julius Malema’s breaking with 
them, and the founding of the Economic Freedom Fighters 
party, whose electoral break-through these past three years 
can only be explained by the demands - for the 
expropriation of the white farmers and the nationalisation 
of the mines – that the EEF has been putting forward, 
making them the third power in the Parliament, just behind 
the ANC, and the latest avatar of party of the white 
bourgeoisie, the Democratic Alliance. 
But it is in the trade union movement that the most forceful 
tendencies for recomposition have been expressed. The 
collapse of the miners’ union, the NUM – whose founder 
and also shareholder in the Lonmin mining company, Cyril 
Ramaphosa, was directly involved in the bloody repression 
of 2012 - was the first blow to the trade union that had 
historically been led by the Communist Party and the ANC: 
the COSATU. Then came the exclusion by the COSATU 
leadership of the metalworkers’ union, the NUMSA (300,000 
members), followed by the exclusion of the confederation’s 

former secretary Zwelinzima Vavi. The NUMSA and tens of 
trade unions that disaffiliated from the COSATU are today 
raising the question of creating a new confederation that is 
to be “militant” and “independent from a government that 
opens fire on students and miners because it accepts the 
yoke of the Kempton Park Agreements”. The fact that, today, 
the NUMSA, Vavi and other leaders who are seeking to go 
forward towards this new federation have taken the 
position of supporting the student demands, against 
repression, is a central issue (3). 
 
The meaning of the process for the dissolving of the SOPA 
On the other had, other processes are developing in the 
sense of decomposition. Thus, the document published by 
Black Republic is right when it warns against the coming 
merger of the SOPA, the AZAPO and the BCP, which is 
claimed to be aimed at re-constituting Steve Biko’s Black 
Consciousness Movement. The BCM and Steve Biko played 
an eminently revolutionary role against the politics of 
“peaceful co-existence” with the white majority, as pushed 
by the Kremlin bureaucracy. The 1955 Freedom Charter, 
held up and waved by the Stalinist and the leadership of the 
ANC allied to a faction of the “liberal” English-speaking 
bourgeoisie, claimed that South Africa was the country of 
“all the peoples”, and implicitly recognized the legitimacy of 
the privileged white minority. The BCM and Steve Biko 
opposed this counter-revolutionary policy and fought for a 
single Azanian nation, a Black Republic. But the eminently 
progressive character of the BCM was at the same time 
limited by its incomprehension of the central place of the 
black proletariat in the fight for democracy and national 
liberation in the era of imperialism (permanent revolution). 
It was precisely in order to go forward in helping the 
building of a black proletariat into a revolutionary party that 
a fraction of the AZAPO (who had followed Steve Biko) 
broke with the latter in 1998, to create the Socialist Party of 
Azania (the SOPA). The SOPA, which the militants of the 4th 
International were at the time entirely for — whereas the 
leadership of the AZAPO accepted to cooperate with the 
ANC government, implementing its policies and even 
participating directly in them. Whereas today the reasons 
for the 1998 break are more than ever on the agenda, the 
SOPA and the AZAPO have engaged in a process of 
“merging”. This process is being backed – without publicly 
saying so – by the “Correspondence Committee”, to whom 
the leaders of the SOPA (which is now but the shadow of its 
former self) have sworn allegiance.  
But what will be born of this merger will have nothing to do 
with Steve Biko’s movement forty years ago, when he led 
the revolutionary uprising of the black youth in Soweto, in 
June 1976. The “new BCM” is but the dissolving of the SOPA 
into an AZAPO that is led by Itumeleng Mosala, who was the 
representative of the U.S. Chamber of Commerce in South 
Africa. It is an AZAPO whose MP to the Parliament, Jake 
Diboko, voted for the ANC government’s budget in June 
2013 (barely a year after the Marikana massacre). And it is 
under the leadership of these defenders of the tripartite 
government that the “Correspondence Committee” is 
preparing to liquidate the SOPA, that is to say 18 years of 
Trotskyist struggles for the revolutionary black workers 
party in South Africa! What is to come out of this merger-
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liquidation of the SOPA will only result in the creation of a 
kind of inertia of the tripartite government, at a time where 
the bosses of the major multinationals, particularly the 
mines, who are meeting on October 6 in Johannesburg, are 
fretting over Zuma’s ability for holding up against the 
masses. 
Decomposition, re-compostion in the labour movement and 
eruption of the young generations, these are the marks of a 
situation that is evolving towards the opening of a 
revolutionary crisis. The documents provided by the 
comrades from Azania and Zimbabwe will help, we have no 
doubt, in the necessary regrouping of the vanguard. We will 
continue to report on this to our readers of The 
Internationale. 

 

21 October 2016 
  

(1) The BRICS is a “catch-all” category invented by the bourgeois 
economists to include acountries dominated by imperialism (India and 
Brazil) and a “bureaucratically deformed labour state” (China), an 
imperialist enclave (South Africa) and a state in which the major part of the 
gains of the October Revolutions have been liquidated (Russia).   

(2) It is not by chance that if 25 years after the fall of the counter-
revolutionary bureaucracy of the Kremlin, the traitorous leaderships of the 
Communist Party of South Africa, as well as the ANC, have continued to use 
the wording of « the permanent revolution », that is to say the so-called 
« revolution by stages » that Stalin and the rising bureaucracy used 90 
years ago to give us the opposing but also rising Marxist theory of 
permanent revolutions 

(3) In the same way, in the preparing of the Mumbai Conference against 
War, Exploitation and Precarious Labour (18 – 19 – 20 November 2016) and 
at the call of one of its initiators, comrade Nambiath Vasudevan, the fact 
that a great many trade union organizations have taken positions against 
the repression of South African students in Afghanistan, Belgium, Brazil, the 
United States, France, the United Kingdom, Guinea-Bissau, Hungary, India, 

Mauritius, Romania, Russia, Ukraine, etc., is of major importance. 

 
 

Azania 

South Africa 
 

A Document to Open the Discussion 

The Crisis of the Historic 

Liberation Movement in Azania 
 

Black Republic 
Newsletter of Azania published  
by the supporters  
of the Organising Committee  
for the Reconstitution  
of the Fourth International (OCRFI), 
Issue n°1, October 2016 

 
 

he process of class struggle in Azania takes place in 
the general framework of world class struggle, and 
cannot be isolated from it. These processes in our 

ccountry are a particular expression of the world unity of 
the class struggle between exploiters and exploited, that is 
the very base of the historical fight of the working class to 
constitute itself in a political party, the Workers’ Interna-
tional.  
Whereas at face value the liberation struggles in South 
Africa took a different form from other liberation struggles 
in Africa, and also the fact that it took a much longer period 
than those of other countries in Africa, the reality is that it 
followed the route carved or taken by its predecessors.  

There are common aspects that need to be pointed out. 
Most struggles against colonialism in Africa were character-
ized by periods of intense mobilization, identification of 
leaders both by internal and external forces, the forging of 
alliances and support groups and finally betrayal of the 
people and their struggles at negotiation tables of the 
world. This format with some variance was true in Kenya, 
Zimbabwe and most recently Azania/South Africa. 
The period, most particularly after the 1976 student upris-
ing was marked by intense mobilization of students, youth 
in general and workers in trade unions. The Apartheid re-
gime also acknowledged how old methods of Apartheid rule 
were becoming unworkable and appealed most particularly 
to western imperialism to help defend the last bastion of 
white rule in Africa.  
The west were not the only ones to oblige, because on the 
supposed opposite side the betraying Stalinist bureaucracy 
of the then Soviet Union, rather than support a thorough-
going struggle of youth and workers, also advised their main 
allies in the form of the ANC (1) and the SACP to enter into 
negotiations with the Apartheid regime in conditions that 
were not favourable to the people of South Africa as the 
balance of power had not been sufficiently altered.  

T
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By 1989 the Soviet Union was already open-
ly saying it was not possible to win in any 
way the liberation struggles in South Africa 
except through negotiations. Just like in 
Kenya, the Mau-Mau and the people of 
Kenya were told not to go any further, the 
same in Zimbabwe, the seemingly victorious 
ZANLA (2) and ZIPRA (3) forces were told to 
close shop and confine themselves to the 
bases. In the process the key issue of their 
liberation struggle, which was land, was 
compromised and the aspirations of the 
people of Zimbabwe were betrayed in the form of ‘FREE-
DOM WITHOUT LAND.’ It was a similar solution that was 
prescribed for South Africa by western imperialism and the 
betraying Stalinist apparatus. 
The politics of the Stalinist apparatus was based on the so-
called “peaceful coexistence” with imperialism (i.e. Krem-
lin’s bureaucracy renouncement to world revolution, on 
behalf of so-called theory of “socialism in one single state”), 
and its particular expression in South Africa was the fight 
(with the same brutal methods it used against revolutionar-
ies all over the world) against the revolutionary movement 
of the black working class to establish black majority rule. 
The character of the struggle in South Africa was substan-
tially different because of the presence of a strong industri-
al work force that was already organized into unions and 
understood their struggle being for Socialism. More espe-
cially because the struggle in South Africa was being per-
ceived as being a struggle against private ownership of the 
means of production and also being for the reconquest of 
all the wealth and land. The search for credible leaders in 
the context of the overall plan yielded men like Jomo Ken-
yatta in Kenya, to a large extent Nkomo in Zimbabwe and 
most definitely Mandela in South Africa. The rest is history, 
and in all these countries a deformed ‘freedom/liberation/ 
democracy’ was born. 
In South Africa the Kempton Park CODESA (4) agreements 
completed the betrayal of the struggle of Black people. The 
fight for Black majority rule in a Black Republic went up in 
smoke as the Mandela negotiators settled for far less than 
what the people expected.  
They conceded the right of creating completely new gov-
ernment under new conditions but chose succession of the 
Apartheid regime governments — except under a manage-
ment that was not totally of white people in the name of 
‘non racialism’. The political and economic implication of 
such a move was devastating, as the ‘Property Clause’ se-
cured for white people all the land and the wealth and in 
this way preserved white privilege and posi-
tion. As if that was not enough, the laws 
which have been the bulwark of Apartheid 
rule were not repealed except in a cosmetic 
sense. This has resulted in the inability of the 
new government to prosecute Apartheid 
murder squads who roam freely and continue 
to enjoy the privilege of being white. The 
CODESA agreements also secured a commit-
ment for the Apartheid regime that the debts secured to 
uplift white living standards and strengthen Apartheid secu-
rity apparatus will be paid by the incoming new ‘democrat-

ic’ administration. This was the extent of the 
betrayal. Black people as they came back 
from CODESA with nothing else but an impo-
tent vote together with its traveling mate 
‘democracy’. The question remains: what 
democracy and whose democracy? We all 
know democracy is class rule. 
When we speak about “democracy”, we 
speak about the forms of democracy, that is 
in our country the rule of the majority, the 
black majority rule, the Black republic. But 
when we speak about “democracy”, we also 

speak about the social content of democracy: they won’t be 
any black majority rule without the appropriation of the 
land by the black majority, without the appropriation of the 
natural resource and the means of production by the black 
majority.  
All the parties that participated in the Kempton Park 
framework did so with the full awareness of betraying the 
aspirations of Black people. Black people emerged from the 
Kempton Park CODESA AGREEMENTS holding the shorter 
end of the stick. The first elections, which were more about 
the removal of institutionalized Apartheid, did very little to 
challenge or remove the institutions and even the basic 
framework of Apartheid rule. It only democratized the sta-
tus quo. 
Azania/ South Africa celebrates 19 years of ‘democracy’ this 
year – meaning 22 years since ‘the victory of the majority 
Black people over minority white rule.’ What were the main 
issues of the liberation struggle? Black people were denied 
all forms of freedom, they were dispossessed of their land, 
robbed of all the wealth and like beasts of burden turned 
into an ever-present pool of cheap and unrequited labour 
with no legal rights, trade unions or any form of possible 
recourse. Simply put, they had been turned into slaves in 
the country of their birth. South Africa became the last and 
strongest outpost of white colonial rule. The British having 
through deliberate ‘sleight of hand’ ceded political power to 
a white minority of Europeans descent who for many years 
proudly called themselves ‘Europeans’ and referred to the 
indigenous majority people as ‘Non Europeans.’ The situa-
tion in South Africa was made worse by the tacit approval 
and endorsement of the Apartheid regime by western coun-
tries like France, Britain and the United States of America 
who had full diplomatic ties with the regime and always 
bailing it out of its woes. 
The struggle in South Africa, therefore, was aimed at revers-
ing that status quo and creating conditions where Black 
people, who are the majority, will assume full and unre-

stricted political and economic rule, own the 
land and the wealth and also, determine the 
direction where the country would go, that 
is in short, the right to national self-
determination. However, it appears in all 
intents and purposes, for things to have 
gone terribly wrong, except for the franchise 
– the right to vote and to claim ‘democracy.’ 
Black people have nothing to show on for 

their pains and efforts. Like in all other former colonies, 
Black people have not gained or recovered their stolen 
lands, they continue not to have access and control to their 

There will not 
be Black majori-
ty rule unless  
the Black ma-
jority become  
the owners of  
the land  

Blacks had been 
turned into slaves 
in the country  
of their birth 
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wealth except a few who have been invited to the ‘dinner 
table’ by the former white capitalist oligarchy. The new 
‘democracy’ has indeed afforded the beneficiaries of the old 
Apartheid system even more secure freedom. 
The implosions of the historical liberation movement post 
1994 is starting to show signs of inevitability where we see 
the liberation movement embroiled with leadership crisis 
and dislocation to the working class struggle. In the past 
two decades after 1994 in Azania many attempts by the 
imperialist forces to silence the voice of the working class, 
have born some fruits judging from the current status of the 
liberation movement organisations namely AZAPO (5), ANC, 
PAC (6) and all formations which split from them.  
We cannot make a mistake of ignoring the great contribu-
tion of the historical liberation movement 
or also make a mistake in deeming them as 
irrelevant. However it is a visible fact that 
the historical movement is in deeper lead-
ership crisis with internal divisions that have 
held the struggle hostage and diverted all 
focus to internal crisis rather than the big-
ger political objective of the of the working 
class struggle. These divisions cannot only 
be certified as petty on their weight and 
merit since there are those that are political 
divisions backed by an obligation of revolu-
tionary principles. A reckless bureaucratic 
application of democratic centralism by the 
liberation movement has created cabals 
and cliques within the liberation movement 
to a deeper degeneration that has confused 
leadership with power resulting to fatal 
power struggles which have reduced the real platforms to 
find an antidote to the suffering of the black working class 
into paddlers and pushers of the grinding wheel of exploita-
tion and poverty.  
The ANC cannot be gauged at the same scale with AZAPO 
and the PAC on the basis that they have become a thesis 
post 1994 after their compromised negotiations with the 
Nationalist Party government, which ushered the post 1994 
political dispensation in Azania. That came with the ANC’s 
inheritance of power from the National Party, where we 
saw the government of national unity prevailing.  
At first we must also note the nature of the crisis that exist-
ed in the ANC during the liberation struggle - as history 
reminds us of the crisis which engulfed the ANC as an or-
ganisation and its military wing with that of the current 
alliance partner in a form of the South African Communist 
Party [SACP], this was witnessed through the internal power 
struggles that existed as early as 1948 and leading to the 
50s split that gave birth to the formation of the Pan African-
ist Congress; its basis for leaving the ANC was rooted on the 
rejection of a controversial “Freedom Charter” that was and 
still is in no way in favour of the Black majority and that of 
the working class. In our point of view, the emergence and 
constitution of the Black Consciousness Movement (7) in 
the 1970s was a key and progressive stage for the revolu-
tionary national liberation movement, as it was a clean 
break with the Stalinist-led politics of “peaceful coexist-
ence” with the colonial minority (“Freedom Charter”). But 
putting on the agenda the issue of “One Azania, one na-

tion”, of Black majority rule and the Black Republic, as did 
the BCM (and then the AZAPO), was necessary leading to 
put at the agenda the issue of class independence, of build-
ing the revolutionary party of the Black working class, sec-
tion of the Workers International. It is precisely on this 
question that the dispute within AZAPO led in 1998 to the 
constitution of SOPA (8) that was a step forward on a clarifi-
cation toward the building of the revolutionary party of the 
Black working class.  
Through the leadership of the ANC-led government, we 
have seen degenerated politics of greed and pedalling of 
the imperialist agenda as it showed its decay through the 
first brutal response to the protesting working class in Aza-
nia who demanded service delivery as it was promised pre 

and post 1994. The suppression of the 
agonising cries by the Azanian masses in 
demand for their land have been met with 
an extreme brutality that has resembled 
that one of Apartheid. This was further 
confirmed by the Marikana massacre 
which saw us witnessing a broad daylight 
slaying of 34 reported mine workers and 
injuring scores that can be estimated to 
300 workers. A so called commission of 
inquiry was appointed by President Jacob 
Zuma, who followed to the letter state 
administrators of the Apartheid regime 
who also appointed a cocktail of commis-
sion of inquiries after every massacre of 
the black working class, where whitewash 
of highest form has always been displayed 
and the blame shifted to the workers. This 

also include police who also form part of the working class 
used by politicians within the ruling party [ANC] who are 
hell-bent to pull every string to repress the voice of the 
workers in favour of their imperialist bosses.  
With all that said we must ask ourselves a fundamental 
question which is “Where does all this leaves the Black 
working class?” With such calamities in such leadership 
crisis of the Black working class both the labour movement 
and that of the liberation movement, the working class is 
finding itself caught up in a “cul de sac” where the struggle 
seems to be a dead end. Hence there is a reason for a reviv-
al of a strong working class voice that will not only provide a 
thorough analysis but also define a revolutionary direction 
in advancing the working class struggle, and to be able to 
influence an unconditional break with Capitalism and all its 
imperialist pivots in Azania through the realisation of a 
Black Workers Republic. 
The present situation in Azania provides an opportunity for 
an advancement of the Black working class struggle as we 
have witnessed the implosion of the Labour federations 
which has left a void and a vacuum for political opportunism 
and the strategic entrenchment of populism filled with 
rhetoric that is aimed at the continuation of the of the ma-
nipulation of the workers to endorse reactionary imperialist 
programmes which deepens further exploitation at low cost 
while making huge profits. 
Azania is probably one of the countries in the world where 
the issue of permanent revolution is the most of the centre 
of all political, and economic life.  

The emergence  
and the constitution 
of the Black  
Consciousness 
Movement in the 
1970s was a key  
and progressive 
stage for the 
revolutionary 
national liberation 
movement 
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CODESA which is notoriously known as the Kempton Park 
agreement and 22 years of the “tripartite alliance” govern-
ment were the negotiations were about of the basic de-
mand of the Black majority where we there shall be a full 
implementation of democracy that will be constituted by 
the people of Azania as one independent nation. i.e. when 
the majority will be allowed to properly implement the 
rules of democracy which is based in Black majority rule 
towards and establishment of a Black Workers Republic.  
However, a Black Republic and the Black majority rule di-
rectly confronts white capitalist minority control of the 
means of production as well as the whole imperialist domi-
nation, which for decades has been plundering the re-
sources of the country with the support of the compradores 
who have guaranteed imperialism a haggle free exploitation 
and the continuation of depriving the vast Black majority of 
their own land.  
Only the Black working class and its or-
ganisations allied to the oppressed peas-
antry and the impoverished masses can 
be able to lead in a consequent way fight 
for the Black worker’s republic. This puts 
on the agenda the defence of the very 
existence and the independence of the 
black working class, its trade unions and 
all various community organisations and 
their struggles in Azania. But also the 
perspective of an establishment of an 
independent worker’s party and an Aza-
nian section of the worker’s international. 
From a fundamental point of view, going 
back to a so-called “unified BCM” would 
not be going back to Steve Biko’s progres-
sive gain; rather, it would mean turning 
the wheel of History in the wrong way.  
After various developments based on some uniformed 
views of the AZAPO President Prof Mosala, it must be 
brought into light that all manoeuvers about the so-called 
“unification” of the Black Consciousness Movement 
(AZAPO, SOPA and BCP (9)) is not only part of the general 
manoeuver by some faction sectors of the White Monopoly 
Capital since, by the way, Prof Mosala is the former chair-
person of the American Chamber of Commerce in South 
Africa, where we have to also view his utterances in the 
past few days from the Steve Biko Commemoration which 
involves the misconception of the oppressor by the Profes-
sor who suggests that Black people are no longer oppressed 
by the white majority, which can be viewed as another 
similar position held by those who are desperately trying to 
exonerate the imperialist White Capital Monopoly from the 
crisis which confronts the Azanian Black working class as a 
result of CODESA and the Sunset Clause (10) that left the 
Black working class holding a very much shorter end of the 
stick for the past 22 years of the current political dispensa-
tion. Such manoeuvers are aimed at creating a smokescreen 
of unity that will perpetuate the very same old role of 

AZAPO to remain the main defence of the imperialist poli-
cies as we have seen in the past 22 years. 
With the public standing of such reactionary positions this 
unprincipled unity is a first step backward, the emergence 
of the Black Consciousness Movement was the highest 
stage of national liberation movement, which also came 
about a breaking with a Stalinist-led “Freedom Charter” 
politics, which stood as a negation of the notion of estab-
lishing one Azanian nation and stifled all attempts to re-
claim all that was stolen from the Black majority. However 
the Black Consciousness must be stretched further above its 
limits in order to fulfil the programme of national liberation 
of Azania that defines and identifies with a social group with 
the correct class that can implement it.  
SOPA was a split from AZAPO on these specific principle 
issues and was founded in 1998 on the perspective to be a 

tool to further establishment of a revolu-
tionary Black Workers Party. If we would 
carefully scrutinise the manoeuvers post 
August 3, 2016, we can trace the despera-
tion of the ANC and its factions to take a 
friendly posture to the Black Consciousness 
Movement which some view as a step 
forward; however, on the contrary, it is a 
step backward that won’t open any politi-
cal perspective for the Black masses in 
their national and social struggle but again 
will tame the working class struggle 
through its omnibus of pro Black rhetoric 
and that of obvious prevalent corruption as 
it is one product of a capitalist system that 
was inherited by the ANC post CODESA 
leading to 1994.  
We call all comrades who agree to open 
the discussion on this text to meet and 

discuss a way forward on the crisis facing the working class 
struggle and that of the liberation movement and its objec-
tives to achieve a Black Workers Republic of Azania.  

 

______________________________ 
(1) ANC : African National Congress, the party of Nelson Mandela 
(2) ZANLA : Zimbabwe African National Liberation Army 
(3) ZIPRA : Zimbabwe People's Revolutionary Army 
(4) CODESA : Convention for a Democratic South Africa 
(5) AZAPO:Azanian People's Organisation 
(6) PAC : Pan-African Congress (Black Nationalist Party) 
(7) Black Consciousness Movement BCM, anti-apartheid liberation 
movement created in the 1970s whose most prominent figure was 
Steve Biko who died while in police custody in a cell of the Pretoria 
central jail 
(8) SOPA : Socialist Party of Azania 
(9) BCP : Black Community Programme 
(10) Sunset Clause : This clause was integrated into the Constitution as 
a provision towards the first five years of transition; it provided a 
national unity government during five years, protected the pensions of 
civil servants and guaranteed that the National Party was represented 
in the cabinet and that a National Party member would be vice-
president till 1999. 
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DOSSIER  

 

 

Leon Trotsky – April 20, 1935 
 

The National Question and the Tasks of 
the Proletarian Party in South Africa 
 

The theses (1) are clearly written on the basis of a 

serious study of both the economic and political 

conditions of South Africa, as well as of the literature 

of Marxism and Leninism, particularly that of the 

Bolshevik-Leninists.  

A serious scientific approach to all questions is one 

of the most important conditions for the success of a 

revolutionary organization. The example of our 

South African friends again confirms the fact that in 

the present epoch only the Bolshevik-Leninists, 

that is, the consistent proletarian revolutionaries, 

take a serious attitude to theory,  

analyze the realities, and are learning themselves 

before they teach others. The Stalinist bureaucracy 

has long ago substituted a combination of ignorance 

and impudence for Marxism. 

 
 
 

n the following lines I wish to make certain remarks in 
regard to the draft theses which will serve as a program 
for the Workers’ Party of South Africa. Under no 

circumstances do I make these remarks in opposition to the 
text of the theses. I am too insufficiently acquainted with 
the South African conditions to pretend to a full conclusive 
opinion on a series of practical questions. Only in certain 
places am I obliged to express my disagreement with certain 
aspects of the draft theses. But here also, insofar as I can 
judge from afar, we have no differences in principles with the 
authors of the theses. It is rather a matter of certain 
polemical exaggerations arising from the struggle with the 
pernicious national policy of Stalinism. (2) 
But it is in the interest of the cause not to smooth over even 
slight inaccuracies in presentation, but, on the contrary, to 
expose them for open deliberations in order to arrive at the 
most clear and blameless text. Such is the aim of the 
following lines dictated by the desire to give some assistance 
to our South African Bolshevik-Leninists in this great and 
responsible work to which they have set themselves. The 
South African possessions of Great Britain form a dominion 
only from the point of view of the white minority. From the 

point of the black majority, South Africa is a slave colony. (3) 

No social upheaval (in the first instance, an agrarian 
revolution) is thinkable with the retention of British 
imperialism in the South African dominion. The overthrow of 
British imperialism in South Africa is just as indispensable for 
the triumph of socialism in South Africa as it is for Great 
Britain itself. The struggle for the expulsion of British 
imperialism, its tools and agents, thus enters as an 
indispensable part of the program of the South African 
proletarian party. The overthrow of the hegemony of British 
imperialism in South Africa can come about as the result of a 
military defeat of Great Britain and the disintegration of the 
Empire. In this case, the South African whites could still for a 
certain period – hardly a considerable one – retain their 
domination over the blacks. 

Another possibility, which in practice could be connected 
with the first, is a revolution in Great Britain and her 
possessions. Three-quarters of the population of South 
Africa (almost six million of the almost eight million total) is 
composed of non-Europeans. A victorious revolution is 
unthinkable without the awakening of the native masses. In 
its turn, that will give them what they are so lacking today – 
confidence in their strength, a heightened personal 
consciousness, a cultural growth. Under these conditions the 
South African Republic will emerge first of all as a “black” 
republic; this does not exclude, of course, either full equality 
for the whites, or brotherly relations between the two races 
– depending mainly on the conduct of the whites. But it is 
entirely obvious that the predominant majority of the 
population, liberated from slavish dependence, will put a 
certain imprint on the state. 

Insofar as a victorious revolution will radically change not 
only the relation between the classes, but also between the 
races, and will assure to the blacks that place in the state 
which corresponds to their numbers, insofar will the social 
revolution in South Africa also have a national character. We 
have not the slightest reason to close our eyes to this side of 
the question or to diminish its significance. On the contrary, 
the proletarian party should in words and in deeds openly 
and boldly take the solution of the national (racial) problem 
in its hands. 
The historical weapon of national liberation can be only 
the class struggle.  
The Comintern, beginning in 1924 (4), transformed the 

I
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program of national liberation of colonial people into an 
empty democratic abstraction which is elevated above the 
reality of class relations. In the struggle against national 
oppression different classes liberate themselves 
(temporarily) from material interests and become simple 
“anti-imperialist” forces. In order that the spiritual “forces” 
bravely fulfil the task assigned to them by the Comintern, 
they are promised, as a reward, a spiritual “national-
democratic” state-with the unavoidable reference to Lenin’s 
formula: “democratic dictatorship of the proletariat and the 
peasantry.” (5) 
The thesis points out that in 1917 Lenin openly and once 
and for all discarded the slogan of “democratic dictatorship 
of the proletariat and the peasantry” as if it were a 
necessary condition for the solution of the agrarian 
question.  This is entirely correct. But to avoid 
misunderstanding, it should be added: a) Lenin always spoke 
of a revolutionary bourgeois-democratic dictatorship, and 
not about a spiritual “people’s” state; b) in the struggle for a 
bourgeois-democratic dictatorship he offered not a bloc of 
all “anti-czarist forces,” but carried out an independent class 
policy of the proletariat. An “anti-czarist” bloc was the idea 
of the Russian Social-Revolutionaries and the Left Cadets, (6) 
that is, the parties of the petty and middle bourgeoisie. 
Against these parties the Bolsheviks always waged an 
irreconcilable struggle. 
When the thesis says that the slogan of a “Black Republic” 
is equally harmful for the revolutionary cause as is the 
slogan of a “South Africa for the Whites,” then we cannot 
agree with the form of the statement. (7) Whereas in the 
latter there is the case of supporting complete oppression, 
in the former there is the case of taking the first steps 
toward liberation. We must accept decisively and without 
any reservations the complete and unconditional right of the 
blacks to independence. Only on the basis of a mutual 
struggle against the domination of the white exploiters can 
the solidarity of black and white toilers be cultivated and 
strengthened. It is possible that after victory the blacks will 
find it unnecessary to form a separate black state in South 
Africa. Certainly we will not force them to establish a 
separate state. But let them make this decision freely, on the 
basis of their own experience, and not forced by 
the sjambok [whip] of the white oppressors. The proletarian 
revolutionaries must never forget the right of the oppressed 
nationalities to self-determination, including full separation, 
and the duty of the proletariat of the oppressing nation to 
defend this right with arms in hand if necessary.  
The thesis quite correctly underlines the fact that the 
solution to the national question in Russia was brought 
about by the October Revolution. National democratic 
movements by themselves were powerless to cope with the 
national oppression of czarism. Only because of the fact that 
the movement of the oppressed nationalities, as well as the 
agrarian movement of the peasantry, gave the proletariat 
the possibility of seizing power and establishing its 
dictatorship, did the national question as well as the 
agrarian find a bold and decisive solution. But the very 
conjuncture of the national movements with the struggle of 
the proletariat for power was made politically possible only 
thanks to the fact that the Bolsheviks during the whole of 
their history carried on an irreconcilable struggle with the 

Great Russian oppressors, supporting always and without 
reservations the right of the oppressed nations to self-
determination, including separation from Russia. (8) 

The policy of Lenin in regard to the oppressed nations did 
not, however, have anything in common with the policy of 
the epigones (9). The Bolshevik Party defended the right of 
the oppressed nations to self-determination with the 
methods of proletarian class struggle, entirely rejecting the 
charlatan “anti-imperialist” blocs with the numerous petty-
bourgeois “national” parties of czarist Russia (PPS, the party 
of Pilsudski (101) is czarist Poland, Dashnaki in Armenia (11), 
the Ukrainian nationalist (12), the Jewish Zionists, etc., etc.). 
The Bolsheviks have always mercilessly unmasked these 
parties, as well as the Russian Social-Revolutionaries, their 
vacillations and adventurism, but especially their ideological 
lie of being above the class struggle. Lenin did not stop his 
intransigent criticism even when circumstances forced upon 
him this or that episodic, strictly practical, agreement with 
them. There could be no question of any permanent alliance 
with them under the banner of “anti-czarism.” Only thanks 
to its irreconcilable class policy was Bolshevism able to 
succeed in the time of the Revolution to throw aside the 
Mensheviks, the Social-Revolutionaries, the national petty-
bourgeois parties, and gather around the proletariat the 
masses of the peasantry and the oppressed nationalities. 
“We must not,” says the thesis, “compete with the African 
National Congress (13) in nationalist slogans in order to win 
the native masses.” The idea is in itself correct, but it 
requires concrete amplification. Being insufficiently 
acquainted with the activities of the National Congress, I can 
only outline our policy concerning it on the basis of 
analogies, stating beforehand my readiness to supplement 
my recommend-dations with all the necessary 
modifications. 

• The Bolshevik-Leninists put themselves in defense of 
the Congress, in all cases when it is being attacked by 
the white oppressors and their chauvinistic agents in 
the ranks of the workers’ organizations.  

• The Bolshevik-Leninists place the progressive over the 
reactionary tendencies in the program of the 
Congress.  

• The Bolshevik-Leninists unmask before the native 
masses the inability of the Congress to achieve the 
realization of even its own demands, because of its 
superficial, conciliatory policy. In contradistinction to 
the Congress, the Bolshevik-Leninists develop a 
program of revolutionary class struggle.  

• Separate episodic agreements with the Congress, if 
they are forced by circumstances, are permissible only 
within the framework of strictly defined practical tasks, 
with the retention of full and complete independence 
of our own organization and freedom of political 
criticism. 

The thesis brings out as the main political slogan not a 
“national democratic state,” but a South African “October.” 
The thesis proves, and proves convincingly: 
a) that the national and agrarian question in South Africa 

coincide in their bases;  
b) that both these questions can be solved only in a 

revolutionary way;  
c) that the revolutionary solution of these questions 
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leads inevitably to the dictatorship of the proletariat 
which guides the native peasant masses; and,  

d) that the dictatorship of the proletariat will open an era 
of a soviet regime and socialist reconstruction. This 
conclusion is the cornerstone of the whole structure of 
the program.  

Here we are in complete agreement. 
But the masses must be brought to this general “strategic” 
formula through the medium of a series of tactical slogans. 
It is possible to work out these slogans, at every given 
stage, only on the basis of an analysis of the concrete cir-
cumstances of the life and struggle of the proletariat and 
the peasantry and the whole internal and international 
situation. Without going deeply into this matter, I would 
like briefly to deal with the mutual relations of the national 
and agrarian slogans. 
The thesis several times underlines that the agrarian and 
not the national demands must be put in the first place. 
This is a very important question which deserves serious 
attention. To push aside or to weaken the national slogans 
with the object of not antagonizing the white chauvinists in 
the ranks of the working class would be, of course, criminal 
opportunism, which is absolutely alien to the authors and 
supporters of the thesis. This flows quite clearly from the 
text of the thesis which is permeated with the spirit of revo-
lutionary internationalism. The thesis admirably says of 
those “socialists” who are fighting for the privileges of the 
whites that “we must recognize them as the greatest ene-
mies of the revolution.” Thus we must seek for another 
explanation, which is briefly indicated in the text itself: The 
backward native peasant masses directly feel the agrarian 
oppression much more than they do the national oppres-
sion. It is quite possible. The majority of the natives are 
peasants (14); the bulk of the land is in the hands of a white 
minority. The Russian peasants during their struggle for 
land put their faith in the Czar for a long time and stubborn-
ly refused to draw political conclusions. From the revolu-
tionary intelligentsia’s traditional slogan, “Land and Liber-
ty,” the peasant for a long time only accepted the first part. 
It required decades of agrarian unrest and the influence 
and action of the town workers to enable the peasantry to 
connect both slogans. 
The poor enslaved Bantu hardly entertains more hope in 
the British King or in Macdonald (15). But this extreme polit-
ical backwardness is also expressed in his lack of self-
consciousness. At the same time, he feels very sharply the 
land and fiscal bondage. Given these conditions, propagan-
da can and must first of all flow from the slogans of the 
agrarian revolution, in order that, step by step, and on the 
basis of the experience of the struggle, the peasantry may 
be brought to the necessary political and nation-
al conclusions. If these hypothetical considerations are 
correct, then we are not concerned with the program itself, 
but rather with the ways and means of carrying the pro-
gram to the consciousness of the native masses.  
Considering the small numbers of the revolutionary cadres 
and the extreme diffusion of the peasantry, it will be possi-
ble to influence the peasantry, at least in the immediate 
future, mainly if not exclusively, through the medium of the 
advanced workers. Therefore, it is of the utmost im-
portance to train advanced workers in the spirit of a clear 

understanding of the significance of the agrarian revolution 
for the historical fate of South Africa. 
The proletariat of the country consists of backward black 
pariahs and a privileged, arrogant caste of whites. In this 
lies the greatest difficulty of the whole situation. As the 
thesis correctly states, the economic convulsions of rotting 
capitalism must strongly shake the old barriers and facili-
tate the work of revolutionary coalescence. In any case, the 
worst crime on the part of the revolutionaries would be to 
give the smallest concessions to the privileges and preju-
dices of the whites. Whoever gives his little finger to the 
devil of chauvinism is lost. The revolutionary party must put 
before every white worker the following alternative: either 
with British imperialism and with the white bourgeoisie of 
South Africa, or with the black workers and peasants 
against the white feudalists and slave-owners and their 
agents in the ranks of the working class. 
The overthrow of the British domination over the black 
population of South Africa will not, of course, mean an 
economic and cultural break with the previous mother-
country, if the latter will liberate itself from the oppression 
of its imperialist plunderers. A Soviet England will be able to 
exercise a powerful economic and cultural influence on 
South Africa through the medium of those whites who in 
deed, in actual struggle, have bound up their fate with that 
of the present colonial slaves. This influence will be based 
not on domination, but on proletarian mutual cooperation. 
But more important in all probability will be the influence 
which a Soviet South Africa will exercise over the whole of 
the black continent. To help the Negroes catch up with the 
white race, in order to ascend hand in hand with them to 
new cultural heights, this will be one of the grand and noble 
tasks of a victorious socialism. 
In conclusion, I want to say a few words on the question of 
a legal and illegal organization, concerning the constitution 
of the party. The thesis correctly underlines the inseparable 
connection between organization and revolutionary tasks, 
supplementing the legal apparatus with an illegal one. No-
body, of course, is proposing to create an illegal apparatus 
for such functions as in the given conditions can be execut-
ed by legal ones. But in the conditions of an approaching 
political crisis, there must be created special illegal nuclei of 
the party apparatus, which will develop as need arises. A 
certain part, and by the way, a very important part, of the 
work cannot under any circumstances be carried out open-
ly, that is, before the eyes of the class enemies. 
Nevertheless, for the given period, the most important form 
of the illegal or semi-legal work of revolutionaries is the 
work in mass organizations, particularly in the trade unions 
(16). The leaders of the trade unions are the unofficial police 
of capitalism; they conduct a merciless struggle against 
revolutionaries. We must have the ability to work in mass 
organizations, not falling under the blows of the reactionary 
apparatus. A revolutionary group in a trade union which has 
learned in practice all the necessary rules of conspiracy will 
be able to transform its work to an illegal status when cir-
cumstances require this (17).                                                           
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NOTES :  
In Léon Trotsky - Oeuvres 5 (edi) 
 
(1) The theses in question had been summarised in Issue 
no.2 of the Bulletin of the International Communist League 
(B-L), with an initial commentary by Ruth Fischer. The 
South African militant activists close to the Left Opposition 
who had been expelled from the Communist Party of South 
Africa (CPSA) from 1930 onwards had regrouped in 1933 
in the Lenin Club, founded in Cape Town. Two tendencies 
were in direct opposition within the Lenin Club, and both of 
them had drafted theses with a view to elaborating a pro-
gramme for South Africa, and had sent these to Trotsky. 

Here, Trotsky is responding to the theses of the majority 
(which was to become the Spartacus Club and the Workers 
Club, with Umlilo Mollo [The Flame] as its publication), 
and it is likely that he did not receive the theses of the mi-
nority (which was to become the 4th International Club, 
with Workers Voice Izwi Bazebenzi as its publication). In its 
basic text (Lenin Club manifesto dated 1 May 1934), the 
minority opposed unity between white workers and black 
workers under the slogan put forward by the CPSA since the 
start of “Third Period” Stalinism, that of a “Black Repub-
lic”, explaining that this resulted in turning backward peas-
ants into the vanguard of the revolution. They emphasised 
the conflict of interests between the Dutch-origin settlers, 
the “Boer bourgeoisie”, and British imperialism, and insist-
ed on developing legal activities for the revolutionary or-
ganisation. On the contrary, the majority whose theses Trot-
sky had received argued that land reform was the number 
one issue in South Africa, taking precedence over the na-
tional question. They considered the Boer bourgeoisie to be 
a fraction of ruling British imperialism, also arguing that the 
specific conditions of South African society condemned the 
revolutionaries to underground activity. A note in the ICL 
Bulletin Issue no.5 (October 1935) pointed out that the the-
ses to which Trotsky was responding were those of the 
Communist League; however, there was no organisation of 
that name in South Africa, only the plan to found it. 

(2) Here, Trotsky is referring to the fact that the Stalinist 
slogan of “Black Republic” – which was proposed by Bu-
kharin and the CPSA activist of colour La Guma, and adopt-
ed in 1928 – had in response led the South African Bolshe-
vik-Leninist authors of the theses to argue that land reform 
constituted “the alpha and omega” of the revolution in South 
Africa, thus underestimating the national question. 

(3) The term “dominion” was used at that time to refer to the 
territories of the British Commonwealth which had been 
granted an “autonomous” government and to which the right 
of secession had been explicitly recognised in 1931. But in 
the Dominion of South Africa, the majority of the popula-
tion, the Blacks, who were expropriated and deprived of any 
rights, were subject to a perpetual back-and-forth between 
genuine slave labour in the plantations, ports, mines and the 
factories in urban areas on the one hand, and on the other 
hand famine conditions created for them in the “reserves” 
[later referred to as “Bantustans”] by a State that represented 
imperialism and the South African capitalists. According to 
Hosea Jaffe, historian of the South African liberation move-
ment, this definition [of “dominion” as “slave colony”] by 
Trotsky henceforth became part of the lexicon of the libera-
tion movement. 

(4) According to Trotsky, the Fifth Congress of the Com-
munist International, held just after the death of Lenin and 
the Zinoviev-Kamenev-Stalin troika’s victory within the 
party over the Left Opposition in 1923, had marked the be-
ginning of the abandoning of the theoretical and program-
matic positions developed by the first four Congresses. 

(5) The “democratic dictatorship of the proletariat and 
peasantry” was the formulation proposed by Lenin, before 
April 1917, for the colonial and semi-colonial countries, 
including Russia. It had served and continued to serve as a 
hobbyhorse for the Stalinist leadership of the Communist 
International, who counterposed it to the formulation of 
“dictatorship of the proletariat” that flowed from the theory 
of permanent revolution. 

(6) The Constitutional Democrats, referred to as Ka-
dets/Cadets or KD (from the party’s initials in Russian), 
were the bourgeois democratic party in tsarist Russia. 

(7) Formally addressed to the majority, with whose theses 
Trotsky was familiar, this criticism also applied to the Lenin 
Club minority. Both groups were in fact led by militant activ-
ists of European origin, the majority of whom tended to main-
tain an equal balance between the oppressed Black workers 
and the privileged white workers. Trotsky’s very firm state-
ment of position on this point removed any ambiguity. 

(8) The South African Bolshevik-Leninists, who rejected the 
slogan “Black Republic”, nevertheless did not agree with 
this “right to separation”, which could in effect involve a 
partition of South Africa along racial lines, driving the 
Blacks into the poorest parts. Eight years later, Hosea Jaffe 
emphasised that the situation in South Africa was the oppo-
site of that in tsarist Russia. The tsarist regime had oppressed 
the nationalities as such and had imposed an intense process 
of Russification on them, while the South African system 
favoured an artificial tribalism; according to them, the Black 
people aspired not to “self-determination”, but to unity. Both 
the majority and minority agreed on this. 

(9) The term “epigones”, a pejorative equivalent to “succes-
sors”, was commonly used by Trotsky to refer to the leader-
ship after Lenin. 

(10) The Polish Socialist Party (PPS), led by the old con-
spirator Jozef Pilsudski (1867-1935), the future Marshal and 
dictator, constituted one of the main nationalist political 
organisations in the Polish regions of the tsarist Empire, 
even though it was a member of the Second International. 

(11) The Dashnaktsutyun was the Armenian revolutionary 
party, founded in Tiflis in 1890 with the aim of independ-
ence for Ottoman Armenia. It had become the party of Ar-
menian independence. 

(12) In a Ukraine where national traditions were thriving, the 
united nationalist movements had held power for a short 
period in 1917-18. But some of the nationalists had rallied to 
the Soviet government, together with the former head of 
government Vinnishenko, while the head of the army, 
Petljura, allied himself with White Poland. 

(13) The South African Native National Congress was found-
ed in January 1912 by various figures from South Africa prac-
tising liberal or intellectual professions in Great Britain and 
the United States. In 1925 it became the African National 
Congress (ANC), the first South African political organisation 
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to present a programme based on: Bantu unity; social, eco-
nomic and political equality between Blacks and Whites with-
in the Church and the State; the suppression of all forms of 
apartheid, etc. It was the country’s main nationalist party. 

(14) Commenting on this letter by Trotsky ten years later 
(writing under the name A.Mon), M. Averbuch, a South Afri-
can Trotskyist leader until 1946, pointed to the lack of infor-
mation provided to Trotsky, saying that the theses “erroneous-
ly gave him the impression that there was in existence, eco-
nomically, materially, in actual fact, a peasantry among the 
Africans who lived mostly off the land and only wanted more 
land.” He emphasised that, on the contrary, the truth was that 
millions of Africans were starved of land and wished to be-
come peasants, but that in fact “they are, in this sense, peas-
ants by aspiration only.” He nevertheless emphasised that the 
fact that an African peasantry did not exist in South Africa 
only gave greater weight to the slogan for land. (A.Mon, “A 
Comment on Trotsky’s Letter to South Africa”, Worker's 
Voice, organ of the Fourth International Organisation of South 
Africa (FIOSA), July 1945, Vol.1, n°2). 

(15) James Ramsay MacDonald, 1866-1937, former leader 
of the Labour Party had become - after  organizing a split in 

his own party - the head of the National government that 
applied the programme and the policy of the conservatives.  

(16) The theses did not mention the “trade union question” 
because a special thesis on this question had previously been 
adopted unanimously. 

(17) According to Hosea Jaffe (Letter to P. Broué dated 2 
October 1978), this document by Trotsky was the starting-
point for a long and rich discussion within all the South 
African anti-imperialist and anti-racist organisations, in 
which men and women participated who were later among 
the founders and organisers of organisations like the All-
Africa Convention (1936) the National Liberation League 
(1938), the Non-European United Front (1939), the Non-
European Unity Movement (1943), etc. Indeed, Mr Jaffe 
considers that the programme of the South African liberation 
movement was developed on the basis of the fundamental 
ideas expressed by Trotsky in this document, which he re-
gards as historic. In the short-term, the ideas developed by 
Trotsky – the importance of land reform, the refusal to dif-
ferentiate between “British imperialism” and “Boer bour-
geoisie”, the emphasis on the unity of the “non-European” 
oppressed – prevailed inside the movement. 

 
 
 

 
 

 

South Africa - Timeline 

 
The black people of South Africa, along with their 
movement for liberation, call the country “Azania”. 
European colonization began with the Dutch in the 
17th century, soon to become dominated by British 
colonization, which imposed itself in the 19th century, 
including through the wars against the Dutch settlers 
– the Boers – who spoke a language 
that was derived from Dutch, the Afrikaans. 

 
 In 1912, The African National Congress is founded (the ANC).  

 In 1913, the Land Act expropriates the Africans of their 

land, 87% of which are confiscated by the Whites.  

 In 1948, the National Party imposes the Apartheid racist 

regime, which gives a privileged status to the white minority, 

against the black majority (Blacks, Coloureds and Indians).  

 In 1955, the ANC, the Communist Party and others, 

including the representatives of the free-market wing of the 

English-speaking bourgeoisie, adopt the Freedom Charter, 

which defines South Africa as the “country of all peoples”, 

implicitly making the white colonial majority legitimate.  

 In March 1960, the racist regime massacres 180 Blacks in the 

township of Sharpeville, during a demonstration against the 

implemention of the “pass” (a domestic passport imposed on 

the Blacks). The regime bans the ANC and the PAC (the Pan-

African Congress) that had split from the ANC in 1959.  

 At the end of the 1960s, the South African Students 

Organization (the SASO) and Steve Biko create the Black 

Consciousness Movement, which was to take the organized 

form of the Black Peoples Convention (the BPC). The BPC 

fights against the Freedom Charter for “One Azania, one 

people, and one nation”.  

 June 16 1976, in Soweto, the black youth rise up, backed 

by the Black Consciousness Movement, against the 

mandatory teaching of Afrikaans in the schools. 700 are 

killed by the repression. Steve Biko is assassinated in prison 

on September 12 1977. The next year, his partisans found 

the AZAPO (the Azania Peoples Organisation).  

 In the 1990s, the dying racist regime undertakes 

negotiations with the leaders of the ANC, including Nelson 

Mandela, and the Communist Party, pushed by the Kremlin 

bureaucracy. The “Convention for a Democratic South Africa” 

results in the Kempton Park Agreements (1994), giving the 

Blacks the right to vote. They vote massively for the ANC.  

But the “property clause” maintains the control by the 

white minority of the land, mines and means of production, 

as well as the essential of the racist regime state apparatus, 

in the name of “reconciliation”.  

 On August 16th 2012, in Marikana, the ANC government’s 

police open fire on the black miners on strike at the Lonmin 

Company. Thirty four miners from the AMCU trade union, 

on strike for a wage increase, are killed. 
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 DOSSIER 

 

Zimbabwe 
 

The Land Question and International 
Imperialist Sanctions 

 
By supporters of the Fourth International in Zimbabwe 
 
 
The land situation in Zimbabwe is crucial to 
understanding the motives and interests that 
underlie the Zimbabwe situation.  
Britain never saw the importance  
of urgently and fairly addressing the land issue,  
and from the colonial period to now,  
it has been intent on maintaining illegitimate 
White control of the land, 
which belongs to Black Zimbabweans. 

 
 

 
hat is happening now has implications for 
countries across the African continent, where, 
after political independence, White settler 

families have maintained control of ill-gotten land, thus 
perpetuating the dispossession of many indigenous Blacks 
who had their land stolen during the European scramble for 
Africa. Zimbabwe, under President Mugabe, has made the 
most progressive moves on the whole of the African 
continent in addressing the vexing land issue. Zimbabwe 
land reform has won considerable popularity, not just 
amongst the locals but throughout Africa and the third 
world. 

Contrary to the myth propagated by western media that the 
land reclamation was mooted by Mugabe to maintain grip 
on power, the fact is that it was led by the war veterans who 
had waited for long and the land hungry peasants of Svosve 
and Goromonzi in 1997 clashing with Mugabe. They were 
joined and supported by local chiefs. This seizure of land 
was depicted by western media as thuggery and as a cause 
of the country’s declining production as if these lands were 
doomed and cursed by black ownership. 

The sanctions started approximately 15 years ago as the 
western instigated response to the land reclamation 
exercise that saw land illegitimately gained by whites 
repossessed and redistributed to over 300 000 black 
Zimbabweans. These sanctions include denial of access to 
development loans, boycotting exports from Zimbabwe, 
discouraging foreign investment in Zimbabwe and blocking 
Zimbabwe access to technology, agricultural supplies and 
machinery. Sanctions mainly affect the lives of ordinary 
people. The US issued travel warnings, blocked food aid 

during the hey-days of land reform and opposed 
Zimbabwe’s application to the Global Fund to fight AIDS. 
Agriculture was and still is affected because it needs 
subsidies for it to be sustainable and sanctions have made it 
more difficult to put a proper credit regime in place. 
Mugabe could have his own mistakes as any other leader, 
but the land issue is the reason for the sustained attack by 
the British and US imperialism. This time they have 
intensified their attack on this poor benighted country. 
Despite the progressive policies of the government, due to 
lack of funds, life expectancy has reduced to 37 years and a 
quarter of children are orphans. The collapse of the 
economy has caused many millions of Zimbabweans to flee 
the country to neighbouring South Africa where they are 
subjected to precarious labour and xenophobic attacks. 
Zimbabwe people need help and support, comrades. Very 
soon the younger generation in SADC and elsewhere will 
soon demand land and control of mineral resources, on that 
note, Zimbabwe is now ahead in promoting local ownership 
of resources and other means of production. 
Zimbabwe rejected the IMF's program of neo-liberal 
restructuring in the late 1990s, after complying initially and 
discovering the economy was being ruined; by 1996, the 
Mugabe government was starting to back away from the 
IMF prescriptions. By 1998, it was in open revolt, imposing 
new tariffs to protect infant industries and providing 
incentives to black Zimbabwean investors as part of an 
affirmative action program to encourage African ownership 
of the economy. These policies were diametrically opposed, 
not only to the IMF's program of structural adjustment, but 
to the goals of US foreign policy. By 1999, the break was 
complete. The IMF refused to extend loans to Zimbabwe. By 
February 2001, Zimbabwe was in arrears to the Bretton 
Woods institution. Ten months later, the US introduced the 
Zimbabwe Democracy and Economic Recovery, a dagger 
through the heart of Zimbabwe's economy. "Zimbabwe," 
says Mugabe, "is not a friend of the IMF and is unlikely to be 
its friend in the future." Its dispatch of troops to the 
Democratic Republic of Congo to help the young 
government of Laurent Kabila defend itself against a US and 
British-backed invasion by Uganda and Rwanda; and its 
refusal to safeguard property rights in its pursuit of land 
democratization and economic independence, have made it 
anathema to the former Rhodesian agrarian elite, and in the 
West, to the corporate lawyers, investment bankers and 

W
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hereditary capitalist families who dominate the foreign 
policies of the US, Britain and their allies. 
The charge that the West is supporting civil society groups 
in Zimbabwe to bring down the government isn't paranoid 
speculation or the demagogic raving of a government trying 
to cling to power by mobilizing anti-imperialist sentiment. 
It's a matter of public record. 
The US government has admitted that it wants to see 
President Robert Mugabe removed from power and it’s 
working with the Zimbabwean opposition, trade unions, and 
pro-democracy groups and human rights organizations to 
bring about a change of administration. 
The events in Zimbabwe should not be totally strange to 
students of history as it is a simple application of the west’s 
blue print for regime change. The imperial logic is that the 
more poverty, inflation and violence there is, the more 

desperate the local population will get to remove the leader 
That is why the Canadian and French Embassy were very 
overt in supporting the recent protests in Zimbabwe. This 
demonization is reflective of western racism. No matter how 
many millions Bush, Blair, Clinton, Obama or Trump/Clinton 
(whoever wins) and many other western leaders kill, maim 
and oppress and starve with their sanctions, policies, bombs 
and acts of violence, they will never be mentioned in the 
same deep negative light. 
So as we meet in Mumbai to gather for the World 
Conference against War, Exploitation and Precarious Labour, 
let’s turn that in a declarative platform to denounce the 
illegal sanctions against Zimbabwe and ask the working class 
all over the world to launch a very colossal and aggressive 
campaign to demand the lifting of these SANCTIONS against 
Zimbabwe. A luta Continua!   

 

 

                                                                                                                        ANALYSIS  

Spain 

 
Contribution to the Discussion 
 

Crisis in Spain, European Crisis 
 
By François Forgue 

 

Since December 2015, Spain has not had a govern-
ment. At least, not a government whose Prime Min-
ister has been invested by Parliament. There is in-
deed a government in practice, which, as the phrase 
has it, is taking care of business – i.e. maintaining 
the political course set by the government of 
Mariano Rajoy and his party, the People’s Party 
(PP), the product of the apparatus of the Francoist 
State. This government and its policy are being con-
fronted by the working class and, more broadly, the 
working people of the whole of Spain, as well as 
facing the anger of the peoples – the Catalan people 
and the Basque people – for whom the current po-
litical system is above all a system of national op-
pression and the denial of their rights. Local strikes, 
national 24-hour strikes and huge demonstrations 
have marked the last few years, making the Rajoy 
government one of the most rejected and despised 
governments that Spain has known since the death 
of Franco in November 1975.  
And yet this government is to carry on… 
 

he general election of 20 December 2015 appeared 
to be the occasion for the profound rejection that 
had been displayed before to be expressed at the 

electoral level. And yet, although Rajoy’s party suffered 
massive losses and no longer held an absolute majority in 

Parliament, the main opposition party, the PSOE (the Span-
ish Socialist Party, the historic party of the working class) 
registered the poorest results in its history since the death 
of Franco. Even with the support of Podemos, the new for-
mation that emerged from the “Indignant” movement (los 
indignados in Spanish), it did not have a majority in Parlia-
ment. After a lot of bargaining and negotiations, it proved 
impossible to find a solution.  

Rajoy did not manage to obtain a majority, and no alterna-
tive majority emerged. It was therefore necessary to hold 
new elections, which took place on 26 June 2016. 

Basically, the result remained the same. The PSOE and PP 
maintained their positions, but Podemos (which this time 
was allied with the remains of the Spanish Stalinist party) 
lost almost a million votes compared to the previous ballot. 

Once again, Rajoy tried to form a government. Once again, 
he was unable to obtain a majority: the PSOE had decided 
to vote “No”, and a few abstentions were enough to ensure 
the government’s survival. The situation was therefore the 
same deadlock as existed after the December 2015 elec-
tions. 

To begin with, as far as many commentators were con-
cerned this situation was presented as a simple parliamen-
tary deadlock due to the complexities of the Spanish politi-
cal landscape: after the alternation in government between 
the two big rival parties, there was now a need to take four 
political parties into account, following the formation of 
Ciudadanos and Podemos, and a four-step is a more difficult 
dance than a two-step. 

T
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The roots of a profound crisis 

In fact, this deadlock expressed a profound crisis: that of the 
institutions that had governed Spain for 40 years, since 
Franco’s death and the disintegration of his regime, the 
institutions of the “continuity” monarchy established by 
Franco, against which all of the struggles of the workers and 
every democratic and national demand converged objec-
tively. 

This is a far-reaching crisis, inseparable from the economic 
and social disaster programmed by the European Union, the 
origins of which lie in the policy of Zapatero’s PSOE gov-
ernment in 2010, which opened the path for the policy 
being implemented today by Rajoy. This disaster has 
plunged the majority of the youth into unemployment while 
the average official unemployment rate is 20 per cent, a 
figure that conceals the significant rise in insecure jobs (e.g. 
linked to tourism, which in practice amounts to jobs being 
cut at the end of the tourist season). 

The crisis in Spain forms part of the overall developments 
that are shaking every State of Europe to its foundations, 
within the framework of a world crisis. Neither the destabi-
lisation of Britain by Brexit nor the political decay that is 
marking the run-up to the presidential elections in France 
can be separated from what is happening in Spain. Never 
has the formulation used by Trotsky regarding the imperial-
ist states during the years following the First World War 
applied with as much force as today: the European govern-
ments are indeed “assassins attached to the same chain”, a 
chain that is indispensable to their survival, that of the Eu-
ropean Union. 

The wish of the workers throughout Spain to put an end to 
Rajoy is part of the same movement as the determination of 
the French working class in its fight against the El Khomri 
Law and the mobilisation of main sectors of the British 
working class who achieved the vote for Brexit. A move-
ment that in each country combines the need to break with 
the European Union with questioning the specific institu-
tions through which the bourgeoisie ensures its class rule in 
each country. This why the current developments in Spain 
are a matter for international discussion. This article is a 
first contribution to that discussion. 

 

The “new parties” 

The “new parties” are a product of the crisis. Ciudadanos 
appeared above all as a back-up formation to the People’s 
Party, intended to drive towards supporting a PP govern-
ment those voters repelled by Rajoy’s character and corrup-
tion. The character of Podemos is different. Podemos was 
born by relying particularly on the movement of the “Indig-
nant”, which had brought together hundreds of thousands 
of people – notably among then youth – who were mobilis-
ing against Rajoy while at the same time turning their backs 
on traditional parties like the PSOE. 

Within the political positions put forward by the “Indig-
nant”, declarations against capitalist exploitation coexisted 
with the restating of reactionary positions – e.g. opposing 

the idea of a general “individual income” to the defending 
of the Social Security system – and calls for democracy were 
made at the same time, perversely, as accepting the exist-
ing institutions, in particular the monarchy. 

It was on this confused and contradictory basis that Po-
demos was formed. The municipal elections in May 2015 
gave Podemos a decisive role in the municipal councils of 
several big towns and cities. Everybody has been able to 
note the ease with which those who advocated “a new way 
of doing politics” fitted into the mould of the regional insti-
tutions, and their adaptation to the budget constraints 
decided by the central government within the framework of 
the instructions received from the European Union. This is 
one of the factors that explain why a major part of the elec-
torate who were drawn to Podemos abandoned it just a few 
months later. 

The very founding of Podemos and the attraction this new 
party held for the youth and workers who wanted to put an 
end to the Rajoy government are a result of the policies of 
the PSOE leadership. It is because the PSOE, in the eyes of 
millions of workers, made itself completely subservient to 
the reactionary institutions, particularly to the monarchy 
and the institutions of the European Union, and because it 
largely bore responsibility for the implementation of the 
destructive policies carried out by the Rajoy government – 
since they had been initiated under the Socialist Zapatero 
government – that very many voters turned their backs on 
the PSOE and sought to express their will via a vote for 
Podemos. 

This phenomenon cannot be separated from the open crisis 
that is tearing the PSOE leadership apart, having started in 
the last few days. 

 

Explosion in the leading circles of the PSOE 

Formally, the PSOE’s crisis erupted on 1 October 2016 in the 
national Federal Committee, when the incumbent Secre-
tary-General, Pedro Sanchez, was in the minority over a 
proposal for an extraordinary Congress, by 133 votes to 
115. The conflict, which was to result in the Secretary-
General’s resignation, did not therefore begin openly on a 
question of political orientation. Everybody has noted, 
however, that its roots lie in Sanchez’s refusal to give the 
Rajoy government a “free pass” by abstaining, i.e., as some 
have said, in his willingness to sacrifice Spain's “governabil-
ity” for electoral considerations. 

We should not forget that the same PSOE leadership – that 
of Pedro Sanchez – refused to accept any agreement with 
Podemos or with Catalan “independentist” parties, because 
at that time, for those political organisations such an 
agreement would have meant recognising, if only formally, 
the existence of a national issue.  

We should also not forget that following the December 2015 
elections, Pedro Sanchez advocated the formation of a PSOE-
Ciudadanos government, i.e. a governmental alliance with a 
party that defended the policy of Rajoy without Rajoy.  
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It is understandable that today, for many 
PSOE activists who cannot agree to their 
party providing a stepping stone for Rajoy 
in practice, Sanchez’s attitude might 
appear to be an element of resistance. 
For all that, can one affirm – as some 
have done – that Sanchez is a “left-wing” 
rallying-point in the face of an offensive 
by the party’s right wing? 

In fact, as explained by French weekly 
financial newspaper La Tribune (3 Octo-
ber): “Pedro Sanchez, providing internal 
balance. In reality, Pedro Sanchez provided a point of bal-
ance within the PSOE – a certain balance, although precari-
ous. He gave guarantees to the left and the right of the 
party by on the one hand refusing any compromise over the 
issue of the self-determination referendum in Catalonia, 
called for by Podemos but rejected by the PSOE “barons” 
and by the powerful federations of Andalusia and Estrema-
dura, but on the other hand rejecting any support for 
Mariano Rajoy in order to maintain the “border” between 
the PSOE and the conservative People’s Party (PP). 

This point of balance, it is true, could only be temporary 
because it condemned the PSOE to passivity: it could not 
build an alliance on the left with Podemos and the Catalan 
independentists, but nor could it support Mariano Rajoy. 
The situation was therefore untenable in the long-term and 
had to result in a crisis.” (1) 

But nonetheless, at the party’s grassroots a veritable wind 
of revolt has blown. Already, more than 60,000 members’ 
signatures have been gathered to demand that the party 
holds an Extraordinary Congress. According to party rules, 
such a Congress must be convened if half of the party’s 
regularly affiliated members plus one ask for it, and since 
the PSOE has 180,000 members, the bar is set at around 
90,000 members and, according to certain sources, this 
figure has already been exceeded.  

Among the first 60,000 endorsers, there are 500 mayors 
from towns and cities where the PSOE controls the munici-
palities. 

So we are indeed dealing with a far-reaching grassroots 
movement. It revolves around the refusal by the PSOE’s 
activists to see their party become an auxiliary to Rajoy. 
This is a movement which revolutionaries have a duty to 
support unconditionally and without the slightest hesita-
tion. But it is obvious that the issue does not only concern 
PSOE members. It is a question of the future of the struggle 
of the working class in Spain, and it is with them, with the 
vanguard that is emerging from them, that we need to have 
a dialogue. The question that is therefore posed is that of 
the slogans and the policy through which the demand that 
expresses the revolt by the PSOE members can be affirmed 
and imposed.  

Since then, Mariano Rajoy has toughened his requirements, 
assuring people that he would not be satisfied with an ab-
stention and that there is a need to negotiate a genuine 
government compact. In the abovementioned article, La 
Tribune poses what it sees as the real question: “Hence-
forth, what will be the use of the PSOE in international poli-

tics, if it becomes the parliamentary “life-
belt” of the PP without being able to in-
fluence government policy?” As was the 
case under other conditions for PASOK in 
Greece, it is indeed the question of the 
PSOE’s survival that is posed. 

At the time of first drafting of this article, 
we did not know if a solution would be 
found, or if it would be necessary, for a 
third time, to organise a general election. 
Since then, the question has been decided.  

Thanks to the leadership of the PSOE, Rajoy will be able to 
continue to govern. Having met on 23 October, the federal 
council of the PSOE voted, 139 voices to 96, for the absten-
tion of its parliamentary group during the coming vote on 
investiture. In fact, it was 140 members of the federal coun-
cil who did not approve this decision, since 44 abstentions 
must be added to the 96 who voted against, the refusals to 
vote, or the absent. 

Abstaining was the way chosen by the ex-secretary general, 
Pedro Sanchez (2). Whatever be the forms that the crisis of 
the PSOE may take, its deepening reinforces the need for 
independent politics. 

 

The origins of the current crisis 

The origins of the current devastating crisis go way back. It 
has resulted from the fact that, since its support for the 1978 
Constitution – the institutional framework for political and 
social life in Spain since the fall of Francoism – the PSOE lead-
ership has agreed to identify with institutions that, through 
the revived monarchy introduced by Franco, prolonged cer-
tain aspects of the Francoist regime itself whilst basing them 
on the European Union. Over the years, this submission re-
quired the PSOE leadership to support measures that have 
become increasingly reactionary, notably the “austerity pro-
grammes” decided by the European Union and implemented 
by the Zapatero government in 2010. 
 

The profound and irreversible crisis of those institutions, 
the calling into question of the whole foundation of the 
system established in Spain after Franco’s death, could not 
avoid having a direct impact on the PSOE leadership. In this 
sense, the PSOE’s current crisis is an expression of the crisis 
of its institutions. In turn, the PSOE’s crisis is feeding and 
worsening the institutional crisis. This is why, far from re-
joicing in the fact, the forces committed to preserving the 
existing order are alarmed. Thus, the very conservative 
British weekly magazine The Economist wrote recently: “If 
any political party can claim to have invented modern Spain, 
it is the Socialists. They have ruled for 21 of the 39 years of 
Spain’s restored democracy. Under Felipe González, the 
Spanish Socialist Workers’ Party (PSOE), to give it its full 
name, took the country into the EU and NATO and modern-
ised its economy.” The Economist went on to describe how, 
under the leadership of José Luis Zapatero, the PSOE con-
tinued that modernisation in “cultural attitudes”. Let us 
leave to The Economist its conception of “modernity” and 
“culture”. Above all, Zapatero distinguished himself by car-
rying out a policy of austerity and counter-reforms that 

The European govern-
ments are indeed “as-
sassins attached to the 
same chain”, a chain 
that is indispensable to 
their survival, that of 
the European Union 
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formed the prelude to the current disaster and led to Rajoy 
being in government. The decisive factor is that the PSOE 
has played a crucial role in both the construction and func-
tioning of the post-Francoist institutions. To understand the 
current situation, we need to consider the conditions in 
which those institutions were established. 

 

“How was the bourgeois order saved 

when Francoism disintegrated?” 

In order to erase the revolutionary developments that have 
marked Spain after the death of Franco – on 20 November 
1975, at a time when the Francoist dictatorship introduced 
on the basis of the defeat of the Spanish Revolution was 
already undergoing a dislocating crisis – 
many historians insist on stressing “continui-
ty”, for example underlining the fact that the 
growth of Spain’s capitalist economy oc-
curred under the dictatorship, after Franco’s 
Spain was officially readmitted into the “fam-
ily of nations”. Of course, there is continuity, 
the continuity of exploitation, demonstrated 
notably by the fact that it was with the sup-
port of world imperialism, beginning with US 
imperialism and its European partners that 
the dictatorship was able to operate.  

There is another continuity: that of the class 
struggle, and especially the struggle of the 
working class – linked to the ever-enduring 
opposition of the peoples, whose national 
oppression was intensified by the Francoist 
dictatorship on every level. The working class 
continued to demonstrate its ability to act, 
for example in 1951 in the big public 
transport strike in Barcelona, followed by the 
strikes in 1963. We should never forget that the Spanish 
proletariat is the proletariat which, in 1936, began the most 
far-reaching revolution in Europe since the Russian Revolu-
tion, beginning to destroy the bourgeois State in practice, 
and that its defeat was not only the result of the support of 
all of the capitalist powers – and the Stalinist bureaucracy – 
for the isolation and military crushing of the Republican 
camp, but above all it was the result of the treacherous 
policies of the Stalinist and social-democratic leaderships of 
the Spanish working class. Despite fierce repression, the 
tradition of revolution and its lessons lived on in the con-
sciousness of Spain’s working masses and re-emerged in 
each of their struggles (3). It was the struggle of the working 
class that placed on the agenda the elimination of the insti-
tutions of the dictatorship, and at the same time made it 
extremely difficult for the Spanish bourgeoisie to “peaceful-
ly” reorganise its forms of rule – whilst obliging it to do so. 

The so-called “transitional” regime that was created in 
1977-78 was born in conditions where a revolutionary 
struggle was beginning, affirmed both in the mobilisation of 
the Madrid working class following the Atocha massacre (4) 
and in the struggles that were emerging at the time in the 
Basque Country. At that time, the Stalinist bureaucracy and 
its agency in Spain needed to mobilise in order to prevent 
the collapse of Francoism turning into a direct threat to the 
bourgeois regime itself through the activity of the masses, 

with the Spanish CP playing a leading role before the appa-
ratus of the social-democratic party, the PSOE, could be 
reorganised and controlled. 

Over the years, this submission required the PSOE leader-
ship to support measures that were increasingly reactionary 

Under the slogan “It is not a question of monarchy or Re-
public, but of dictatorship or democracy”, the Stalinist and 
social-democratic leaderships gave their support to the 
establishment of a system which, in the guise of democracy, 
preserved one essential element of Francoism: the monar-
chy re-established by the dictatorship and embodied by 
Juan Carlos, put on the throne by Franco himself as a major 
element of continuity (5). This monarchy was not a simple 

“constitutional monarchy” as it claimed to 
be; it played a crucial role at the very heart of 
the State apparatus, the main components of 
which (the army, police, judiciary and high 
administration) had been shaped within the 
framework of the dictatorship and had been 
preserved in order to defend it – of course, 
flanked by a parliamentary process that rec-
ognised the existence of political parties. This 
was nothing more than a façade: it was 
thanks to the power of the workers, and not 
the generosity of the leaders of the Francoist 
State, that a series of basic rights – like the 
right to strike and the right to form trade 
organisations – were won back. But those 
rights and freedoms were straitjacketed 
within a constitutional framework that guar-
anteed the continuity of the Francoist State. 
The Constitution introduced in 1978 had 
been elaborated by representatives of the 
Union of the Democratic Centre (UCD) – the 

direct continuation of the Francoist State apparatus and the 
predecessor to the People’s Party, the party of Aznar and 
Rajoy – representatives of the Communist Party, the PSOE 
and the bourgeois nationalist parties of the Basque Country 
and Catalonia. 

This Constitution specified that the army’s mission was to 
not only defend “the independence of Spain and its sover-
eignty”, but also “the constitutional order”, making its cen-
tral task the maintaining of order (Article 8). It is within this 
framework that the King, who was also granted broad op-
portunities to intervene in the functioning of the executive, 
assumed “supreme command of the armed forces” (Article 
62). The Constitution also included in its Article 135 the 
obligation for the State budget to prioritise the servicing of 
the public debt. It regarded the unity of Spain as sacred, and 
on this level was in contradiction with what had been af-
firmed by the Spanish Communist Party and the PSOE in 
their struggle against Francoism (6). The 1978 Constitution 
was to worsen the national issues posed in Catalonia and 
the Basque Country by trying to drown them within the 
carving up of Spain into 17 regional “Autonomies”. 

The PSOE and CP leaderships immediately associated them-
selves organically with these reactionary institutions. Just as 
Francoist Spain had only survived thanks to its dependent 
co-operation with US imperialism, with which it had very 
quickly (as early as 1953) negotiated a military co-operation 

Today’s  
devastating crisis 
dates from long 
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1978 Constitution 
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increasingly  
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agreement, the “transitional” regime was only able to main-
tain itself by fitting in completely with all of the European-
level plans. If there is one case that fully proves the fact that 
the reactionary institutions of the European Union are not 
just an external straitjacket, but at the same time an indis-
pensable dimension of the stability and perpetuation of the 
national reactionary institutions, then that is Spain. The 
“continuity” monarchy could only survive by being integrat-
ed into the European Union. 

Today, at a time when for every one of the 
continent’s working classes the question of 
eliminating the institutions of the European 
Union is being posed as expressing directly 
the most immediate needs of struggle 
against the social and economic disasters 
that are affecting each country, the struggle 
to break with the European Union is closely 
linked in Spain to the struggle against the 
monarchy and for the peoples’ rights. 

 

In 2010, a milestone is reached 

The growth of the Spanish economy in the 
last few years of the 20th century and the 
start of the current century was above all 
the result of its increasingly close depend-
ence on international finance capital – in 
which Spanish capital has its place, but in a 
strictly subordinated manner. It was therefore hit particu-
larly strongly by the world crisis that emerged in 2007-
2008, and it had to seek, by every possible means, to make 
the working class and the overall working masses pay the 
price for the collapse engendered by the functioning of 
the capitalist system. 

The project manager was to be the leader of the Socialist 
Party, Luis Zapatero, who was Prime Minister from 2009. 
Summoned to Washington in 2010, he returned with an 
austerity programme that notably included a wage reduc-
tion for civil servants, a widespread wage-freeze, the revi-
sion of the existing labour laws, particularly regarding lay-
offs, etc. During the same period, the Constitutional Court 
attacked the prerogatives that had been devolved to Cata-
lonia. 

These full-frontal attacks on the working class and the peo-
ples provoked a range of big movements that mobilised the 
urban workers, rural workers and youth in their millions. 

The leaderships of the trade union organisations, of the 
UGT as well as the Workers’ Commissions (CCOO) (6), were 
forced to oppose a government whose accession they had 
welcomed. The gave their support to the workers’ rejection 
by calling for a general strike and demonstrations against 
the programmes put forward by Zapatero. At the same 
time, the protest by the Catalan people against the attempt 
to further strengthen the oppression it faced led in July 
2010 to a demonstration by over one million people in Bar-
celona, under the slogan: “We are a nation, we have the 
right to decide”. This demonstration had been called by the 
nationalist parties, but also by the UGT and CCOO. 

On 29 September 2010, a general strike took place against 
the government’s decisions. In 2011, huge demonstrations 

were held in every large town and city in Spain; these were 
to continue over the next years. If these powerful move-
ments did not find a unified political expression, it was be-
cause the labour movement leaderships – and in particular 
the trade union leaderships – kept them within the frame-
work of “successive days of action”, a position later justified 
by Catalonia UGT General Secretary Josep M. Alvarez, who 
was nevertheless regarded as being one of the most left-
wing elements of the union confederation when he became 
General Secretary in 2015. He said: “The measures taken by 

the government do not merit a general 
strike, but a series of strikes”. 
 

A system on its last legs 

The full range of developments in the class 
struggle in Spain, just as internationally, 
has led to an irreversible crisis of the whole 
political system established in 1978. 

The deadlock it is facing places on the 
agenda – as noted by several commenta-
tors of the Spanish bourgeoisie – its disap-
pearance, the substitution of this system 
with other political relations. But which 
ones? 

For the working class, objectively it is the 
question of its power that is posed. When 
all is said and done, the bourgeoisie has no 

other solution for stabilising the conditions of its rule than 
to undertake the elimination of everything that the working 
class has gained through its struggles. For the workers, 
opposing this attempt means seizing from the exploiting 
bourgeoisie the means for doing harm which it has at its 
disposal, i.e. to substitute its power, the power of its politi-
cal representation, for that of the bourgeoisie, its govern-
ment for the bourgeois government. 

This means putting forward the immediate social demands 
that are imposed by the situation into which Spain has been 
plunged today, beginning with the issues of unemployment 
and the re-establishment of public services worthy of the 
name. This starts with asserting the democratic rights which 
for 40 years the so-called transitional regime has denied to 
the citizens of the whole of Spain and to the peoples op-
pressed by the same conditions in which the bourgeois 
state in Spain was constituted, an oppression worsened by 
the Francoist dictatorship and maintained through the Au-
tonomies system. To illustrate what he defined as the “the-
ory of permanent revolution”, Leon Trotsky chose to refer to 
Spain. He pointed out that although capitalism in Spain 
constituted one of the world imperialisms, “Spain belongs 
unmistakably to the group of the most backward countries 
of Europe”, which was notably manifested by the fact that it 
had been unable to fully resolve the question of national 
unity and that politically it had remained a monarchy until 
1931. Trotsky pointed out that: “The slogan of the republic 
is, it is understood, also the slogan of the proletariat. But for 
this, it is not merely a matter of replacing the king with a 
president, but of thoroughly purging the whole of society of 
feudal refuse.” 

The monarchical  
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And Trotsky underlined the importance of the land question 
and the national question, regarding which he wrote: “The 
workers will fully and completely defend the right of the 
Catalonians and Basques to lead an independent state life, 
in the event that the majority of these nationalities have 
expressed themselves for complete sepa-
ration. But this does not, of course, mean 
that the advanced workers will push the 
Catalonians and Basques on the road of 
secession.” 

The positions put forward at that time by 
Trotsky retain their full relevance in the 
current situation. The Republic obviously 
means the destruction of the institution 
of the monarchy reinstalled at the head 
of the State by Franco. The Republic 
means the sovereignty of the people, i.e. 
the exercise of its right to freely appoint 
its representatives who, meeting in a 
Constituent Assembly, without any au-
thority set above them, will decide upon 
the laws that must govern Spain. The 
Republic means the sovereignty of the people, which is in 
contradiction with the whole range of treaties that have 
been imposed on it by the governments of the Francoist 
monarchy, notably the treaties of the institutions of the 
European Union. 

The sovereignty of the people, as emphasised by Trotsky, 
means the right of the peoples to self-determination. This is 
what has formed the basis of the political programme de-
fended since 1978 by the Fourth International in Spain: the 
abolition of the monarchy and the Republic, which today – 
faced with the reality of national oppression and the wish of 
the oppressed peoples to remove it – means free Free Re-
publics in Spain today, in which the sovereign representa-
tives of the peoples will decide upon the relations they wish 
to maintain with the other component parts of Spain, be it 
separation – if it is the people’s will – or the establishment 
of a federation of free Spanish Republics. 

Today, the workers and peoples of Spain are facing an of-
fensive aimed at saving the system established in 1978, 
which is in the process of collapsing; they are facing an 
economic and social disaster engendered by the crisis of the 
capitalist system within the framework of the European 
Union. 

The starting-point of the resistance is naturally given by the 
precise character taken by those attacks. In effect, today it 
is focused in these questions: should Rajoy be allowed to 
continue governing? Should action be taken to repeal the 
labour law introduced by Rajoy, which has been condemned 
by all of the trade union organisations? But would these 
immediate questions mean that the whole range of the 
political issues posed by the class struggle today should be 

downgraded or should wait for new developments before 
being posed? Quite the opposite. The extent of the crisis at 
every level means that for the purposes of the most imme-
diate action, on the most limited objectives, it is indispen-
sable to formulate a clear political perspective and to hold a 

dialogue on this basis with all those who 
want to put an end to Rajoy.  

In other words, the slogan of free Repub-
lics, of constituent Cortes [Parliaments], 
of breaking with the European Union and 
of abolishing the monarchy must today 
be embodied not in speeches for internal 
consumption or supposedly reserved for 
an elite, but in activity, in forms of organ-
isation based on intervention by a van-
guard. It is not a question of ideologically 
declaring ultimate objectives that would 
be detached from the current struggles; 
on the contrary, it is a question of feed-
ing the real movement as it develops. 

It is on this basis that the militant activ-
ists of the Organising Committee for the 

Reconstitution of the Fourth International (OCRFI) will begin 
the discussion with activists of all political tendencies within 
the labour movement in Spain. 

 
 

 

(1) Which was largely confirmed by the decision of the PSOE fed-
eral council, which is co-vered later in this article.  

(2) Pedro Sanchez sent a Tweet saying, “The time soon will come 
where the militants will recuperate and rebuild the PSOE. It will be 
an independent PSOE, moving away from the PP and were the rank 
and file will decide. Courage.” 

(3) At the time of the 1936 revolutionary wave in France, Trotsky 
noted that the French working class were not “novices”, and that a 
“great tradition” was in their blood. The same applies to the Span-
ish working class: if the tradition of the Paris Commune was a 
factor in the situation in 1936 in France, in Spain today the July 
1936 uprising and the May Days in 1937 are also a factor. 

(4) In the suburbs of Madrid in January 1977, five activists and 
labour law specialists of the Spanish Communist Party were mur-
dered by Francoist killers. The CP leadership used all of its power 
as an apparatus to contain the huge mobilisation of the workers of 
Madrid as they responded to the massacre. 

(5) It was as early as 1969 that Juan Carlos took an oath before 
Franco. He was then officially named as his successor and promot-
ed Prince of Spain. 

(6) Thus, in its Congress held in exile in 1974, the PSOE adopted 
the following resolution: “The definitive solution to the issue of the 
nationalities that are part of the Spanish State necessarily begins 
with full recognition of the right to self-determination, which en-
tails each nationality being able to freely determine the relations it 
will maintain with the other peoples that are part of the Spanish 
State. (…).” 
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DOSSIER  
 
 
 

Brazil 

 
One Single Demand Rising Up Throughout the Workers Party: 

For the Members to Be Heard; For the 
Immediate Convening of a Special Congress 
 
By Antonio Pessoa 

 
After the first round of the municipal election, 
which left the Workers Party (the PT) half dead, the 
party is suffering the worst crisis of its history.  
It is a crisis in which the PT’s very existence is at 
stake. An intense debate is taking place within the 
party: what lessons can be and should be drawn 
from this political disaster?  
And how can the course of events that could lead to 
the disappearance of the PT be reversed? 
 

 

Who can answer this double question? 

 
ome, like Lula and the majority current of the PT 
leadership, reckon that there is no need to consult 
the activists. For them, it would be pointless to upset 

the PT schedule, which plans to elect its leadership next 
year (they envisage April 2017 at the earliest). And especial-
ly, for them, there is no question of changing the Procedure 
for the Election of the Leadership; in other words, the elec-
tion of the leadership before the congress would define, by 
voting on the party’s orientation, the mandate to be given 
by the activists (via their delegates) to the leadership for the 
coming period. 
Practically all the other currents have denounced the Pro-
cedure for the Election of the Leadership which – they say – 
can have no other consequences than the worsening of the 
crisis and the threat of seeing the PT explode. This party, 
born of the great strikes against the military dictatorship 
that had been governing the country since 1964, had quick-
ly gathered the near totality of the labour and popular polit-
ical currents existing in Brazil.  
They formed a party that had an unrivalled internal democ-
racy throughout a whole period: the right to tendencies, an 
intense activity in the bodies of the rank-and-file, voting and 
election of the leaderships in the rank-and-file assemblies, 
etc. At bottom, what has just happened – and the impact of 
which goes largely beyond Brazil – is a stage in what José de 

Souza Martins, a university professor who specializes in 
social and political relations in Brazil, has called “the PT-ist 
moment in our Republic”. (1) It is a “moment” that started 
nearly 27 years ago, when 110 labour militants from diverse 
political belongings decided to found a workers’ party. 
From the beginning, this party needed to assert its class 
character: the “Workers Party” against the “Society Party” 
that the Catholic Church wanted, rallying to the omnipres-
ent “Theology of liberation”. 
Then, when the military was forced – by the class struggle – 
to hand over the reins of power, it was necessary to decide 
between those who, giving in to imperialism’s pressure, 
agreed to a negotiated return of civilians to power, with 
neither a political nor an institutional break (on the model 
that prevailed over the replacement of Pinochet in Chile) 
and those who were in the majority of the PT and imposed 
the “direitas jà!” (“direct election of MPs, now!”), and the 
break with the military regime, its politics and its institu-
tions. At the time, this cost the PT the exclusion of three of 
its eight MPs, those who had rallied to a “negotiated transi-
tion”. 
It built itself as a workers’ party of the masses on this basis, 
winning positions – inside the bourgeois society of a domi-
nated country – in municipal councils, in parliaments of the 
federal states, in the Congress and the Senate and all the 
way up to the summit of the Federation, to the presidency 
of the Republic. 
But over the years, and notably since the first election of 
Lula as President of the Republic in 2002, those positions, 
which could have and ought to have furnished leaning 
points for the workers’ struggle, for the landless and the 
Brazilian young people, have played that role less and less. 
That is, of course, not to underrate the social measures 
taken during these thirteen years of PT presidency: the 
“family grant”, “electricity for all”, “my house, my life”, the 
“national programme of support to family farming”, the 
“food aid programme”, etc. But during these thirteen yeas, 
the leadership of the PT has become more and more openly 
the instrument of policy dictated to them by imperialism. It 
is policy that is perfectly summed up in the renouncing of 
land (agrarian) reform; the refusal to re-nationalize the 
national companies that were privatized by previous gov-
ernments; the refusal to break up the institutional remain-

S
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ders inherited from the dictatorship; the refusal to break 
with the paying of the external debt and the implementing 
of the “Superavit fiscal primario” (the tax surplus before the 
paying of the external debt) in order to guarantee, under all 
circumstances, the priority of reimbursing that debt). 
It is this policy that prepared today’s electoral collapse of 
the PT. Imperialism and the Brazilian oligarchy now wish to 
benefit from this to get rid of the PT and CUT once and for 
all. In such circumstances, is there a task more urgent than 
giving the members immediately the right to be heard, and 
allowing them to take back a party that is truly theirs? 
The militants who make up the FCI (the Communist Interna-
tionalist Faction) in Brazil, a current of the PT’s O Trabalho, 
have joined this effort by submitting a petition started by 69 
militants and heads of diverse tendencies to the leaders of 
the PT, calling on them to convene a special congress as 
quickly as possible. This debate within the PT is taking place 
at a time marked by strong class mobilizations. 
The leaders of Brazilian trade union centres met in São 
Paulo on 19 October and established a schedule for mobili-

zation over the coming period.  
They emphasized the importance of forging unity, in order 
that the mobilizations continue to increase and strengthen 
the working class resistance. They have called for a “nation-
al day of strike” on 11 November. 
Coming out of this inter-union meeting, the president of the 
Unified Workers Central (the CUT), Wagner Freitas, an-
nounced that he was pleased with the “achieved unity”, 
which he says continues the “process of the accumulating of 
forces in preparation of the general strike against the Temer 
government, (which is) illegitimate and born of a constitu-
tional coup d’Etat.” 

October 20, 2016 
 
 
 
 

(1)”Do PT das lutas sociais au PT do poder” (“From the PT of the 
social struggles to the PT in Power”) Editora Contexto (Brazil) 

 
 
 
After the first round of the municipal elections 

 

The PT is in Danger! 
Help the Workers and the Youth  
to Reclaim a Party that Truly Belongs to Them! 
Statement by the Internationalist Communist Fraction (FCI) 

 
n the first round of the municipal elections, the Work-
ers Party (PT) lost 10 million of the 17.2 million votes it 
had won in the 2012 municipal election. It lost 60 per-

cent of its municipal authorities.  
This defeat cannot be seen as an electoral setback, with the 
“beauty of democracy” determining that the PT should lose 
now in order to be able to win again in the future. 
(…) We are in the middle of a coup d’état, with big capital 
and imperialism imposing an illegitimate government given 
the job of implementing a policy of austerity and social 
regression on a crushing scale, destroying millions of jobs, 
privatising all that is left of the public enterprises and herit-
age, letting the public services fall into decline, cutting wag-
es and destroying the Labour Code and social security sys-
tem. Any remaining national sovereignty is under threat, 
just like the pre-salt layer oil being put back under the con-
trol of the multinationals this week. 
Nobody can ignore the attacks (…) aimed at criminalising 
the party and its leaders. Are these attacks the source of all 
this frustration and the distance taken by our social base? 
Isn’t it rather that (big capital) is taking advantage of this 
situation in order to persecute a party which is increasingly 
cutting itself off from the social base that supports it? 
What has been done in this direction during 13 years of 
government of the country by the PT? 

Thirteen years in government, and yet it is the non-
implementation of land reform that has prevailed, just like 
the non-implementation of the renationalisation of privat-
ised companies such as Vale do Rio Doce, the non-
democratisation of the media, the non-reduction of the 
working day without any loss of wages, the non-
implementation of the tax on large incomes and a related 
progressive reform targeting the big tax-evaders, the non-
implementation of an audit of the public debt weighted in 
favour of non-repayment, and the non-implementation of a 
reform of the political system, which still retains significant 
residual elements of the military dictatorship and is based 
on “coalition presidentialism”, which in turn has led to the 
alliances with bourgeois parties entered into by the PT, on 
the pretext of governability. 
(…) The PT, a party founded by the working class as a tool 
for struggle and social transformation, must be saved from 
destruction. To do so, it must re-engage with its social base. 
(…) The biggest winner in the latest elections, as everybody 
acknowledges, was the “vote for nobody” (abstentions, 
spoiled and blank ballots). This is the major fact in the cur-
rent situation, which underlines the fact that the workers 
and the youth reject the current political system, which 
instead of reflecting their aspirations, despises and disowns 
them. This electoral rejection reiterates what millions of 

I
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young people had already declared with their mobilisations 
in June 2013: there is a need for political reform that will 
put an end to the current reactionary institutions, like the 
National Congress, which still display significant traces of 
the military dictatorship and act in the interests of the big 
national and foreign economic oligarchies. 
Would not the best way for the PT to re-engage right away 
with its social base be to revive energetically – acting like a 
militant party – a campaign for political reform through a 
sovereign Constituent Assembly, and to link this to the re-
sistance struggles which are starting to occur and which 
could culminate in a general strike against the adjustment 
measures that are in the pipeline, due to be adopted by this 
Congress of crooks and putschists?  

(…) (All of which implies, in the immediate) the bringing 
forward of the party’s Extraordinary Congress to December 
2016 or early 2017, with delegates elected in mass meet-
ings of members and, within this process, the election of 
new leaderships at the municipal, state and national levels. 
As far as we are concerned, it is not enough as a rescue 
measure to place this or that member at the head of the 
party if there is no plan of political action that reconnects 
the party to the peoples’ aspirations and the social strug-
gles, and allows the members internally to be heard and to 
take decisions.  

Fração Comunista Internacionalista (FCI) 
of O Trabalho - 7 October 2016 

 
 

Appeal 
 

The PT Is Under Threat! 
A Congress That Will Let the Members Be Heard  
Is Urgently Needed 
 

he election result, with the loss of 10 million votes, 
is a symptom of a serious threat of destruction 
facing the PT. (…) The economic and political oligar-

chies have fomented a coup d’Etat by taking advantage of 
the frustration with the PT in government, with its policy of 
broad alliances and the abandoning of moving forward with 
the structural reforms likely to meet the social aspirations 
of the workers, the youth and the majority of the people. 
Big capital, working through Temer’s illegitimate putschist 
government and with the collaboration of an extremely 
unpopular National Congress, is now seeking to implement 
a policy of austerity and crushing social regression (…). 
(…) For the party to survive, there is only one solution: it 
must once again become the tool for the urban workers, 
the landless farmers, the youth and the oppressed of our 
country to organise and struggle for the satisfaction of their 
demands and aspirations for sovereignty and rights. The 
first step in this direction is for the National Leadership, 
which is meeting on 10 November, to convene an Extraor-
dinary Party Congress that should be held as soon as possi-
ble, preferably before the end of the year. In this Congress, 
grassroots members must be allowed to speak. The dele-
gates to the Congress need to be chosen in electoral meet-
ings at the grassroots level. (…)  
The National Leadership should recommend a new Extraor-
dinary Executive Committee with responsibility for leading 
the party and preparing the Extraordinary Congress, com-
posed of all of the national currents, in order to ensure the 
functioning and commitment of the PT with the political 
and social struggles currently underway against the assaults 
of Temer’s putschist government. 
This appeal was initiated by: 

Santa Catarina: Lino Fernando Bragança Peres (re-elected municipal 
councillor, Florianópolis), Antônio L. Battisti (candidate for prefect, 
S.José); Murilo Silva (mandated by State deputy Padre Pedro); Manoel 
C. Andrade (architect, retired cvil servant, Florianópolis); Luiz Hamil-
ton de Moura Ferro (ex-official of the bank workers’ union, CEF retir-
ee, Florianópolis), Johnson G.Homem (lawyer, Florianópolis), Silvia 
Agostini (journalist, affiliated with Joinville).  
Paraná: André Machado (candidate for municipal councillor, Curitiba), 
Cleiton Damasceno do Carmo (candidate for prefect, Sarandi), Paulo 
Antunes (trade union leader in the petrochemicals industry, candidate 
for municipal councillor, Araucária), Cláudio Ribeiro (labour lawyer, 
founding member of the PT, Curitiba), Ana Busato (bank workers’ 
union official, Curitiba), Luis Beto Olivera, Gringo (activist in grassroots 
housing movement, Curitiba), Anísio G. Homem (writer, translator, ex-
leader at state level, Curitiba), Darli de Fátima Sampaio (PT activist, 
Curitiba, DZ Matriz), Emmanuel Appel (candidate for Governor in 86, 
university teacher), João Paulo Mehl (activist in the Soylocoporti 
Intervozes Collective, PT Curitiba, DZ Matriz), Anízio Donizete da Silva 
(PT Curitiba, DZ Cajuru), Milton Alves (union advisor and blogger, 
Curitiba), Edison Taques (psychologist, civil servant, Pinhais), Rachel 
Callai Bragatto (Soylocoporti Intervozes Collective, communication 
researcher, PT Curitiba DZ Matriz), Geraldo Staub (lawyer, PT Curitiba 
activist, DZ Matriz), Mônica de O. Giovannetti (ex-official of the CUT-
PR, retired civil servant, DZ Matriz), Marina de Godoy (public sector 
teacher, Curitiba), Gabriel Stahl Reese Frigo (Dz Santa Felicidade – 
Curitiba), Vagner José Cordeiro (PT Curitiba),  
Teachers: Ney Jansen (CEP Committee against the coup d’état/Temer 
Get Out, PT Curitiba DZ Matriz), Adriano Hohmann (affiliated to the 
PT-PR), Maria Tereza Salomão (PT Curitiba), Rodrigo Rossi (PT Ponta 
Grossa), Edmilson Rodrigues da Silva (APP activist, PT DM Apucarana-
PR), Eyimar Fabiano Borto (candidate for municipal councillor, PT 
Curitiba), Cláudia S. Caramez (DZ Matriz Curitiba), Márcia Amaral 
Pontes de Lima (PT Curitiba),  

Voters and sympathisers: Donizete Camilo Soares (Curitiba), Michele 
Rodrigues de Lima (Curitiba), Donizethe Aparecido Barbosa (Curitiba), 
Guilherme Bruni (student CEP, Curitiba, sympathiser), São Paulo: 
Raquel Foresti (teacher, DZ Vila Prudente). 
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 ANALYSIS  
 
 

United States of America 

Clinton vs. Trump: None of the Above! 
Editorial of the October 2016 issue of The Organizer, published by Socialist Organizer, OCRFI's section in the USA 

 
By Alan Benjamin 

 
As we go to press, the nation — or, to put it more 
aptly, the dwindling number of people across the 
nation who bothered to tune in — was treated 
for a third time to the sorry spectacle 
of a “debate” (call it mud-slinging)  
between Hillary Clinton and Donald Trump.  
Hot words about “rigged votes”  
and “acting as a puppet of Putin” were bandied 
about, with little, if any, discussion 
of the substantive issues facing working people. 

 

 
hroughout the 18-month presidential election cam-
paign, the working class majority expressed its 
deep-seated rejection of the traditional politicians 

of the twin parties of capitalism: the Democrats and Repub-
licans. This took many forms. Inside the Democratic Party, 
Bernie Sanders, who presented himself as an “outsider” 
(but was really an insider), was seen by a large number of 
discontented voters, primarily among the youth, as a means 
of expressing their aspirations. Fourteen million people 
turned to Sanders because they wanted single-payer 
healthcare, a real wage increase, an end to Wall Street 
hegemony over the body politic, a halt to the Trans-Pacific 
Partnership (TPP) agreement, and more. 
Within the Republican Party, Trump presented himself as 
the outsider, the “non-politician,” which earned him a 
stronger following than most people expected. All the tradi-
tional G.O.P. politicians — from Jeb Bush to Jon Kasich — 
fell by the wayside, as a rightwing populist upsurge, fueled 
by massive job losses and white-supremacist racism, came 
to the fore. 
But now that’s all a thing of the past: Sanders has delivered 
on his promise to turn over his 14 million voters to the can-
didate supported and financed by Wall Street and Big Busi-
ness: Hillary Clinton.[1] Long forgotten is Sanders’ tirade 
against Wall Street. For her part, Clinton has made little 
effort to court the Sanders voters or even voice their con-
cerns. Meanwhile, the Trump campaign is imploding. 
As the election campaign comes to a close, the Republican 
Party, to quote The New York Times, is “on the verge of civil 
war,” with G.O.P. leaders distancing themselves from 
Trump as fast as they can run. Trump’s rating are dropping 
so quickly that the G.O.P. leadership is now worried that 
their party will lose its majority in the House and Senate on 

November 8. 
Trump’s tirade against Republican House Speaker Paul Ryan 
is no less vicious than his tirade against Hillary Clinton, ex-
pressing Trump’s growing understanding that his ship is 
sinking. Even his own ticket is in shambles: While Trump 
warns that he may not accept the outcome of the Novem-
ber presidential election, his running mate, Mike Pence, has 
stated that, of course, the G.O.P. will honor the results of 
the vote. 
This unprecedented election campaign — where a largely 
unknown Bernie Sanders took the Democratic Party front-
runner almost to the wire and where a TV celebrity out-
scored all the Republican Party frontrunners — is a sign of 
the growing discontent with the two-party system, but it is 
also a refraction of a capitalist system in deepening crisis. 
Karl Marx wrote that, “government is nothing but a com-
mittee for managing the affairs of the whole capitalist 
class.” Today, this administrative committee in the United 
States is in profound disarray, with a much-reviled, unpopu-
lar presidential candidate as its only viable candidate. 
 
Ruling-Class Drive to Elect Clinton in Full Throttle 
As we approach the final weeks of this seemingly intermi-
nable 18-month presidential election campaign, the U.S. 
ruling class is putting its electoral machinery into overdrive 
to get Hillary Clinton elected to the nation’s highest office.  

From the vantage point of the ruling class, Trump is a seri-
ous liability. According to an op-ed piece in the October 10 
issue of the New York Times by Steven Rattner, a Wall 
Street executive and Times contributing opinion writer, “not 
a single chief executive of a Fortune 100 company has do-
nated to Trump’s campaign or endorsed it,” while more 
than half have supported and donated generously to Clin-
ton’s campaign, particularly in recent weeks. 

A Wall Street Journal survey of 45 former members of the 
White House’s Council of Economic Advisers found not one 
who would endorse Trump. All are supporting Clinton. 
If anyone is still not convinced that Clinton is THE candidate 
of Wall Street in November, the recently released emails in 
the files of Clinton campaign chairman John Podesta should 
put those doubts to rest. 

In the documents made public by WikiLeaks — none of 
which has been disavowed — Clinton tells a gathering host-
ed by Goldman Sachs that “as a Senator I represented and 
worked with so many on Wall Street, and I did all I could to 
make sure that they could prosper.” At another moment, 
Clinton told the Wall Street banksters (2) not to worry 
about her public declarations in opposition to TPP or in 

T
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support of Social Security. In her line of business, she insist-
ed, it is necessary to have a “public” posture and a “private” 
one. She needed to take a “public” stance on many issues 
dear to the working class majority to get elected, she told 
them, but once in office she would carry out her “private” 
policies, in sync with her Wall Street donors. 
This last point is particularly important to the trade union 
movement. Throughout her presidential campaign, Clinton 
has insisted that, “I oppose the TPP. I’ll oppose it after the 
election. And I’ll oppose it as president.” But in a $225,000 
speech to the Wall Street banksters in San Diego, she said 
that her “dream is a hemispheric market, with open trade.” 
Can there be any doubt that Clinton, once in office, will do 
everything possible to enact the TPP — mind you, with a 
few cosmetic changes to make it appear that she is really on 
the side of the working class? 
Can there be any doubt that she will move to promote the 
“reforms” to Social Security that the speculators have all 
been demanding, or that she will continue to promote, even 
deepen, the privatization and deregulation policies of all 
past administrations, including that of Bill Clinton? 
Can there be any doubt that she will accelerate the drive 
toward war, with more U.S. troops on the ground, through-
out the Middle East? 
 
“A Hard Rain of Increased War Is About to Fall” 
If there were even the slightest doubt about the increased 
war drive being prepared by the top brass of the U.S. mili-
tary, with the approval of Hillary Clinton, one need only 
read the speech by Army Chief of Staff General Mark A. 
Milley on October 4, 2016. Warning that wars will be 
spreading across the globe, Milley threatened to crush mili-
tarily any nation or force that might oppose U.S. policies. He 
targeted in particular those voices that have spoken out in 
favor of “dismantling NATO and the European Union.” 
Milley went on to add: 
“All the countries, Russia, China, Iran, and North Korea went 
to school on us. They closely watched how we fought in 
1991 and 2003. They studied our doctrine, our tactics, our 
equipment, our organization, our training, and our leader-
ship. And in turn, they revised their own doctrines, and they 
are rapidly modernizing their military today to avoid our 
strength in hope of defeating us at some point in the future.  
“Unfortunately, war between nation states, in my view, is 
very unlikely to remain relegated to the history books. And 
because there is no higher authority, and because security 
is the primal interest of each State, conflicts between nation 
States are virtually guaranteed at some point. And today, 
today we are in the middle of yet another major geopolitical 
change. … 
“So in short, the next 25 years are not going to be like the 
last 10, and not like the last 25. The keen challenge that we 
face is the changing character of war; it is unlike anything 
our actual force has ever experienced in intensity and le-
thality. 
“A noted class historian (Victor Dadid Hanson), recently 
wrote that he sees an increase in nationalism and regional 
armed forces, unresolved territorial claims, sectarian and 
disputes, and return to 18th Century balance of power poli-
tics of spheres of influence.  
And he concluded that there is a light breeze in the air, and 

it may turn into a storm. And he concluded at the end of his 
essay that a ‘hard rain is about to fall’.” (3) 
This warning could not be clearer. Both presidential candi-
dates are tearing each other apart. But the Army Chief of 
Staff knows full well that whichever of the two candidates is 
elected, this war without end will continue and deepen. 
 
A Crisis Rooted in the Capitalist System Itself 
The dispute between Hillary Clinton and Donald Trump is 
not over ultimate objectives; rather it’s over how to imple-
ment them. The crisis that has dislocated the summits of 
political power in this country is due to the fact that the 
economic basis of the capitalist system itself has been pro-
foundly destabilized by the 2008 crisis, with no recovery in 
sight. 
It’s a fact: Despite the Obama administration’s $8 trillion-
plus bailout of the major banks and financial institutions, 
despite the astronomic sums injected into the economy in 
the name of Quantative Easing, despite the massive number 
of jobs cut in industry after industry, despite all budget cuts 
in social services — despite all of this, there has not been an 
economic recovery. 
The IMF has recognized this situation, declaring: “The U.S. 
economy has lost its vitality over the course of the most 
recent trimesters; the expansion predicted for the second 
semester of 2016 did not materialize.” Even the $5.4 trillion 
invested in shale oil have only gone to inflate a speculative 
bubble that is even greater than the sub-prime bubble. 
The root of it all is the very crisis of the capitalist system. It’s 
a system that’s incapable of developing anything other than 
parasatic fuel rods to keep the economy afloat: the military-
industrial complex and war, on the one hand, and unbridled 
financial speculation, on the other. 
The ruling class’s inability to surmount the crisis of the capi-
talist system is what spurs its growing political crisis. 
 
Once Again on “Lesser-Evilism” 
In this context, it is especially troublesome to see the top 
trade union leadership, even its most progressive wing, 
urge its members to mobilize to elect Hillary Clinton. 
Josh Pechthalt, president of the California Federation of 
Teachers (CFT), one of the most progressive unions in the 
country, wrote the following in an editorial published in 
California Teacher (Sept-Oct 2016): 
“We can’t be cavalier about who will be the next president. 
… Unfortunately there is no viable labor party in this coun-
try, so we know the next president will either be a Demo-
crat or a Republican. Electing Donald Trump would be a 
catastrophe. Hillary Clinton is our best choice to advance a 
progressive agenda, and her election must be our number 
one goal.” 
And Pechthalt concludes: “We can’t be complacent about 
our vote for president. Even if our electoral votes are not in 
doubt, this is not the time to squander a vote on Jill Stein or 
any third-party candidate.” 
This decades-old “lesser-evil” argument has been used time 
and again to justify support for one candidate of the corpo-
rate class against the other. Today it’s the fear of Trump’s 
“hate-filled views” that is being raised to justify a vote for 
Clinton. There can be no doubt that Clinton and Trump have 
sharp disagreements on a number of subjects. Trump open-
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ly spouts the most reactionary, racist, and war-mongering 
rhetoric. Clinton’s discourse is different. 
But once elected, will Clinton not pursue the war without 
end, will she not continue the very same policies of social 
and racial discrimination which, under the Obama admin-
istration and all previous administrations, have triggered 
the police killings of Black people? Isn’t it a fact that the 
reactionary wave that has lifted Trump is simply the result 
of the anti-working class policies implemented over the past 
eight years by the outgoing Democratic Party president? 
The inconvenient truth (for some) is that Clinton is really a 
traditional Republican masking as a “centrist” — at times 
even as a “progressive” — and that she only has a chance of 
winning this election because she is facing a buffoon named 
Donald Trump. The inconvenient truth is that we are faced 
in this election with a choice of two of the most unpopular 
political figures in U.S. history because of the continued 
policy, pursued over decades by the top leaders of the U.S. 
labor movement, of “lesser-evilism.” With each consecutive 
election, “lesser-evil” politics has only pushed the political 
spectrum further and further to the right. The view that 
Clinton will be a vehicle for workers to “advance a progres-
sive agenda,” as Pechthalt argues, could not be further from 
the truth. 
 
How Do We Get There From Here? 

Like many progressive labor officials, Josh Pechthalt is in 
favor of a Labor Party, at least in theory. But if this is your 
goal, the question becomes, how do you get there from 
here? 
Many labor partisans of a Clinton vote argue that we must 
first stop Trump, and only then can we confront Clinton and 
compel her administration to meet working people’s most 
pressing demands, including the demands of the Black Lives 
Matter movement. This, they argue, will ultimately create a 
mass social protest movement that can become the caul-
dron for the creation of a third-party movement, including 
for a Labor Party. 
But this logic is not borne out by historical experience. The 
record shows that when the Democrats are in office, the 
top leadership of the labor movement exerts all the pres-
sure it can muster to quash all social protest movements. 
The lesser-evil arguments used to rationalize a vote for 
Clinton in November will be wielded, in a different form 
after her election. Social protest movements will be urged 
to hold back in their criticisms of — and mobilizations 
against — Clinton, lest this add fuel to the grist of the 
Trump rightwing forces. Any actions that could be seen as 
“destabilizing Clinton” will be portrayed as doing the work 
of Trump and his minions.  
No! If the working class — and especially its most oppressed 
Black and Latino sectors — is to prevail in defending its 
rights and interests, and if it is to make new gains, it will 
have to affirm its independence at all times; it will have to 
act on independent class grounds both in the electoral are-
na and in the streets. This has to happen before and after 
the November 8 election. 
Working people are ready and looking for a change. Reports 
from our readers speak of general scorn in the workplace 
for the two mainstream candidates. They speak of wide-
spread unwillingness by labor activists to take Hillary Clin-

ton door-hangers when getting out the vote for ballot 
propositions and candidates for local, state and national 
office (4). They speak of anger by Black activists, particularly 
Black youth, with all politicians, whatever their political 
stripe. While it is a fact that this aspiration for an authentic 
working class political alternative cannot be expressed at 
this time in the electoral arena for all the reasons explained 
above, these reports from our reader — and there are 
countless others — underscore a simple truth: the deep 
aspiration for independent working politics is not going 
away; in fact, it will continue to seek every avenue to find a 
way forward. No doubt, many, if not most, of the unionists 
and activists will vote for Clinton, but their contradictory 
attitudes express a great frustration with ruling class politics 
and a search for a real working-class alternative.(5) 
The road to independent working class party will not be 
linear. The formulation by Karl Marx that “the emancipation 
of the working class will be the task of the workers them-
selves” rings true. The working class will need its historic 
organizations — primarily the trade unions — to break with 
their reliance upon the Democratic Party to champion the 
interests of the working class majority and chart the way 
forward toward a Labor Party. 
Linked to this struggle, Blacks will need a Black working 
class party to advance their immediate and national inter-
ests, such as advocated by Nnamdi Scott, the independent 
Black candidate for city council in Baltimore of the Ujima 
People’s Progress Party (UPP). “It is necessary to under-
stand the relationship of the Black workers to capitalism,” 
Scott stated in an interview with The Organizer. “What this 
means is that the political organization of Black workers as 
a class needs to take place. It is not enough to have a 
movement. There will be no Black liberation without our 
organization.” 
Scott argued for stopping to “petition or leverage the capi-
talist parties” and to “plot our way toward independent 
political struggle, be that in the electoral arena or in the 
grassroots arena; there has to be a conscious effort by Black 
workers to have their own political independence and con-
fidence in their own strength as a class.”These words apply 
not only to Black workers, but to the entire working class. 
Never has the task of advancing independent working class 
political action been more urgent.  

________________________________ 

(1) Whether Sanders succeeds in his venture of turning all his 
voters over to Clinton is far from certain, however. While most 
Sanders voters will no doubt “hold their noses” and vote for Clin-
ton, many others will vote for other candidates running for high 
office — or they will simply not vote at all. 
(2) An English coined expression, mixing the words "banker" and 
"gangster" (Translator’s note)  
(3) Probably, a reference to the Bob Dylan song "A Hard Rain's A-
Gonna Fall", that speaks of the horror of war (Translator's note).  
(4) On the same day as the presidential elections in the United 
States, U.S. citizens also vote for their representatives at different 
levels, as well as for local ballot propositions (Translator's note) 
(5) Others will vote for Jill Stein, not necessarily because they 
support the Green Party, but because they see a Stein vote as the 
most effective protest vote against the two-party system. Others 
still will vote for one of the many socialist candidates running for 
president — be it the Socialist Party, the Party of Socialism and 
Liberation, or others. But Stein and the Green Party are not the 
alternative that working people need if they are to win their de-
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mands. The Green Party is not a working class party; it does not 
view society as divided into opposing social classes with contradic-
tory interests; the Stein and Green platforms are based on the 
notion of a “civil society,” where class lines are blurred. Although 

many of the planks put forward by Jill Stein point in the direction 
of progressive social change, working people — especially the 
oppressed Black masses fighting against police brutality and for 
self-determination — will need a working class party to prevail. 

 
 
 
 

Freedom Manifesto 
A Draft Manifesto to Rebuild the Black Liberation Movement 

 
Following are brief excerpts from a document  
published in August 2016 by the Black Liberation 
Unity Committee. The full text can be obtained 
by writing to Twenty-first Century Books 
and Publications at tcbchgo@aol.com or to the Uji-
ma People's Progress Party 
at uppmaryland@gmail.com. 

 
 

he Black Liberation Movement has reawakened. 
Militant activists are fighting against police terror, 
for jobs and a livable wage, for housing for the 

homeless, against environmental racism, for quality educa-
tion, for human rights for our LGBT (Lesbians, gays, bisexu-
als and transgenders) brothers and sisters, and more. This 
manifesto is a contribution toward uniting our diverse forc-
es into one mighty movement for Black liberation and the 
transformation of the entire society. 
Our movement has been powerful and it is becoming pow-
erful again. We just have to sum up our practice in struggle 
— past, present and future — and think together about the 
problems we have and how we can solve them. This mani-
festo, read and talked about by people and groups all over, 
can contribute to a national consensus to be ratified at a 
National Assembly for Black Liberation. 
 
Our Fight Is Against Capitalism 
The Black left is fighting on all fronts against all forms of 
oppression. A central point of unity is that all of our strug-
gles can advance only to the extent that we mount a full 
assault on the capitalist system as a racist system of class 
exploitation, national oppression, patriarchy, and imperial-
ism. Capitalism is how the 1% control society and the world 
economy. It is the source of our misery. 
What is capitalism? Capitalism is an economic, social, and 
political system that exploits the labor of working people 
and feeds the greed of the corporations and the rich who 
own the factories and the machines. People work and cre-
ate value by turning raw materials into usable products. We 
are paid far less than the value we create — just the mini-
mum. Most of the rest is surplus taken by the corporations 
as their profit. Workers and owners struggle over who gets 
this surplus. They live fat while we starve. In its monopoly 
stage of development, capitalism became imperialism, a 
global system of exploiting countries all over the world. 
How is the origin of U.S. capitalism based on slavery? The 

wealth needed for the origin of the industrial system in the 
U.S. was created out of the super profits taken from the 
sale and labor of the slaves, especially in the cotton fields. 
This slave-based wealth has funded many corporations and 
banks. This wealth has propped up wealthy families that 
inherit and maintain control over social and cultural institu-
tions such as private universities, especially in the Ivy 
League. (1) 
How does capitalism exploit us? Today capitalism is trans-
forming and replacing human labor with “smart” machines. 
If people are not working for a wage, the market system for 
circulating goods and service breaks down. Without a job, 
you can’t buy what you need, and they can’t sell it. 
So capitalism has turned to making money on death. That 
includes bad food. Bad health care. All varieties of drugs 
and alcohol. TV culture that kills the mind. The military-
industrial complex produces weapons for imperialist wars 
and all forms of military aggression including the violence in 
our cities. All too often our churches become appendages 
to this, preaching money over morality. 
How does capitalism exploit the world? The 1% uses mili-
tary interventions supported by global organizations such as 
the International Monetary Fund, the World Bank, and the 
World Trade Organization. Everywhere they capture cheap 
labor and important raw materials. They use the United 
Nations and NATO to justify imperialist military aggression. 
This way they keep moving wealth from poor countries to 
rich ones. 
Can we defeat the capitalist system? Nothing lasts forever. 
Slavery ended. Feudalism ended. Capitalism will end as well. 
More and more, humanity has no stake in the capitalist 
system and is rapidly growing to hate it and struggle against 
it. Outside of the U.S., resistance is explicit in rejecting capi-
talism. But here we face the soft terror of media and gov-
ernment. They are obsessed with putting a gag rule on any 
alternative discourse. The end of capitalism will only come 
with our militant unity of action among and between 
movements of resistance by the working class and op-
pressed nations and people, including the movements of 
Afro-American people. 
 

Strategic Working Class Unity Includes the Leadership of 
the Black Working Class 
Why the working class? The majority of people in the U.S. 
are working people. We are all exploited by the capitalist 
system. People know this and spontaneously oppose it in so 
many ways. 
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Of course there is a racist national chauvinism that turns 
some white workers into enemies of Black people and other 
people of color, especially working and poor people. Main-
stream media broadcasts the lie that we Black workers are 
the cause of their misery. As people fight in their own inter-
est against the bosses, conditions are created to expose the 
role of white supremacy to divide the working class, defend 
white privilege, and justify the exploitation and oppression 
of Black people. We have the chance to win significant 
numbers of white workers to an anti-racist working-class 
unity. This is worker’s solidarity. Thinking globally, more 
allies of the Black Liberation Movement are the militants in 
the international working class movement, especially from 
the oppressed nationalities and peoples. The enemy of my 
enemy is my friend. 
Black labor organizations. The first Black worker organiza-
tion was the 1866 Colored National Labor Union. Frederick 
Douglass was one of its early leaders. Working class activists 
have engaged in every stage of organizing the Black libera-
tion movement. We have witnessed the struggle for inclu-
sion of Black workers in the CIO (2) unions of the 1930s, the 
largest, most significant organizing of U.S. workers. We 
have seen the League of Revolutionary Black Workers 
(1969), the Black Workers Congress (1971), the Coalition of 
Black Trade Unionists (1972), Black Workers for Justice 
(1981), and the Black Workers Unity Movement (1985). 
Today we have many rank-and-file Black caucus groups, 
workers centers, and the Southern Workers Assembly. 
Anti-imperialist unity with Latinos. National oppression 
and extreme capitalist exploitation of Latinos makes them 
close allies of Black people. This is especially true for peo-
ple with roots in Mexico, Puerto Rico, and elsewhere in the 
Caribbean and the Americas. The capitalist strategy is to 
divide workers and play them against each other. The most 
desperate among us take the lowest wages. Our class unity 
must take a strong position against this capitalist ploy and 
unite Black and Brown workers in a common cause. To 
defeat imperialism we must unite struggles against class 
exploitation and national oppression at home and abroad. 
Class struggle and Black liberation. Initially, the fight of 
workers is first and foremost a fight to make wages and 
working conditions better. This includes benefits and pen-
sions. People fight as individuals, work teams, workplaces, 
and entire industries. All of this is necessary. And we can go 
further and link these reform struggles with the vision and 
coordination to end the capitalist system once and for all. 
We are in an all-out war: capitalists against the masses of 
workers and poor people. They will always cheat us. Capi-
talism means exploitation. That’s how their game is played. 

 
Our Fight for Reform Is Linked to a Revolutionary Strategy 
The day-to-day struggle. The idea of a revolution is ab-
stract, but the fight for one is not. People fight back in daily 
life, at workplaces, the unemployment office, the grocery 
store, school, church and more. Big political ideas take 
shape in on-the-ground practice. When the fight intensifies 
everybody can get educated, get political, and begin to 
think about the link between the reform struggle and the 
revolutionary leap that is necessary. In this context a Black 
left can be grounded in our people, in the very fight they 
wage themselves. We join them. We embrace their leader-

ship. We link their fight with the fight of others. We help 
sum up and learn lessons from victories and defeats. We 
train militants to increase their ability to sustain the strug-
gle. Fight back every day! Link the fight for reform to revolu-
tionary goals! 
The response to racist attacks. Every racist attack must be 
opposed and mass resistance built to end it, just as we 
raised the slogans No More Trayvons! (3) and Black Lives 
Matter! We do this as part of massive nationwide mobiliza-
tion. So must we continue on higher and more coordinated 
levels. This is a key task of rebuilding a national Black libera-
tion movement. 
The electoral struggle. The capitalist state is a rigged game 
controlled by the ruling class. They don’t play fair and we 
can’t win by getting in it and trying to reform things. All too 
often we have been lured into local politics as mayors and 
city council officials, only to try and fix a broken system that 
can’t be fixed with minimal reforms. But electoral politics is 
a terrain of struggle where debate and discussion can raise 
the consciousness of people. This can present people with 
an alternative to the hypocrisy and illusions of mainstream 
politicians. The movement must remain autonomous from 
state and NGO control. On the other hand, Black power at 
the local level can be used by the movement, especially if 
we build the independent power of the forces in struggle 
for unionization, livable wages, eminent domain to house 
the homeless, money for public schools not charter schools, 
and so on. 

(1) Ivy League: a group of eight private universities located in the 
North East of the USA. They are among the most prestigious uni-
versities with an image of academic excellency and social elitism. 
(2) CIO Congress of Industrial Organizations. National trade-union 
federation set up after the 1929 economic crisis challenging the 
AFL at the beginning, the CIO merge with the latter in 1955 to 
form the big AFL-CIO federation  
(3) A reference to Trayvon Martin, a young Afro-American aged 17, 
unarmed who was shot dead on February 26, 2016 in Sanford 
Florida  

The Strategic Role of the South 
 

The majority of Black people have always lived in the Southern 
region of the US. This has also been the region of the most op-
pression against Black people. It continues to be the region 
most hostile to organizing workers with right-to-work anti-union 
laws. Increasingly capital from all over the world joins US capital 
in patterns of extreme economic exploitation in the South. But 
more than that there is the structural patterns of racism, and 
the lowest quality of life in all areas of human existence. The 
southern region is a strategic location for the Black liberation 
movement, the workers movement, and the general revolution-
ary forces because it is so crucial for the existence of the capital-
ist system. The social, economic and political extremes of the 
region make the fight for reform an essential component to 
building a movement for fundamental social change. On the one 
hand it is essential for the Black liberation movement’s fight for 
African American self-determination, while at the same time 
advancing the role of Black workers in leading the movement. 
This class perspective strengthens the anti-capitalist character 
of the national Black liberation movement and is an essential 
part of fighting for the unity of the multi-national working class. 
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 From the correspondents of the Fourth International 
 
 
 
 

 
Tunisia 

 

The IMF Imposes  
National Unity on Tunisia 

 
hen Victor Gaspar, the head of the budget 
department of the IMF (1), presented the 2016 
edition of the Public Budget Monitor on 

Wednesday, October 5, he gave a stern warning: the public 
and private debt worldwide has reached new record figures 
and now amounts to 225% of the world GDP (2). This crisis, 
which is affecting non-financial sectors (governments, 
households and non-financial enterprises), has pushed the 
IMF “to react in order to ensure financial stability 
worldwide”. 
 
The IMF Plan 
In the wings of the press conference, Abdelhak Senhadji, 
deputy head of the IMF’s public finances department, 
declared to the Tunis Press Agency (TAP) that “the 
cooperation plan which Tunisia set up last April with the IMF 
aims at limiting inefficient public expenditure”. He added 
that there are no miracle solutions for the budget policies in 
Tunisia. And that is why the programme recommends 
“working towards lowering wages in the public sector with 
the objective of reinforcing the State’s resources and of 
limiting the debt”, the deputy manager explained to the 
IMF’s public finances department! 
In the end, the IMF accepted to grant Tunisia a further 2.8 
billion-dollar loan. With strings attached, of course.  
 Decrease of wages in the public sector 
 Early retirement for most workers at 57 
 Calling into question of the public healthcare, retirement 
and unemployment services 
 Price increase for electricity and fuel 
 The end of subsidies for basic foods 
 A tax increase on lower incomes 
 Wage freeze till 2019 
 VAT increase from 12% to 18% 
 Reduction of social expenditure 
And the list of the diktats goes on. These diktats, presented 
by the IMF as “crucial reforms”, are deemed as the only 
suitable measures for enabling Tunisia to continue paying its 
debt, a sine qua non condition to be able to continue 
borrowing. 
 
A genuine Structural Adjustment Plan and totally free 
trade agreements with the European Union 
Picking the workers' pockets in order to complete the State 
budget, so Tunisia can pay its debts — and the servicing of 
its debts — is not the only solution that has been imposed. 

The IMF claims that Tunisia must open itself up wider to 
foreign investors, grant them further tax exemptions, tariff 
and financial privileges, unrestrictedly open up every single 
economic and financial sector of Tunisia to foreign capital, 
restructure its banking system and revise the status of 
Tunisia Central Bank to ensure its independence from the 
State. The whole of these reforms, which are nothing but a 
structural adjustment plan (SAP) by another name, has also 
been sent to the European Union as a road map to continue 
the elaboration of total and absolute free trade agreements 
between the European Union and Tunisia.  
Five years after the revolutions, the reforms that Tunisia 
plans to engage to implement the diktats of the IMF, of the 
World Bank and of the European Union are the most 
dangerous that the country has experienced since its 
independence. A similar situation occurred in our history. In 
July 1869, the interventionism of western countries, which 
were Tunisia's major creditors, established an International 
Commission that directly handled the country’s internal 
finances. This was the first concrete step that made the 
establishment of the French protectorate possible. 

 
A return to the protectorate? 
Implementing such policies in a country where revolution is 
still going on cannot be done on tiptoe — for new policies, a 
new government. The former chief of government Habib 
Essid was forced to leave.  
The former coalition could not stand up to the agitation 
which its reforms would give rise to. President Caïd Essebsi 
has managed to make up a National Unity government. 
Instead of the four political formations that constituted the 
governmental coalition, nine political formations have 
endorsed the Carthage Agreement, and to that must be 
added the Tunisian Union of Agriculture and Fisheries, the 
Tunisian employer's organisation (UTICA) and the very 
powerful Tunisian trade union federation, the UGTT (3). 
Indeed, Caïd Essebsi made it a point of honour to associate 
the UGTT not only to the formation of this National Unity 
government, but to co-opt it into the government. How 
could “Good governance” — so highly prized by the IMF — 
be achieved without the participation of the UGTT? How 
could the diktats of the IMF, of the World Bank and of the 
European Union be implemented, without the collaboration 
of the UGTT? 

 
UGTT ministers in the National Unity government  
The UGTT leadership had nearly managed to reassure 
workers by officially announcing that they would not take 
part in the government, and that it was not their role to 
govern. But Caïd Essebsi - and the IMF too – were not to 
lose their wager on coaxing the UGTT into National Unity. In 
his inauguration address at the National Assembly, Yussef 
Shahed, the new chief of government (4), promised to keep 

W
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a firm attitude towards sit-ins, picketing or any other moves 
that would stop production. It is not by chance that a chief 
of government should speak thus during his inauguration 
address to Parliament, whilst the cabinet that he presents 
to the people's MPs includes two former deputy general 
secretaries of the UGTT. One has been appointed to Social 
Affairs and the other to the Public Sector and Governance, 
which are the two ministries most impacted by the IMF 
imposed reforms. As for the general secretary of the UGTT, 
he has made no secret of the fact, stating loud and clear 
that the federation is at the heart of National Unity. 
 AH, October 9, 2016  
_____________________ 

(1) The IMF: the International Monetary Fund. 
(2) GNP: Gross National Product 
(3) The UGTT, the Tunisian General Labour Union, the historical 
trade union of the working class in Tunisia. 
(4) The new government has been formed around the secular 
bourgeois party Nidda Tounès and the Islamic party Ennahda and 
other “left” groups, in particular Afek Tounès. 

 

Germany 

Editorial leader of Freie Plattform  
für Arbeiterpolitik (1) September 15, 2016 

By H.-W. Schuster 

The parliamentary elections  
in Eastern Meklenburg-Vorpommern 

A Disaster for the “Grand Coalition” 
 

(The article begins with an analysis of the disastrous scores of the 
CDU and SPD, against a backdrop of growing poverty, which have 
allowed the rise of the nationalist and xenophobic bourgeois party, 
the AfD.)  

e need to examine closely — and not solely in 
the context of the elections — this organising of 
the exploitation of labour through wage dump-

ing. This is the consequence of EU directives, linked to the 
mounting trend in companies to sub-contract and out-
source, to sign workplace agreements, use temporary 
workers, etc. (…) 

In the service of capital: the 
EU is the driving force be-
hind the destruction of wag-
es 
In the previous issue of our 
paper, Cornelia Matzke ex-
pounded on a specific form 
of exploitation, namely aid 
and care for the elderly and 
ailing, 24/7, work that has 
been taken on by women 
from Eastern European coun-
tries. The response of trade 

union leaders has been given, for a large part, by the Euro-
pean Trade Union Confederation (the ETUC), in conformity 
with its function as an institution of the EU (….), which has 
forbidden the Land (i.e., federal state) of Lower Saxony land 
to pay Polish masons wages on the base of the IG Bau (the 
German builders union) collective agreement. What we 

have to see is that the regime of private ownership of the 
means of production leaves no room for workers' rights and 
their gains, nor of course for their independent organisa-
tions. In the same way, the regime of imperialist wars, caus-
ing destruction and the migration of millions of people, 
leaves no room for the peoples and the groups of popula-
tions threatened by wars, who are suffering because of the 
wars. What can working people expect from those who 
represent this anti-worker agenda, those who represent the 
Grand Coalition and the Bundeswehr-armed forces which 
are engaged worldwide in military ventures in order to 
meet EU directives, or from the other official parties? 
 
In the service of capital: the AfD (2) option 
Thus the AfD therefore has mobilized those who in protest 
had refused to vote in the previous elections. The losers in 
these elections are the parties represented at the regional 
parliaments, like the Bundestag-federal Parliament – the 
established parties who have implemented the “Golden 
Rule” and the EU diktats and austerity directives, or those 
who, like the trade union leaderships, criticise them, all the 
while accompanying them. They have all massively lost 
ground to the AfD. The problem faced by the masses is clear 
and well known: in a survey by the SPD, 79% of the people 
questioned emphasized their concern over the fact that 
social justice is being abused. 
The SPD has markedly lost voices amongst the trade union-
ists. En 2011, 40% of trade union members voted for the 
SPD; on this September 4, the figure fell to 35%. But 21% 
voted for AfD, as was the average of the population in gen-
eral. Because these election results (…) are a watershed in 
the post-war bourgeois order: in the very fief of its leader 
Angela Merkel, the ultra-reactionary and nationalist AfD 
pushed the main bourgeois party into third place. It would 
be naïve and irresponsible not to see that, in Meklenburg, 
roughly 15,000 of the SPD voters and 16,000 of the Die 

Linke (The Left) voters shifted to the AfD. However, even if 

W
Let us take the initiative! 
(Conclusion to the text being circulated amongst the German worker activ-
ists) 

Given the elections in North Rhineland next May and the Sep-
tember general elections, the working population and youth 
need answers to their questions! They need SPD candidates who 
 will commit to breaking with the “Grand Coalition” and its 
anti-social policies against workers and trade unions, to break-
ing with the policies of Brussels directives and the Schröder 
Agenda; and 
 will put an end to the real causes of refugees' miseries by 
saying “No” to the Bundeswehr engagement worldwide, to the 
reactionary free trade agreement treaties of the multinational 
corporations and to the diktats of the Troika: austerity, the 
“Golden Rule”, etc. 
For our part, we consider that this policy, supported by the mo-
bilisation of millions of women, men and youth organised in 
trade unions and youth organisations rooted in the labour 
movement, is necessary and is the basis of our engagement. 
Trade unionists and members of the AfA (1), let us unite for this 
goal. 
(1) The AfA: the workers commission inside the SPD, which particu-
larly groups together trade union activists. 
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Gabriel and the SPD leadership have done their best to 
drive the party to ruin by having yoked it to the Grand Coali-
tion and to the implement tation of EU directives, even if 
they are breaking the ground for the social rift that the 
xenophobic, racist and demagogic clamouring of the AfD is 
pushing for, the bulk of the working class still follows the 
SPD, the traditional party of German workers — even 
though it has been so deformed it is unrecognizable. 
Let us open the discussion in our paper on the issue, which 
is so decisive for the working population in Germany: whom 
does the SPD belong to? Do its candidates standing in the 
coming elections in Berlin, in North Rhineland-Westphalia 
and to the Bundestag wish to use the platform of continuing 
the anti-social, anti-worker and anti-union politics in the 
tradition of the Agenda, of continuing the interventions of 
the Bundeswehr throughout the world and the pursuing of 
the Troika’s agreements and diktats? Or, on the contrary, 
are they ready and willing to take a position for the urgent 
interests of working people, the youth and the elderly? 
This question is inseparable from the question of the path 
being followed by the leaderships of trade unions, those 
organisations that regroup millions, and can mobilise millions 
for a working class agenda, if their leaderships so decide. 

 
_______________ 
(1) Freie Plattform für Arbeiterpolitik: the Free Forum for Labour 
Politics. 
(2) The AfD: Alternative für Deutschland: a nationalist and xeno-

phobic bourgeois party created in 2013. 
 
 

Chile 

The Capitalization of Codelco,  
or the March Towards Privatization 
Codelco is the biggest producer of copper in the world. It is 
a nationalized enterprise, held 100% by the State of Chile 

n October 24, 2014, Michelle Bachelet continued 
the capitalizing of Codelco, for a value of 4 billion 
dollars. The announcement became a law of the 

Republic, and has been backed by the president of the Fe-
deration of Copper Workers, Raimundo Espinoza, who sta-
ted: “We would like to thank President Michelle Bachelet 
and the Parliament, as well as the senators ad the MPs, for 
achieving this great agreement which is very much like what 
happened at the nationalization of the copper industry: all 
the political players had come to agreement and they na-
tionalized this major company, putting it in the hands of the 
State… Thus the copper workers must commit themselves 
along with their country. The country is going into debt in 
order to provide resources to the company, in order to pro-
ject it 50 years into the future. (…) I believe that we, the 
workers, will answer the call and the trade union movement 
will be up to the task as it has always been, in the face of 
the major challenges and processes that our company – and 
our country in particular -has been through”. (1) 
Two years after, the Codelco situation has become serious. 
The declarations made by its president, Nelson Pizarro: 
“There is no money. There is not one fucking peso”, and by 

Raimundo Espinozo, when he asserts that Codelco was 
“squeezed like a lemon”, reveal that the State did not allow 
any investing. Since 6 October 2009, Codelco has been gov-
erned by the Law on “open plcs” (or “open corporations”). 
It was decided that, in order to begin its process of modern-
ization, Codelco would invest one billion dollars, taking out 
a loan from the Public Treasury. The State issued ten-year 
bonds in New York, for 600 million dollars. On 29 October 
2010, bonds were issued for one billion dollars. But those 
first Codelco bonds were not enough to cover the planned 
investments. Once again, “Codelco made a historical issuing 
of bonds, at a value of two billion dollars”. At that point, 
Codelco was already in debt for more than 3.6 billion. Today 
its debt has reached 14 billion dollars. 
Why such debt? The answer is that the different govern-
ments have sought to privatise Codelco, but they have not 
been able to do so openly, confronted with the opposition 
of the majority of the people. So they need to privatize 
Codelco by creating the conditions by which the national-
ized company will be economically insolvent, not profitable 
and consequently indebting it beyond its capacity for pro-
duction and repayment, which will prevent Codelco from 
meeting its obligations in the paying off of bonds and shares 
that it issued abroad. This is how they have managed to 
make Codelco into an unbearable cost for the Chilean State. 
This is the motive that they are using to seek political and 
social approval. The privatisation of Codelco is being pre-
pared through the eliminating of all the pitfalls that have 
hindered it, up to and including the “Special law on copper” 
which allows for the transferring of 10% of Codelco’s profits 
to the Armed Forces. SI  
___________________ 

(1) From the press, October 24, 2014 
 
 

Japan 

 

Militarist Reform of the Constitution 

What is the State of Affairs of the Abe 
Government? 
 

ne year after the enacting of the laws on security, 
on September 19, tens of thousands of demonstra-
tors gathered again in Tokyo, in front of the Parlia-

ment (23,000 people), as well as in Osaka, Nagoya and Sap-
poro. “We will not give up until these laws are abandoned”, 
asserted one demonstrator. These unpopular laws on secu-
rity are being pushed by the Prime Minister Shinzo Abe, the 
head of the Liberal Democratic Party, and they allow for the 
sending of Japanese troops to fight in foreign lands, in con-
tradiction to Article 9 of the Constitution, which formally 
renounces war and has up until now forbidden the use of 
armed forces outside the national borders. Having taken 
effect last March, these laws have already allowed the 
sending of “forces of self-defence” to South Sudan; 350 
soldiers are currently taking part in road-repair missions 
and other construction work, under the auspices of the UN. 
Others have already begun training for “rescuing foreign 
troops under attack” and should be sent to South Sudan in 

O
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November. These laws have also enabled the revising of a 
bilateral agreement with the U.S. government, which was 
signed at the end of last September and should be ratified 
by the Parliament in October. The Japanese self-defence 
forces could already provide the American army with mili-
tary supplies (food, petrol, logistics, etc.) They will now be 
able to supply ammunition in combat zones. Japan will also 
be able to refuel U.S. military ships and fighter jets without 
agreement from Parliament. The unpopularity of these laws 
reflects the anti-war sentiment that has been very strong 
since the end of the Second World War. 
165 persons, including survivors of the Hiroshima atomic 
bomb attack, filed a complaint in mid-September to contest 
the constitutionality of these laws. They notably demanded 
an end to the mobilization of “Forces of Self-Defence”. This 
complaint came in the following of others that have already 
been engaged against the government, which is accused of 
violating the Constitution, whose Article 9 renounces war 
and whose Article 96 defines the procedure for amend-
ment, which Abe circumvented. The Democratic Party (the 
main party of opposition), along with the Japanese Com-
munist Party, the Social-Democrat Party and the Party of 
the Life of the People (Seikatsu No To), have officially de-
manded the repeal of these laws. In the senatorial elections 
of July 2016, they stood common candidates in 32 districts. 
But these parties — the bourgeois ones and the worker 
ones, united for the elections — did not propose any other 
solution, nor did they call for demonstrations against the 
reform (1). It is in these conditions the Shinzo Abe’s party 
came out the “winner” – even though abstention was over 
46%. The leaders of the SEALDS (the student organization 
that is active against these laws) decided, on August 15, 
2016, to dissolve the organization, using the victory of Abe’s 
party in the senatorial elections as an argument. Their ca-
pitulation came at the right time for helping Abe implement 
his projects.  OS  
_____________________ 
(1) Some of the leaders did attend the gatherings. 

 
 

Benin 

The Ruin of Education, the Indescrib-
able Opacity of the Reforms, and the 
Discontent of the Teachers  
and the Students  

(Titles and subtitles were added by the editors) 
 
 

ollowing the March 2016 presidential election, a 
change was made at the head of the State. Indeed, 
President Boni Yayi who had completed his second 

term and could not run for a third one, did not manage to 
get his candidate, Lionel Zinsou (a Benin-French citizen), 
elected. Zinsou was obviously the man of the French-African 
connection, the man of the Françafrique (1). Rather, the 
election put into power a businessman named Patrice Tal-
on, a former friend of Boni Yayi's, whom he had helped into 
power back in 2006. It need be said that, in 2012, the rela-

tionship between the two men had chilled so badly that 
Patrice Talon had had to flee the country and live in exile. 
 
The pursuit of privatizations in telecommunications, wa-
ter, electricity, railways and docks 
The new powers (so-called “Rupture” or “New start”) have 
tried to show the workers and the people that they are 
heeding them by cancelling the fraudulent competitive 
exams that had been organised under the previous regime. 
People, however, do not trust appearances, and are not 
reassured by the new powers, far from it. Actually, the new 
leaders are drafting reforms in the political as well as educa-
tion sectors, for instance, that are indescribably opaque. (…)  
Furthermore, the first measures taken by the government 
have primarily aimed at facilitating the taking over of the 
cotton industry by companies belonging to Mr Talon, com-
panies that had been set aside by the previous president, 
particularly after 2012. Just like its predecessor, the “Rup-
ture” power is pursuing the agenda of the privatising of 
state firms whose lack of viability cannot been proved.  
These are, among others, the BENIN Télécom plc, the Socié-
té Nationale des Eaux du Bénin (SONEB, Benin’s national 
waterworks), the Société Béninoise de l’Energie Electrique 
(SBEE; electricity); the Organisation Bénin–Niger des 
Chemins de Fer (OCBN, Benin-Niger railways), which mean-
while had been transformed into BENIRAIL (and since the 
previous regime, has been handed over to the French Bollo-
ré group to the detriment of a Benin businessman who filed 
a complaint), the Société Nationale de Manutention Portu-
aire (SOBEMAP, ports and docks), etc. 

 
The discontent of the teachers and the students 
The limitations of the present government are manifest in 
some of the steps it has taken to “improve scores in the 
education results” which, at the latest reckoning, were 16% 
for the BEPC (the diploma certifying the end of comprehen-
sive education), 30% for the “Baccalauréat” (end of second-
ary education exam) and 39% for the CEP (Certificate of 
primary education). Indeed, whereas the root causes of 
such poor performances are multiple, the measures that 
have been taken aim at dismissing the heads of the schools 
scoring 0%, closing whole schools, and refusing the creation 
of new schools or teaching groups.  
The national daily La Nation, in the headline of its N° 6585 
issue (Tuesday, October 4, 2016), has correctly reported on 
the situation, writing: “Schools wake up to their difficulties”, 
correctly indicating that the steps taken are a far cry from 
bringing a solution to the unease running beneath the sur-
face of a “business as usual” back-to-school on October 3. 
Grievances are already being expressed. Numerous teach-
ers' organisations, while calling on teachers to resume activ-
ity, have make no secret of their bitterness, all the more so 
as most demands to which the authorities had committed 
themselves have yet to be met. On September 6, the CSTB 
(2) had already set the tone at the end of a seminar entitled 
“The ruin of Benin education: inventory and prospects”. 
 On this occasion, the CSTB explained that a “business as 
usual” back-to-school will by no means guarantee a “busi-
ness as usual” school year, nor a successful year. In the 
healthcare sector, the situation is far from brilliant: a group 
of unions called a strike as of October 4, to request that 

F
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some demands, which have long been made to the authori-
ties, be met at last. The agents in some structures of the 
ministry of rural development protest the eliminating of 
these structures, which may entail pure and simple lay-offs 
for them. It should be noted that all this comes after the 
students' movement at the Abomey-Calavi University of 
Literature, Arts and Human Sciences, against the LMD sys-
tem (3), which resulted in the annulation of the academic 
year for the students of this university, and a 5 years sus-
pension for 21 student leaders. 

     Rav, 5 octobre 2016 
 

_________________ 
(1) “Françafrique”, the term used to designate the neo-colonial 
relations of France with its former colonies. 
(2) The CSTB, the Confédération Syndicale des Travailleurs du 
Bénin, the Federation of Benin Workers Union. 
(3) The LMD system: a counter-reform in higher education, aimed 
at limiting the selection of students admitted to Bachelor, (in 
French, “License” = “L”), Master (= “M”) and doctorate (= “D”) 
degree programmes). 
 
 

Belgium 

 

Caterpillar 

All the Jobs Must Be Preserved!  
The Walloon government must take 
adequate measures to meet this de-
mand, including nationalisation! 
Extract from the bulletin Unité-Eenheid, October 1, 2016 

hen Caterpillar Inc. announced its decision to 
close the Gosselines factory, workers were fed a 
variety of political positions. On the one hand, 

some talked of “requisitioning” the factory, of “seizing” the 
factory so to negotiate and seek a takeover.  
On the other, we were told that requisitioning was not 
“realistic”, that the multinational does not in any way in-

tend to turn back, adding that 
there could not be one single 
buyer; at best, the complex 
could be dismantled to host a 
cluster of small and medium 
sized firms. Also, the Walloon 
government gave assurances 
that it was “going to strive its 
utmost to keep as many activi-
ties and equipment on the site”. 
Paul Magnette (1) declared: 
“We will retake the control over 

the Caterpillar site, through expropriation or some other 
way. This is a formal promise.”  
“So we embarked, just as in the case of the closure of Mit-
tal in Liège, on a lengthy process with a smattering of 
promised public investments and subsidies” 
Meanwhile, Paul Magnette stuck to procedure: “The first 
step is to present alternative solutions. We must prove that 
it is possible to keep a substantial business on the site.” The 
Minister-President then explained: “With this objective in 
mind, Wallonia will take its part in a strategy of coordinated 

public investments at the federal level and will preserve 
investment capacities in its budget, even if the European 
Commission does not give its prior authorisation”. So we 
embarked, just as in the case of the closure of Mittal in 
Liège, on a lengthy process with a smattering of promised 
public investments and subsidies that would subsequently 
have to be okayed by the European Commission, who is the 
guardian of the EU treaties that organise free and fair com-
petition.  

 

A plan for liquidating jobs at Caterpillar and its sub-
contractors? 
Finally, weren’t all these declarations — each vying with the 
other to, apparently, champion an adamant determination 
— actually aimed at getting the plan for liquidating jobs at 
Caterpillar and its subcontracting firms passed? Now, the 
only demand that would make it possible to avoid this new 
social catastrophe is to retain every single job. The Charleroi 
& South Hainaut FGTB (the) is right to “refuse the closure 
plan”. The workers have no other option than to address 
the Walloon government, to ask it to cancel the planned 
closure and guarantee that all the jobs be kept. 
The CGSP ALR-LRB (the inter-regional and Brussels public 
service workers federation) of Brussels took a position in 
this sense: “We must not give in! Each job must be rescued! 
Our government had the capacity to nationalise the banks 
to bail out the rich, today we must fight to nationalise Cat-
erpillar. This is the only solution to save the jobs and future 
of the region” (…) Here is the contradiction of capitalism: to 
maintain their profits, financiers always and ever demand 
lower costs, which means the destruction of jobs, which in 
turn causes a slump in consumption, which in turn creates 
the conditions of the industrial crisis.  
We must break out of this hellish reasoning. Since the capi-
talists have decided to undo our industries to save their 
financial profits, it is up to the State to take over. In the 
past, workers built their organisations with a socialist pro-
gramme. Isn’t that the order of the day? The (Belgian) Eu-
ropean commissioner Marianne Thyssen has declared: “I 
have to say that, yes, Europe is social. We are really giving 
priority to growth, investment and the social issues at the 
centre of our policies. We are going through a period of 
numerous changes: changes that are also going to create 
jobs, but in destroying others. We are quite aware of this 
and we are here to accompany this process.”In fact, it is the 
European Union which today has enabled the closure of 
Caterpillar and which, in its essence, was created against 
nationalisations. This is why we consider that breaking with 
the European Union is a necessity. Hasn’t the time come to 
join forces and, all together, address the Walloon govern-
ment, to demand that it takes the necessary measures to 
maintain each and every job at the Caterpillar factory and 
its subcontractors?  
_______________ 

(1) Paul Magnette is the Minister-President of Wallonia, the 
French-speaking region of Belgium. He is the president of the 
Walloon Socialist Party. 
(2) The FGTB is the General Federation of the Workers of Belgium 
(in Dutch, the ABVV, Algemeen Belgisch Vakverbond), which or-
ganizes workers over the whole Belgian territory. 
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Turkey 

 

The “Weakness" of U.S. Imperialism 
and Erdogan’s Opportunism 
 

ven if it was a fraction of U.S. imperialism (probably 
the Pentagon) that supported the attempted coup 
d’état fomented on July 15 by the Gülen sect (a di-

rect instrument of the CIA in Turkey and in 170 countries, 
with its own schools and universities), no one will dare to 
say that the Obama administration was not aware of the 
operation. They knew very well, but in case of a failure, they 
did not want to come out as “backing” the putschists. That 

therefore means that 
they themselves were 
uncertain of the putsch-
ists’ “victory”. The same 
must be said for the Eu-

ropean Union. The U.S. Secretary of State, John Kerry, ad-
mitted it from the very first days of the attempted 15 July 
coup, in these words: 
“They (the putschists) were so sure of their victory that they 
were openly communicating on it at the summits of the EU.” 
We learnt later that even the leadership of the ETUC was 
expecting the coup d’État. Moreover, no one protested in 
Europe, apart from the Norwegian Prime Minister.  
As the editorial in issue n° 3 of The Internationale clearly 
stated, “Destabilisation, interference and coups d’État can 
but maintain the spreading of wars.” Thus Erdogan has also 
profited from this situation and, for the first time in years, 
has found an opportunity for military intervention in Syria.  
This intervention has given him a triple advantage – al-
though, of course, with its own contradictions. 
The main opportunity is of course the opportunity to crush 
the Kurdish movement in Syria, the protégé for the moment 
of U.S. imperialism (let us not forget that the strong military 
wing of the PKK (1) is entrenched in Syria and is in coopera-
tion with the U.S. special forces), while pretending to be 
fighting against ISIS! This is no big problem, as American 
imperialism is also pretending to be fighting against ISIS. 
Erdogan’s military intervention in Syria has a second objective: 
by showing itself as an ally of the United States in the region, it 
means to gather some of the crumbs of the Mosul oil. Thirdly, 
the war facilitates the prolonging of the State of Emergency, 
which de facto is even harsher than the State of Siege.  
But Erdogan’s greatest difficulty and contradiction in his 
deadly fight against the Gulen movement are U.S. imperial-
ism’s links with Gulen. He cannot attack the summits of the 
movement. He contents himself with fighting against the 
sympathizers and the brotherhood, and especially with the 
legal wing of the Kurdish movement. 
(1) The PKK is the Party of the Kurdish Workers, a Kurdish national-
ist party that has been in armed struggle for 30 years, for the 
independence and autonomy of the Kurdish regions. 

                                                                 SO, October 10, 2016  

 

 

 

Hungary 

After the Referendum  
o you want the European Union to decree a mandato-
ry relocalization of non-Hungarian citizens to Hungary, 
without the approval of the Hungarian Parliament? 

This referendum, a dirty game initiated by the Hungarian 
government, has failed. Finally, only 40.68% of the voters 
cast valid ballots. Only a third of the people agree with the 
government. Five million don’t. 
And yet, this one-and-a-half year governmental campaign 
(with personalized letters, giant posters and banners eve-
rywhere, and permanent publicity and television and radio 
commercials full of propaganda) cost us 17 billion forints. 
That is the total average salary of one hundred thousand 
workers! And there was not even one word about the poli-
tics of the European Union, which demands a reduction of 
the deficit, the paying of the public debt and the accom-
plishing of “reforms”. The Orban (1) government has never-
theless carried out these reforms: “the deficit is less than 
3% - it was only 1.6% last year”, and the debt has also con-
tinued to be reduced. In five years, this government has 
accomplished many cuts in healthcare, education and re-
tirement pensions, has reduced compensation for illness 
and the length of paid unemployment and indemnity for 
disabilities, etc. 
But what have the trade union leaders had to say on the 
referendum? “Everyone should vote as they see fit.” And the 
parties of the “left”? “Stay home!” – mean while repeating 
the slogans for a social EU. 
We have heard nothing on the real problems, and not a word 
either on the pact between the EU and Turkish government, 
which is not so very different from Orban’s politics. The work-
ing class has been seeking the way to combat (and coming up 
against its leaderships). It has found the way to combat in 
boycotting. We have organized meetings, along with the 
activists, and we have participated in debates, put up pubic 
posters and, as demonstrations have been forbidden, used “a 
day for peace”. We have seen it clearly: the majority of the 
people have not lifted their little finger to respond to a ques-
tion that is as stupid as it is baseless. 
And what is going to happen now? On Catholic Radio, Orban said 
that the “participation has no importance or political meaning”, 
adding that “whoever does not vote does not belong to the Hun-
garian community”. Thus the failure of the referendum is but a 
detail, and those who were absent are traitors (…) His principle is 
clear: “we do not want to see migrants in Hungary” but – care-
ful! – “all will be in perfect harmony with European law and our 
international commitments”.  
On September 14, sources close to the Commission con-
firmed that the Commission saw no reason for revising its 
point of view, and that it considered that “in Hungary, the 
standards of the State of law and fundamental liberties 
have not been affected and that it does not envisage any 
sanctions.”  Indeed.   

SJ, October 7, 2016  
____________________ 

(1) Hungarian Prime Minister – reactionary and conservative.  
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Portugal 

Nurses on Strike, October 13 and 14  

Commitments to “Europe” or Com-
mitments to the Working Class? 
 

he preparation of the 2017 budget announces, in 
spite of the smoke screens, a frontal collision be-
tween the “European engagements” that the lead-

ership of the Socialist Party has made the cornerstone of 
this government, and the promise made to the people for 
an end to rigour and for the re-establishing of the rights 
that were taken away by the previous government, in the 
service of the Troika.  
By the previous government of the Troika, because this 
government seems to have already made the choice of 
being the new government of the Troika. 

Ministers and leaders are striv-
ing to discuss the public ac-
counts, so that the 2017 deficit 
be less than 2%. So much for 
what is being discussed. What 
the Portuguese workers need - 
after 10 years of privatizations 
– is not being discussed. The 
budget is the budget of what 
they call “Europe”. It is not the 
budget of the workers and the 
people. And here nurses strike 

has suddenly loomed, cutting this “dilemma” short – a di-
lemma, moreover, which is not a dilemma because as any-
one who cares to see clearly, the primordial heeding of the 
European engagements has, from the beginning, been the 
alpha and the omega of the government’s programme. 
The nurses, who due to their “individual work contract” 
have been excluded from the 35-hour workweek of the civil 
service, do not mean to leave it at that. They had signalled 
before last summer that they were not about to resign 
themselves to the situation.  
Now they are on strike. This strike shows the only way to 
serve the Portuguese workers. The nurses are demanding 
what is the minimum of acceptable and dignified, particu-
larly: the hiring of nurses; a good career path and access to 
competitive exams leading to promotion; the 35-hour 
workweek for nurses who are under “individual work con-
tracts”; and measures for the minimizing of the demanding 
nature of their profession. 
Are we to expect that the Socialist Party, the Left Bloc and 
the Portuguese Communist Party come up with a magic 
potion that will at one and the same time meet the Europe-
an engagements and do away with the politics of rigour? 
Or should the politics of rigour be done away with by direct 
class action? The nurses – after the dockers – are showing 
that this latter path is the only one that serves.  
There is no other. Those others can discuss public, “Europe-
an” accounting. An end to the heeding of European en-
gagements! For a government in the service of the work-
ers, not “Europe”!                                                                   AZ  
 

Italy 

 

What Is at Stake? 
[Excerpts from the invitation for the October 30 rally convened by the 
Political Movement for Repeal / MPA] 

Education, work, retirement pensions… 

And Now a “Reform” of the 
Constitution, to Speed Up the Latest 
Attacks? We Say NO! 
 

Education: a back-to-school that is more disastrous 
than ever. Work: permanent contracts in a free-fall (-
29.4%), and dismissals up (7.4%). Retirement 
pensions: the government is proposing to pay them 
with a “loan” from the banks and the speculators. 
This is the failure of Prime Minister Renzi, who is 
nevertheless gearing up to implement yet more of 
the budget cuts imposed by the EU. And now a 
“reform” of the Constitution, to speed up the latest 
attacks? No! 
 

he capitalists, the speculators and the governing 
bodies are fretting over a possible victory of the no 
vote in the constitutional referendum. 

The EU has intervened several times to back “yes”, 
promising a “catastrophe” if the “no” should win. Then it 
was Confindustria’s (1) turn: “we wish and hope for victory 
of the ‘yes’ vote, and we will fight for it” (Vincenzo Boccia, 
on August 20). Then it was the American administration’s 
turn, through the intermediary of its ambassador to Italy, 
threatening, “If the NO wins, it would be a step back for 

foreign investment in Italy” 
(September 13). The very 
same day, the Fitch ratings 
agency declared it was worried 
by the progress of “no”. There 
is certainly a reason for all this. 
Let us analyse it. 

 
A “no” victory is of great 
stakes. 

The “reform” provides above all for the establishing of what 
all the governments – including those who are today 
contesting the text, as well as practically all of the 
opposition, including the 5-Star Movement – have been 
repeating: the abolishing of full bicameralism (2). 
Concerning the rest of the constitutional reform, (which 
additionally contains other reactionary aspects), some 
“differences” have little by little come up in view of the 
propositions, but on this one point, they still all agree. Why?  
For the simple reason that with the end of full 
bicameralism, it would be much easier for governments to 
get the destructive counter-reforms imposed by the EU, by 
the IMF and by the capitalists approved. The parliamentary 
track/path/process would be shorter and the possibilities 
for organizing mobilization would be reduced, and in 
consequence, the role that the trade unions might play. 
Besides, it is true that this “reform”, in combination with 
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the reform of the electoral system, could put enormous 
power into the hands of one single party who would “win” 
the elections with 15% of the Italian voices, or even less. 
That is what interests the workers and that is why a “no” 
victory is of great stakes. 
We need to be clear on these stakes. It is true that even the 
current Constitution, even the electoral laws that have 
succeeded each other, even full bicameralism have not 
prevented 25 years of fanatical attacks against the workers, 
the young people and the retired. 
They have not prevented the challenging of retirement 
pensions, the budget cuts that have been disastrous for 
public healthcare and that have brought about the delaying 
of one year for urgent surgery and examinations, causing 
the death of thousands of people who were perfectly 
curable, and they have not prevented the deadly attacks 
against collective bargaining agreements, they have not 
prevented privatizations, they have not prevented the 
attack against public education that today has attained an 
unprecedented level. 

 
Deal a blow not only to the constitutional reform, but to 
all Renzi reforms and to the EU 
But it would be a huge mistake to think that we have 
reached the end, that the attacks are over and that it is not 
possible to go any further. What we have seen up till now is 
nothing in relation to what the EU wishes and dictates, as 
what Renzi is launching and applying at a hitherto unseen 
speed. There objective is to clean the slate and start from 
scratch in healthcare and public education, in employment 
contracts, retirement pensions and what is left of public 
service.Yet in their way are the workers, the retired and the 
young people who can’t take any more. Merely a few hours 
after the statements made by the American ambassador, 
Mattarella (3) several other observers needed to intervene 
and relativize on them, because they realized that the effect 
on the surveys was devastating, with “yes” in a free-fall and 
“no” going up. Ah, yes, dear Renzi, “dear markets”, dear EU: 
from now on you have but to open your mouths for people 
to understand that it is necessary to fight against what you 
are saying. 
First rejected by the streets, then by the vote in the 2015 
regional elections, then by the even more deafening 
municipal elections vote of last June, the Renzi government 
is now hanging by a thread, and along with him, all his 
reforms – the failure of which has been fully exposed.  
The “no” vote would thus be a blow not only to the 
constitutional reform, but also to all the reforms that have 
been launched and in preparation, and would open new 
perspective for their repealing. Finally, it would be a blow to 
the EU that has imposed them. 
The official position of the CGIL is a support for this battle 
The official position of the CGIL (4) is for “no”, and “commits 
all structures” to campaigning in this sense, and is therefore 
a support for this battle, and no doubt makes the freest of 
discussions necessary - discussions on the reasons and 
motivations for “no”. For us the question is, as always, very 
simple: how to construct the victory of “no”? 
Come and discuss at the 20 October public rally that has 
been called by the MPA (5).                         

Lorenzo Varaldo  

_____________ 

(1) Confindustria is the Italian industry Employers confederation. 
(2) The 2-chamber parliamentary system (the chamber of MPs and 
the senate, who must both approve the same draft law in order 
for it to be adopted. 
(3) The president of the Italian Republic 
(4) The main Italian trade union confederation 
(5) The Political Movement for Repeal, a political group in which 
activists of the 4th International intervene. 

 
 
 

France 

 

For a Constituent Assembly,  
For a Class Party to Fight  
For a Workers’ Government 
 

he national leadership of the French section of the 
OCRFI, the International Communist Tendency (the 
TCI), met on October 22 and 23, 2016. Esteeming 

that the plan for recruitment to the Fourth International 
“concentrates our present assessment of the political 
situation and our tasks”, the resolution that was adopted 
addresses the crisis of the Fifth Republic: 
“This Bonapartist regime is based above all on the keystone 
role of the president conditioned by his being recognized as 
the pivotal point between social classes, political formations 
and all the components of society. Now, this keystone is 
today on the verge of collapsing. The president, who has 
been rejected by the immense majority of the population, is 
now being “dropped” by his most loyal supporters within his 
own party. (…) The State summit is fanning itself the flames 
of the revolt inside its major pillars: the army (whose unrest 
has been made public), Justice (attacked in Hollande’s book) 
and the police forces, whose demonstrations are expressing 
at the highest level, the crisis of the State. (…) 
“And yet the regime is still there, hanging by a thread, but 
still there,” particularly “because the summits of the 
organizations, who had the possibility of making the 
government back down on the El Khomri reform, did not do 
so; because those who, today, would have the possibility of 
helping gather the forces of the working class together in 
order to bring down this anti-worker, anti-democratic and 
arbitrary regime are indeed participating in its rescue, as 
they are all signing on for complying with  the European 
Union and the Fifth Republic institutions. “Sectors of the 
summits of the apparatus born from the crisis of Stalinism 
and the CCI hold jointly a forefront role in the operations 
aiming at rescuing the regime. It is about imposing on the 
trade union organizations a common framework with the 
‘political parties of the left’, in an attempt to get them to 
participate as such in the presidential elections on the line of 
‘blocking the far right’, in order to deepen the ‘process of 
integration of the trade union organizations into the 
institutions of the Fifth Republic. (…) 
“But this is being done in a framework where the class 
movement expressed against the El Khomri reform, 
continues to mark all the social relations. (…) The situation is 
more than ever marked by this confrontation between the 
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disruptive attempt of those summits, and the resistance to 
this offensive.” 
The resolution adds: “it is the duty of the Fourth 
International, armed with the Marxist programme, to 
struggle for break with the EU all the way up, which means 
doing away with the capitalist system of exploitation 
founded on the extortion of surplus value. Still, any segment 
of the labour movement that raises the issue of the defence 
of the  labour organisations’ independence — even partial 
or embryonic, even without drawing all the necessary 
political conclusions — makes a practical step on the path to 
breaking, once it opposes the dominant tendency of the 
movement of the summits towards corporatist integration.” 
Hence the significance of the first 387 delegates to this 
conference from all over the country and the 5392 public 
endorsements of the appeal – nearly 5000 of whom are not 
Trotskyists. It “confirms that this conference must not end 
there, and must have a follow up.” 
“The defence of the organizations’ independence and the 
political fight for breaking with the Fifth Republic and the 

European Union are linked.  With every passing day, it tends 
towards the direct and immediate challenging of Hollande 
as a president having no longer any legitimacy. This is the 
common floor that constitutes the line of democracy against 
the Hollande government and its politics. (…) This is where 
the call for a Constituent Assembly comes in,  putting on the 
agenda the movement of millions to impose not only the 
form of the democracy but also its social content. (…) 
“This is the framework in which the National Federal Council 
of the Independent and Democratic Workers Party is to take 
place. The Socialist party primary elections, like Melenchon’s 
‘raffle’ operation, have in common the wish to dissolve all 
form of representation and delegation democracy. That 
offensive targets the existence of parties as well as of trade 
unions. (…) As far as we are concerned, it is more than ever 
necessary to put forward the need for a class party, 
intervening in the class struggle and fighting for the workers 
government.”                                                                                 

 
 
 

 Life of the Fourth International (OCRFI) 
 

 
The International Youth Camp 2016 

 

49 Young People from Five Countries  
Debate with the IVth International 
 
Issue 3 of The Internationale featured the documents from 
the 1938 International Youth Conference organised by the 
Bolshevik-Leninists. As we said when the Organising 
Committee for the Reconstitution of the Fourth Interna-
tional (OCRFI) was formed in Turin in February 2016, the 
course followed by those who provoked an unprecedented 
crisis in the Fourth International – a course which today is 
expressed by an adaptation to the most reactionary as-
pects of the counter-revolutionary apparatuses’ policy – 
had led, especially in the French section of the 
Fourth International, to the complete abandoning of any 
willingness to build the Fourth International among the 
youth. 
 

n the inaugural Congress of the Internationalist Com-
munist Tendency (Fourth International) (TCI) in Novem-
ber 2015, a particular point was relayed insistently by 

the delegates: resume the work of the Fourth International 
towards the youth. This is what led the TCI’s inaugural Con-
gress to decide in its unanimous resolution to “hold a TCI 
Youth Camp next summer”, setting the modest target of 50 
participants and relying on the initial results achieved 
among the youth by the “Hands off the Labour Code!” cam-
paign. 
Informed of this decision by the TCI, several delegates in 

Turin insisted on turning this camp into an International 
Youth Camp. The decision to hold this camp resulted in the 
TCI leadership developing a policy towards the youth. This 
was how, in early March 2016, when the youth in the high 
schools and universities of France were beginning to take to 
the streets to demand “Withdraw the Labour Law!”, seeking 
– despite all the obstacles – to link up with the working class 
and its organisations, the TCI decided to support and relay 
the “Appeal by 93 youth to set up the organisation Youth 
Revolution”. It was in the furnace of the four months of 
intense class struggle in France that the first Youth Revolu-
tion groups began to be set up, sending 61 delegates who 
adopted a Manifesto during the inaugural conference of 4-5 
June 2016 in Paris.  
As part of the same movement in which we helped to set up 
this embryonic form of an autonomous youth organisation, 
we canvassed for participation in the TCI Youth Camp. 
This took place on 27-29 August 2016 with the participation 
of 49 comrades, including 5 young activists from (OCRFI 
member and non-member) organisations from Belgium, the 
United States, Azania-South Africa and Russia. Half of the 44 
other young people (high-school students, university stu-
dents and young workers) from France were not members 
of the TCI. 
The discussions, which were led by comrades from the In-
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ternational as well as young French militant activists, dealt 
with many issues, including: the role of violence in history; 
the question of the Black Party and the Labor Party in the 
United States; the struggle for the Black Republic in Azania; 
the balance-sheet of the four months of class struggle in 
France; how the Belgian Trotskyists approach the language 
question and the struggle for unity of the working class; and 
the balance-sheet of Stalinism in Russia today. In France, 
following the Camp we are in the process of organising 
within the TCI a significant number of the young people 
who attended the Camp, focusing on the building of an 
autonomous organisation of young revolutionaries. Youth 
Revolution has just launched a broad-based signatures 
campaign for the immediate withdrawal of French troops 
and an end to the imperialist military interventions of the 
Hollande-Valls government. All of the young people attend-

ing the Camp decided that the money raised by this cam-
paign will not only serve to finance the participation of a 
young person from France in the Mumbai Conference, but 
also to help towards the participation of a young person 
from Azania. On the eve of the 100th anniversary of the 
Russian Revolution, we proclaim the words of Lenin and 
Liebknecht: “The main enemy is our own imperialist gov-
ernment”, and it is on this ground that we are approaching 
the building of youth organisations. 
Next year, as decided by the participating youth, we are 
aiming to bring together 100 French youth and our com-
rades from various countries, under the slogan “1917-2017: 
The relevance today of the October 1917 Revolution, the 
relevance today of revolution”.  

DF  

 
 
 

August 28, 2016 (France) 

Tribute to Leon Sedov, Trotsky and all the victims of Stalinism 

Article published in the “Open platform” pages of Tribune des Travailleurs [Workers’ Tribune], Issue no.53 

 
Thiais Cemetery, 28 August 2016. 
Building on 30 years of continuity of the French section of the 
Fourth International, on Sunday, 28 August, the Internationalist 
Communist Tendency (Fourth International) (TCI) organised a 
gathering at the grave of Leon Sedov,  
in tribute to Leon Sedov, Leon Trotsky and all the worker activists 
of all political tendencies who fell victim to Stalinism. 
Tribute was paid in the presence of militant activists from Paki-
stan, South Africa-Azania, the United States, Belgium and Russia, 
and by members and non-members of the Organising Committee 
for the Reconstitution of the Fourth International (OCRFI).  
The following are excerpts from the speeches. 

 

Rubina Jamil, Pakistani labour activist 
 

Comrades, I come from a 
country where war is going 
on. The imperialist forces 
started a war in Iraq, and 
then Afghanistan, and now, 
they still remain in these 
countries. War is all over 
Pakistan. (…) US imperial-

ism is creating a lot of problems, and because of that, ex-
tremism is growing in Pakistan. In the name of jihad, mis-
guided unemployed youth are involved in suicide attacks. 
Three thousand people lost their lives in these attacks this 
year in Pakistan, including women, children and innocent 
people. (…)  
In the name of the Pakistani working class, we want to say 
here that peace is essential and that the exploitation which 
the working class is facing today must be stopped.  
For most Pakistani workers, contracted or sub-contracted 
work is precarious labour.  

In order to raise the working class’s voice, the Indian trade 
unionists leaders, Vasudevan and other comrades, have 
convened a conference in Mumbai from 18 to 20 Novem-
ber. (…) Therefore I call on you, activists, youth, trade un-
ionists and POID members, to actively join us in preparing 
and participating in this conference. And together, we will 
join hands with the Indian comrades, Bangladeshi, Afghan, 
Pakistani comrades, we will move forward for the success of 
the conference to end war, exploitation and precarious 
labour, not only in our region, but all over the globe.  
 

Denis, activist of the Russian organisation 
Workers' Platform 

In my country today, even 
after the collapse of the Sovi-
et Union, we continue to suf-
fer the negative consequences 
of the mistakes of the past. 
The left in Russia is weak – first 
and foremost because isola-
tionist, authoritarian and mili-
taristic policies continue to 
weigh on the population. Mil-
lions of workers in Russia are 

members of the trade union organisation called the Federa-
tion of Independent Trade Unions of Russia (FNPR), which is 
completely controlled by the bosses.  
This organisation cannot, nor does it want to, help the workers 
to resolve their problems. But this situation is in the process of 
changing, as people gain first-hand experience of the reality of 
capitalist exploitation and realise that nobody else will solve 
their problems that they have to do it themselves.  
Thousands of workers are in the process of organising in inde-

“I come from 
a country 
where war is 
going on” 

 

“Thousands of 
workers are 
in the process 
of organising  
in independent 
trade unions” 
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pendent trade unions, and our objective is to be the driving 
force of such a movement. For our part, we consider that more 
than ever, it is essential to study the past mistakes of the so-
cialist movement, when the lack of international solidarity led 
to the defeat of the world socialist revolution and put us all in 
the situation in which we find ourselves today.  
I repeat what I said at the beginning: it is an honour for us 
to take part in this gathering today, because it is our most 
fervent hope that this time, through internationalism and 
through our joint action, we will prevent the defeat of the 
labour movement. 
 

Mandla, labour activist from South Africa  
(Azania) 

I am representing the Black 
youth and working class of Aza-
nia, I am here representing the 
poorest of the poor in Azania, I 
am here representing the 70 per 
cent unemployed of youth of 
Azania, I am here representing all 

those who still live on less than 1 dollar a day in Azania. (…) 
The South African CP, the [governing party] ANC and COSA-
TU represent nothing but Stalinism at its worst. We have 
seen what has happened in Marikana (…). As we stand here, 
South Africa is currently on the verge of collapse. There is 
implosion of the working class in its highest forms of organi-
sation, implosion of the country’s liberation movement in 
its highest form. Where does that leave the working class? 
Those leaders who were spitting fire are now ice-cream 
licking leaders. All leaders now are fighting on how they can 
impress Western imperialism. (…) 
We here, as working class youth, we continue to reject 
them and try to regain all the revolutionary things gained by 
the 1917 revolution. We continue to support the youth of 
France when they campaign for exit from the European 
Union. We also support the British when they voted to exit 
from the European Union.  
Because we know that the European Union does not repre-
sent the unity of the working class in Europe; it represents 
the unity of big business and the unity of imperialism. We 
continue to call for a Black Republic in Azania.  
 

Daniel Gluckstein, on behalf of the International-
ist Communist Tendency (TCI) 
 

After recalling the fact that by commemorating Leon Sedov, we are 
reaffirming the relevance today of the Programme of the Fourth 
International, Daniel Gluckstein went on: 

What did the 1938 pro-
gramme say? What did it 
say that speaks to us 
today? It said and it says 
today that the failure of 
capitalism is expressed in 
the fact that, far from 
enabling the development 
of the productive forces, 

this system thrives only on the mass destruction of the 
productive forces, and first and foremost on the destruction 
of labour-power.  

The 72 million young unemployed – officially – in the world, 
those in insecure jobs and the homeless are the living ex-
pression of this (…). 

The programme said and says today that we were and are 
(…) the unconditional defenders of each and every of the 
gains of the working class and of democracy. (…) 

What did the programme say, what does it say today?  
It said that the Fourth International has no place in any vari-
ant of a popular front, those alliances between parties claim-
ing to be of the working class and parties of the bourgeoisie.  
These are alliances whose sole consequence is to prepare the 
way for the defeat of the proletariat and, ultimately, for fascism.  

What did and does the programme say?  
It says that in all circumstances, the militant activists of the 
Fourth International fight for the workers’ united front, i.e., 
for unity in the ranks of the working class and its organisa-
tions, breaking with the bourgeoisie.  

It said and it says that there are no half-measures between 
socialism and capitalism, that there is no form of capitalism 
that is “more humane”, that the break must be clean and 
neat, and that only the working class, by its own revolution-
ary movement, can wrest the means of production from the 
capitalist class and overturn the course of things. 

 

Elisa, Youth Revolution 
activist 

 

This very day marks the first 
Youth Revolution weekend, 
held at the initiative of the 
TCI (…). When I say “we”, I am 
talking about the 47 young 

people who have come here from all over France, from 14 
departements (1). I am also talking about the young people 
who have come here from the United States, from Russia, 
from Azania (…). We want to put an end to this old world, 
we want to put an end to the system of exploitation of man 
by man, and to do this we only need one thing: an inde-
pendent organisation that belongs to us (…). Today, like in 
the past, we are facing a system in decay that only offers us 
war, insecure work, underpaid jobs, the destruction of our 
universities, of our qualifications, of all our rights to an 
education, to healthcare, and, today like in the past, we are 
the target of appalling repression. 
We are still being subjected to organised violence, we are 
still facing the capitalist class, which is relentlessly trying to 
divide us through contrived inter-community conflicts. And 
that is exactly what the building of Youth Revolution is 
based on: fighting in all circumstances for unity of the 
youth, for unity of the youth and workers.  
(…) We decided that we should take our place in this tribute 
offered to a young man who was murdered at the age of 32 
because he had joined the revolutionary struggle and had 
refused to abandon the world revolution, because he had 
rejected the privileges and the regimentation of the bu-
reaucracy and instead had taken up the struggle for the 
Fourth International.  

 (1) The 100 or so administrative units of France below the regional 
level, roughly equivalent to English counties.  

 

“We continue 
to call for a 
Black Republic 
in Azania” 

“We reaffirm the  
relevance today 
of the Programme 
of the Fourth 
International” 

“We want to  
put an end to  

this old world” 
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“I want the building  
of the Fourth International  
in India to have a more  
proletarian approach” 

 

 OUR OWN 
 
 
India 

Tribute in Memory of Comrade George Gomez 
 

ur comrade Georges Gomez passed away on 27 
August 2016. He joined the ranks of the Fourth 
International within the framework of the struggle 

in India against British imperialism.  
The Organising Committee for the Reconstitution of the 
Fourth International (OCRFI) has saluted the memory of 
Comrade Gomez, and Comrade Daniel Gluckstein paid trib-
ute to him during the rally on 28 August. See below for 
excerpts from the contribution made by Comrade Gomez to 
the Sixth Congress of the Fourth International in November 
2006. 
George Gomez was one of those who built the Fourth Inter-
national in India. He fought relentlessly for the programme 
of the proletarian revolution to build a revolutionary party. 
Throughout his life – because he was still active right up to 
his death – he devoted his whole activity, not only in words 
but also in action, to the struggle for the emancipation of 
the working class. 
In Colombo (Sri Lanka), where he began his work as a militant 
activist, he was won over to revolutionary politics during the 
mutiny by the Royal Indian Navy in 1946. He joined the ranks 
of the Bolshevik-Leninist Party of India because of the posi-
tion taken by the Trotskyist movement in favour of inde-
pendence and the demands of the workers and peasants. 
In Sri Lanka and then in India, he fought relentlessly to de-
velop a Trotskyist organisation. At the same time, he be-
came one of the leading figures of the Indian trade union 

movement, closely linking his activities to the struggles and 
demands of the whole of the working class. 
When the “United Secretariat” invoked Trotsky in order to 
support the reactionary coup d’état by the government  of 
Indira Ghandi, he broke with the United Secretariat and was 
for years, in his own words, active as “an independent Trot-
skyist” in the trade union movement. 
He came into contact with the Fourth International in 1996, 
shortly after its reproclamation in 1993. 
He continued his struggle right up to the end, taking part in 
the formation of the Liaison Committee of Fourth Interna-
tional militant activists in India. 
It was therefore the duty of the French section of the 
Fourth International and the Internationalist Communist 
Tendency (TCI) to pay tribute to Comrade Georges Gomez 
on 28 August, during the rally by hundreds of workers and 
youth who gathered to honour the memory of Leon Trotsky 
and his son Leon Sedov, who was assassinated in Paris two 
years before the assassination of Leon Trotsky in Mexico. 
We are convinced that the example set by the life and 
struggle of Comrade Gomez, and the position he occupied 
in the Indian labour movement as a fighter of the Fourth 
International, will be a source of inspiration for the Indian 
Trotskyists, who in the coming period will build the organi-
sation for which Comrade Gomez fought tirelessly. 
                                                                                                    FF  

 

George Gomez to the Sixth Congress of the Fourth International (November 2006, Paris) 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ur Indian organisation decided to take part in this 
meeting of the Fourth International, and I am hap-
py with the report that has just been presented to 

us, with which I agree. Very seriously, I am very interested 
in environmental issues (…). The coalition government now 
intends to build a new 10,000 MW nuclear power station – 
without taking any real security measures. This opens up 
the possibility of an Indian Chernobyl. (…) The discharging of 

hot water into the sea will completely ruin the marine re-
sources in the Gulf of Mannar. This affects India and Sri 
Lanka. Fishermen in India and Sri Lanka will lose their jobs. 
(…)  
A lot of people from different parts of the country have sent 
petitions to the government, but the government just does 
not care. They are not democrats, they are bureaucrats (…). 
Today in India, Trotskyism does not exist as an organisation. 
Those who call themselves Trotskyists are all petty-
bourgeois intellectuals.  
Now they want to enter the Stalinist party and they are just 
a straight copy of it. (…) In this way, Marxism and Com-
munism have a bad reputation in India. So here is what I 
want to do: I want the building of the Fourth International 
in India to have a more proletarian approach.           
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