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EDITORIAL NOTES  
 
Editorial Notes 

 
n 14 November 2017, “US Senators met in 
Congress to consider if US President Trump should 
be the only person able to launch a nuclear strike. 

It was the chair of the US Senate’s Committee on Foreign 
Relations, Bob Corker, who initiated the hearing. Last month, 
Corker (…) had expressed his concern that Trump’s 
threatening rhetoric was setting the United States “on the 
path to World War III”. (…) They dread that Trump, faced 
with a provocation, could react too quickly” (1). On 18 
November, “at the Halifax International Security Forum, (…) 
Air Force General John E. Hyten, the head of the United 
States Strategic Command (US STRATCOM), which controls 
the nuclear weapons in the US arsenal, stated that he would 
not carry out an order by President Donald Trump if he 
judged it to be “illegal”” (2).  
This is not about – not only, at least – the personal traits of 
the president of the main global imperialist power. This is 
also not about the supposed “opposition” between the two 
sides of the US bourgeoisie: the electoral programme of the 
Democratic Party’s candidate was oriented towards military 
interventions all over the place – and much more than 
Trump’s programme. This is about something much more 
fundamental. Today, in late November 2017, “the 
bourgeoisie itself sees no way out. (…) The bourgeoisie, of 
course, is aware of the deadly risk to its rule which a new 
war represents. But it is now immeasurably less capable of 
preventing war than on the eve of 1914.” (3). 
This march to widespread war has recently seen new 
developments: by putting into question the nuclear 
agreements signed by Obama and Iran, the Trump 
administration is seeking to provoke new conflicts, against 
Lebanon and against Iran, while his emissary Jared Kushner 
actively works on contacts between the State of Israel on 
the one hand, and the Saudis and the Gulf States on the 
other (4).  
This march towards new armed conflicts, fed and provoked 
by interference by the big imperialist powers – with the 
United States at the forefront – in Korea, Venezuela and 
elsewhere, is extending and intensifying the years-long wars 
and occupations in Afghanistan, Yemen, Iraq, Syria, Libya, 
Mali, Central African Republic, Democratic Republic of 
Congo and Haiti. This march towards widespread 
conflagration, necessitated as much by the needs of the 
arms industry (having become one of the main parasitic 
drive-wheels of the capitalist economy) as by the need to 
break up nations, is the expression of the decay of the 
capitalist system. The bourgeoisie’s leading experts 
themselves point out that the world is on the brink of a 
speculative bubble bursting, the consequences of which will 
be even more devastating than the so-called subprime 
mortgage crisis that erupted ten years ago. Against all the 
high priests of “managing” the capitalist system in its stage 
of decay (imperialism), the Manifesto (5) adopted by the 

delegates from 33 countries to the Second International 
Conference of the OCRFI, affirms that: “No recovery 
whatsoever is possible for the capitalist system based on 
private ownership of the means of production. So-called 
attempts at reforms are, at best, doomed to fail and to 
prepare the ground for future defeats of the working class; 
at worst – and this is often the case – they are the 
framework for “dislocation” plans and other “round tables” 
through which the leaders of the labour organisations are 
invited to participate in the destructive programmes 
dictated by the capitalist class. The independence of the 
working class calls for breaking with imperialism and its 
institutions everywhere”.  
This is indeed the crucial issue. Without the policies of 
accompanying, managing, and even “co-constructing” the 
imperialists’ plans by the leading circles of the labour 
movement, the bourgeoisie itself would be unable to wage 
such an offensive. This policy of the leading circles is being 
expressed in every country on every continent. In Europe, it 
was recently expressed by the “European Social Summit” in 
Gothenburg (Sweden), during which the President of the 
European Commission welcomed the fact that “the social 
partners” were participating in it. To do what? To agree on 
“a foundation of minimum social rights”, a so-called 
“European Pillar of Social Rights”, which for example talks 
about “the necessary flexibility for employers” and other 
“shared observations” aimed at tying the hands of the 
labour organisations and binding them to the needs of 
capitalist exploitation and its institutions.  
The same problem is posed regarding the commitment of 
some sectors of the labour organisations’ leaderships to 
“renegotiating” the North American Free Trade Agreement 
(NAFTA), which for many years has bankrupted the Mexican 
nation and destroyed its agriculture, at the same time 
serving to destroy hundreds of thousands of jobs in the 
United States. As stated by the labour activists of the United 
States and Mexico who are preparing the first session of the 
“Binational Conference Against NAFTA and the Wall of 
Shame/Not One More Deportation, and For Labor Rights on 
Both Sides of the Border”, (2-3 December), the AFL-CIO 
leadership is “putting forward amendments it hopes will 
improve NAFTA. But NAFTA is not amendable. It is a rotten, 
corporate agreement through and through; it must be 
replaced.” (6) For the supporters of the reconstitution of the 
Fourth International, breaking with imperialism and its 
institutions, breaking with this policy of accompanying the 
capitalists’ plans is indeed the major issue, because, as 
emphasised in the Manifesto of the Second International 
Conference of the OCRFI: “The class struggle remains the 
driving force of history, [and] (…) more than ever the 
working class needs independent organisations (parties and 
trade unions), [because] the central task is still to build the 
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revolutionary party in order to help the working class pave 
its way to victory.” 
Yes, faced with the developments in imperialist barbarism 
on every continent, the class struggle remains the driving 
force of history, and the resistance by the working class and 
the oppressed masses is seeking out a path. Sometimes, this 
class struggle takes particular forms. For example, the 
upsurge by the masses in Catalonia as they raised their 
national and democratic demands against the Francoist 
monarchy, that pillar of the imperialist order in the Spanish 
State and Europe. The events there mobilised hundreds of 
thousands and millions of anonymous people, workers, 
unemployed, retirees, youth… This issue of The 
Internationale features the “Greetings to the workers of 
Catalonia” adopted by the OCRFI Conference, and a dossier 
of documents that recall the positions of the Marxists 
regarding the Catalan Republic. Hence the importance of 
the initiative taken by labour activists from Germany, France 
and Italy, joined by several others, for a European Workers’ 
Conference for breaking with the European Union, its 
treaties and its policies, for a free union of the workers and 
peoples of Europe, free of kings, exploiters and “European 
commissioners”. 
Late 2017 has also been marked in Africa by the crisis in 
Zimbabwe. The resignation of President Mugabe has been 
widely commented upon. But one question has been 
ignored by the commentators, one which nevertheless 
distinguishes the situation in Zimbabwe from that in most 
countries of Africa: the question of the future of the land 
reform begun 20 years ago, which led to the 14 million 
inhabitants of Zimbabwe being the target of imperialist 
sanctions imposed by the United States, Britain and France. 
As explained by our comrades of the section of the Fourth 
International in Zimbabwe:  
“Zimbabwe was punished for trying to correct the historic 
injustice at the level of land ownership, an injustice that 
benefitted the small white minority (4,000 people) to the 
detriment of the Black majority that had been deprived of 
land (12 million people). Contrary to the myth propagated 
by western media that the land reclamation was mooted by 
Mugabe to maintain his grip on power, the fact is that it was 
led by the war veterans [of the liberation war], who had 
waited for a long time, and the land-hungry peasants of 
Svosve and Goromonzi in 1997, clashing with Mugabe. They 
were joined and supported by local chiefs.” (7)  
It was therefore the mobilisation by millions of landless 
Black people that expropriated the white farmers (forcing 
the ZANU-PF government to break its commitment to 
abandon any land reform, which it had given with the 
signing of the Lancaster House Agreement in 1979). This 
revolutionary mobilisation immediately posed the issue of 
expropriation of land without compensation or repurchase 
in neighbouring Azania/South Africa, namely breaking with 
the 1994 Kempton Park Agreements (which guaranteed 
control of the land by the white minority) signed by the 
leaders of the ANC and the Communist Party – a break with 
the 1994 Agreements that would open up the path to the 
Black Republic. From Catalonia to Zimbabwe, we are seeing 

expressed the relevance today of the permanent revolution. 
It is the relevance today of October 1917, as several 
organisations of the OCRFI around the world have affirmed, 
using the occasion of its 100th anniversary to organise 
conferences and initiatives. During one of these initiatives in 
France, one comrade pointed out:  
“On his return to Russia in April 1917, Lenin had a key 
concern, which was expressed in various forms according to 
the circumstances: the workers must take into their own 
hands and resolve the question of power. He insisted 
repeatedly: “Which class holds power decides everything.” 
(8) This question, which class holds power – not which 
government, which political party, nor whoever gets 
themselves elected as the saviour of the nation – is the root 
of the problem, even though we are not in a revolutionary 
situation today. It is important to recognise that all of the 
governments that take power one after the other in our 
country, like in every country of Europe, whatever their 
political label, in reality are governments of the capitalist 
class. Their actions are evidence of this fact. We argue that 
the emergency will not be resolved unless, in one way or 
another, the working class seizes the means to exercise its 
own power, its own government. (…)  
Is it our ambition to help the working class to create the 
conditions in which it will take power? Yes! At some point in 
the future, which will take as long as is needed to reach it. 
We do not think that we are something which we are not. 
We are not the leadership of the working class. We do not 
even say that our organised form today will be the form of 
the party which tomorrow will help the working class. We 
maintain simply that the sole objective of our organised 
action is to help the working class resolve the question of 
power to its own benefit. (…) This is why we still believe in 
the need for workers’ parties. And we call for them. This has 
to do with political democracy, but it also has to do with the 
existence of the working class. I hope that I have helped to 
convince the comrades of one thing: the high relevance 
today of 1917.” (9) 

The Internationale 
 
 

____________________ 
(1) French business news website fr.express.live, 17 November 2017. 
(2) Canadian news website 45eNord.ca, 18 November 2017. Four days 
later, in Sochi (Russia), Vladimir Putin indicated that the Russian 
economy should be able to serve the war economy at any time. 
(3) Leon Trotsky, The Death Agony of Capitalism and theTasks of the 
Fourth International (Transitional Programme), 1938. 
(4) Thus, the Israeli Chief of General Staff, Gadi Eisenkot, told the Saudi 
online newspaper Elaph that “Israel and Saudi Arabia are in complete 
agreement about Iran's intentions”, and that: “We [the State of Israel 
and Saudi Arabia] are willing to share information if there is a need. We 
have many shared interests between us.” (Haaretz, 17 November 2017). 
(5) The Manifesto is published in this issue of The Internationale. 
(6) Quoted in the editorial of Vol.26, No.10 (October 2017) of The 
Organizer, the monthly publication of the US section of the OCRFI. 
(7) “The Land Question and International Imperialist Sanctions”, The 
Internationale, Issue No.4, November 2016. 
(8) V I Lenin, One of the Fundamental Questions of the Revolution, 27 
September 1917. 
(9) Contribution by Daniel Gluckstein during the workshop organised by 
the TCI in Paris on 4 November 2017..

 



The Internationale n°8 – November 2017 5 
 

DOCUMENT  
 

 
 
Manifesto of the second international conference 
of the Organising Committee for the Reconstitution  
of the Fourth International (OCRFI) 
 

 - Workers, activists and youth around the world, the 
Second International Conference of the Organising 
Committee for the Reconstitution of the Fourth Inter-

national (OCRFI) has just been held from 1 to 3 November 
2017 in Paris (France), attended by delegates and fraternal 
observers from 30 countries (1). As you know, the Fourth in-
ternational was born in 1938, under the direct impulsion of 
Leon Trotsky. It was born as a consequence of the crises of 
the labour movement. It was born as the continuity of the 
First International of Marx and Engels, of the Second Interna-
tional that succeeded it, and of those within the Second In-
ternational who refused to follow the leaders of social de-
mocracy who capitulated when faced with the imperialist 
war of 1914. It was born as the continuity of those who, to-
gether with Lenin and Trotsky, took action to allow the work-
ing class to seize power in 1917 and who subsequently 
founded the Third International. It was born out of the strug-
gle of those who, together with Leon Trotsky, refused to fol-
low Stalin in his policy of strangling the world revolution in 
the name of the fallacious theory of socialism in one country, 
the corollary of which was the establishing of terror against 
the working class in the USSR, and the transformation of the 
Communist parties into instruments of domination by the 
bureaucracy over the world labour movement. It was born 
out of the struggle of those who, together with Leon Trotsky, 
rejected the Stalinist course of stifling workers’ democracy 
and eliminating social ownership, which at the end of the last 
century resulted in precipitating the collapse of the USSR, de-
livering it up to pillage and acts of destruction by all kinds of 
mafias connected to the speculators and the multinationals.  
 

 – The organisations, groups and militant activists 
that constitute the OCRFI form part of that continuity. 
In more recent times, their roots lie in the struggle of 

the majority of the French section, which in 1950-3 stood up 
together with Pierre Lambert against the disintegration of 
the Fourth International, a consequence of a broad sector of 
its international leadership in practice going over to the side 
of the Stalinist bureaucracy at the time of the workers’ upris-
ing in East Berlin and then the Hungarian Revolution of the 
workers’ councils. Against liquidationist Pabloism, together 
with Pierre Lambert we affirmed then that the class struggle 
remains the driving force of history, that more than ever the 
working class needs independent organisations (parties and 
trade unions), and that the central task is still to build the 
revolutionary party in order to help the working class pave 

its way to victory. In the years that followed, we refused to 
follow those who claimed that the page of October 1917 had 
been turned, that there was no longer any reason to build 
independent working-class organisations, that on the con-
trary it was necessary to dissolve the organisations that had 
been constituted by the workers as part of their class strug-
gle, to dissolve them into the Outraged movement, into Po-
demos, into France Unbowed, Occupy Wall Street and so on.  
 

 – The Organising Committee for the Reconstitution 
of the Fourth International was born in 2016, out of 
the resistance struggle waged over several years 

within the leadership of the Fourth International repro-
claimed in 1993, against a sector that had abandoned the 
perspective of the world revolution and increasingly aligned 
themselves with the counter-revolutionary apparatuses, 
even to the point of supporting class-collaborationist govern-
ments like in South Africa, even to the point of supporting 
those who claim that the class struggle is no longer on the 
agenda in France or elsewhere (2). Abandoning the tasks of 
the world revolution, relaying into the Fourth International 
the pressures on the world labour movement following the 
collapse of the USSR to have it accompany the survival of cap-
italism rather than fighting back against it, those failed lead-
ers came up against the resistance – at every level of the 
Fourth International and its sections – of the militant activists 
and organisations that had remained faithful to the pro-
gramme. They then tried to prohibit free discussion within 
the Fourth International itself. It is in these conditions that 
we formed the Organising Committee for the Reconstitution 
of the Fourth International, the First Conference of which 
took place in Turin (Italy) in February 2016, with its Second 
Conference taking place in Paris in November 2017. Because 
for us, the programme of the Fourth International is on the 
agenda more than ever. 
 

 – Our International Conference has been held in a 
context of war which is tending to spread on every 
continent: Afghanistan, Iraq, Syria, Central African Re-

public, Mali, etc. When there is not a war underway, there is 
the threat of war against Venezuela, Korea and Iran. 
Throughout the world, on every continent, the peoples are 
in the throes of wars launched by the big capitalist powers 
with the aim of appropriating their natural resources: oil, gas, 
uranium, diamond. Everywhere, wars are carving up nations 
and tearing them apart, setting the peoples against each 
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other. Wars are throwing tens of millions of men women and 
children onto the roads of exodus, condemning them to utter 
destitution, if not rape, slavery and often death on the road 
to exile. Not since the end of the Second World War has the 
world reached such a degree of barbarism. This wave of bar-
barism has a class meaning. For their part, working people, 
the youth, the peoples, industrial workers and rural workers 
have no interest whatsoever in war. War is the natural off-
spring of a capitalist system based on the unrestricted exploi-
tation of labour-power. This is why the necessary response is 
for the workers and peoples to unite and stand together to 
say “Down with war! Down with exploitation!”. It is on this 
ground that the supporters of the Fourth International are 
fighting back. 
 

 – The spread of wars that threaten the survival of hu-
mankind has not come out of nowhere: it is the prod-
uct of the dead-end reached by the capitalist system 

based on private ownership of the means of production. 
This system reached its highest point more than a century 
ago, its imperialist stage, which Lenin defined at the time as 
being the stage when capitalism had definitively entered the 
path of decay. Who will dare to claim that this is not the case 
now, in the early 21st century? Our Conference has taken 
place in 2017, ten years after the outbreak of the big crisis in 
2007, the so-called “subprime mortgage crisis”. Today, once 
again, Wall Street and the world’s main stock exchanges are 
breaking record after record. At what price? At the price of 
the destruction of millions of jobs in industry and the service 
sectors. At the price of the rights and guarantees of the work-
ing class being put into question on every continent, at the 
price of the growing impoverishment of whole populations, 
deprived of any resources and of public services, and often 
reduced to begging.  
The ruling class is directing its apparatus of repression 
against the mobilisation of the working class. This involves 
not only the militarisation of police forces but also the put-
ting into question of basic democratic rights such as the right 
to assembly, the right to demonstrate and free speech. At 
that price, the capitalist class has managed in ten years to re-
establish – and even increase – its profit margins. But the 
means by which it has sought to overcome its crisis are the 
very same means that are preparing a new crisis. 
 

 – Ten years after the 2007 crisis, a new crisis is ma-
turing, one that is more serious and even more dev-
astating than the preceding one. The rivers of capital 

released by the central banks on the pretext of boosting the 
economy (“quantitative easing”, i.e. the creation of artificial 
money) are only boosting…speculation. In a single week at 
the start of October 2017, the value of shares quoted on the 
world’s stock exchanges increased by US$800 billion, result-
ing in a global equity market capitalisation of US$88 trillion, 
more than the world’s GDP! This decaying system is only 
maintaining itself thanks to a mountain of debt that is grow-
ing continuously. Today, the total debt – accumulated by 
States, businesses and households – represents twice the 
value of the global production of goods and services. In the 
United States, total household debt is higher than in 2008, 
when the banking system was collapsing. In China, interna-
tional finance capital has encouraged the bureaucracy’s gov-
ernment to establish an economic stimulus programme that 

is entirely financed by debt, in order to compensate for the 
slowdown in the world economy: corporate debt in China has 
doubled in 10 years, while the country’s total debt has in-
creased by 70 per cent. In Europe, corporate debt has grown 
by 40 per cent in 10 years. To this gigantic mass of debt can 
be added the debt contracted through shadow banking, the 
unregulated financial sector which alone represents more 
than the value of a year’s global production. Once again, the 
means used to overcome the effects of one crisis are prepar-
ing the conditions for the crisis that will follow, on an even 
greater scale. This was already the case with the 2007 crisis, 
which was the deferred result of the policy of low interest 
rates implemented in order to damp down the crisis of 2001 
(the dot-com bubble). That is how each crisis of the capitalist 
system finds expression in a mass destruction of the existing 
productive forces, and simply prepares the crisis that will fol-
low, on an even greater scale. 
 

 – The succession of economic, financial and mone-
tary crises at increasingly shorter intervals is the re-
sult of the very nature of capitalism’s imperialist 

stage, in which it is no longer able to guarantee the growth 
of humankind’s productive forces. On the contrary, for its 
survival this system resorts – to a level never seen before – 
to forces that destroy the productive forces, especially the 
arms industry and the war industry, the internet economy, 
speculation and the increasing recourse to debt. It is the very 
nature of imperialism that makes any recovery in the world 
economy impossible. Temporary breaks occur within the 
very framework of what the capitalist leaders themselves call 
“secular stagnation”. But in reality, there is no secular (i.e. 
indefinite, as opposed to cyclical or short-term) stagnation. 
Because, as Marx wrote, the distinctive feature of capital is 
being “money in process, and, as such, [becoming] capital”. 
In the time of decayed imperialism – when the possibility for 
unlimited (socialised) growth in the production of commodi-
ties meeting the basic needs of humankind comes up against 
(private) capitalist relations of distribution – the “reproduc-
tion of capital on a progressively increasing scale” is fed by 
the destruction of the main productive force: the producer’s 
labour-power and its value crystallised in wages, collective 
guarantees, social welfare systems, qualifications, and all the 
labour gains. But since the destruction of the main produc-
tive force also means the destruction of the main consump-
tion power, this contradiction will only be resolved through 
the socialisation of the main means of production and ex-
change, allowing the producer class to regulate the produc-
tion of consumer goods in relation to social needs rather 
than profit. This has a name: socialism. 
 

 – Opened by October 1917, the 20th century was 
marked by numerous attempts to put an end to the 
failed capitalist system that is dragging humankind to 

ruin. On every continent, through its class struggle the work-
ing class repeatedly set out on the path to overthrow capital-
ism, the path of the seizure of power by the representative 
bodies of the exploited and oppressed masses, bodies ap-
pointed, mandated and supervised by them. As part of this 
movement, the working class found itself and finds itself fac-
ing obstacles raised by those whose function is to protect the 
existing social order at all costs – by the traditional leader-
ships of the labour movement that emerged from the Second 
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and Third Internationals, or by movements defining them-
selves as “societal” or “populist” that reject any reference to 
class and thrive on the ruins of previous movements. For our 
part, we affirm on the basis of the facts that the develop-
ments in the world situation at the start of the 21st century 
fully confirm the programme on which the Fourth Interna-
tional was constituted, the Transitional Programme. It is in 
keeping with this programme that we want to contribute to-
wards resolving the crisis of the revolutionary leadership of 
the working class, upon which depends the solution to the 
crisis of humankind. 
 

 – No recovery whatsoever is possible for the capital-
ist system based on private ownership of the means 
of production. So-called attempts at reforms are, at 

best, doomed to fail and to prepare the ground for future 
defeats of the working class; at worst – and this is often the 
case – they are the framework for “dislocation” plans and 
other “round tables” through which the leaders of the labour 
organisations are invited to participate in the destructive 
programmes dictated by the capitalist class. The independ-
ence of the working class calls for breaking with imperialism 
and its institutions everywhere: breaking with the IMF, the 
World Bank and the UN, breaking with regional institutions 
like the European Union, and with the North American Free 
Trade Treaty (NAFTA) and all the “free trade” treaties. The 
working class must – everywhere and in full independence – 
fight against all forms of subordination to imperialism, begin-
ning with refusing to service the public debt that is not the 
debt of the peoples, a debt which – from Africa to Latin 
America and the United States, from Europe to Asia – is noth-
ing more than a tool for pillaging the peoples. 
 

 – The choice set out in the past by Rosa Luxem-
bourg, “socialism or barbarism”, is of burning 
relevance today. Barbarism is already taking 

place. Only the working class, rallying all of the oppressed 
layers around it, is capable of leading the fight to prevent bar-
barism. It can only do so if the envisaged perspective is the 
socialisation of the means of production, of pooling all of the 
means of production and all of the produced wealth in the 
service of the whole of humankind. It is in line with this per-
spective that the fight to protect the independence of the 
working class can and must be organised. This is the perspec-
tive on which the organisations and sections of the Fourth 
International, taking action for its reconstitution within the 
framework of the OCRFI, are fighting back. 
 

 – Why, throughout the world in the centenary 
of 1917, have the organisations belonging to 
the OCRFI organised or are organising initia-

tives designed to open the discussion on the relevance to-
day of October 1917? For us, the relevance today of October 
1917 is the relevance of Lenin’s analysis of imperialism as 
having entered the path of decay of the capitalist system; it 
is the relevance today of the fight to break with the bourgeoi-
sie; it is the understanding that in the imperialist epoch, 
unachieved democratic demands in the dominated countries 
will not be achieved by national bourgeoisies that are defini-
tively submissive to world imperialism, but by the working 
class building around itself the broadest possible anti-impe-

rialist united front (including potential sectors of the bour-
geoise and petty bourgeoisie which from time to time wish 
to struggle for the nation’s sovereignty, on condition that this 
anti-imperialist united front is placed under the leadership of 
the labour movement), which in all circumstances entails the 
independence of the working-class party; it is the refusal to 
participate in any popular front-style coalition that chains the 
working-class organisations to the chariot of the bourgeoisie; 
it is the affirmation that only the working class, building its 
own organs of power – soviets, workers’ councils – is capable 
of establishing the workers’ Republic and the free union of 
workers’ republics at the level of whole continents, and be-
yond that, the universal Republic of workers’ councils. The 
relevance today of October 1917 is the relevance of the 
struggle for workers’ emancipation as part of the continuity 
of the First, Second, Third and Fourth Internationals. It is 
therefore the relevance of the fight for the Fourth Interna-
tional and its reconstitution, which flows from an under-
standing of the international character of the class struggle, 
of which only the form is national. Under the flag of the 
Workers’ International, it falls to us, in forms that are appro-
priate to each national situation, to work towards the build-
ing of genuine workers’ parties, class-based parties that are 
independent from the bourgeoisie and its institutions. 
 

 – Organising for itself and by itself, the wealth-
producing class holds the key to the emancipa-
tion of the whole of humankind, opening up a 

perspective for the emancipation of all of society’s op-
pressed and exploited layers. It is the working class’s strug-
gle that will allow a positive response to be given to the le-
gitimate demand of the nations oppressed by imperialism for 
freedom, for emancipation, for sovereignty. It is within and 
along with working class’s struggle that the mobilisation of 
women and working women throughout the world for equal 
rights will reach its successful culmination. It is within and 
along with working class’s struggle that the youth’s legiti-
mate wish for a future, for freedom, for jobs, for education 
can find a response that matches their needs. It is through 
and along with the movement by the working class that the 
questions posed today by the survival of its environment will 
find a response and a solution. Faced with the destruction 
being wrought by decaying imperialism, humankind will only 
find a solution by setting out on the path of socialising the 
means of production, allowing the organisation of produc-
tion in relation to humankind’s needs rather than profit, 
along with measures to protect the human race that go hand-
in-hand with rapidly developing the productive forces, coun-
tering the theories of “degrowth” which, in the guise of de-
fending the environment, promote the destruction of the 
productive forces in line with the demands of the capitalist 
class, which bears the main responsibility for the threats 
posed to humankind. 
 

 – Over the course of its age-old class struggle 
on every continent and in every country, in 
forms that vary according to the national con-

ditions, the working class has won gains, rights and guaran-
tees through struggle. It has inserted its own proletarian in-
stitutions – trade unions, mutual societies, collective welfare 
bodies – into the cracks of bourgeois society. At each stage, 
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its class struggle has led it to seek to make use of its tradi-
tional organisations to organise its independent struggle and 
to defend its old gains. Faithful to Trotsky’s formulation, that 
“whoever does not defend the old gains will not make new 
ones”, the Fourth International considers it its duty to help 
the working class to use its traditional organisations to fight 
back, to help it defend the independence of its organisations 
and each and every one of its gains. 
 

 – “The historical crisis of humankind comes 
down to the crisis of the revolutionary leader-
ship”: this crucial affirmation of the founding 

programme of the Fourth International has been fully con-
firmed in the early 21st century. Throughout the world, gov-
ernments led by parties with their historical roots in the la-
bour movement – parties originating from the Second Inter-
national, socialist and social-democratic parties, ones emerg-
ing from Communist Parties – and petty-bourgeois parties or 
petty-bourgeois nationalists put in power due to the ex-
ploited and oppressed masses’ wish to have done with the 
direct representatives of the capitalist class, are nevertheless 
taking charge of the programmes dictated by the capitalist 
class. The break-up of the USSR – the bureaucratically degen-
erated result of the October 1917 Revolution – speeded up 
this process. We have seen this in the cases of several Euro-
pean governments with the full participation of Socialist and 
Communist Parties, acting as architects for the dismantling 
of labour gains and social gains. We have seen this in Latin 
America, particularly in Brazil, where the Lula/Dilma govern-
ments continued to service the debt demanded by the capi-
talists and the bankers. Regarding Venezuela, our uncondi-
tional defence of Venezuela and its government against the 
threats by imperialism do not make us forget that the Chavez 
and Maduro governments have continued to service the 
debt. We have also seen the Tsipras government in Greece, 
elected and mandated to break with the IMF, the World Bank 
and the European Commission, ultimately deciding to imple-
ment the troika’s murderous plans against the masses. And 
we can see the government in South Africa, which was put in 
power following the end of the apartheid regime, handing 
the country over to the multinationals and refusing to give 
land to the black majority that was dispossessed of its land. 
It is very broadly for this reason that, throughout the world 
over the last 25 years, the situation of the labouring masses 
has continuously worsened; their gains have been put into 
question one after the other while wars have continued to 
spread. And where the traditional parties of the capitalist 
class are directly in power, they owe their survival to the di-
rect participation in “grand coalition” governments of parties 
with their origins in the labour movement, as was the case 
recently in Germany, or to the support of those parties with-
out direct participation, as is the case in Spain. 
 

 – The dominant feature of the situation re-
mains the willingness of the masses to fight 
back: “The orientation of the masses is deter-

mined, on the one hand, by the objective conditions of decay-
ing capitalism, and on the other by the treacherous policies 
of the old workers’ organisations. Of these two factors, the 
first, of course, is the decisive one: the laws of history are 
stronger than the bureaucratic apparatuses.” (Transitional 
Programme)  

The fact is today that, from the big labour strikes and demon-
strations in Spain, Portugal, Greece and France, to the Pales-
tinian Revolution that continues, 70 years after the partition 
of Palestine, to stand up for the right to land and the right to 
a nation; from the townships of South Africa, where the Black 
workers and their families are occupying the land and de-
manding that it be given to the Black majority, embodying 
the struggle for the Black Republic; to China, where the work-
ers, seeking to organise their independent trade unions, are 
defending themselves as a working class, and hence are also 
defending the gain which social ownership still represents, 
and which the Chinese working class does not want to see 
delivered up to imperialist pillage and dismantling; on every 
continent, in every form, despite the blows suffered, despite 
the treachery of the old leaderships, the situation is marked 
by the inexorable and continuous upsurge of the masses of 
industrial workers, rural workers and youth as they seek to 
win new rights and to defend their old gains through strug-
gle. The struggle of the Fourth International forms part of this 
concrete, practical movement, the movement of the matur-
ing revolution. It is the struggle of Black people in the US who 
refuse to accept the murders committed by the police, not 
only because Black lives matter, but because they demand 
an end to the system of oppression inherited from slavery. It 
is the struggle of the people of Haiti against the occupation-
pillage by the UN – and so on. 
 

 – As we celebrate the 100th anniversary of the 
October 1917 Revolution, faithful to the strug-
gle of the Bolsheviks against the Provisional 

Government and to the programme of the Fourth Interna-
tional, we reaffirm that the Fourth International has no 
place in any Popular Front or in any alliance that results in 
the parties whose roots lie in the labour movement partici-
pating alongside bourgeois parties in government coalitions 
that are subject to the institutions of the capitalist class, and 
taking responsibility for government programmes that strike 
blows against the working class. To the Popular Front and 
class collaboration, we counterpose the workers’ united 
front, and in the dominated countries, the anti-imperialist 
united front for the nation’s sovereignty and democracy. No 
support of any kind for governments that service the foreign 
debt, no support of any kind for governments that privatise, 
no support of any kind for governments that implement anti-
worker programmes!  
 

 – As supporters of the Fourth International, we 
are convinced that its programme – which is 
nothing other than the synthesis of the pro-

gramme and the experience of the labour movement over 
the course of almost two centuries, and which forms part of 
the continuity of the First, Second and Third Internationals 
– is more relevant than ever.  
However, we do not claim that tomorrow’s mass revolution-
ary Workers’ International, or the revolutionary parties capa-
ble of helping the masses to pave the way to victory in each 
country, will be built in the form which is currently taken by 
the sections of the Fourth International or of the OCRFI. This 
is why, whilst fighting tirelessly to defend the programme of 
the Fourth International and to build sections of the Fourth 
International, our activity in each country aims to help to-
wards regrouping in the appropriate form all those activists 
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who are committed to class independence and who are tak-
ing action for political representation of the working class 
that is faithful to its interests. This is why, internationally, we 
are part of the Mumbai Conference and of the International 
Workers Committee Against War and Exploitation – For a 
Workers’ International, within which, alongside activists of 
all political tendencies, we take action for class independ-
ence. 
 
Workers, activists, youth, it is on this line that we call on 
you to organise in each country under the flag of the Fourth 
International, to build and strengthen its sections affiliated 
to the OCRFI in order to lay the foundations for the recon-
stitution of the Fourth International, the indispensable tool 
for the working class’s victory! 
 

November 1st, 2nd and 3rd 2017 
Saulx-les-Chartreux (France)  

 

Adopted unanimously 
___________________________ 
(1) Representatives from five other countries who wanted to participate 
in the Conference were prevented from doing so. 
(2) See the document published in The Internationale Issue No.6, ap-
proved by the Second International Conference of the OCRFI. 
 

SIGNED BY 
Afghanistan: Section of the Fourth International in 
Afghanistan 
Azania-South Africa: Ashraf Jooma, national secretary, 
Azanian section of the Fourth International (AS-FI); Scelo 
Mthembu, Workers’ Commission (AS-FI); Musa Kunta, 
political commissar (AS-FI); Mandla ka Phangwa, national co-
ordinator (AS-FI), on behalf of the Azanian section of the 
Fourth International (AS-FI)  
Bangladesh: Bangladeshi section of the Fourth International 
Belarus: the Belarusian delegation 
Belgium: Internationalist Socialist Organisation (OSI), Belgian 
section of the Fourth International 
Benin: Rav, for the Liaison Committee of Trotskyists of Benin 
(CLTB) 
Brazil: Internationalist Communist Organisation (OCI), 
Brazilian section of the OCRFI 

Burundi: Burundian section of the Fourth International 
Canada: Paul Nkunzimana, for the Liaison Committee of 
Trotskyists in Canada – OCRFI 
Chile: the Chilean Trotskyist Group 
France: Internationalist Communist Tendency (TCI), French 
section of the Fourth International (member of the OCRFI) 
Germany: Max Schumacher, Die Internationale – 
Arbeiterkorrespondenz [The Internationale – Labour 
Correspondence], German section of the OCRFI; Günter Rex, 
Die Internationale – Arbeiterkorrespondenz, German section 
of the OCRFI 
Great Britain: British supporters of the OCRFI 
Greece: Andreas, editor of Ergatika Nea [Labour News] 
Haiti: Berthony Dupont, Haiti Liberté 
Hungary: supporters of the Fourth International 
India: the Spark group 
Italy: Italian section of the Fourth International 
Korea: Council of Korea activist's Solidarity 
Mexico: Laura Alejandra Rivera Arrizu (OCRFI-Mexico); Raul 
Calleja Lacorti (OCRFI-Mexico); Luis Carlos Haro (OCRFI-
Mexico) 
Morocco: the OCRFI supporters in Morocco 
Pakistan: Pakistani section of the Fourth International 
Peru: Internationalist Socialist Group (GSI), Peruvian section 
of the OCRFI 
Portugal: the A Internacional Group 
Romania: Constantin Cretan (personal capacity); Ileana 
Cretan (personal capacity); Ion Somonescu (personal 
capacity) 
Russia: the Russian delegation 
Serbia: Jacim Milunovic, labour activist 
Switzerland: Wolfgang Eichenberger, guest from Switzerland 
Togo: Steve, Togolese militant activist of the Fourth 
International 
Tunisia: the Tunisian delegation  
Turkey: Sosyalizm 
United States: Socialist Organizer, section of the Fourth 
International in the United States; Mya Shone, supporter of 
the OCRFI  
Zimbabwe: Mafa Kwanisai Mafa, national co-ordinator; 
Memory Rudo Mpandawana, treasurer, Zimbabwean section 
of the Fourth International. 
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 DOCUMENT 

 
 
Greetings to the workers  
of Catalonia 
 
We, delegates from 30 countries, meeting in the Confer-
ence of the Organising Committee for the Reconstitution of 
the Fourth International (OCRFI), salute the movement 
through which the workers, youth and people of Catalonia 
have opened up a new situation both in the Spanish State 
and across the continent. 
 
Despite the repression, despite the ransacking of the ballot-
boxes, despite the police violence, on 1 October 2017, hun-
dreds of thousands of people mobilised, and through their 
mobilisation imposed a vote – the majority character of 
which is indisputable – to establish the Republic. 
 
What does the Republic mean? 

 
The Republic means the end of the monarchy, the end of all 
the institutions of oppression used against the peoples of the 
Spanish State, the end of the institutions of oppression es-
tablished by Franco’s dictatorship over the course of 40 years 
and continued by the Francoist monarchy for 40 years more. 
The Republic in Catalonia means the door having been 
opened to the constituent process by which the people – and 
especially the majority made up of the workers of the towns 
and countryside and the youth – would have the power to 
decide on what should be the social content and the political 
forms of the Republic. 
For the workers of Catalonia and the whole of the Spanish 
State, the Republic should mean the possibility of breaking 
with the programmes of the International Monetary Fund 
and the European Union, the possibility of breaking with the 
programmes of the troika that were rejected by millions 
upon millions of people on strike and on demonstrations in 
2012, and again in 2014. It means the opening of the possi-
bility to move towards a Republic the social content of which 
can be that of a Workers’ Republic. 
The Republic in Catalonia means a breach having been 
opened up for Republics in every region of Spain, a breach 
having been opened up for the free union of free Republics 
of the whole of the Spanish State. 
 
Workers, we know very well that the social class that has 
the greatest interest in the proclamation of the Republic 
and the fall of the monarchy is the working class. 
 
On 1 October, the people expressed its will 
Here is what one of the Committees for the Defence of the 
Referendum and the Republic said in a statement in the days 

following the referendum: “On 1 October, the people of Cat-
alonia decided in a referendum to express their wish to estab-
lish an independent Republic, and they did so in conditions of 
brutal repression by the Spanish national police and the Civil 
Guard. In many polling centres in this neighbourhood, local 
inhabitants had to defend their right to vote with their own 
bodies, being direct victims of the police violence but also di-
rect actors in the exercise of their democratic determination 
which has been witnessed around the world. Two days later, 
on 3 October, a general strike against repression and for 
rights paralysed the country and mobilised Catalan society on 
a massive scale; in the course of this general strike – because 
it could not be otherwise – the working class became the 
most active and the most decisive social force.  
In the Committee for the Defence of the Republic, we believe 
that ten general strike must be continued, because it is an 
important tool of struggle in the days and weeks to come, not 
only for defending ourselves against the oppressive measures 
of the State but also for defending the nascent Republic and 
fighting for the release of the two Jordis being held hostage 
by the Spanish State. (…) Following the slogan we launched 
on 1 October, which said: “Let’s organise for a class-based 
‘Yes’”, we propose to contact the working men and women 
of our neighbourhood to involve them on the defence of the 
Republic and to support their work-based struggles and de-
mands. In the end, the new Republic must be born in order to 
solve the serious social problems from which we are suffering 
and to be able to build a fairer society.” 

Since 28 October, there has been brutal repression, ordered 
by the Rajoy government and in keeping with the nature of 
the monarchy’s institutions. This brutal repression has been 
supported and encouraged by Trump, the European Union 
and every government of the big powers. 
 

The European Union  
against the Catalan Republic 
 
The European Union and the capitalists have clearly ex-
pressed their hostility to the Catalan Republic. They under-
stood full well that their class interests were threatened by 
the upsurge and mobilisation of hundreds of thousands of 
people to bring down the monarchy. They understood this 
full well, along with the whole of the unholy alliance of the 
leaders of the different governments of the countries of Eu-
rope and the European Union. Workers of Catalonia, we send 
you the greetings of the Organising Committee for the Re-
constitution of the Fourth International.  
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We affirm that it is shameful to see the leaders of organisa-
tions which claim to represent the working class and the la-
bour movement lined up against the proclamation of the 
Catalan Republic, going as far as to vote against it when they 
were represented in Parliament; in some cases, going so far 
as to organise jointly with the monarchy and Rajoy the trig-
gering of Article 155, suspending Catalonia’s rights; in some 
other cases, going so far as to legitimise new elections which, 
being held under the heel of the forces of repression, have 
no significance other than wanting to erase the result of 1 
October; for others still, even going so far as to cynically call 
for fighting against the Republic proclaimed on 1 October in 
the name of a hypothetical Republic sometime in the future. 
Shame on all those whose responsibility it should have been 
to call workers’ mass meetings throughout Spain on the slo-
gans “Let’s forge unity between the workers of the towns and 
countryside in every region of the Spanish State and put an 
end to the anti-worker programmes dictated by the IMF and 
the European Union, and for a constituent process that will 
allow us to bring down the Francoist monarchy and establish 
Republics in every region and establish the Free Union of the 
Free Republics of the whole Spanish State”; and who not only 
have refused to organise such meetings, but on the contrary 
have campaigned to set the workers of Andalusia, the 
Basque Country, Castile and the other regions against the 
Catalan workers. 
Shame on those in every country in Europe, who, as leaders 
of the labour organisations, have turned their backs on the 
duty of class solidarity with the Catalan people. 
Shame on those who continue to do everything in their 
power to isolate the Catalan workers from the whole of the 
working class of the Spanish State and from all of the coun-
tries of Europe. 
 
We salute the workers of Catalonia 
 
We salute the workers of Catalonia. We know that the situa-
tion is difficult and that they can expect nothing from their 

leaders who, having organised the referendum, then reaf-
firmed their allegiance to the European Union and finance 
capital. But we also know that through mobilisation, Commit-
tees for the Defence of the Referendum and the Republic 
were set up. We know that some of these Committees have 
decided to continue to take action, at whatever cost, to or-
ganise the mobilisation in order to protect the gains of 1 Oc-
tober.  
 
Yesterday, 2 November, demonstrators in their tens of 
thousands in every town and city of Catalonia shouted out 
their outrage against the arrests and the repression, and 
chanted slogans condemning the role of the European Un-
ion and calling for a general strike. 
 
Hands off the Catalan people! 
 
We are confident of the fact that the result of 1 October, 
which affirmed the reality of the Republic in Catalonia, will – 
regardless of events – continue to represent a first step that 
will be followed by others. 
 
We are confident of the capacity of the workers and youth, 
in Catalonia and in every region of Spain, to find the path to 
organising, which will allow them to assert their rights. 
 
Rest assured that the OCRFI, an integral part of the strug-
gles by the workers and peoples for their emancipation 
throughout the world, will be – as it has always been – at 
your side in this decisive struggle. 
 
And in particular, throughout the world its organisations and 
its militant activists are participating and will participate in 
every act of mobilisation to demand: “Hands off the Catalan 
people! Release the political prisoners! Stop the legal prose-
cutions! Long live the Catalan Republic!” 

OCRFI 
Sault-les-Chartreux 

1.30 pm, 3 November 2017 
 . 
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 ANALYSIS 
 

 

 
Report presented to the Second International  
Conference of the OCRFI (excerpts)  
 
 

Comrades, 
Before anything else, I would like to recall where we come 

from, and what we are the continuity of. 
We were not born in Turin 18 months ago, even though, 

formally, the OCRFI was constituted in Turin at that time. Our 
claim is clear: we are the continuity of almost two hundred 
years of organised political struggle for the emancipation of 
the working class.  

With the Transitional Programme, the programme of the 
Fourth International, we claim the continuity of the First 
International of Marx, Engels and Bakunin; the continuity of 
the Second International, in the founding of which Engels 
participated; the continuity of the Third International, the 
Communist International, constituted in the wake of the 
Russian Revolution; and of course, the continuity of the 
Fourth International. 

Holding this conference of the OCRFI, which at this point 
is not yet a congress of the Fourth International, forms part 
of a continuity of which I would like to recall some of the 
milestones. 

The Fourth International was formally proclaimed at a 
founding conference in September 1938, a few kilometres 
from here. Representatives from 11 sections took part in that 
conference – one section was represented by an agent 
provocateur of the GPU secret police, although this was only 
found out much later. 

The Founding Conference was particularly urgent. Its 
main initiator, Leon Trotsky, was convinced that the Second 
World War was imminent, that his own assassination was 
planned, and that before bigger events occurred it was 
necessary to crystallise what could be and should be on the 
basis of a programme that ensured the continuity of 
Marxism.  

The Second World Congress took place 10 years later, in 
1948. This allowed comrades who had been separated – due 
to the World War, repression and the murder of a large 
number of comrades by both the Nazis and the Stalinists – to 
meet together again. The militant activists who took part in 
the Congress had seen dramatic upheavals. But history will 
recall that this Congress was a truncated congress, in which, 
in particular, the balance-sheet of the past 10 years was 
skipped through in half an hour, when very important 
theoretical and political questions had been raised.  

For example: what was the position within the Resistance 
in the countries occupied by the Nazis, what was the SWP’s 
military policy in the United States, and so on. All this was 
swept under the carpet in order to avoid a political 

discussion. The result was that the agreement reached in the 
1948 Congress was largely formal, and that a number of the 
participants in that World Congress, notably from France and 
Britain, quit the ranks of the International in the period that 
followed, having become demoralised.  

The Third World Congress, held in 1951, was marked by 
the eruption of the Pabloite crisis. In that Congress, Pablo 
sought to promote his “Theses”, according to which the 
world was no longer divided into classes but into “camps”, 
and that it was necessary to “choose one’s camp”, in this case 
the one dominated by Stalinism.  

To quote Pablo’s formulation, it was necessary to “take 
into account a situation where Stalinism would be forced to 
achieve socialism in its own way over centuries of transition”. 
This, of course, gave a positive historic role to Stalinism, 
which thus formed part of putting into question Lenin’s 
analysis of imperialism, and the practical consequences of 
which were to lead to “deep entryism”, in reality dissolution-
capitulation into the organisations led by the Stalinist 
apparatus. 

It was against this liquidationist revision that the French 
section, grouped around its worker nucleus led by Pierre 
Lambert, organised the resistance, joined much later by the 
leadership of the SWP in the US.  

There were all sorts of episodes in the attempt to 
reconstitute the forces of the Fourth International. In 1963, 
as you know, the American SWP agreed to what has been 
called “unprincipled reunification”, which gave birth to the 
United Secretariat. Unprincipled, because it was done on 
grounds which ultimately were those of Pabloism, giving all 
sorts of petty-bourgeois leaderships the discretion to 
substitute themselves for building the revolutionary party. 
There were illusions about Castro, about the “new 
vanguards”, about Ben Bella in Algeria, and many other 
ones... 

In the 1960s and 70s there was the long and complex fight 
waged to create the conditions for the reconstruction of the 
Fourth International. This involved all sorts of combinations, 
agreements, breaks and splits. Some comrades here today 
were involved in those episodes, but I won’t list them all. 

There was the setting up of the first OCRFI – the 
Organising Committee for the Reconstruction of the Fourth 
International – in the early 70s. Later, there was the Parity 
Committee for the Reorganisation-Reconstruction of the 
Fourth International, on the basis of an agreement with the 
Morenists. Over the course of the 1980s, there was the 
Fourth International–International Centre of Reconstruction 
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(FI-ICR), then the Fourth International–International Centre 
(FI-IC). 

In 1985-6, a discussion was opened on the conditions 
necessary for reproclaiming the Fourth International. This 
discussion resulted in 1993 in the Reproclamation 
Conference of the Fourth International – four years after the 
fall of the Berlin Wall and two years after the collapse of the 
USSR. Some comrades will remember that the 
reproclamation took place on the basis of a discussion that 
spanned several years, resulting in the adoption of two 
documents, one of which was entitled “Has the programme 
of the Fourth International been verified by events?” 

I stress the importance of this document: we are Marxists, 
which means that under all circumstances we use the facts 
as our starting-point. In this case, following the fall of the 
Berlin Wall and the collapse of the USSR, the forces of 
reaction launched an unprecedented international offensive, 
especially inside the labour movement, finding their 
intermediaries in the highest levels of the apparatuses, 
declaring that socialism was definitively wiped from the map, 
capitalism represented the “impassable horizon” of history, 
and that the only objective which the labour movement 
could set itself was to give capitalism “a human face”. 

At that time, we very carefully reviewed the facts and the 
fundamental economic and political tendencies 
internationally. We analysed the foreseeable consequences 
of the collapse of the planned economy in the USSR and 
Eastern Europe. From this, we deduced that not only would 
the collapse of the USSR not open up a new area of 
development and prosperity for capitalism, on the contrary it 
would mark the speeding-up of the process of decay and 
accelerated destruction of the productive forces, and that it 
would also facilitate what would come to be referred to as 
the “mafia-style conversion” of the world economy. 

Comrades, you can re-read the documents that were 
written at the time, especially this document, which has not 
aged one bit. It is that same method that we must use in this 
conference of the OCRFI to continue our reflection on the 
roots of the crisis of the Fourth International and on our 
tasks. Before I do that, I would like to recall the major dates 
that followed reproclamation.  

In 1999, we held the Fourth World Congress of the Fourth 
International, which re-established the thread of continuity, 
48 years after the Third Congress. In 2002, there was a Fifth 
World Congress, and I will come back to that. 

As far as I am concerned, the Reproclamation Conference 
and the Fourth and Fifth Congresses were real Conferences 
and World Congresses of the Fourth International. I want to 
be more nuanced about the Sixth World Congress held in 
December 2006, a few weeks before Comrade Lambert fell 
ill, because at that time the offensive against the 
consequences of reproclaiming the Fourth International had 
already started.  

If you re-read the documents of the Sixth World Congress, 
they appear limited compared to what the Reproclamation 
Conference and the two previous Congresses had achieved.  

After the death of Comrade Lambert, there was a Seventh 
and then an Eighth Congress, in February 2009 and in spring 
2013. In those Congresses, it must be said, the deck had been 
stacked. Because, at least for those of us who took part in the 
governing bodies of the International, we considered that all 

political discussion was being blocked – several comrades 
here today can confirm this. If only to write a draft resolution 
for a World Congress, it sometimes took two to three years 
of discussion, several drafts, banging a fist on the table and 
demanding that we reach a conclusion, because a number of 
members of the International leadership had only one 
objective: that our discussions should fail to deliver anything. 

Many comrades here today remember the Eighth 
Congress especially. The threat – a real one, but only a threat 
nonetheless – of US imperialist intervention in Algeria had 
been seized upon by the liquidationist group that had already 
crystallised to put into question the planned agenda, to 
cancel all political discussions and to retain just one point: 
how to protect Algeria from imperialist intervention. That 
was in 2013. This is 2017. 

To date, there has not been any direct military 
intervention by imperialism in Algeria, and that is a good 
thing. But the sudden interruption of the discussion in the 
Eighth World Congress delivered a major blow to the 
possibility of a free and democratic discussion developing 
subsequently within the Fourth International. 

What I am saying here is easily verifiable. The documents 
exist. I am pointing all this out in order to say: this is our 
continuity, with all its strengths and its weaknesses, and its 
crises. We are the continuity of those who have never 
abandoned the task of reconstituting the framework of the 
International. 

When we were expelled from the CCI in late June 2015, in 
conditions with which you are familiar, we were politically 
prepared for that break because the battle had been raging 
inside the French organisation for years. But we were not 
prepared at the organisational level. 

Our first initiative was to provide ourselves with a 
newspaper, faithful to Lenin’s position that a political current, 
if it is viable, expresses itself to the whole of the working 
class, in a newspaper that is produced collectively and is 
published regularly, one that holds a dialogue on all of the 
questions of the class struggle. 

As soon as we had done that, we immediately asked 
ourselves about the International. We understood that the 
roots of the crisis as it had emerged in France touched on the 
very basis of the existence of the Fourth International. As far 
as most of us were concerned, we had been trained in the 
school of Pierre Lambert, with whom some of us had worked 
closely for 30, 35 or 40 years. 

Among the many things we had learned was the absolute 
conviction that any political current – whatever its size – 
which holds the illusion that it is by building itself first of all 
at the national level that it will subsequently help towards 
building the International, and which gives in to that illusion, 
is irretrievably lost to the Fourth International. 

 

The gains of the reproclamation  
have not disappeared 

 
We said at the outset: we are not a “French” organisation, 

but the French section of the world party of the socialist 
revolution, so without delay, we must therefore discuss with 
the comrades of the International, give them information and 
rally the forces.  
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This explains how, despite the material difficulties, just a 
few months elapsed between the constitution of the 
Internationalist Communist Tendency (TCI) in the autumn of 
2015 and the holding of the founding conference of the 
OCRFI in Turin, in February 2016. 

So it was in Turin that we laid the foundations of the 
OCRFI, with the documents published in Issue No.1 of The 
Internationale, which I will not review here.  

What did we say in Turin? First of all, we characterised the 
dislocating blow against the Fourth International. But at the 
same time, we affirmed that despite that blow, the gains of 
the reproclamation, the gains of the 1993 Conference and 
the gains of the political framework created at that 
Conference had not disappeared. What were those gains? 

First of all, as I have already said, the verification of the 
relevance of the programme of the Fourth International 
based on the events, from which point the International can 
become homogenised and reach a common understanding 
on the need to build the revolutionary party both 
internationally and in each country. 

The second gain is an understanding of the indissoluble 
link that exists both at the international and national level, in 
forms which of course vary from one country to another: the 
relationship between building the sections of the Fourth 
International and what we have called “the transitional 
method in building the party”.  

Finally, we deduced from the whole historical experience 
of our current an understanding that a centralised 
International is not proclaimed by simply clicking one’s 
fingers. At the Turin Conference, we did not say: “We are the 
Fourth International.” We said: “There is a need to 
reconstitute the Fourth International”, and this involves 
lengthy and necessary work that simultaneously addresses 
theoretical development, political discussion and the 
practical tasks of construction and organisation. 

Theoretical development, first of all to analyse the roots 
of the dislocating crisis. We took the necessary time to 
publish the document that appeared in Issue No.6 of The 
Internationale, in which we tried to give the most faithful 
account possible of the course of events that led to the 
crystallisation inside the Fourth International of a sector that 
was henceforth linked organically to the counter-
revolutionary apparatuses. 

But theoretical development is not limited to that. Using 
that as a starting-point, it must allow us to define what is 
involved in implementing the programme of the Fourth 
International today, from the point of view of the tasks of 
construction and the slogans. On that basis, in this 
Conference, we can try to make progress in the political 
discussion and to answer the question: on what conditions 
will it be possible to move towards a Reconstitution 
Conference of the Fourth International, for which we know 
currently that the conditions have not yet come together? 

Comrades, 
When we talk about the relevance today of the 

programme of the Fourth International, we are not talking 
about the relevance of a dogma or some kind of bible of 
which every phrase must be praised to the skies. We are 
talking about the relevance of the foundations of its analysis, 
its method and its slogans. We can roughly summarise its 
salient points as follows: 

• First affirmation: the Programme of the Fourth 
International reiterates the basis of scientific socialism 
defined by Marx in Capital in particular, an analysis which 
Lenin extended in Imperialism, the Highest Stage of 
Capitalism. Namely, that the main contradiction of capitalism 
is capital itself, the growing gap between the tendency of the 
productive forces towards unlimited development and the 
limited, non-socialised (private) character of the 
appropriation of commodities. 

All of the attempts made by capitalism to overcome this 
contradiction resulted, a century ago, in a situation where, 
having become powerless to develop the productive forces, 
it only survived at the cost of their mass destruction, at the 
cost of the development of “the destructive forces”, to quote 
Marx’s formulation. This is why Lenin characterised 
imperialism as “the epoch of wars and revolutions”, and why 
the founding programme of the Fourth International affirms 
that “without a socialist revolution, (…) the whole culture of 
humankind faces disaster”, a descent into barbarism, decline 
and destruction.  

• Second major affirmation of the programme: this 
historically bankrupt system is only surviving because it 
draws on support from the apparatuses, which at the highest 
levels of the labour organisations have definitively crossed 
over to the side of the bourgeois order. This mainly involves 
the apparatuses that emerged from social democracy and 
the Second International on the one hand, and the 
apparatuses that emerged from Stalinism and the 
degeneration of the USSR on the other, plus other 
apparatuses of lesser importance. 

• The third affirmation of the programme, which 
highlights its relevance today, flows from the first two. 
Namely, that the building of a revolutionary leadership is the 
concentrated focus of the solution to the crisis that threatens 
the whole of humankind. For us, the formulation “the 
historical crisis of humankind comes down to the crisis of the 
revolutionary leadership” implies building the International 
and its sections, building genuine revolutionary parties. 

• The fourth salient point of the programme is the 
affirmation that “the laws of history are stronger than the 
bureaucratic apparatuses”. This affirmation is not an 
expression of some kind of irrational mechanistic optimism, 
which sees the workers winning in all circumstances, with 
history recording that “the good guys” beat “the bad guys”. If 
that were the case, there would be no need to build a 
revolutionary party. 

The meaning of this phrase is not that the working class 
is guaranteed success, but that, whatever the policy of the 
apparatuses (including when this leads the working class into 
the greatest of defeats), the laws of history – and more 
particularly the laws of capitalist exploitation and the laws 
that are dialectically linked to it, namely the laws of 
resistance to exploitation – inevitably emerge and re-emerge. 

The class struggle re-emerged under the jackboot of the 
Nazi dictatorship in Germany, despite the defeat of the 
German proletariat. It re-emerged in South Korea in the 
1980s, despite the terrible crushing weight of a military 
dictatorship. It re-emerged in Chile, despite the military 
dictatorship resulting from the defeat inflicted by the 
apparatuses with Allende. There are very many examples. So 
this is not an expression of irrational optimism, but an 
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understanding that the laws of resistance to exploitation 
permanently tend to reconstitute the movement of the class 
struggle, therefore the movement of the revolution. The task 
of the militant activists who are building the revolutionary 
party is to define a policy that is rooted in absolute 
confidence in the capacity of the working class to 
reconstitute the conditions for its class struggle under all 
circumstances, leading them to insert themselves into that 
class struggle and to include the building of the revolutionary 
party as part of that struggle. 

• The fifth affirmation, which is wholly relevant today, is 
that the Fourth International has no place in any kind of 
popular front whatsoever, in other words that there is no 
possible concession whatsoever to political alliances with 
parties representing the bourgeoisie or with institutions 
representing the bourgeoisie. To this, we counterpose in all 
circumstances the fight for the workers’ united front, for the 
unity of the working class and its organisations, defending 
their specific interests on a class basis. 

• The sixth aspect of the programme of which I would like 
to highlight the relevance is the necessity, in all 
circumstances, to put forward a system of transitional 
demands to help towards mobilising the masses as they 
prepare for the seizure of power. Each of these terms has its 
own importance. At a given moment, any demand can be 
transitional or not. It all depends on the moment when it 
arises in the class struggle, and whether or not it constitutes 
a lever for helping towards mobilising the masses.  

The revolutionary militant activists never consider a 
demand in itself. Because in a best-case scenario, a demand 
“in itself”, even if it is the best possible demand, has the 
significance of “improving” the situation of the working class 
within the framework of the capitalist system. 

Every demand must therefore be considered in terms of 
the dialectical relationship it establishes between helping 
towards short-term mobilisation for an immediate demand 
and the possibility – with the leaders relying on the 
movement then underway – of achieving the next demand, 
the next link in the long chain that leads to making the 
working class understand the need to take power into its own 
hands. 

In all circumstances, this involves the revolutionary party 
combining agitation, organisation and action on the 
immediate demand with propaganda on the question of 
power. 

One of the most remarkable and caricatural forms taken 
by the revisionist offensive inside the French section in the 
years leading up to 2015 was a ban on any political 
formulation that went beyond the immediate demand; this 
went as far as denouncing as “scabs” those who dared to link 
the immediate demand with a more general perspective (in 
particular, the fight to break with the European Union or for 
the Constituent Assembly, which are simply democratic 
demands, but which – as political slogans – looked excessive 
in relation to the immediate demand for the withdrawal of 
this or that reform by the government). 

• Finally, a seventh aspect: we must retain the 
programme’s focus on the whole range of democratic 
demands, and more generally on the aspirations of the 
oppressed social layers, even when they are not reducible 
just to the proletariat. I want to talk here about the national 

question; about democratic demands, which are especially 
prominent in our current epoch, when every democratic gain 
is being threatened; about defending the independence of 
the trade unions; but also about the emphasis placed in the 
Transitional Programme on work directed at working women 
and the youth. Of course, it is understood that not all women 
are part of the working class, any more than all of the youth, 
but their specific aspirations – linked in one case to the 
double oppression of women, and in the other to the special 
situation of the youth – can only find an answer in relation to 
the struggle by the working class. At the same time, those 
aspirations call for specific forms of struggle, of action, of 
slogans and mobilisation. In France, we have lived through 
the experience of a liquidationist revisionist clique who – 
because they focused all of their attention on the labour 
aristocracy and the highest levels of the apparatuses – held 
in contempt both the work directed at workers who did not 
hold any trade union responsibility and the work directed at 
the youth and women. 

It is a fact that since its constitution, the TCI has 
demonstrated its ability to re-establish a correct orientation 
in this area. 

The seven salient points cited in relation to the relevance 
today of the programme of the Fourth International were an 
arbitrary choice. One could cite others. This was not an 
exhaustive list. We are not dogmatists. If the programme of 
the Fourth International were found to be unverified and 
unverifiable by events, we would not hesitate to say so. We 
would not hesitate to analyse which element of the 
economic, political and world situation would result in 
making it obsolete. 

Conversely, if the Programme is valid, it is a useful tool in 
the struggle for the proletarian revolution today, so we 
should be capable of establishing this on the basis of the facts 
and not waver from this. 

All of the affirmations that I have just set out (like others 
I could have included) ultimately flow from the first of them, 
what Trotsky called “the economic prerequisite for the 
proletarian revolution”, reiterating Lenin’s point of view 
when he wrote Imperialism, the Highest Stage of Capitalism 
in 1915-16 (the work was published in Russia in April 1917).  

If Lenin judged it useful to publish that work at a time 
when revolutionary developments were in full swing, it was 
because he attached some importance to the analysis he had 
developed.  

In the Preface to the French and German editions in 1920, 
he wrote that nobody can find the correct orientation in the 
proletarian struggle if he/she has not appreciated the 
significance of the passing of “ascendant” capitalism into the 
stage of decayed capitalism – imperialism – and that nobody 
can understand the significance of the betrayal of Social-
Democracy without identifying its roots, linked to the 
evolution and degeneration of capitalism. 

Comrades, 
Within the crisis that hit the International and took the 

form of an integration with the bureaucratic apparatuses 
(and therefore also the corollary form of abandoning the task 
of building a party), there was in practice – not necessarily at 
the very beginning, but as it developed – a putting into 
question of the very foundations of Marxism. In particular, 
the laws of capital. 
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On the eve of an even more destructive 
financial crisis 

 
I would like to go back just 10 years. Ten years ago, in 

2007, the so-called subprime mortgage crisis erupted. It was 
itself the delayed result of the measures taken to deal with 
the previous crisis of 2001 – the bursting of the speculative 
bubble called the “dot-com economy”. Ten years later, we are 
now on the eve of the eruption of a crisis which all the 
observers and supporters of capital are saying will be even 
more destructive economically than the subprime mortgage 
crisis. 

The paradox (which is not obvious) is that when you 
consider the world statistics on the rather nebulous subject 
of “growth”, the subject of the production and consumption 
of commodities, even the most optimistic observers are 
indicating that it is “lacklustre”. This is a polite way of saying 
that there is no growth. Some specialists are even talking of 
“secular stagnation” since 1929, which roughly means that 
production and consumption have increased less than the 
world population. This formulation is both true and false. 

It is true if one considers the production of wealth as a 
criterion. But it is false from the point of view of capital. In 
Volume I, Part 2 of Capital, entitled “The Transformation of 
Money into Capital”, Marx wrote (in Chapter 4): “Value 
therefore now becomes value in process, money in process, 
and, as such, capital. It comes out of circulation, enters into it 
again, preserves and multiplies itself within its circuit, comes 
back out of it with expanded bulk, and begins the same round 
ever afresh. M-M', money which begets money, such is the 
description of Capital (…).” If one takes this definition as one’s 
starting-point, there is no “secular stagnation”. Capital is 
more than ever “money in process” today. 

A few days ago, President Trump – who has reduced the 
art of political writing to a 140-character tweet – tweeted the 
following: “The U.S. has gained more than 5.2 trillion dollars 
in Stock Market Value since Election Day!” This is true. The 
New York Stock Exchange is breaking record after record – it 
sometimes beats its own records several times in a single 
week.  

A few weeks ago, the world’s stock markets capitalisation 
set a new record of US$88 trillion, i.e. more than the global 
Gross Domestic Product (GDP). In other words, the stocks 
and shares held on the world’s stock exchanges represent a 
value that is higher than all of the wealth produced in the 
whole world over the course of a year. 

This process is being fed particularly by an increasingly 
considerable debt. According to one official body, The 
Institute of International Finance, the total global debt (the 
sum of State, corporate and household debt) today is said to 
be US$226 trillion, or three times the global GDP. 

And it is still growing. We know that the subprime 
mortgage crisis officially started in the United States (in fact, 
it was a trigger element of a much bigger process) through 
the misuse of forced loans by US bankers and speculators, 
loans taken out by households that were no longer able to 
repay the mortgages on accommodation they had bought. 
Now officially, private debt in the United States today is 
higher than it was just before the subprime mortgage crisis. 
It is slightly lower in terms of housing loans, but it is 

significantly higher for loans linked to auto vehicles, 
education and healthcare. So, the US population, which was 
in an insolvent situation in 2007, is virtually in an even worse 
situation today. 

We need to include the developments in China when 
talking about the threat facing the world economy. For the 
last 25 years, China has been pushed by finance capital onto 
the path of significant development of its production 
capacity. We can understand the capitalists’ interest in having 
available a cheap workforce without trade unions, etc. But 
here again, the barrier of capital is capital itself. The 
production capacity of Chinese industry increasingly exceeds 
the market’s capacity to absorb it. 

In order to avoid an immediate collapse, and to allow 
finance capital to continue to have a market – driven 
parasitically, of course – available to it, China was encouraged 
by international finance capital to take on more and more 
debt. Finance capital’s demands were relayed to varying 
degrees by the Chinese leadership. 

In 10 years, total debt in China increased from 1.5 times 
GDP to 2.5 times GDP. This is a significant increase in terms 
of the Chinese economy. But this situation of growing debt 
also applies to other countries. I am not talking about Africa, 
Latin America or Asia, where we have known for decades the 
role played by the external debt. Let us take Europe. The 
European Union rests on the three Maastricht “criteria”. One 
of these is that government debt must never exceed 60 per 
cent of GDP. Of the European Union’s 28 countries, this 
requirement is being met by one or two countries. 
Everywhere else, indebtedness has exploded. It is higher 
than 70 percent, or even 80 or 90 per cent of GDP. 

To this we need to add what is referred to as “shadow 
banking”, namely huge financial loans that are not granted by 
officially-regulated lending bodies. I include in this 
examination the recourse to “quantitative easing” (QE), the 
injection into the markets of huge amounts of capital – 
sometimes real, sometimes fictitious – which the US Federal 
Reserve has begun to slow down a little bit, and which the 
European Central Bank is thinking of slowing down, while 
terrified of the consequences of that slowing-down. The 
economists are talking a lot about a “soft landing”. They are 
saying: the world economy is immeasurably addicted to free 
money; it needs to gradually start kicking the habit, so the QE 
tap needs to be closed a little bit, but people are very 
worried, because the economy is not doing well as it is, and 
if they stop giving free money to the speculators to speculate 
with, there will be nothing left. 

It is obvious that when the next bubble bursts, there will 
be terrible consequences. But we need to ask ourselves one 
question: how is it possible, in a situation of “secular 
stagnation”, to pump tens of billions of dollars more into the 
financial markets every day – the extra US$5.2 trillion Trump 
was so pleased about? Last week, global capitalisation went 
up by US$800 billion. Where did those gigantic flows of 
money come from? 

There is only one answer. Every worker knows the answer, 
at least empirically: from cutting jobs in sectors judged to be 
insufficiently profitable; from off-shoring to countries where 
the workers are underpaid; from the counter-reforms that 
are destroying social security systems and collective 
bargaining agreements – and recognised job-grades, and pay 
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scales… Yesterday, in the meeting of the Continuations 
Committee of the International Workers Committee, 
Comrade Vasudevan quoted a figure of around 90 per cent 
for the private-sector workforce in India involved in the 
“informal economy”. In the imperialist countries themselves, 
the “developing” forms of work are jobs that are part-time, 
insecure and without guarantees. 

Generally speaking, the origin of this acceleration in the 
expansion of financial flows in the stock exchanges is what is 
being taken out of the value of labour-power. In Capital, Marx 
distinguished between absolute surplus-value and relative 
surplus-value, saying that the more capitalism developed, 
the more it favoured recourse to relative surplus-value as its 
tool for gaining shares of surplus-value, namely capital’s 
capacity to take less time to produce the commodities 
consumed by the worker, which allows it to increase the part 
of the working day for which he/she is not paid, without 
reducing the worker’s capacity to consume. 

In a book written more than 15 years ago, Class Struggle 
and Globalisation (1), we showed that, of course, the 
capitalists always seek to realise relative surplus-value by 
reducing the time needed for the production of the 
commodities consumed by the worker (which is why industry 
is increasingly robot-supported, mechanised, computerised). 
At that time, we distinguished “type 2 relative surplus-value” 
from this type 1 relative surplus-value, where the shares of 
surplus-value taken by the capitalists are no longer in a 
relation in which the worker’s capacity to consume is 
preserved, but one in which they directly amputate this 
capacity to consume. 

When wages drop and working time thus becomes 
partially imposed working time, when healthcare expenses 
are no longer reimbursed, when overtime worked is no 
longer paid, the working class’s capacity to consume is 
reduced. This means that the capacity to absorb the 
commodities produced is reduced. Therefore, the means by 
which capital seeks to overcome its crisis are, as the 
Transitional Programme says, means that make the crisis 
worse. 

Is this not the verification of what Marx wrote, I think for 
the first time in 1846-7, namely that: having reached a certain 
stage of development, the productive forces tend to “no 
longer [be] productive but destructive forces (machinery and 
money)”? To these two terms, Rosa Luxemburg added a third: 
“the arms economy”.  

Today, are we not in a situation where these three major 
elements of the destructive forces – money, i.e. stocks-
related and financial speculation together with the 
manipulations of the central banks producing phony money; 
machinery, i.e. using the internet as a factor for deskilling and 
destroying the working class through teleworking, for 
atomising it, and replacing human labour-power with 
machines; the arms economy, which by definition becomes a 
war economy – are expanding dramatically?  

Do these elements not confirm emphatically that the 
survival of capitalism through debt, super-exploitation, the 
destruction of the working class’s gains, the spread of wars 
and the carving-up of nations is leading humankind into 
barbarism and destruction? And that, consequently, the 
affirmation in the Programme of the Fourth 
International, that “without a socialist revolution, (…) the 

whole culture of humankind faces disaster”, is truer than ever 
today? And when I say “humankind”, I include both the 
human race and its environment.  

Because those who try to set up so-called 
“environmental” questions as a category that is cut off from 
the emancipatory struggle of the working class are 
manipulators. More than 150 years ago, Marx and Engels 
wrote that the capitalist system threatens humanity as a 
whole, the human race and its environment. This is nothing 
new. Yes, humankind is threatened today by the worst kind 
of dangers, including from the point of view of its 
environment. But this is not the result of bad consumer 
habits, of not sorting one’s rubbish correctly, or a lack of 
respect for nature; it is the result of a capitalist system that is 
prepared to do anything it takes to realise its profits, 
including making humankind disappear. 

This issue cannot be treated separately – political 
solutions must be addressed as a totality. 

The current situation verifies the content of capitalism, it 
destroys any pretence of self-reform of capitalism and all the 
talk of giving it “a human face”. The comrades can take the 
time to re-read the speeches by our rulers from 10, 20, 30 or 
40 years ago. All of their counter-reforms were justified by 
the fact that they would result in “something better”; that of 
course there would be hard times, but the situation would 
improve. In reality, on every continent and in every domain, 
those counter-reforms have created the conditions for 
further deterioration in the situation of the working class, 
and further attacks. This is true in every country: whichever 
government is in place, it picks up the counter-reforms where 
the previous government had left off, and goes even further 
down the path of destruction. 

This poses an issue: the responsibility of those in the 
leading circles of the labour organisations whose sole 
preoccupation is to protect the doomed capitalist system. 
The crucial question, therefore, is indeed that of building the 
Fourth International. 

 
The transitional method in building the 
party 

 
I would like to say a few words about what we have called 

“the transitional method in building the party.” 
Yesterday we had a meeting of the Continuations 

Committee of the International Workers Committee. Some 
comrades on the Committee are members of the Fourth 
International, others not, but all of them share the view that 
the working class must preserve the independence of its 
organisations and try to express this in joint campaigns. I will 
not give you a verbal report on that meeting, because a 
written one will be sent to all the comrades. In the meeting, 
proposals were made for campaigns against war, for 
women’s rights, against insecure work, etc. 

But I know that in our organisations, there have been 
discussions on the following question: ultimately, are not the 
difficulties of building the sections of the Fourth International 
linked to the orientation of the transitional method in 
building the party? This is an altogether valid discussion.  

That those who had abandoned building the 
revolutionary party – for reasons we have explained in Issue 
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No.6 of The Internationale – could have done so while 
disguising it under the pretext of the transitional method, of 
that there is no doubt whatsoever. For years in France, the 
axis between the reformist FO union confederation and the 
CGT union confederation led by the Stalinists was presented 
as a substitute for building the party. 

But the need to define the transitional method in building 
the revolutionary party, contrary to what some comrades 
might think, is not some crazy idea of the French Trotskyists 
or an invention by Pierre Lambert. You all know that Trotsky 
waited until July 1933, in other words the defeat of the 
German proletariat due to the policy of its leaderships, 
followed by the approval of this suicidal orientation by the 
leadership of the Communist International, before he 
considered that the Third International could no longer be 
straightened out and that it was necessary to orientate 
towards a Fourth International. One year after carrying out 
this turn, Trotsky, in a document from August 1934 (2), 
answered the following question: how will the Fourth 
International be formed in organisational terms? He replied:  

“He who asserts, “the Second as well as the Third 
Internationals are condemned; the future belongs to the 
Fourth International”, is expressing a thought whose 
correctness has been confirmed anew by the present 
situation in France. But this thought, correct in itself, does not 
yet disclose how, under what circumstances and within what 
intervals the Fourth International will be constituted. It may 
be born – theoretically it is not excluded – out of the 
unification of the Second International with the Third, by 
means of a regrouping of the elements, by the purging and 
tempering of their ranks in the fire of the struggle.  

It may be formed also by means of the radicalisation of 
the proletarian kernel of the Socialist Party and the 
decomposition of the Stalinist organisation. It may be 
constituted in the process of the struggle against fascism and 
the victory gained over it. But it may also be formed 
considerably later, in a number of years, in the midst of the 
ruins and the accumulation of debris following upon the 
victory of fascism and war.  

For all sorts of [sectarian ultra-left] Bordigists, all these 
variants, perspectives and stages have no importance. The 
sectarians live beyond time and space. They ignore the living 
historical process, which pays them back in the same coin. 
That is why their “balance” is always the same: zero. The 
Marxists can have nothing in common with this caricature of 
politics.” 

Comrades, 
It is not just because Trotsky wrote it that this is right. But 

in my opinion, it is absolutely right. The fact that the Fourth 
International had to be constituted in very particular 
historical circumstances in 1938 does not detract from the 
fact that the militant activists of the Fourth International 
constantly seek to link up with those activists, currents, 
groups and organisations which, as part of the crisis of the 
labour movement, are seeking to break free from the 
supervision of the old apparatuses. We, the Fourth 
International, have regrouped around a programme which 
we consider – as I have tried to demonstrate – provides the 
answers regarding what should be the principles of 
revolutionary action today. But this does not mean that the 
revolutionary party that will be built tomorrow will have the 

form of our sections such as they exist today. On the contrary, 
we seek to link up with activists and currents that have other 
origins, another history, in the course of political activity into 
which we will incorporate the discussion on the programme.  

This can take all sorts of forms. Trotsky referred to a 
number of these, and one can think of others. Moreover, 
there are comrades here whose existence as sections of the 
Fourth International are part of a national context and forms 
that are very different. For us, the crucial condition is that in 
all circumstances, the Fourth International preserves its 
independence, sets out its politics in its own press 
publication, works to strengthen itself and formulates its own 
position in differentiation with all the existing political 
positions. 

One reference to the current French situation: you know 
that the militant activists of what remains of the CCI have 
chosen to enter the grouping of Jean-Luc Melenchon, France 
Unbowed. In itself, this is a tactical choice which one could 
discuss. In our opinion, it is fundamentally wrong, seeing 
what France Unbowed is, but this is not a question of 
principle. On the other hand, what does become a question 
of principle is that the CCI has entered France Unbowed 
without making the least public statement explaining why, 
and without putting the slightest distance between itself and 
the grouping and its policy. And while Jean-Luc Melenchon 
makes more and more statements that are very hostile to the 
existence of political parties and trade unions, and while he 
claims that France Unbowed does not rely on any class 
criterion whatsoever and opposes the Republic in Catalonia, 
there is not one line of criticism from the CCI regarding these 
positions. That is no longer a question of tactics, of the 
transitional method. That is lining up completely behind the 
apparatuses. 

Among the documents which we must adopt here, there 
is the text published in Issue No.6 of The Internationale. It 
took a lot of work to develop that text. We wanted to provide 
all the documents. For all that, the goal of our Conference 
today is not only – not even mainly – to have a discussion on 
the roots of the 2015 crisis. We must of course reach 
agreement on that analysis, and there will be a vote on that 
text. But now, the most important thing is that we build both 
internationally and in each of our countries. 

From this point of view, in forms that differ from one 
country to another we are facing a question that is not new 
for Marxists: what is the relationship between the working 
class, its organisations, its leaderships and the question of the 
united front. 

In Issue No.6 of The Internationale, we showed that the 
liquidationist revisionist current’s abandoning of building a 
party took the form – notably in France – of what one could 
call “the idealisation of the trade union organisations”, and 
above all, the idealisation of their leaderships as so many 
substitutes for building parties. 

I think there is a need to re-establish a correct 
assessment, in line with a formulation which Comrade 
Lambert was fond of using: “The opposite of an incorrect 
position is not necessarily a correct position.” Opposing the 
idealisation of the trade union organisations does not mean 
that we must turn away from the trade unions, or even from 
working at every level of the unions, from the bottom to the 
top and from top to bottom. 
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Perhaps one day we should republish some of the 
documents that form the milestones of our history, for 
example at the Fifth Congress of the International in 2002, in 
particular the report presented by Comrade Pierre Lambert, 
entitled “The construction of the Fourth International and its 
sections in the fight for the united front”, which was 
published at the time in La Vérité-The Truth. In it, he 
addressed the trade union issue in the following way: “the 
trade unions are class organisations built to defend the 
interests of the working class, its immediate interests and its 
historic interests. And today, in a period when the choice is 
between socialism and barbarism, the historic interests of the 
class demand more than ever that the trade union 
organisations be independent. But it must be noted that the 
trade unions have deviated and are deviating from their 
task.” 

I stress this aspect. We defend the independence of the 
trade unions, not as an abstract principle but in relation to a 
context about which Lambert said (correctly, in my opinion) 
that “the trade unions have deviated and are deviating from 
their task”, which is to preserve their own independence. He 
added this: “The particular situation in which they are 
struggling is one where, for most of the time, the leaders of 
the apparatuses are there to prevent the trade unions from 
playing their role.”  

Defending the independence of the trade unions does not 
mean saying: “what the leaders are doing is wonderful”. It 
means, when the need arises, pointing out the way they play 
a negative role in preventing the trade unions from 
accomplishing their tasks. Lambert added: “However, the 
trade unions remain – as long as they are not destroyed as 
demanded by the IMF, the World Bank and the European 
Union – trade unions that through the class struggle are 
indispensable for defending our gains and conquests”. 

In my opinion, it is this balance that we need to respect, 
while adapting to the situation in each country. Yes, the trade 
unions remain the indispensable tool of the class struggle, for 
as long as they have not been completely destroyed. And, 
allowing for exceptions, they have not been destroyed 
anywhere. But one can only fight for their independence by 
fighting against the policy of those in the leadership who are 
hastening their destruction.  

In that report, Lambert took a particular example, that of 
the CGT, which in 2002 was led by the Communist Party that 
emerged from Stalinism. He wrote: “Today, one must 
consider the French CGT in relation with the decaying Stalinist 
apparatus that leads it. It would be a mistake to consider the 
CGT as a trade union that has been integrated [into the 
State], but another mistake would be to ignore the fact that, 
within the CGT, at the highest level of the apparatus, there 
are forces leading the CGT down the path of integration.” 

We have held a discussion in the French section. Are the 
trade unions in France engaged on the path to integration? 
Yes, increasingly so. Nevertheless, have they been 
integrated? No.  

Must we choose between the trade union wing that is 
calling the loudest for integration and the wing that is 
engaged in integration without calling for it loudly? Must we 
participate in a policy of loudly denouncing the leaders, 
without any perspective, or rather, help the workers to make 
use of their trade unions to defend their demands, the 

purpose for which they were created? We need to resume 
these discussions. 

In 1922, when he was one of the leaders of the 
Communist International, Trotsky polemicized against some 
elements of the French CP on the question of the united 
front. Those leaders – very radical in words, but set to 
capitulate in the following months – were saying: we do not 
need to bother with the reformists, because we have a 
revolutionary class-struggle CGT, so why discuss with people 
who have rallied to the counter-revolutionary leaders?  

Trotsky replied to them: “The most dangerous thing in the 
speech of comrade Renoult (…), is his assertion that at the 
present moment we have nothing to do not only with the 
dissidents but also with the reformist CGT. (…) [I]n the trade 
union movement, where the problem is to embrace the 
proletarians of all opinions, of all tendencies, there is the 
possibility of fighting for your immediate interests. If we were 
to split the trade unions in accordance with the different 
tendencies, it would be suicidal.” (3) The trade union 
movement relied, however, on the support of the Communist 
International and the powerful Communist Parties that were 
orientated towards revolution.  

I recall that the famous Red International of Labour 
Unions (4) was more influenced by events than by any 
deliberate subjective decision by the leadership of the 
Communist International. As far as Trotsky was concerned, 
what was needed was unity in action, forcing the reformist 
leaders to take a position on the possibility of class-struggle 
action. We must have a discussion on this. In France, we 
needed to discuss this repeatedly before arriving at a correct 
common understanding. All of the sections are facing this 
question. 

For example, does the creation of the new trade union 
confederation in Azania/South Africa, the SAFTU, resolve the 
question of the revolutionary leadership of the working 
class? No. Is it a leverage-point for the working class? Yes, in 
some ways. Does this free us from the need to continue to 
address the trade union members of COSATU? No. These are 
complicated questions which we need to discuss between us. 

The common principles that we must share on these 
questions are the following: 

• Firstly: in all circumstances, seek to help the workers 
protect the tool that is the trade unions. 

• Secondly: whatever developments may occur, the 
Trotskyist current expresses itself in strict independence on 
the issues of the labour movement, particularly in its press 
publication. 

• Thirdly: in all circumstances, it helps the working class 
as part of the latter’s natural movement of aiming to make 
use of the trade unions to fight back. 

• Fourthly: it can reach compromise agreements, but 
compromise ends where being compromised begins. Our 
policy is never subordinated to a high-level agreement, even 
if that policy includes the possibility of such agreements 
when these are in line with the interests of the general 
working-class movement. 

• Fifthly: in all circumstances, within the class struggle we 
start from the grassroots, we start from the situation of the 
workers subjected to capitalist exploitation. We start from 
the need to help the workers raise their class struggle 
themselves, without ignoring what is happening at the 
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highest levels of the labour organisations nor being 
subordinated to them. 

 
The class struggle is first and foremost  
an upsurge by the working class 

 
As far as the Transitional Programme is concerned, the 

class struggle is not limited to the trade unions. The trade 
unions are a tool of the class struggle. But the political party 
is also a tool, as is the strike committee, as is the factory 
committee, as is the soviet. All of the forms of organisation 
of the working class are tools of the class struggle. By making 
an intervention in the class struggle dependent only on the 
trade union framework, one makes it dependent on the 
leaderships’ goodwill, whether one wants to or not. 

The class struggle is first and foremost an upsurge by the 
working class by itself, in the workshop, in the factory, 
including the trade unions but not asking for their 
permission. 

On this 100th anniversary of the Russian Revolution, it is 
a useful reminder that, as we all know, it began with women’s 
demonstrations that were not called either by the trade 
unions or the Bolshevik Party. It was the semi-spontaneous 
result of the upsurge by the women, despite opposition from 
the leaderships, in the face of the terrible conditions of war, 
etc. Should they have waited for the green light from the 
leaderships? 

When put in that way, everybody will reply: no, obviously 
not. But on a day-to-day basis, comrades, should the workers 
ask for permission from the leaders before launching a strike? 
Should they agree to the bureaucrats of all tendencies 
(including ex-Trotskyists) counterposing their inter-
professional days of action, organised to divide and exhaust 
the workers’ ranks, to a spontaneous strike in this sector or 
that factory? 

Our orientation presupposes an independent political 
expression, therefore a political party. A party is built within 
the class struggle. It takes initiatives within the class struggle. 
The question of achieving unity of the workers on their 
demands is a political question that calls for political 
campaigns, not a policy of putting pressure on the 
leaderships. If we want to build, we must have a discussion 
on these questions. For one major reason: has capitalism 
never before reached such a low point in its decay, therefore 
never before has it been so dependent on the apparatuses. 
There are several examples of this: in Azania/South Africa 
with Marikana, and since then with the policy of the current 
government, one led by organisations which fought against 
apartheid, but one that is most faithful to the demands of the 
white minority. In Brazil with the Dilma government. In 
Greece, where Tsipras got elected on a platform of breaking 
with the Memorandums of the IMF and the European Union, 
and where he relied for support on a referendum which gave 
him a mandate to reject the Memorandums, only to 
capitulate to those institutions. We have seen it in France, in 
every country. 

Comrades, 
Undoubtedly, the clearest case is what is happening right 

now in Catalonia. We do not have any militant activists there, 
or in the Spanish State. But we are revolutionary militant 

activists. And we understand that when the wind of 
revolution blows, that is a matter which concerns us and we 
must say which position we are adopting.  

At the time of the big crisis inside the Pabloite United 
Secretariat in the 1970s, when the American SWP had not yet 
capitulated and was fighting on a Trotskyist line, one of its 
leaders, Joseph Hansen, wrote a document the title of which 
basically said: “The current positions put through the acid 
test of the Portuguese Revolution”. Hansen meant by this 
that at a given moment, the test of political disagreements is 
the concrete position that each side takes in a revolutionary 
process. Back then, it was the Portuguese Revolution; today, 
it is Catalonia. 

I draw your attention to the fact that the positions 
developed by the revisionist centre are not based on a 
particular theoretical point of view on the Catalan question. 
Quite the opposite, seeing that in recent weeks they have 
done the opposite of what they had been writing about for 
so long. Whether in France, South Africa, Brazil, Spain or 
anywhere else, the position of the revisionist centre flows 
from the relations they have established with various sectors 
of the apparatuses. In a situation where all the apparatuses 
are in crisis, in conflict with each other, this is forcing the CCI 
to engage in political acrobatics in order to pass from 
alignment with one sector to alignment with another, 
especially when those sectors have positioned themselves 
differently. 

Let us come to the situation in Catalonia. The first 
question is the role of national and democratic demands. 

In the 19th century, the epoch of ascendant capitalism, 
Marx and Engels regarded the great French Revolution of 
1789-93 and Robespierre as progressive. They included 
Cromwell and the English Revolution in this category, but also 
Lincoln, who by completing the unity of the United States, 
allowed the growth of industry and the proletariat to take 
place. Without expressing any sympathy for Bismarck’s 
regime, they even gave him credit for having ensured that the 
unification of Germany took place, thus allowing it to 
undergo capitalist development – while recognising that he 
had done so via an authoritarian regime rather than the path 
of revolution. They also welcomed the unification of Italy. 

For historical reasons, Spain did not undergo a bourgeois 
revolution. The Spanish bourgeoisie has never unified the 
nation. That is a fact. Moreover, Spain has never experienced 
the Republic except for eight years, and immediately 
following the Republic it experienced civil war and the victory 
of Francoism. In Spain, therefore, there is an unresolved 
national question, especially in the Basque Country and 
Catalonia. The position of the Marxists is that we are 
unconditionally in favour of the right of oppressed nations to 
self-determination. Defending the principle of the right to 
separation does not mean taking a position in favour of 
separation. It is a democratic principle. 

Writing on the Catalan question in 1931, Trotsky said: we 
are unconditionally in favour of the Catalan people’s right to 
self-determination, i.e. the right to separate. But he added: I 
consider that at this point the best solution would not be 
separation. 

In 2007, Lambert went further and wrote: “We are in 
favour of the Catalan Republic, as a starting-point for the 
Union of Free Republics of Spain”, and so on. 
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What happened between 1931 and 2007? A whole series 
of events had given a different configuration to the national 
question. Let us first recall that during the Spanish 
Revolution, between 1936 and 1939, the vanguard of the 
Spanish proletariat, namely the Catalan proletariat, which 
was composed notably of broad sectors led by the anarchist 
militants of the CNT-FAI and the militant activists of the 
POUM (5), were slaughtered by the Stalinist apparatus, which 
facilitated Franco’s victory. Then, from 1939 up to 1976-7, the 
Franco dictatorship had crushed all of the oppressed nations, 
particularly Catalonia, because the Catalans had to be made 
to pay for their fierce resistance to Francoism. 

When Franco died, there could have been a solution that 
took national aspirations into account. The opposite 
happened. Franco had already imposed the continuity 
framework of the centralist monarchy, which did not 
recognise any rights for the oppressed nationalities. The 
leaderships of the Socialist Party (PSOE) and the Spanish CP, 
together with the trade union leaderships, had given their 
endorsement to the constitution of the Francoist monarchy, 
and signed the Moncloa Pact (6). As a result, the Basques, the 
Catalans, etc., continued to suffer oppression by the Castilian 
monarchy. A few accommodations were made towards 
autonomy. But then came the programmes of the EU, the IMF 
and the World Bank. Spain was bled dry by capital’s 
programmes. The workers rose up in two general strikes, in 
2012 and 2014: a total of 11 million strikers and 3 million 
demonstrators. But the apparatuses betrayed the strikes. 
This created a situation where the huge political and social 
discontent became mixed with national frustration, and 
where the workers and the population, who had sought 
solutions on the battlefield of the class struggle, were 
increasingly influenced by the national argumentation. 

Until 1 October 2017. One can be for or against 
separation. But the facts speak for themselves. On 1 October, 
there was the referendum organised by the Catalonian 
Generalitat [Parliament], led by bourgeois parties. The 
Madrid central government sent in the police and the 
paramilitary Civil Guard to destroy half of the polling stations 
and 2 million ballot papers, and to physically remove the 
scrutineers. Despite this, 43 per cent of the registered 
electorate came out to vote, and 90 per cent of them voted 
for independence. It was a majority vote.  

This fact creates a new situation. We are in all 
circumstances in favour of the unity of the working class, in 
favour of the unity of the workers of Catalonia, Galicia, 
Andalusia, of Castile. From the point of view of the interests 
of the working class of all these regions, is the proclamation 
of a Republic in Catalonia a good thing or a bad thing?  It is a 
good thing, because if the monarchy is brought down in 
Catalonia, that is a call to bring down the monarchy 
throughout Spain, to open up the path to the Republic 
everywhere. It is a call to begin the process of a Constituent 
Assembly everywhere. And in that constituent process, the 
working class can make its voice and its demands heard, and 
give a real social content to national liberation. 

In an embryonic form, this is what began to be expressed 
in the Referendum Defence Committees throughout 
Catalonia. The tragedy of the situation in Spain today is the 
tragedy of the Spanish labour movement. Not only did the 
labour leaders sign the Moncloa Pact in 1977, they also 

fought fiercely against the referendum in 2017, against its 
result, throughout Spain, together with all the other political 
and trade union organisations without exception. They lined 
up alongside the King against the Catalan Republic. This 
includes the PSOE, which even sat down with the King and 
the Prime Minister to draft the implementation of Article 155 
of the Spanish Constitution, which established the state of 
siege in Catalonia. This includes the CP and Podemos, which 
last Friday voted in the Catalan Parliament against declaring 
independence. The trade union leaders campaigned against 
independence. 

Across Spain, there was not a single mass meeting of 
workers in support of the Catalan Republic. The workers have 
been anaesthetised, neutralised. They were told that what 
was happening in Catalonia was against them. In France too, 
all the leaders lined up with the monarchy; we were the first 
to hold a picket in front of the Spanish Embassy.  

Sometimes, comrades reason by analogy, not 
dialectically. In France, where there is the tradition of the 
“one and indivisible” Republic, the result of the great French 
Revolution, there were comrades – both among our ranks 
and around us – who were shocked by our position: if one is 
in favour of the right to independence in Catalonia, is one 
also going to be in favour of the right to independence in 
Brittany or Corsica in France?  

Comrades, that has nothing to do with it. Each historical 
situation must be considered as such. But when a nation is 
oppressed, if the precondition for the unity of the workers of 
that nation with the workers of other nations is separation, 
the Marxists recognise the movement towards separation. 

I would like to give two examples from history, 
In 1939, Trotsky wrote a text on the Ukraine question (7). 

He recalled that in 1922, when the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist 
Republic was proclaimed (at that time, Ukraine was divided 
between three countries), the Bolsheviks were against the 
separation of Ukraine, because Soviet Ukraine was a pole of 
attraction for all Ukrainians, especially for those who were 
under Austrian and Polish rule. They were in favour of 
Ukraine remaining within the framework of the USSR, which 
respected the national rights of the Ukrainians. But, Trotsky 
wrote in 1939, for years and years the Stalinist apparatus had 
crushed the Ukrainians, millions of whom died during the 
great famine [of 1932-3], and they had been oppressed more 
than the other populations of the USSR. One may regret the 
fact, Trotsky added, but today the emancipation movement 
in Ukraine will begin via the right to separation. Will this not 
weaken the USSR? To this objection, Trotsky replied: the 
opposite is the case; if the Ukrainian people decides on a 
sovereign basis to proclaim its independence, then – again on 
a sovereign basis – it will seek unity with the peoples of the 
USSR, with those whom it will federate at another stage. But 
this will be a free movement. If it must pass through the 
phase of separation, he concluded, I am in favour of the 
independent Soviet Republic of Ukraine. 

Another example. We are in favour of the constitution of 
a Black workers’ party in the United States, as a component 
part of a Labor Party. Why? Because Black people, and 
especially Black workers, have every reason to distrust those 
who, “wanting what is good for them”, wish to convince them 
that what is good for them involves being integrated into 
common organisations with white workers. One may regret 
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this fact, but it is not Black people who are responsible for 
this situation. It is slavery, then the betrayal after the Civil 
War, then the betrayal of the Radical Reconstruction era, 
then the betrayal of the civil rights movement, and a whole 
series of other episodes that have resulted today in the fact 
that Black labour activists will be doubtful of all those white 
friends full of goodwill who want to liberate them on their 
behalf. They aspire to their own organisation. 

We, militant activists of the Fourth International, have no 
hesitation on this whatsoever. Of course, we are in favour of 
the unity of the US working class, Black and white. But we 
understand that unity cannot be imposed; that, having 
reached a certain degree of oppression, the most oppressed 
sector must be able to carry the aspiration for unity freely 
and on a sovereign basis. This is what gives the slogan of an 
independent Black organisation linked to a Labor Party its full 
scope. 

By this, I mean that the shortest route to working class 
unity sometimes involves the right to separation.  

Regarding Catalonia, we do not have any illusions in the 
bourgeois leadership of the Generalitat. Those people have 
been overtaken by their own initiative, which – with 
hundreds of thousands of people in the streets and the 
Defence Committees – took on a strength that very quickly 
placed those leaders in a situation where their main 
preoccupation was: how can we stop what we ourselves have 
unleashed? And that is exactly what they did as soon as Rajoy 
said: “this needs to stop”. That is normal. In the imperialist 
epoch, no sector of the bourgeoisie is ready to accomplish 
the most basic of national tasks. But it is the working class – 
its organisations, its trade unions, its political parties – that 
has been absent in these events. It was not absent physically, 
since those millions of Catalans who voted and demonstrated 
were mainly workers and youth. It was absent as an 
organised class, because it had been dispossessed of its 
organisations. 

Within this process, we need to state clearly that the 
POSI, the Spanish organisation of the “revisionist centre”, 
bears a major responsibility. The POSI is a very small 
organisation, and for years it has been shunted around from 
one apparatus to another, sometimes adapting itself to this 
one, sometimes to the other, to certain apparatuses in 
Andalusia, to others in the Basque Country and to others 
again in Catalonia. But it is an organisation that had links and 
could have taken action. Here is a hypothesis: if the militant 
activists of the POSI in Madrid, Valencia or Seville had 
launched an appeal that said: “The Republic in Catalonia 
means the Republic here in Andalusia, we call on the leaders 
of the UGT and the Workers Commissions (8), we say that our 
duty is to convene a workers’ rally of support for the 
Catalans”, they would have received thousands of 
endorsements in both Andalusia and Madrid. 

If the leaderships of the trade union organisations had 
refused, which is likely, the POSI could have taken the 
responsibility, and convening such meetings would have 
been the honour of the labour movement. It would have said 
that the working class in Catalonia was not isolated. 

Instead of which, before the referendum the POSI gave no 
voting advice, they did not have a position. After the 
referendum, they ignored the result and took a position “for 
genuine free elections”, thus indicating that as far as they 

were concerned, 1 October was not a real referendum and it 
was not free. This was the same language used by all the 
apparatuses, the King and the Prime Minister. 

Of course, when the Spanish government resorted to 
Article 155, the POSI condemned the repression. But in their 
latest weekly newsletter [issued by the POSI’s Central 
Committee], La Carta Semanal No.651 dated 29 October 
2017, they condemned the declaration of independence 
passed on 27 October by the Catalan Parliament: “Is the 
unilateral declaration of independence a solution that is 
favourable to the Catalan people? In our opinion, no. The 
declaration is not a favourable solution for the Catalan 
people, nor for the workers of Catalonia and the rest of the 
Spanish State.”  

Their reasoning? The leaders of the Generalitat are in 
favour of the EU (this is no surprise, everybody knows this). 
Therefore, the leaders are in favour of an anti-worker policy, 
therefore to proclaim independence would be to approve 
their anti-worker position. They finished with a big general 
speech: “only the working class holds the key to a positive 
solution, and to so it is necessary to put an end to the 
monarchy. The only solution is breaking with this regime. 
Through its struggle, the people needs to impose the 
Republic based on its demands…”  

In other words, on 1 October people should not have 
voted for independence, and following that it was necessary 
to vote in the Catalan Parliament against proclaiming 
independence, in the name of the perspective of a Republic 
sometime in the future, we don’t know when or how, at the 
level of the whole of Spain. 

 
Comrades, 
There is nothing new under the sun. Kautsky condemned 

the Russian Revolution in the name of the perspective of the 
world revolution. Many so-called socialists and republicans 
condemned the Paris Commune because of its isolation. And 
many bureaucrats, in France like elsewhere, condemn 
individual strikes in the name of a future all-out strike! 

Revolutionaries fight alongside their class, on the same 
battlefield where the working class is fighting, in the same 
conditions in which it is fighting. And everybody understands 
that following another orientation, the working class could 
give the proclamation of the Republic a completely different 
content. Of course this process is confused and contradictory, 
but where does it say that the processes of the revolution 
would be linear processes? Nowhere. The Russian Revolution 
began with a women’s demonstration that was not 
controlled by anybody; the Paris Commune began as a 
resistance movement to the presence of Prussian troops.  

Why did the POSI leadership adopt such a policy? Because 
they are against Catalonia? No. But they are not in favour of 
it either. But they were linked at the same time to the UGT 
leadership, the PSOE leadership and the leadership of the 
Catalan bourgeois nationalist parties. After the referendum, 
this triple link proved to be contradictory. They needed to 
choose. They chose the UGT and the PSOE. And on this basis, 
they needed to be against the Republic. 

In France, Melenchon has put out more and more 
statements against Catalonia. He dared to state in the 
National Assembly: “The monarchy seems to have 
abandoned the role of federating the nations which 
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Francoism had entrusted to it.” When one knows the tragic 
and bloody history of the Franco dictatorship, a history of 
crushing the peoples and torturing and murdering activists, 
to claim that Francoism wanted to federate the peoples but 
failed to do so confirms that Melenchon has nothing to do 
with the working class or with democracy. Let us repeat, the 
militant activists of the CCI who are now part of France 
Unbowed have not written a single word to distance 
themselves from that statement. 

Comrades,  
We are far beyond the point of a debate on ideas. This 

amounts to going over to the side of those who are crushing 
the workers and the peoples. The questions I have just 
referred to are to do with the relevance today of the 
permanent revolution, with understanding that in the epoch 
of imperialism – particularly of decayed imperialism – the 
national and democratic tasks play a crucial role, but that 
they can only be achieved through the intervention of the 
proletariat.  

This is the discussion we will have in this Conference, for 
example on the current situation in the Palestinian 
Revolution, on the struggle for the cancellation of the 
external debt and for the sovereignty of nations, and on the 
question of land and land reform, raised especially by the 
comrades of Zimbabwe, Azania/South Africa and other 
countries. 

We support the anti-imperialist united front, in other 
words the possibility of one-off agreements, including with 
sectors of the petty bourgeoisie and even of the national 
bourgeoisie in the dominated countries, as soon as they are 
engaged – even in a limited segment – in a determined 
struggle for democratic and national demands. 

But the precondition for the anti-imperialist united front 
is the independence of the working class. The precondition 
for the anti-imperialist united front is the workers’ united 
front, it is the building of a revolutionary workers’ party. 

This is the question addressed by Comrade François de 
Massot in his notes, published in a preparatory bulletin for 
this Conference. 

To conclude: in the introduction to this session, mention 
was made to October 1917, and for those of you who are able 
to attend, a day’s workshop will be held on this topic next 
Saturday in Paris. 

For us, the relevance today of October 1917 is first and 
foremost the struggle in all circumstances to help the 
working class resolve the question of power. The question of 
power is the question of the struggle for a workers’ and 
peasants’ government, of the struggle in favour of breaking 
with the free trade agreements, with the European Union, 
with the United Nations. It is the struggle against war on 
every level. 

We are all familiar with Marx’s formulation, that says: 
“Communism is for us not a state of affairs which is to be 
established, an ideal to which reality [will] have to adjust 
itself. We call communism the real movement which 
abolishes the present state of things.” (9)  

 

The relevance today of October 1917 
 
The relevance today of October 1917 is the relevance of 

Imperialism, the Highest Stage of Capitalism and of the April 

Theses (1917), which rejected any compromise with the 
popular front government and which placed on the agenda 
the government of the working class and the measures to be 
taken by that government.  

This leads to a conclusion: the starting-point of our 
thoughts and discussion is our activity, turned towards the 
working class as a whole. 

This means, first and foremost, building our sections. I 
have not been mandated to give a report on our activities. 
But I would like to say that within the activities of the groups, 
organisations and nuclei that constitute the OCRFI, which in 
some cases are whole sections of the Fourth International 
that joined the OCRFI, in other cases just parts of those 
sections, something is making progress, and that is the search 
to express to our positions in every possible form in 
publications. 

A little earlier, the Peruvian comrades gave me a 
collection of their newspapers, which I had never seen on the 
internet. It is a newspaper worthy of the name. The starting-
point of any independent policy is the way in which we 
express ourselves. It does not matter if it is a weekly 
newspaper in some countries and a monthly in others, or 
even a small newsletter.  

The important thing is the consistency of our political 
expression. We do not begin to express ourselves by defining 
ourselves in relation to what the others are saying, but in 
relation to what we ourselves have to say about the situation 
of the workers, the youth and the rural workers, and about 
the proposals which we formulate and the actions which we 
propose. 

This means that we cannot define ourselves in relation to 
“everything that moves”. There are very many manifestations 
of so-called politics of resistance. We have had the Social 
Forums, the Outraged/Indignados, Occupy Wall Street, Up All 
Night, France Unbowed. Tomorrow, there will be other 
things. That is normal. The apparatuses and decaying 
imperialism have no other choice but to try to put in place 
decoys, smokescreens, semblances of a response that are so 
many dead-ends. 

We need to discuss fraternally with all those who are 
attracted to these movements. Without closing any doors, 
but without adapting ourselves to anything either.  

We need to start from what we are, from our 
understanding of the crucial character of the working class 
and its organisations, and not to consider, according to one 
formulation which had its glory days in France [in 1968], that 
“everything that moves is red”. All sorts of things can move 
that are not red. 

I will finish with a reference to debates that are old, but 
in my opinion still valid. In one Congress of the French section 
around 40 years ago, a young militant activist (who is still a 
member of our current today) tabled an amendment to a 
resolution in which Comrade Lambert pointed out that it is 
by achieving our goals of construction, by successfully 
completing our political campaigns, by implementing our 
initiatives – in short, by building our section, that we give 
ourselves the means of having a correct orientation in the 
class struggle. 

The young comrade said spiritedly that he did not agree, 
and that the author of the resolution no doubt wanted to say: 
“It is by having a correct intervention in the class struggle that 
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we give ourselves the means of building the party.” This gave 
rise to an important discussion, on which a report was 
published in La Vérité (10). 

How are you going to have a correct orientation in the 
class struggle, namely in strikes, in the trade unions? On what 
basis will you define it? From a dialogue with the apparatus? 
By saying: the apparatus is doing that, that is not good, so we 
need to do this? No.  

You start by defining your independent position as a 
Trotskyist militant activist: what is the situation, what are the 
needs of the masses? What are the demands? How to 
formulate them? What are the forms of action to put 
forward? The political slogans? The campaigns? Once you 
have defined it, you write it up in your newspaper, in your 
leaflets, and you take the initiative of setting up committees 
and conferences.  

It is from this starting-point that you will have a correct 
orientation in the class struggle. Because you will have 
defined it starting from the situation of the working class and 
starting from the Programme.  

In the French section, we know very well that any other 
orientation, which defines a policy from dialogue with the 
apparatuses and not with the masses, inevitably always 
finishes up at the same spot, namely in the grip of the 
apparatuses. And that is what we have broken with. 
______________________ 
(1) Daniel Gluckstein, Class Struggle and Globalisation, San Francisco, 
APIO Publishing, 2000. 
(2) “The Way Out”, first published in La Vérité, the publication of the 
French Trotskyists, September 1934. 
(3) “The Question of the United Front”, a full transcript (with 
interjections) of a speech delivered by Trotsky to the Executive 

Committee of the Communist International on 26 February, 1922. This 
text was first published in English in New International, Vol.4 No.7, July 
1938. 
(4) The Red International of Labour Unions, commonly referred to as the 
Profintern, was established by the Communist International in 1921 
with the aim of co-ordinating CP activities within the trade unions and 
acting as a counterweight to the influence of the so-called "Amsterdam 
International," the social democratic International Federation of Trade 
Unions. 
(5) During the Spanish Revolution, the National Confederation of Labour 
(CNT), a confederation of anarcho-syndicalist trade unions, was 
commonly referred to as the CNT-FAI due to its close affiliation with the 
anarchist Iberian Anarchist Federation (FAI). The Workers' Party of 
Marxist Unification (POUM) was formed in 1935 by the fusion of the 
Communist Left of Spain (ICE), at that time the Spanish section of the 
International Left Opposition, and the Workers and Peasants Bloc (BOC), 
despite opposition by Leon Trotsky. Trotsky described POUM’s move in 
January 1936 to join the Popular Front as its “betrayal”, providing left-
wing cover for Stalinism, the gravedigger of the Spanish Revolution. 
(6) The signing of the Moncloa Pact in October 1977 ensured a smooth 
transition to the Francoist monarchy’s institutions as codified in the 
1978 Constitution. 
(7) “Problem of the Ukraine”, dated 22 April 1939 and published in 
Socialist Appeal, Vol.3 No.31, 9 May 1939. 
(8) The Workers’ Commissions (CCOO), the trade union confederation in 
the Spanish State which represents the most workers in the workplace, 
is historically affiliated with the Communist Party. The UGT, the second 
biggest trade union confederation in terms of worker representation, is 
historically affiliated with the Socialist Party (PSOE). According to official 
figures, both confederations saw a dramatic reduction in membership 
between 2009 and 2015: the CCOO from 1.2 million to 910,000 
members, the UGT from 1.2 million to 930,000 members. 
(9) Karl Marx, The German Ideology (1845), Part 1, Section A. 
(10) At that time, La Vérité [The Truth] was the review only of the French 
section. 
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THE CORRESPONDENCE OF THE INTERNATIONALE  

 
 
The correspondences of The Internationale 
 
 
Germany 
 
Die Internationale – Arbeiterkorrespondenz,  
Issue No.1, September 2017 
Organ of the German section of the OCRFI 
 

hy are we publishing this correspondence? Be-
cause “under all circumstances, whatever the ap-
propriate tactic for construction in this or that 
country might be, an independent form of Trotsky-

ist expression is a question of absolute principle, on which no ex-
ception can be tolerated.” (Pierre Lambert, “Some issues of the 

reconstruction of the Fourth Interna-
tional and the building of its sections 
in the current world situation”, 1984) 
This is why henceforward we will be 
publishing Die Internationale – Ar-
beiterkorrespondenz [The Internatio-
nale – Labour Correspondence] as 
the publication of the German sec-
tion of the OCRFI, alternating with 
The Internationale, the review of the 
OCRFI. 

The SPD leadership around Martin Schulz is offering the bour-
geoisie its services as partners with a view to the new Grand Co-
alition. The working class and youth will not agree to imperialism 
and its auxiliaries destroying the institutions of the labour move-
ment within the bourgeois State: its political parties, its trade 
unions, its health insurance systems, its co-operatives, etc. 
“All around the world, the deep crisis of the labour movement, 
which has worsened over the last 25 years, has led hundreds of 
thousands of activists to ask themselves: How do we fight back? 
Which policies? Which regroupments to turn to?” (E. Kazan, “Re-
garding France Unbowed and its policies”, The Internationale Is-
sue No.7, August 2017) (…) 
Comrades from different trade unions, some of whom are SPD 
members, wrote a document that opens a discussion before the 
parliamentary elections, one that will not end after the elec-
tions. (…) It was published in The Internationale Issue No.7. This 
document, which should open a discussion that goes beyond the 
legislative elections, says the following on the basis of the re-
gional elections in March and May 2017, among other things: 
“The defeats in the regional elections are a clear expression of 
rejection of the course set by the SPD leadership around Gabriel, 
then Schulz. The mass abstentions in working-class districts 
clearly expressed the fact that the working class in Germany 
does not have political representation, due to the SPD leadership 
submitting – always with the “critical support” of part of the 
trade union leaderships – to the “grand coalition” and imple-
menting its antisocial policies. This is the implementation of the 
orders and guidelines of the European Union. (…) In this situa-
tion, there are two possibilities: One can defend the position – as 
some members of “the left” are doing – that “the workers cannot 

expect anything to come out of these elections”, that the large 
majority of the workers and youth “no longer see the SPD as their 
political party” and seeks to win against the diktats of the 
“golden rule” (1) and the driving down of the cost of labour by 
taking part in strikes organised by the trade unions. 
Our position is different. We find ourselves in a situation that is 
continuously getting worse (attacks on wages, collective bar-
gaining agreements, labour gains and social welfare systems, as 
well as increased poverty and pensioner poverty, and more). We 
say: the workers in Germany have not yet “turned the page on 
the SPD”! (…) The fight to defend the value of labour-power, the 
fight for a ban on insecure work and for proper pension pay-
ments, a fight that unites the workers and youth on the line of 
“a government for working-class politics” – such a fight cannot 
ignore the SPD. On the contrary, it is part of the discussions and 
demands of a sector of the SPD membership and the SPD’s tra-
ditional voting base, especially in the trade unions (...).” 
___________________________ 
(1) The “golden rule” is a balanced budget provision (Schuldenbremse, 
or “debt brake”) incorporated into the German Constitution in 2009. It 
states that over the economic cycle, a governing authority will borrow 
only to invest and not to fund current spending. It therefore imposes 
huge cuts on local authorities, public hospital systems, etc., thus speed-
ing up the privatisation of public services. The federal State had to com-
ply with the “golden rule” by 2016, and the 16 states must do so by 
2020. 
 
Azania/South Africa 
 
Black Republic 
Reconstituting Congress of the Azanian Section of the Fourth Inter-
national (AS-FI) (16 September 2017) - Excerpts from “Report on 
the situation in Azania” by Comrade Mandla ka Phangwa 
 

e are a continuation of the 1935 theses, regarding 
which Leon Trotsky notably stated: “Under these 
conditions the South Afri-

can Republic will emerge first of all as a 
“black” Republic (…).Insofar as a victori-
ous revolution will radically change not 
only the relation between the classes, 
but also between the races, and will as-
sure to the Blacks that place in the State 
which corresponds to their numbers, so 
far will the Social Revolution in South 
Africa also have a national character.” 
(1) The historical archives prove that 
Trotskyist politics had a major impact 
on the politics of this country. We have shaped the politics of 
this country. But the Stalinist elements negated all achieve-
ments.  
We have had a Section for years, and we have tried to build a 
strong section. It was both fortunate and unfortunate that it ex-
isted mainly in the Socialist party of Azania (SOPA).  

W 
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Some, claiming to be Trotskyist but displaying Stalinist tenden-
cies, adversely impacted the Section. The Section was not 
properly constituted. We have seen the liquidation of the SOPA, 
through various unconstitutional processes, including the cur-
rent that calls itself BCM [Black Consciousness Movement] 
Unity.  
As the Organising Committee of the OCRFI in Azania, we wrote 
an open letter, questioning the political basis of this “unity pro-
cess” that goes against the past 18 years of political continuity. 
There was a political reason why the SOPA was formed; it was 
an advancement from the politics of AZAPO. The SOPA added 
the class content to the BCM philosophy. In the BCM there were 
narrow-minded nationalists who misunderstood Biko when he 
spoke of an egalitarian society. They claimed that Biko was a na-
tionalist and never pronounced on socialism. However, there is 
enough evidence that he did. Nationalists cannot give a solution 
to the crises being faced in Africa. (…) 
The crisis in Azania is the result of the 1994 sell-out settlement. 
The liberation movements proved that they were not fighting 
for the liberation of Black people and the reconquest of the land, 
but rather to be integrated into the Apartheid State machinery 
against which they claimed to be fighting. We inherited a cor-
rupt system. The settlement was also corrupt. 1994 was not 
about the liberation of Black people, but the liberation of the 
markets (…). 
There was a technical liquidation of the Section; it failed to pro-
nounce and act on working class issues, on the apartheid debt, 
the land issue and nationalisation (…). 
Reconstituting the Section also means clearing the smokescreen 
that has been created especially around “corruption”, “monop-
oly capital” and all that. Monopoly capital is actually just capital-
ism! Those who want to maintain the status quo just use fancy 
names so that they do not have to admit to the crisis of CODESA 
(2). Now that they have achieved their class interest, they want 
to extinguish the flames of revolution. Yesteryear’s revolution-
aries are now trying to protect their interests. It is about pro-
tecting the gains of the post-1994 dispensation. (…) 
A Black workers’ party is required in Azania. We need to create 
links with the labour movement. There is NACTU, COSATU and 
FEDUSA (3), which have signed very controversial agreements 
on the living wage of R3,500 [roughly equivalent to 210 euros or 
US$250] as proposed by [South African Deputy President] Rama-
phosa. It shows that we have a leadership crisis in the labour 
movement. (…) We must promote the united front tactic on the 
basis of agreement on rejecting the apartheid debt, breaking 
with Imperialism, and expropriation of the land without com-
pensation. In the past, there has been no political will to do so. 
(…) 
As we celebrate the centenary of the October Revolution of 
1917, when the demand was land, bread and peace, we are 
landless as Black people, there is abject poverty, there is no 
peace. Poverty and peace do not go together! We see the killing-
fields of KwaZulu, where poverty is driving people to kill one an-
other for positions.  
In conclusion, the country is experiencing a crisis, in which there 
is a realignment of reactionary, reformist and revisionist forces 
who are trying to divert the focus away from genuine working-
class struggles. (…) We cannot entertain a “two-stage” revolu-
tion, we need a permanent revolution. By this we mean no col-
laboration in any form with imperialist forces. Compromise is 
not an option. (…) 

_____________________ 
(1) Leon Trotsky, “The Agrarian and National Questions – Remarks on 
the draft theses of The Workers Party of South Africa”, 20 April 1935. 

(2) The Convention for a Democratic South Africa (CODESA) was a “ne-
gotiation” process that began in December 1991 and led to the Kemp-
ton Park Agreements in 1994. It involved the racist apartheid regime 
and the leaderships of the ANC and the SACP, and aimed to protect the 
interests of the white minority in return for an end to the racist apart-
heid laws. 
(3) NACTU: National Council of Trade Unions. FEDUSA: Federation of 
Unions of South Africa. COSATU: Congress of South African Trade Un-
ions, the largest national trade union federation with around 1.8 million 
members, a member of the Tripartite Alliance coalition government to-
gether with the ANC and the SACP. Following the expulsion of the Na-
tional Union of Metalworkers of South Africa (NUMSA) from COSATU 
with the SACP’s backing in 2014, the South African Federation of Trade 
Unions (SAFTU) was formed in April 2017 with 700,000 members. 
 
Belgium 
 

Bulletin du Comité unité – Eenheidscomité 
Issue No.40, October 2017 
 

he Michel government must fall! For unity between the 
workers and their trade unions with this aim! For three 
years, the Michel government has been attacking all of 

the gains of the workers and youth, acting on the orders of the 
European Commission. Its anti-social policies, which have inten-

sified every measure taken over decades 
to increase the capitalists’ profits, have 
been widely rejected. For the last three 
years, the workers have been waiting for 
their trade union organisations to adopt 
a plan for putting a stop to the attacks by 
the Michel government and therefore 
for bringing it down. Now, instead of 
such a plan, the trade union officials are 

of the opinion that this government could change policy. That is 
a waste of time! The mobilisation for the national strike on 10 
October shows that the workers are ready to fight for their de-
mands. The question of unity between the public services work-
ers and private sector workers has been raised. The need for 
unity in action between all trade union members is the core con-
cern. After three years of a government destroying our social 
and democratic rights, enough is enough!  
We can expect nothing of this government. For example, the 
participation of the trade unions in the National Pensions Com-
mittee is in no way justified. Sooner or later, the government 
will want to make the unions agree to points-based pensions, 
which would be a dangerous pledge if given. As a first step, the 
trade unions are being asked to approve the aims of a pensions 
“reform”. It is not the trade union organisations’ job to agree to 
the means for implementing the government’s measures. How 
can people not see that this government is surviving because it 
is being bolstered by the “prudent” attitude of the higher trade 
union leadership?  
It can also count on the division that exists between workers in 
the north and the south of the country. The workers are entitled 
to demand that their unions call for mobilisation, on a clear and 
united basis, to rid us of the ruling coalition. The fall of the 
Michel government would be a defeat for the European Union, 
and the first step towards re-establishing our employment con-
tracts, our recognised job grades, our Social Security system, 
and more. It would create a balance of forces capable of pre-
venting any other government from implementing the diktats of 
the European Union.  
The objective of the trade unions, from the grassroots to the 
top, must be the fall of the government.  
 

T 
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The trade unions bring together millions of workers and youth. 
Let us organise to help give expression to this demand. 
 
Benin 
 
Le Bulletin du Golfe 
Bulletin of the militant activists of the Fourth International (OCRFI) 
of the Bight of Benin - Issue No.1, October 2017 

 
trike in the healthcare sector. Since it came to power in 
April 2016, the regime of President Patrice Talon has con-
tinued to commit more and more acts which exasperate 

the workers and people day after day, no longer leaving them in 
any doubt as to the disastrous future the regime intends for it 

(…). The measures taken by the govern-
ment in the healthcare sector include 
privatisation (…). As if this was not 
enough, the government has intro-
duced a reforms commission for the 
public healthcare sector. The commis-
sion has carried out its work without 
taking into account the demands of the 
trade unions in that sector (…). Some as-
pects of the report barely disguise the 
government’s intentions: the creation 

of a high-level body called the Healthcare Sector Regulation Au-
thority (ARS) which, for example, will replace the Health Minis-
ter in carrying out staff transfers in the sector (…).  Faced with 
such a situation, after general mass meetings held in the depart-
ments between 4 and 11 August 2017 followed by a sit-in, a 
group of healthcare sector unions tabled a motion on 24 August 
2017 for a warning strike, which was widely observed. (…). Hav-
ing done this, since 13 September public healthcare workers 
have been observing a revolving 48-hour strike every week by 
tacit consent. In the motion that was passed, the group de-
manded:“1. Making available the report by the healthcare sec-
tor reforms commission; 2. The reversal purely and simply of the 
decision to set up a technical committee for implementing said 
reforms; 3. The establishing of a committee bringing together 
representatives of the social partners and the various bodies 
with a view to studying thoroughly the report of the reforms sub-
commission and making subsequent proposals; 4. The immedi-
ate satisfaction of all (…) demands which led to strike action and 
which have already been studied by an inter-ministerial commis-
sion.” For the time being, the government is turning a deaf ear; 
but this attitude by the government risks making the situation 
worse, insofar as the strikes have been widely observed across 
the whole of the country up to now, and the union group is 
threatening to extend the weekly strikes to 72 hours in the com-
ing weeks. 
 
Brazil 
 

Tribuna dos trabalhadores [Workers’ Tribune] 
Published by the Internationalist Communist Organisation (OCRFI) 
Issue No.10, October 2017  
 

esterday, 3 October, a rally was held in Rio de Janeiro 
city centre in defence of Brazilian public enterprises and 
national sovereignty. It brought together 10,000 people, 

and marked the 64th anniversary of the founding of [state-con-
trolled oil corporation] Petrobras. In his speech, Lula denounced 
the Temer government: “It is simply not possible to abandon the 

shipbuilding industry, Eletrobras, BNDES (1), the Mint. These 
people are selling everything off...” A few hours later, the gov-
ernment’s response was given by the Finance Minister, ex-Bank-
Boston country head Henrique Meirelles. Referring to the pri-
vatisation of oil production areas and four hydroelectric plants 
owned by public power company CEMIG, he was adamant: “This 
was a success. There were doubts, but we were always confi-
dent. They have attracted investment from diverse sources. And 
there is much more to come in the area of privatisation.” 
With every day of the Temer government there is “much more 
to come in the area of privatisation”, including the privatisation 
of Petrobras and [state-controlled] Banco do Brasil, which has 
already been announced in the financial markets, getting an ex-
cited reaction from the stock exchange. Temer’s illegitimate 
government (…) is rejected by 97 per cent of Brazilians. Temer is 
currently facing a second indictment in the Chamber of Deputies 
(2), following very strong indications of corruption. So, what 
needs to be done to prevent the sale (or sell-off on the cheap, 
to be more precise!) of the nation’s wealth and public assets to 
foreign investors? 
The answer can be found in a briefing note signed by more than 
100 PT [Workers Party] activists – most of them from Curitiba – 
sent to the PT senators regarding the placing under house arrest 
of Senator Aecio Neves (…). Regarding Temer, the note says: 
“In this scenario, where the new indictment already before the 
Chamber of Deputies could remove Temer from the presidency 
and represents a substantial issue, we consider it the party’s 
basic task to offer a democratic solution to the crisis that is af-
fecting the current government (which is hugely rejected by the 
people), by proposing to let the people have their say. We will 
therefore be in the streets to call for “Temer, out!” and “Direct 
elections now!” and to offer the solution of a sovereign Con-
stituent Assembly for far-reaching political reform in the coun-
try.” (Our emphasis) 
The city-level executive committee of the Curitiba PT has ap-
proved an approach by the party to the PCdoB, the PSOL (3) and 
the popular and democratic organisations, with the aim of a 
broad mobilisation on a united basis on the slogans of TEMER 
OUT, DIRECT ELECTIONS NOW in October, before the Chamber 
of Deputies votes on removing Temer. This is a good example of 
what could be reproduced throughout the country. Ultimately, 
defending national sovereignty requires putting an end to this 
putschist government which serves the interests of imperialism 
and the multinationals.  
____________________________ 
(1) Eletrobras is Latin America’s biggest power utility company and the 
tenth largest in the world. The Brazilian Development Bank (BNDES), 
one of the world’s biggest, is a federal public company associated with 
the Ministry of Development, Industry and Foreign Trade. 
(2) The lower chamber of Brazil’s Congress. 
(3) The Communist Party of Brazil (PCdoB) and the Party of Socialism 
and Liberty (PSOL) are two parties that claim to be “to the left” of the 
PT. 
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Canada 
 
Liaison Bulletin  
Liaison Committee of Trotskyists in Canada – OCRFI (October 
2017) 
 

s part of the struggle for the reconstitution of the 
Fourth International in the aftermath of the crisis 
which broke out in the International aimed at the po-

litical and organisational liquidation of the FI, Trotskyist mili-
tants in Canada met in Montreal on 15 July 2017. They ex-
changed views on the political situation in Canada in the context 

of the new phase of the crisis of impe-
rialism, the elements and causes of the 
crisis of the Fourth International and 
the resulting tasks for the reconstitu-
tion of the Organisation. (…) 
The discussion, on the basis of com-
rades’ reports, resulted in the follow-
ing: (…) In the context of inter-imperi-
alist conflicts, Canada was forced to 
sign a trade treaty with the European 

Union, which is in force in September 2017. This treaty is a 
threat to agriculture and industry by the massive introduction of 
European products, and a threat to the working class and its 
conquests. (…) Canada aligns itself with the positions of US fi-
nance capital (participation by air strikes, training, logistical sup-
port, etc.) in the wars it foments, for example in Syria and Iraq. 
However, our analysis of the political situation must focus on ex-
amining the national question in Quebec and the class struggle 
in Canada to define our intervention. (…) 
This constitution (…) enshrines the oppression of the Franco-
phone population and the indigenous population and keeps 
these peoples and the working class under [British] Crown con-
trol. (…) It is clear that neither the Canadian bourgeoisie as a 
whole nor the Quebec bourgeoisie can solve the national ques-
tion in Quebec.  
This task rests with the “francophone” and “anglophone” prole-
tariat of all of Canada, challenging the federal order bound to 
the Crown and subject to US imperialism, and putting on the 
agenda the free union of the peoples of Canada, integrating all 
the anglophone, francophone, aboriginal and immigrant com-
ponents so that they themselves define the form and content of 
democracy, the relationships between themselves on the basis 
of the break with British and US imperialism. (…) 
The class struggles of the workers of Canada were able to im-
pose on the federal State substantial gains for all the workers of 
this country because of their common character: unemploy-
ment insurance (1940), health care, occupational safety, paren-
tal and maternity benefits (since 1970), childcare, pensions... 
Nevertheless, the ties between the United States and Canada 
are also found in the class struggle of the workers in the two 
countries. The Canadian labour movement has formed a close 
relationship with the labour movement in the United States. In 
many sectors, there are federations common to workers in the 
United States and in Canada. (…) 
The struggle of the workers is also confronted with obstacles 
created by the union leadership (…).  
The struggle for the fulfilment of the national, social and demo-
cratic aspirations of the peoples of Canada implies the construc-
tion of independent political representation of the working 
class, positing the perspective of the Constituent Assembly in 

different parts of the country to end the regime of private prop-
erty in the means of production, the basis of exploitation and 
oppression and the vector of wars throughout the world. Re-
sponsibility for aid in this struggle rests with the Fourth Interna-
tional. 

 

Chile 
 

Tribuna 
Bulletin published by the “Sovereignty and Social Justice” Circle, 
October 2017 
 

residential elections on 19 November 2017. The Broad 
Front, with journalist Beatriz Sanchez as its candidate, is 
a coalition of 13 political and social organisations and 

NGOs (…). How can we characterise the 
nature of the Broad Front? Inde-
pendently of the consciousness that its 
member activists may have, the Broad 
Front is a Popular Front, because the Lib-
eral Party of Chile (PL), a party of the 
Chilean bourgeoisie, is represented in its 
ranks. The PL explains its positions on its 
website as follows: 
 “In a seven-point document sent yester-
day to the coalition’s national leader-
ship, the Liberal Party (…) also made known its position on how 
to address the second phase of the communication campaign in 
the November election, already warning of the dangers, in its 
opinion, of shifting the journalist’s candidacy to the left. (…) 
Among the more polemical points of [PL candidate] Mayol’s pro-
gramme, which (…) are also being resisted inside the Liberal 
Party, there is the idea of expropriating 20 per cent of the assets 
of all the strategic enterprises based in the country. Another of 
the points which the PL seeks to guarantee is a commitment to 
make the reforms gradual and not to put economic growth and 
entrepreneurship at risk.” (16 July 2017) 
It is true that this is a minuscule, barely-there sector of the bour-
geoise, but it is trying to ensure, from within the Broad Front, 
that the Front does not engage in the struggle for demands that 
correspond to the needs of the majority of the population. This 
is what they are referring to when they speak of “shifting the 
coalition to the left”. Beyond that, despite its strength, the PL is 
organising systematic work to establish alliances within the 
Broad Front in order to achieve its objectives. 
“In parallel with the elaboration of the document, the PL leaders 
began to mobilise various collective stakeholders in order to or-
ganise a “not left-wing but progressive” pole within the Broad 
Front, which will promote diversity, the sector’s non-leftward 
shift and various programmatic proposals.” (16 July 2017) 
In a new form, we are dealing with a Popular Front whose cen-
tral goal is to extinguish the social mobilisation that is being ex-
pressed around the candidacies of Sanchez and Mayol, to con-
tain them by having them respect the existing political system, 
leading to disillusion and the ultimate defeat of those aspira-
tions. All this in the name of possible alliances with the centre 
forces and in the name of “progressivism”. 
Beatriz Sanchez appears as the candidate of different sectors of 
the population who are looking for organisation in order to fight 
back on the field of the majority’s demands. 
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United States 
 
The Organizer 
Published by Socialist Organizer, section of the OCRFI in the 
United States - October 2017 (Excerpts of Editorial) 
 

emocratic Party politicians and top trade union officials 
tell us that we need to circle the wagons against 
Trump’s effort to dismantle the Deferred Action for 

Childhood Arrivals, or DACA (1). In keeping with this orientation, 
leading Democrats Nancy Pelosi and Chuck Schumer cut a deal 
with the Trump administration that would preserve DACA and 

the DREAM Act (2) in exchange for 
tighter restrictions and sanctions 
against undocumented immigrants. 
Undocumented immigrant youth in 
the San Francisco Bay Area were out-
raged that Pelosi had used the plight 
of the 800,000 DACA recipients as a 
bargaining chip with Trump to reach 
an agreement that would drastically 
curtail the rights of their parents and 
their communities. Chanting, “Fight 

For All 11 Million!”, these youth loudly confronted Pelosi at her 
staged press conference on 18 September. 
A statement by the California Youth Immigrant Justice Alliance 
put it this way: “We demand the passage of a clean DREAM Act 
that provides a pathway to citizenship for immigrant youth, 
without harmful provisions such as border, or interior enforce-
ment, or any form of border militarisation that threatens the 
lives of the 11 million undocumented community members in 
this country.” 
This message applies, as well, to the fight against the corporate 
“free trade” agenda. The AFL-CIO leadership has jumped on the 
bandwagon of “renegotiations”, putting forward amendments it 
hopes will improve NAFTA. But NAFTA is not amendable. It is a 
rotten, corporate agreement through and through; it must be 
replaced. And no, the Trump administration, which at home is 
pushing hard for a federal “Right to Work” (for less) law, is not 
about to give labour a better agreement that protects labour 
rights and union jobs – and that respects the sovereignty of 
Mexico and its people. On 14 August, the San Francisco Labor 
Council adopted a resolution that affirms labour’s independ-
ence in relation to the bosses on this vital issue. (…) 
It is matter of life and death that labour acts as a genuinely in-
dependent movement in the streets and in the workplaces, 
fighting to win the demands that reflect the needs and aspira-
tions of the working-class majority and our community allies – 
not demands that have been watered down to make them ac-
ceptable to this or that wing of the corporate class. 
What is needed is an independent labour movement that does 
not subordinate the interests and needs of the working class to 
the dictates of politicians of either major party – as these politi-
cians, with only a few exceptions, have demonstrated time and 
again that they will always defer to the corporate class. (…) 
In fact, the formation of a labour-based political party is long 
overdue! We urge you – our readers and supporters – to join us 
in promoting this perspective in your unions and community or-
ganisations.  
______________________________________ 
(1) A federal support scheme to help illegal immigrants who entered the 
US before their 16th birthday and prior to June 2007. 
(2) The Development, Relief, and Education for Alien Minors Act 
(DREAM Act) is a legislative proposal that was first introduced in the US 

Senate in 2001. It has not been passed at the federal level, but states 
such as California have enacted the measure, which offers conditional 
and subsequently permanent residency to qualifying minors who en-
tered the US illegally. 
 
France 
 

Resolution by the national leadership of the  
Internationalist Communist Tendency (TCI),  
French section of the Fourth International and member of the 
OCRFI - 12 November 2017 (Excerpts) 
 

t the political level, a Sacred Union (1) is coming to-
gether on respecting the electoral calendar: the 2019 
European election, then the elections in 2021 [depart-

mental and regional] and 2022 [presidential and legislative]. As 
far as all are concerned – France Un-
bowed, the Socialist Party, the Com-
munist Party – Macron’s five-year term 
must run its full course, the institutions 
must remain in place, and everything 
must be done to prevent a breach be-
ing opened up in France that would be comparable to the one 
opened in Catalonia.  
The labour cadres and activists who in every domain see the 
leaderships participating in consultation with the government 
on all the counter-reforms begun by it are increasingly wonder-
ing about the significance of the days of action. The leaderships’ 
determination to take a seat around the table of “co-construc-
tion” of the counter-reforms, which includes a governmental 
road-map based on the destruction of rights and gains, is push-
ing them to think that, far from organising the struggle against 
the government, those days of action constitute at best a peti-
tion addressed to the government, asking it to listen to the 
wishes of the workers. Let us repeat: this process of integration 
cannot be concluded. This is expressed notably in the fact that 
the trade union organisations, diligent at the consultation table, 
will not necessarily sign the conclusions of that consultation, 
and that they may even decide on occasion to step outside the 
consultation framework. Although the workers continue to turn 
towards the trade union organisations in order to extract de-
mands in the daily class struggle, the leading circles of the union 
confederations increasingly appear to the workers to be playing 
a part that is marked above all by consultation with the govern-
ment.  
The Barcelona demonstration (2) is also an indicator of the rev-
olutionary wave that is maturing in France. Strikes and devel-
opments in the class struggle on concrete practical demands are 
continuing to develop in all sectors. At any moment, a particular 
struggle or a chance incident can result in an eruption that will 
quickly spread. But at this point, the question of centralisation 
is not being posed immediately, being frustrated by the creeping 
move towards the introduction of a corporatist regime. This si-
tuation is feeding extremely dangerous processes of disintegra-
tion inside the labour organisations which threaten what has 
been constituted by the labour movement, and prepare the 
ground for splits of the kind seen with SUD and Cobas. A certain 
number of forces are deliberately pushing in this direction inside 
the labour organisations, accompanied at the political level by 
the polemic started by Melenchon (…). 
In this situation, what should the orientation of the Trotskyist 
militant activists be? Inside the labour organisations, they reject 
adventures and will refuse to let themselves be dragged into 
them:  adventures which some will try to present as opposition 
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to orientation, as internal conflicts within the apparatus; adven-
tures, like wanting to make out that resolutions are saying the 
opposite of what they actually say, for example when they wel-
come consultation; adventures, like all of the initiatives to break 
up and divide the trade union organisations. The revolutionary 
militant activists continuously fight to help the workers make 
use of their trade unions on the basis of demands. 
A broad layer of workers and activists are asking themselves 
questions and seeking the path of struggle and a political solu-
tion. This path sometimes appears to them unclearly, but their 
search is constant. It is in relation with this situation that, in this 
meeting of the national leadership, we have taken every meas-
ure to ensure the success of the conference on 2 December. (…) 
The POID National Bureau, which has just met, held a discussion 
and decided on the necessity and the possibility, as a central el-
ement, of gaining the participation in the conference of be-
tween 250 and 300 activists and labour delegates who are not 
POID members. Gaining their participation as an expression of 
their realisation that the government’s policy demands political 
action to bring it down, and that it is not possible to wait until 
2022. 
______________________________ 
(1) The union sacrée or Sacred Union was a political truce in France dur-
ing the First World War, in which a significant part of the socialist move-
ment agreed not to oppose the government or call any strike, in the 
name of patriotism. 
(2) 750,000 people marched on 11 November “for the Republic”. 
 
Haiti 
 
Haïti Liberté  
The weekly has published the speech by the Haitian delegate to 
the OCRFI Conference. We reproduce some excerpts from the 
speech (8 November 2017) 
 

ver recent months, workers in the subcontractor facto-
ries have shown that they are fed up and have de-
manded better working conditions and a reasonable 

minimum wage of at least 800 gourdes [around 10.5 euros or 
USD12.50] per day, to replace the poverty wage, the slave wage 

of 300 gourdes, which comes nowhere 
near meeting the basic needs of the Haitian 
popular masses – the majority of whom are 
simply struggling to live in precarious con-
ditions. These workers have taken the op-
portunity to condemn the Moïse-Lafontant 
government’s decision to raise the prices of 
petroleum products, which will have a con-
siderable knock-on effect on the cost of liv-

ing. Instead of improving the living standards of the working 
class, the government chose rather to announce on 31 August 
the planned lay-off of 12,000 civil servants employed in State 
administration bodies, in line with the recommendations of the 
World Bank and the International Monetary Fund. In the end, 
the workers only obtained an increase of 35 gourdes; their daily 
wage went up to 335 gourdes, equivalent to around USD5.35 or 
4.40 euros. The course set by this government has no stopping-
point; it is rushing forward blindly and triumphantly in its policy 
of completely destroying every one of the Haitian people’s social 
gains, however minor. In early October, it published its Budget 
Bill for the fiscal year 2017-18, which the people have described 
as criminal and wicked. To make matters worse, when the pop-
ular masses have taken to the streets to demonstrate their an-
ger, they have faced repression; for example, more than 40 

young activists have been imprisoned in the National Peniten-
tiary since 5 October. All of the international financial institu-
tions have approved the Bill and are ordering the regime to con-
tinue in the same vein, since they consider the government to 
be on the right path. Their plan now is to amend the Constitution 
to allow the international obscurantist forces to legalise their ex-
ploitation of the country’s mineral resources. (…)  
MINUSTAH formally left the national territory, but without phys-
ically leaving it, since it has been replaced with a police force, 
MINUJUSTH (1), which had already been present on Haitian ter-
ritory. As well as the disease of cholera, MINUSTAH has left us 
with another source of grief: through rape and sexual abuse by 
the soldiers, exploiting the precarious situation of our young 
women, they have now left us with lots of MINUSTAH children, 
children without fathers. In reality, it is in the interests of the 
working class today to build international unity so that we can 
destroy this class-based society that continues to keep the work-
ers in poverty and insecurity. A society free of exploitation re-
mains the only political choice that applies in relation to the in-
terests of the working class. However, we can overcome all of 
these bitter blows and achieve victory if we transform all our 
weaknesses into strength, into a political, economic and military 
force that will be irresistible and victorious. What the struggle 
requires of us today is not only men and women who are worthy 
and dynamic, but organisations, workers’ and peasants’ parties 
capable of taking power and leading us on the right path to rev-
olutionary democratic socialism. I don’t need to remind you, 
comrades, delegates, that in Paris in September 1938, 21 dele-
gates from just 11 countries changed the course of history by 
creating this international organisation: the Fourth Interna-
tional. Today, it falls to us to play our historic role, still with the 
mission of continuing that massive work in the face of the peo-
ples’ common enemy: US imperialism. Solidarity with the Cata-
lan people!  Solidarity with our brothers and sisters and the le-
gitimate government in Venezuela! Long live the organised 
struggle of the peoples! Long live the unity of all of the world’s 
oppressed! Long live the struggle of the international working 
class! 
____________________________ 
(1) The acronym MINUSTAH is derived from “United Nations Stabiliza-
tion Mission in Haiti”, and MINUJUSTH from “UN Mission for Justice 
Support in Haiti”. 
 
Hungary 
 
Munkàs Hirlap [Labour News] 
October 2017 
 

s there a class struggle in Hungary? Hungary is characterised 
by the same tendencies as all the other countries of the 
European Union, therefore it is 

dependent on fulfilling the EU’s 
demands: reducing deficits, servicing the 
debt, budget restrictions, destruction of 
workers’ rights, elimination of public 
services (education, healthcare, public 
transport, social services, etc.) and 
unconditional support for international 
capital. 
According to figures from early 2017, the government has 
directly paid 51.6 billion forints [more than 165 million euros or 
US$197 million] to seven multinationals in return for the 
creation of 6,386 jobs, not counting the other advantages 
granted to them. These multinationals come and then go (see, 
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for example, Nokia or Opel, which recently sacked 100 offshore 
workers in insecure jobs, and plans to continue to lay people 
off). The government is complying fully with the provisions of 
the European Union’s policy, by writing into the Constitution the 
rules on convergence (the Maastricht criteria). What appears as 
“opposition” to the EU in the international press is the migrants 
issue: the government has refused to admit 1,300 refugees, but 
sold the right to reside in Hungary to 18,000 people at an 
average price of 300,000 euros per head. The money has ended 
up in offshore companies that are close to the government. The 
basic aim of Fidesz-KDNP [the two parties of the coalition 
government] is to develop among its own circles a comprador 
bourgeoisie serving the interests of the multinationals – the 
reason for the apparent contradiction with the European Union. 
However, every time the occasion presents itself, it confirms 
that it wants to remain in the EU, and the EU reciprocates (…). 
Like every other government in the EU, the government is using 
every means it can to try to smash the class struggle. Just in the 
last few days, it has proposed a “partnership agreement” to a 
single trade union organisation (MOSz, the “yellow” National 
Federation of Workers' Councils), excluding the others. (….) 
While the government is making a lot of noise about increasing 
jobs, a number of small- and medium-sized enterprises and 
multinationals are cutting jobs and closing factories. Despite 
significant acts of intimidation, the website szakszervezet.hu has 
reports on several initiatives and groundwork for strikes and 
demonstrations (subway system workers, street cleaners, bus 
drivers in the capital, teachers, paramedics), but also actual 
strikes (Audi, Mercedes, the railways, Tesco employees, 
dentists, civil servants, workers at the State Opera) for wage 
increases and for collective bargaining agreements – and this list 
only covers the period up to August. (...) 
 
Italy 
 
Tribuna Libera [Open Platform] 
Monthly publication by activists of all political tendencies engaged 
in the workers’ national and international struggles (October 2017) 
 

s this issue goes to press, the Republic of Catalonia has 
been proclaimed. It was enough to see the images of 
the people applauding every time a member of the Cat-

alan Parliament voted in in favour of declaring a Republic to un-
derstand that we are witnessing a genuine mass movement – 
revolutionary in some respects – that is putting into question 
the monarchy’s hyper-corrupt and reactionary institutions, from 

top to bottom. (...)  
The proclamation of the Republic of Catalo-
nia opens a breach in the system inherited 
from Francoism, a breach through which 
the peoples of Spain, followed by all the 
peoples, can push their demands. A whole 
people is once again exercising its right to 
overthrow the institutions when they are a 

tool for crushing the people. This is what is terrorising them in 
Brussels, Washington, Paris, Berlin, Rome and elsewhere.  
There you have the EU. It was in favour of breaking up Yugosla-
via through aerial bombing when it was in capital’s interest, and 
in favour of breaking up nations while promoting “Europe of the 
Regions” when it was about imposing the destruction of gains 
and rights. It has suddenly become opposed to the independ-
ence of Catalonia for the sole reason that by relying on the tra-
dition of struggle by the peoples of Spain, that independence is 
sending a message to the whole of Europe: rising up is possible.  

Of course, in Catalonia as in every movement of this type, con-
scious aspirations are mixed in together with unconscious ones, 
and in that mixture, there is also the position of the Catalan par-
ties of the capitalists, which are seeking to have a direct dialogue 
with the EU in order to apply its policy. 
What is the crux of the issue? Within that mix of aspirations, as 
far as the capitalists are concerned the popular uprising risks 
opening up to the social content of independence (…). That is 
why all the governments and all the political parties of Spain are 
terrified and are adopting positions in favour of “respecting the 
Constitution” and “dialogue”. 
“Dialogue”? With Rajoy, who sent in the paramilitary Civil Guard 
against the people and had its naval ships on standby off the 
coast of Barcelona? They are scared of the Republic. 
Those who are not scared, on the other hand, are the Catalan 
youth and workers, the millions who have taken to the streets 
and the Referendum Defence Committees who eventually im-
posed the Republic (…). 
One thing is also certain in Italy, at the end of this parliamentary 
term marked by an unprecedented crisis of the institutions, with 
electoral laws that have nothing to do with democracy, with the 
banking crisis, with the political parties blowing apart – a clear 
signal is being received from Catalonia: the solution will not 
come from some electoral deal or by recycling some politicians, 
or even from some impossible “revival” within the framework of 
the EU. It will come through a united mobilisation to get rid of 
all the reactionary laws and measures passed in the last 25 
years. 
 
Morocco 
 

Tribune des Travailleurs 
Issue No.1 (new series), October 2017 
 

hy this new series of Tribune des Travailleurs [Work-
ers’ Tribune]? “The workers of this country need a 
political bulletin that supplies them with labour 

news, that helps them to grasp its meaning, with the tools at 
their disposal that enable them to under-
stand their situation, to be able to act.” 
 “For the initiators of this newspaper”, the 
editorial continues, all these labour and 
democratic struggles “can only be seen 
through to the end by the fight for the elec-
tion of a sovereign Constituent Assembly 
that will break with foreign powers, the 
IMF, the World Bank and the imperialist and 
colonialist powers.” Tribune des Travailleurs is “an internation-
alist newsletter which from the outset stands alongside the ex-
ploited and the oppressed of Africa and of the whole world, 
which fights for fraternity to prevail amongst the workers and 
the peoples, for peace, against imperialist wars and the inter-
ventions by the armies of US imperialism and other imperialisms, 
the interventions by the UN, by the African Union, etc. This is why 
the initiators of this newsletter have signed and have made their 
own the Mumbai Manifesto against War, Exploitation and Pre-
carious Labour, and why they support the fight of the initiating 
International Workers Committee”. 
The editorial ends by saying: “The publication of this new series 
of Tribune des Travailleurs comes at a crucial time for the work-
ers and the people of this country. First of all, the intifada [pop-
ular uprising] in Al Hoceima and the Rif, which the leaders of this 
country and others have sought to break up and push into a 
dead-end; then, the start of the 2017-18 school and university 
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year, with the acceleration of the attacks aimed at destroying 
the public school and education systems, attacks that have been 
ramped up notably through the hiring of thousands of teachers 
on fixed-term contracts, something that the government was 
only able to do with the sign-off of the trade union leaderships 
(the FDT, CDT, UNTM, UMT, etc.). 
We, the initiators of this newsletter, which is part of the continu-
ity of the newsletter of the same name launched in 2001, labour 
activists from different currents of the labour movement of this 
country, would like to propose to you a tool for debate and for 
the fight for a free and sovereign Constituent Assembly, for de-
mocracy and socialism. We address all activists, male and fe-
male, whatever their political affiliation: your articles, your criti-
cism, etc. are welcome, in the framework of respect for workers’ 
democracy.” 
______________ 
(1) Intifada: popular uprising 
 
Mexico 
 
Transición [Transition]  
Newsletter published by the Mexican Committee of the OCRFI 
(September 2017) 
 

hortly after 11 September 2001 (“9/11”), the administra-
tion of George W. Bush moved to strengthen “border se-
curity”, which ultimately led to the passing of the Secure 

Fence Act in October 2006, creating a reinforced wall and a vir-
tual fence (with motion detectors and cameras) along 700 out 
of the 1,990 miles that separate Mexico from the United States. 

The expansion of the border fence was ac-
companied by a policy of mass expulsions, 
marked by raids on homes and round-ups in 
workplaces. During the eight years of the 
Obama administration, more than 3 million 
people from Mexico and Central America 
were deported. Hundreds of people died 
from exposure to the sun in the burning de-
serts of Sonora and Arizona during the 

same period, as they tried to achieve a better life for their fami-
lies. Many more were murdered by vigilantes, whose crimes of-
ten go unpunished. 
Currently, Donald Trump – with an openly racist attitude, using 
migrants as scapegoats by accusing them of all the problems af-
flicting the US economy – proposes to build a wall along the 
whole length of the border and to increase the number of de-
portees to over 700,000 per year, more than double the number 
recorded by the Obama administration. (…) 
This Wall of Shame, as it is referred to on both sides of the bor-
der, comes after more than 20 years of free-trade policy im-
posed by the United States (via NAFTA and the Dominican Re-
public-Central America FTA in particular) that has destroyed 
Mexico’s economy, turning a sovereign nation into one big 
maquiladora (1) of exploitation and a dedicated route for the big 
multinationals. 
This policy has forced millions of Mexicans and Central Ameri-
cans – peasants, workers and youth – to leave for the United 
States, in the hope of finding a way to feed their families. (…) 
The Wall of Shame and NAFTA represent an assault on the sov-
ereignty and people of Mexico, but also on the workers and 
whole communities in the United States, where full-time jobs 
with rights have been destroyed, and where the trade unions 
have been dismantled under the bosses’ threat to close down 

and offshore the factories to countries south of the border with 
lower wages. (…) 
Meanwhile, in Mexico, [President] Peña Nieto has appointed 
Luis Videgaray as Secretary of Foreign Affairs. This is the man 
who will “renegotiate” NAFTA. Videgaray is Wall Street’s man in 
Mexico. (…) When he was governor of the State of Mexico, he 
implemented every one of the counter-reforms that are de-
stroying the Mexican nation in the interests of the US banks and 
their Mexican junior associates. (…) 
More than ever, the workers and youth need to unite across the 
border in an independent struggle to bring down the Wall of 
Shame, to stop NAFTA, and to stop and reverse all of the policies 
produced by the multinationals’ “free trade” agenda. Our inter-
ests are the same, and we are waging the same struggles to pro-
tect our rights as workers. 
To promote this cross-border struggle, we, the undersigned 
trade unionists and activists, call on our brothers and sisters on 
both sides of the border to support this appeal and to promote 
it as widely as possible in our labour and community organisa-
tions. 
________________________________ 
(1) A maquiladora is a factory in Mexico run by a foreign company, ex-
porting its products to that company’s country of origin. 
 
Peru 
 
El Organizador [The Organiser]  
Open platform for the working class and the people  
(November 2017) 
 

film showing and debate to mark the centenary of the 
Bolshevik Revolution of October 1917 were held in the 
city of Arequipa. The event took place despite an at-

tempt to sabotage it by a leader of SITRAMUN (Municipal Work-
ers Union); knowing that the 
trade union hall had been 
made available for the com-
memoration of the centenary 
of the Russian Revolution, he 
hired the same hall to organ-
ise a youth event. No doubt 
he got carried away by the 
lure of making some money – 
or was it a voluntary act aimed at blocking the commemoration 
initiative? However, after pressure from us, they were obliged 
to make an adjoining hall available; although this was much 
smaller, barely holding 20 people. 
There was a cordial atmosphere. The audience included two ra-
dio journalists involved in the people’s struggles, a grassroots 
leader from the Tambo Valley mining area, young students, 
teachers and home-makers. 
While preparations were being made for showing the film Octo-
ber: Ten Days That Shook the World, Mr Salvador Muñoz, a radio 
journalist known in Arequipa for his commitment to popular 
struggles, asked to speak. In his contribution, he called for unity 
among all revolutionaries to put an end to the evils of capitalism. 
After the film, which was watched attentively, one of the event 
organisers summarised its content, highlighting the roles of 
Lenin and Trotsky at each point in the revolutionary process, as 
well as emphasising the validity and vitality of the Russian Rev-
olution for the world socialist revolution. Regarding Peru, he 
condemned the treacherous policy under which the CGTP trade 
union confederation is part of the National Agreement on Gov-
ernance, and called for the CGTP to leave the Agreement, which 
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only serves to maintain a corrupt pro-imperialist government in 
power. 
Then, several of the participants spoke, calling for unity in the 
struggle for socialism and emphasising the roles of Lenin and 
Trotsky and the importance of the Russian Revolution. We 
should highlight two contributions: one by the comrade from 
the Tambo Valley, who called on the leaders “not to falter in the 
struggle against [the open-cast copper mine] Tía María”; and 
one by a young woman who, after congratulating the event or-
ganisers, quoted the poet and playwright Bertolt Brecht: “Those 
who are weak don’t fight. Those who are stronger might fight 
for an hour. Those who are stronger still might fight for many 
years. The strongest fight their whole life. They are the indispen-
sable ones”. She then added: “you are indispensable”. Bringing 
the evening to a close, a young student performed two songs: 
La hierba de los caminos [The Grass of the Roads, by Victor Jara] 
and Comandante Che Guevara. 
 
Portugal 
 
O Trabalho  
Newsletter published by the group A Internacional (OCRFI) 
October 2017 
 

he State budget 2018 is under public discussion. The gov-
ernment is promising to satisfy investors, respect the 
deficit “goals” and carry out the “reforms” ordered by 

the EU – and as a result, reduce the deficit and service the debt. 
Unfortunately, there is nothing left to satisfy the demands of the 
workers, as has been realised by the nurses, doctors and several 
other categories of worker in struggle… Satisfying the nurses’ 
demands would cost “the country” 126 million euros, says the 

government. Interest on the debt is cost-
ing “the country” over 8 billion euros per 
year, around 63 times more… 
According to a press report on its recent 
visit to Portugal, the IMF recognised “in 
glowing terms that (…) Portugal has 
made notable progress (...). In particular 
(...) in terms of controlling public expendi-
ture (...). The IMF recommends that next 

year, the government implements measures that will produce a 
structural primary adjustment of 0.5 per cent of GDP, or around 
950 million euros, on the basis of a sustainable reform of public 
expenditure (...).The Fund says that Portugal has mapped out a 
path for ambitious consolidation of the public sector pay bill be-
tween 2017 and 2021, recalling that in its Stability Programme, 
the government has committed to reducing the pay bill from 
11.3 per cent of GDP in 2016 to 10 per cent in 2021.” 
In order to do all this, Socialist Party President C. César has said 
that he needs the Left Bloc and the Communist Party (CP), both 
inside and outside Parliament. 
But in exchange for what? Can the Left Bloc and the CP agree 
that the workers are absolutely right on everything, but unfor-
tunately have no right to anything? (...) However, what is really 
important is for the members of parliament of the Socialist 
Party, Left Bloc and CP to repeal the labour laws passed by the 
previous governments! What is important is to remove barriers 
to job-progression, to increase wages from poverty levels and to 
re-establish collective bargaining! Is this not what the CGTP 
should be demanding? And in a way that is crystal clear? 
Namely, in the streets, in a united strike until the demands are 
met? 

It all comes down to this: either Brussels, the usurers and the 
“investors” (in a word, capitalism) are satisfied, or the workers 
are satisfied. 
The government is quite right to say that it is impossible to 
please both sides. 
Which makes everything very simple. Ultimately, each political 
force only has to say who it wants to see satisfied: the workers 
or the capitalists? The rest follows. 
However, both the CP and the Left Bloc are saying that by nego-
tiating on the budget, social policies can be moved forward. 
The workers and activists will be able to draw their own conclu-
sions. The nurses, the doctors, the public sector employees – all 
the workers who are making their demands are right. They are 
the only ones who are pointing to the solution. 
 
Togo 
 

Le Bulletin du Golfe 
Newsletter of the militant activists of the Fourth International (OC-
RFI) of the Bight of Benin - October 2017 
 

aced with the repression of the demonstrations on 19 and 
20 August, all the opposition parties called on the people 
to demonstrate against the regime (…). On 6 and 7 Sep-

tember, thousands of Togolese took to the streets in a dozen or 
so towns and cities. The militant activists of the Fourth Interna-
tional (OCRFI) played their part in this movement by calling for 
the demonstrations on their own slo-
gans. They also distributed a leaflet, 
which read as follows: 
“Down with the dictatorship! Fifty 
years is enough! 
Down with imperialism! The nation’s 
wealth must be returned to the nation! 
The fruits of labour must be used to sat-
isfy the needs of the workers and the 
people! 
Nobody can deny today that, across 
the whole country, the Togolese workers and people are express-
ing their complete rejection of the dictatorial regime, which is 
more than 50 years old (…). In the name of a debt that is not the 
debt of the Togolese people, structural adjustment plans (SAPs) 
drawn up by the International Monetary Fund and the World 
Bank have been implemented, leading to: 
– The liquidation of several State enterprises, with thousands of 
lay-offs. 
– The selling-off of other State enterprises to companies from the 
imperialist countries (Bouygues, Bolloré, etc.), also leading to 
lay-offs. 
– State divestiture of services to which the people are entitled: 
healthcare, education, etc. 
– The signing of all the free-trade agreements for the benefit of 
the imperialist countries, thus preventing any development in 
the country. 
On top of all these evils, which have resulted in the growth of 
colossal unemployment, offering no future whatsoever to the 
youth, there are the problems posed by the use of the CFA franc 
(the currency of the French colonies in Africa) as our country’s 
currency. (…) Have the workers and the Togolese people not 
risen up because they want a democratic government and: 
– for the country to be freed from imperialism, for no agreement 
to be signed if it is unfavourable to the workers and the Togolese 
people, 
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– for all the plans imposed by imperialism to be stopped once 
and for all, 
– for all the nation’s wealth to be returned to the nation, and 
– for the fruits of labour to be used to satisfy the needs of the 
workers and the people, and not to enrich a minority? 
All these questions deserve to be debated by us. 

Lomé, 14 September 2017.” 
 
Turkey 
 
Sosyalism 
Correspondence from the editors  

 
 
 
 

he leaders of the autonomous region of Northern Iraq, 
notably Barzani (1), called a referendum on independ-
ence…and then abandoned that independence which 

was voted for by an overwhelming majority. 
Let us recall that the Kurdish people is made up of 40 million 
men and women who live within the borders of Turkey, Syria, 
Iraq, Iran and the countries of the South Caucasus, and who 
have only had their own State once before in history, for less 
than one year (from 22 January to 16 December 1946).  
The Kurdish people is an oppressed people. Every conscious 
worker must recognise the inalienable right of the Kurdish peo-
ple to self-determination.  
From the point of view of imperialism’s regional interests (espe-
cially US imperialism), it is altogether possible that this aspira-
tion of the Kurdish people could be diverted and used for impe-
rialist ends.  
Israel’s explicit support for Barzani’s referendum as well as the 
discreet support of the United States are obvious proof of this. 
But that “support” is sheer hypocrisy on the part of the Israeli 
leadership, which denies to the Palestinian people the right it 
claims to be defending for the Kurds of Northern Iraq.  
Beyond that “support”, a Kurdish “State” as conceived by Bar-
zani could only exist in the form of mini-States as resulted from 
the disintegration of former Yugoslavia, like Bosnia-Herze-
govina, and nothing else. A mini-“State” whose only function 
would be to sell oil at low prices to the imperialist multination-
als! 
In Turkey, the democratic resolution of the Kurdish people’s as-
pirations requires a united struggle for the lifting of the state of 
siege, the repeal of the decree laws, the release of the HDP (2) 
members of parliament and mayors, and an end to all the 
measures that maintain the Kurds in a state of second- class cit-
izenship.  
More generally, achieving the Kurdish people’s right to self-de-
termination can only be envisaged through the constitution of a 
free united Kurdistan, within a federation of the free peoples of 
the Middle East. 
___________________ 
(1) Head of the regional government of the Kurdish Autonomous Region 
of Iraq, or Iraqi Kurdistan. 

(2) Democratic Party of the Peoples, which asserts the rights of the 
Kurdish people. 
 
Zimbabwe 
 
The Chimurenga Vanguard  
Published by the Zimbabwean section of the Fourth International 
September 2017 (1) 
 

e would like to acknowledge the efforts made by the 
Fourth International after the Mumbai Conference 
in instituting a campaign to collect endorsements 

for the “Hands off Zimbabwe” campaign; this has been done in 
imperialist countries such as Britain, France and the United 
States. 
Additional thunder in the fight against 
sanctions against Zimbabwe is an initia-
tive by the Zimbabwe Section of the OC-
RFI to publish The Chimurenga Vanguard 
(2), a newsletter which tells the stories of 
Zimbabwe’s struggles for survival in the 
face of concerted economic wars waged 
against her by imperialist nations. (…) 
The United States and the European Un-
ion claim the sanctions were imposed against Zimbabwe in re-
sponse to violation of democratic principles by President Mu-
gabe’s administration. 
It is a historical truth, however, that the sanctions were mainly 
against the move aimed at the total liberation of Zimbabwe, af-
ter the western nations chose to deliberately misunderstand the 
land reform programme that was launched in 2000 as a way of 
closing the widening economic and social gap between white 
Zimbabweans, who controlled the means of production, and 
Black Zimbabweans, who were still residing in mountainous and 
rocky Tribal Trust Lands since the colonial period. Black Zimba-
bweans were reeling in poverty due the adverse effects of the 
liberation struggle and western- engineered economic policies 
like the Economic Structural Adjustment Programme (ESAP). 
The US and the EU turned a blind eye when Britain reneged on 
its pledge to avail funds to purchase land from white commercial 
farmers. These nations stunned the whole world when, instead 
of blaming Britain, they colluded with Britain to punish Zimba-
bwe with crippling economic sanctions on trumped-up charges 
of human rights violations. 
(…) [O]rdinary Zimbabweans continue to suffer, and as long as 
sanctions remain, suffering will not stop any time soon, which is 
not good for SADC (3) and other countries. Hence the call to stop 
haemorrhaging Zimbabwe’s economy. 
_____________________________ 
(1) This issue was published before the events of November 2017 that 
led to the resignation of President Mugabe. 
(2) Chimurenga is a word in the Shona language which roughly means 
“revolutionary struggle”. 
(3) The Southern African Development Community (SADC) is a regional 
economic community comprising 15 member states. 
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Dossier 
 
The Marxists and the Catalan Republic 
 
 

hroughout Europe, all of the governments, the Euro-
pean institutions and all the leading apparatuses of 
the parties claiming to represent the working class 

have declared their opposition to the decision taken by the 
workers, youth and the overwhelming majority of the Cata-
lan people to break with the Francoist monarchy and to pro-
claim the Catalan Republic. 
They all want to erase every trace of the referendum on 1 
October and the 90 per cent vote in favour of independence 
and the Republic. They have all described as “illegal”, “unilat-
eral” and “non-approved” the proclamation of the Republic 
on 27 October, which the masses imposed on the leaders of 
the Catalan government.  
As if any act of breaking away – from Spartacus’s Republic of 
freed slaves, via the great French Revolution of 1789-93, to 
the Revolution of October 1917 – could have occurred by 
asking for the authorisation or approval of the old order and 
by respecting its “legality”! Faced with this unanimity by the 
forces of reaction and with the growing number of false-
hoods pouring out every hour of every day with the aim of 
extinguishing the revolutionary movement of the Catalan 
masses, the editorial committee of The Internationale de-
cided it would be useful to put together a few Marxist posi-
tions and writings on the national question in Catalonia.  
We have included excerpts from letters and notes written by 
Trotsky as part of his debate with Andreu Nin in particular, 
but we have also included the way in which Comrade Pierre 
Lambert formulated the issue in 2007 during a discussion 
with the Trotskyist militant activists of the Spanish State, as 
well as various more recent documents and resolutions pub-
lished by the Organising Committee for the Reconstitution of 
the Fourth International.  

The Internationale 
 
Trotsky and the Catalan question 
 
“The revolution in Spain raised all the prob-
lems with a new force, the national included” 
 
In a letter to the comrades in Madrid (17 May 1931), Trotsky 
wrote: “The revolution in Spain raised all the problems with 
a new force, the national included. The bearer of the national 
tendencies and illusions is primarily the petty bourgeois intel-
ligentsia, striving to find a support in the peasantry against 
the de-nationalizing role of big capital and the state bureau-
cracy. The leading role, at a given stage, of the petty bour-
geoisie in the national-liberation movement, as in every rev-
olutionary-democratic movement in general, inevitably 

brings into the latter numerous prejudices of various kinds. 
From amid them, the national illusions also penetrate the 
midst of the workers. In general and as a whole, this is prob-
ably the situation at present in Catalonia in general and to a 
certain degree perhaps also in the Catalonian Federation. But 
what has been said does not at all diminish the progressive 
revolutionary-democratic character of the Catalonian na-
tional struggle – against the Spanish great-power spirit, bour-
geois imperialism and bureaucratic centralism. 
One must not lose sight for a minute that Spain as a whole 
and Catalonia in particular are at present governed not by 
Catalonian national-democrats but by Spanish bourgeois-im-
perialists in alliance with the landowners, old bureaucrats in 
general, with the support of the Spanish national-socialists. 
This whole fraternity stands, on the one hand, for the contin-
ued subjugation of the Spanish colonies and, on the other – 
for the maximum bureaucratic centralisation of Spain itself, 
that is, for the suppression by the Spanish bourgeoisie of the 
Catalonians, the Basques, etc.  
At the given stage of developments, with the given combina-
tion of class forces, Catalonian nationalism is a progressive 
revolutionary factor. Spanish nationalism is a reactionary-im-
perialist factor.  
The Spanish Communist who does not understand this differ-
ence, ignores it, does not advance it to the front rank, but on 
the contrary, covers up its significance, risks becoming an un-
conscious agent of the Spanish bourgeoisie and is lost to the 
cause of the proletarian revolution. What does the danger of 
the petty-bourgeois national illusions consist of?  
In the fact that they are capable of dismembering the prole-
tariat of Spain along national lines, which is a very serious 
danger. But the Spanish Communists can successfully fight 
against this danger in only one way: by pitilessly revealing the 
violence of the bourgeoisie of the ruling nation and in that 
way winning the confidence of the proletariat of the op-
pressed nationality.  
Any other policy would be tantamount to the support of the 
reactionary nationalism of the imperialist bourgeoisie of the 
ruling nation against the revolutionary-democratic national-
ism of the petty bourgeois oppressed nation.” 
 
“The slogan of national self-determination 
has acquired exceptional significance in 
Spain today” 
In a letter addressed to Andres Nin (1), Trotsky insisted on 
the exceptional importance of the slogan “national self-de-
termination”. “The slogan of national self-determination has 
acquired exceptional significance in Spain today. However, 

T 
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this slogan too stands today upon a democratic plane. What 
we are concerned with, it is understood, is not to call upon 
the Catalonians and the Basques to separate from Spain, but 
to fight for granting them such a possibility should they them-
selves want it. But, how is it to be determined whether or not 
they want it? Very simply: through universal, equal, direct 
and secret vote of the districts concerned. There is no other 
method at present. In the future, national questions, as well 
as all others, will be decided by Soviets as the organs of the 
dictatorship of the proletariat. But we cannot enforce Soviets 
upon the workers at any desired moment.  
We can only lead the workers towards Soviets. Still less can 
we force upon the people the Soviets which the proletariat 
will create only in the future. In the meantime, it is necessary 
to answer today’s question. In the month of May, the organs 
of self-government of Catalonia found themselves called 
upon to elect their deputies to elaborate a temporary consti-
tution for the province, that is, to determine its relation to 
Spain as a whole. Can the Catalonian workers have an indif-
ferent attitude to the fact that the petty bourgeois democ-
racy, subordinating itself as always to big capital, attempts 
with the aid of anti-democratic elections to decide the fate of 
the Catalan people? The slogan of national self-government 
without the slogans of political democracy supplementing it 
and concretizing it, is a naked formula, or still worse: the 
throwing of dust in the eyes.” 
________________________ 
(1) Leon Trotsky, “The Spanish Revolution and the dangers threat-
ening it”, 28 May 1931. 
 
The Spanish revolution  
and the dangers threatening it  
 
In a letter to the International Secretariat dated 13 July 1931, 
Trotsky pointed out: 
“I have already written that Catalan petty-bourgeois nation-
alism at the present stage is progressive. But on one condi-
tion: that it develops its activity outside the ranks of Com-
munism and that it is always under the blows of communist 
criticism. To permit petty-bourgeois nationalism to manifest 
itself under the Communist mask means at the same time to 
deliver a treacherous blow to the proletarian vanguard and 
to kill the progressive significance of petty bourgeois nation-
alism. 
What does the programme of separatism mean? The eco-
nomic and political dismemberment of Spain, or in other 
words, the transformation of the Iberian Peninsula into a sort 
of Balkan Peninsula, with independent states, divided by cus-
toms barriers, and with independent armies conducting “in-
dependent” Hispanic wars. (…) 
Are the workers and peasants of the various parties of Spain 
interested in the economic dismemberment of Spain? In no 
case. That is why identifying the decisive struggle for the right 
to self-determination with propaganda for separatism means 
accomplishing a fatal work.  
Our programme is for Hispanic Federation with the indispen-
sable maintenance of economic unity. We have no intention 
of imposing this programme on the oppressed nationalities 
of the peninsula with the aid of the arms of the bourgeoisie. 
In this sense, we are sincerely for the right to self-determina-
tion (2). If Catalonia separates, the Communist minority of 

Catalonia, as well as of Spain, will have to conduct a struggle 
for Federation.” 
 

Report on the national question in 
Spain 
Fourth International Organisation of the 
Spanish State (OCIE), published in Interna-
tional Correspondence, November 1976 
 
On the eve of the new revolutionary crisis in Spain, the na-
tional question is one of the questions that once again re-
quires the utmost attention of revolutionary militant activ-
ists. This is why the Trotskyists of Spain are duty bound to 
give their position on this question during their first Confer-
ence and to affirm their willingness to fight for the right of 
the Catalan, Basque, Valencian and Galician peoples to self-
determination. They give this notion the identical content to 
that given to it by Lenin in his 1916 theses: 
“The right of nations to self-determination means only the 
right to independence in a political sense, the right to free, 
political secession from the oppressing nation. Concretely, 
this political, democratic demand implies complete freedom 
to carry on agitation in favour of secession, and freedom to 
settle the question of secession by means of a referendum of 
the nation that desires to secede. Consequently, this demand 
is by no means identical with the demand for secession, for 
partition, for the formation of small states. It is merely the 
logical expression of the struggle against national oppression 
in every form. The more closely the democratic system of 
state approximates to complete freedom of secession, the 
rarer and weaker will the striving for secession be in practice 
(…).” (3) 
Very specifically, the right of the Catalan, Basque, Valencian 
and Galician peoples to self-determination is one of the de-
mands that feed most immediately and appropriately into 
the central slogans of the Republic and the Constituent As-
sembly, championed by us as the main transitional slogans 
leading to the destruction of the bourgeois State in Spain. For 
Catalonia, (and, consequently, the Valencian Country), 
Euzkadi and Galicia, the slogans of the Republic and the Con-
stituent Assembly would be empty slogans if they were not 
accompanied by slogans that concretise the “complete free-
dom to carry on agitation in favour of secession, and freedom 
to settle the question of secession by means of a referen-
dum”.  
The Trotskyists of Spain adopt as their own the exact terms 
used by Lenin: “We are in favour of autonomy for all parts; 
we are in favour of the right to secession (and not in favour 
of everyone seceding!). Autonomy is our plan for organising 
a democratic state. Secession is not what we plan at all. We 
do not advocate secession. In general, we are opposed to se-
cession. But we stand for the right to secede owing to reac-
tionary, Great-Russian [today in Spain, Castilian] nationalism, 
which has so besmirched the idea of national coexistence 
that sometimes, closer ties will be established after free se-
cession!” (Lenin’s emphasis) (4)  
The national question will not be definitively settled other 
than on the basis of soviet democracy. To quote Lenin’s the-
ses: “Victorious socialism must achieve complete democracy 
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and, consequently, not only bring about the complete equal-
ity of nations, but also give effect to the right of oppressed 
nations to self-determination, i.e. the right to free political se-
cession.” (5) 
But the proletariat and its party cannot confine themselves 
to the perspective of what will be done tomorrow. They must 
take up this democratic demand today and give it its full rev-
olutionary scope on the path of struggle for the destruction 
of the bourgeois state and the establishing of the dictator-
ship of the proletariat. A concrete response to democratic 
demands when addressing the national question cannot be 
postponed until after the victorious revolution, but must be 
given right away. 
In this area more than in any other, Lenin pointed out that: 
“It would be a fundamental mistake to suppose that the 
struggle for democracy can divert the proletariat from the so-
cialist revolution, or obscure, or overshadow it, etc. On the 
contrary, just as socialism cannot be victorious unless it intro-
duces complete democracy, so the proletariat will be unable 
to prepare for victory over the bourgeoisie unless it wages a 
many-sided, consistent and revolutionary struggle for de-
mocracy.” (6) 
The effective exercise of the right to separation is one of the 
democratic demands which today combine most directly 
with transitional demands. For the proletariat in Spain today, 
defending the full and effective exercise of the right to sepa-
ration means taking up the struggle for democracy in a field 
where it has been systematically and violently flouted. But 
simultaneously, for that very reason, it also means attacking 
one of the foundations of the bourgeois State, in the specific 
form in which it was constituted historically; namely, as the 
centralising, ultra-bureaucratic Castilian State which re-
presses the non-Castilian nationalities, relying for support on 
the Catholic Church, the army, the big landowners and the 
big monopolistic banks, and adopting in turn the form of the 
conservative and clerical monarchy, the military dictatorship 
and the fascist dictatorship.  
In 1931, Trotsky defended point by point the Leninist posi-
tion on this question.  
[Here the OCIE document quotes a long passage from Trot-
sky’s letter dated 28 May 1931 to Andreu Nin, which we re-
produced above – The Editors of The Internationale] 
Today, it is at least as important as in 1931 to defend this 
position, because, far from damping down the national ques-
tion, forty years of fascism have, on the contrary, stirred it 
up. 
In 1914, addressing the discussion of the national question in 
relation to the nationalities within the framework of the 
Tsarist Empire, Lenin recalled that: “The categorical require-
ment of Marxist theory in investigating any social question is 
that it be examined within definite historical limits, and, if it 
refers to a particular country (e.g. the national programme 
for a given country), that account be taken of the specific fea-
tures distinguishing that country from others in the same his-
torical epoch.” (7) 
In Spain today, the national question cannot be understood 
independently of the fanatical national oppression to which 
the Francoist regime has subjected the Catalan, Basque, Ga-
lician and Valencian nationalities. It must be addressed from 
the fundamental viewpoint of the role which this question 
can play in the destruction of the Francoist institutions, the 

dismantling of the bourgeois State and the regroupment of 
the petty-bourgeois oppressed masses of the town and 
countryside behind the proletariat.  
The national question arose in Spain long before Francoism, 
around 1880 in Catalonia and in the 1920s in the Basque 
Country and Galicia. The place occupied by Spain at the cen-
tre of a vast colonial empire in the epoch of merchant capi-
talism; the place occupied by the ruling classes of Spain from 
the Treaty of Vienna and the Holy Alliance (8) up to the Fran-
coist regime within the international forces of counter-revo-
lution in Europe; the integration of the Spanish bourgeoisie, 
notably its Basque and Catalan sectors, into international fi-
nance capital – all this turned the Spanish bourgeoisie into 
an imperialist bourgeoisie, a component part of imperialist 
world rule, albeit as a third-rate or fourth-rate imperialist 
bourgeoisie. Due to the particular characteristics of its his-
torical formation and its internal structure, this bourgeoisie 
combined its features of an imperialist bourgeoisie with its 
inability to fulfil the bourgeois democratic tasks. This is why 
the national question, as well as the land question and the 
separation of Church and State, were posed then and are 
posed again today as democratic tasks which only the work-
ing class can guarantee to resolve, as part of the movement 
of its struggle to establish the dictatorship of the proletariat. 
The overall functioning of the fascist institutions required 
that the basic rights of the non-Castilian nationalities be 
crushed as well as the whole range of democratic rights and 
freedoms, and that the “spiritual values” associated with 
Castile be glorified. In this way, the oppression of language 
and culture emerged with a specific character, compounding 
– in areas where it was exercised – the general fascist oppres-
sion and repression. It had a scope and aspect of its own, 
leading to the accumulation of an explosive charge which to-
day is coming back to haunt the regime, and to which the 
revolutionary militant activists must succeed in giving clear 
expression at the level of slogans, by defending in the most 
complete manner the right to self-determination and to sep-
aration.  
Today, the right to propagandise in favour of separation is at 
the forefront of democratic demands in Spain. It possesses 
an entire revolutionary content, along with the right to or-
ganise, the right to assembly, the right to demonstrate, free-
dom of the press and the right to strike. It is no accident that 
Santiago Carrillo “advises patience on this question” and ex-
cludes it from the topics to be discussed with a view to a “ne-
gotiated break”, or that the platform of the Democratic Junta 
of Spain (JDE) (of which the Spanish CP is the centrepiece) 
limits itself, in point 9, to “recognition, under the unity of the 
Spanish State, of the political personality of the Catalan, 
Basque and Galician peoples and of the regional communities 
as decided by them democratically.” (Our emphasis)  
Similarly, it is no accident that the vast majority of the petty-
bourgeois Catalan, Basque and Galician political parties and 
organisations limit themselves in their programmes to calling 
for the application of the statutes of 1932 and 1936, which 
at best refer to the 1931 platforms for autonomy, and steer 
well clear of fighting for the exercise of the right to separa-
tion. 
Another fallback position consists of putting forward the slo-
gan of the Iberian Socialist United States. The Trotskyists do 
not reject this slogan. They fully accept it if two conditions 
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are respected. The first is to specify very clearly that this slo-
gan can only be championed in relation to a concrete histor-
ical situation in which Portugal has been an independent na-
tion for centuries, historically formed along with France, for 
example, which means that the slogan of the Iberian Socialist 
United States emerges from the slogan of the Socialist United 
States of Europe. The second condition is not to turn this slo-
gan into a pretext for not defending today, immediately, the 
unconditional exercise of the right to separation. 

The position of all the forces involved is perfectly explained. 
Advocating the exercise of the right to separation means 
championing one of the demands which contains the volati-
lization of the Spanish bourgeois State apparatus. This is why 
the Trotskyists give it crucial focus in their slogans for action. 

Conversely, at the same time the Trotskyists reject in the 
strongest possible terms any application of whichever na-
tional-federation principle in the organising of a revolution-
ary party under construction, as in the organising of working-
class organisations in general and of trade unions in particu-
lar (the UGT, for example, if the question needs to be asked 
some day). 

Together with Trotsky they recall and comply with the fact 
that: “The policy of Bolshevism in the national sphere had 
also another side, apparently contradictory to the first, but in 
reality supplementing it. Within the framework of the party, 
and of the workers’ organisations in general, Bolshevism in-
sisted upon a rigid centralism, implacably warring against 
every taint of nationalism which might set the workers one 
against the other or disunite them. While flatly refusing to 
the bourgeois states the right to impose compulsory citizen-
ship, or even a state language, upon a national minority, Bol-
shevism at the same time made it a verily sacred task to unite 
as closely as possible, by means of voluntary class discipline, 
the workers of different nationalities.  

Thus, it flatly rejected the national-federation principle in 
building the party. A revolutionary organisation is not the 
prototype of the future state, but merely the instrument for 
its creation. An instrument ought to be adapted to fashioning 
the product; it ought not to include the product. Thus, a cen-
tralised organisation can guarantee the success of revolu-
tionary struggle – even where the task is to destroy the cen-
tralised oppression of nationalities.” (Our emphasis) (9) (…) 

Dividing the proletariat at the level of the party organisation 
and creating a PSUC (10), a Basque CP, etc., is nothing more 
than one of the means of subordinating the working class to 
the bourgeois and petty-bourgeois parties on the national 
question as on all other questions.  

It is a practice that combines nationalist contagion in the 
workers’ ranks with subordination of the proletariat to par-
ties which try hard above all to avoid defending the free ex-
ercise of the right to separation. In accordance with the prac-
tice of Bolshevism, the Trotskyists reject this practice.  
______________________________________ 
(3) V. I. Lenin, The Socialist Revolution and the Right of Nations to 
Self-Determination (1916), Thesis 3. 
(4) V. I. Lenin, “A Letter to S. G. Shahumyan”, 23 November 1913. 
(5) V. I. Lenin, The Socialist Revolution and the Right of Nations to 
Self-Determination (1916), Thesis 2. 
(6) The Socialist Revolution and the Right of Nations to Self-Deter-
mination, Thesis 2. 

(7) V. I. Lenin, The Right of Nations to Self-Determination (1914), 
Chapter 2. 
(8) The Treaty of Vienna (1815), the Final Act of which was signed 
on 9 June 1815 (a few days before the Battle of Waterloo), redrew 
the national boundaries of Europe after the Napoleonic Wars, for 
the benefit of traditional monarchs. The Holy Alliance (also called 
the Grand Alliance) was a coalition created in September 1815 by 
the monarchist great powers of Russia, Austria and Prussia after the 
ultimate defeat of Napoleon Bonaparte, with the intention of re-
straining democracy, revolution and secularism in Europe.  
(9) Leon Trotsky, The History of the Russian Revolution (1930), Chap-
ter 39: “The Problem of Nationalities”. 
(10) PCUS: Unified Socialist Party of Catalonia, the official name of 
the Catalan Communist Party. 
 
Pierre Lambert:  
“How do we approach the question 
of the rights of the peoples, 
starting from the unity  
of the working class?” 
 
(Discussion with militant activists of the 
Spanish State, La Vérité-The Truth, October 
2007) 
 

I will start with Catalonia. In my opinion, we must orientate 
our intervention on the following line: we are against the op-
pression of the Catalan people; we are against the monarchy, 
which oppresses all the peoples of Spain, beginning with the 
Catalans.  
We say: “We are the free Catalan people and we want this 
freedom to be sanctioned by the sovereign Catalan Republic. 
We are against the monarchy, which oppresses and exploits 
all of the peoples of Spain. We are for supporting the Basque 
people, who are suffering the same ills as those we are suf-
fering, and perhaps worse. 
We are for the free Basque people, the free Castilian people, 
the free Andalusian people, etc., and we are for the Union of 
the Free Peoples of Spain, we declare ourselves in favour of 
the Catalan Republic, the Basque Republic, the Andalusian 
Republic, etc.; we are in favour of the Union of Free Republics 
of Spain. 
We repeat, we condemn the monarchy, which centralises all 
the powers for oppressing and exploiting the working peoples 
of Spain. 
We condemn the oppressive European Union to which the 
monarchy subscribes unreservedly. It is Europe, the European 
Union, which destroyed Yugoslavia, which is introducing the 
policy of the Regions, as an instrument of oppression against 
the peoples. We are for withdrawing from the European Un-
ion. We are for the Union of Free Republics of Spain within 
the framework of the Free Union of Free Peoples of Europe.”  
It is quite clear that this is just an outline for discussion, but 
one which leads us necessarily to pose the question of a Eu-
ropean conference against the European Union and against 
the governments that are the vassals of the European Union. 
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Statement by the Secretariat 
of the OCRFI 
(6 September 2017) 
 
The Catalan government has decided, with the support of its 
parliamentary majority, the Junts pel Sí [Together for Yes] co-
alition (the PDeCat and ERC) and the CUP (11), to call a refer-
endum for 1 October, and if the “yes” vote wins it will estab-
lish an “independent Catalan Republic in Europe”. 
The government had the Catalan Parliament pass a new reg-
ulation that will allow it to pass the so-called “disconnection” 
laws on a fast-track basis. 
Once it learned of this decision, the Madrid government op-
posed the holding of the referendum, ramping up the pres-
sure with the aim of forbidding it from taking place: 
– Even during the period leading up to the vote in the Cat-

alan Parliament, [Spanish Prime Minister] Rajoy had the 
Guardia Civil (12) summon some of the senior officials of 
the Generalitat [Catalan government] who were sus-
pected of organising the “disconnection”. 

– Rajoy immediately referred the new regulation to the 
Constitutional Court and declared that there would be 
no referendum on 1 October. 

In this way, the institutions of the monarchy inherited from 
Francoism are introducing measures to prevent the Catalan 
people from deciding its own future, from exercising its le-
gitimate right to self-determination. 
This violent crackdown on the legitimate rights of the Cata-
lan people is being carried out by a minority government 
that has been shaken by an upsurge in class conflicts, in par-
ticular the strike every Monday on Barcelona’s subway sys-
tem which lasted almost 18 months, and the strike by secu-
rity personnel at Barcelona Airport for an increase in staff 
numbers and wages. 
Through this referendum, an important blow can be deliv-
ered against the post-Franco institutional structure embod-
ied by the monarchy and the Rajoy government. For this 
reason, it is in the interests of the workers of the whole of 
Spain and not just Catalonia for the “yes” vote to win, as a 
first step towards dismantling the institutions of the Fran-
coist monarchy. 
The militant activists of the Fourth International uncondi-
tionally support the Catalan people’s right of self-determi-
nation. This means the Catalan people’s right to constitute 
itself as a free people, released from the chains that con-
strict and oppress it, the chains of the Francoist monarchy 
and of the European Union. 
In the current situation, the militant activists of the Fourth 
International consider that a “yes” vote to establish a Cata-
lan Republic expresses the struggle against the reactionary 
institutions derived from Francoism and represented by the 
monarchy. The militant activists of the Fourth International 
consider that a victory for the “yes” vote – whatever the in-
tentions of some of those who are issuing or supporting this 
slogan – would be a blow against the reactionary institutions 
of the Spanish State as a whole, it would open up the path 
to achieving the unity of the working class of the whole of 
Spain, and it would be an element in the building of fraternal 
unity of all the peoples of the Spanish State. For us, the 
Fourth International, this means: 

 – Breaking with the monarchy: by establishing a Catalan 
Republic that does not answer to it in any shape or form, 
break with the Francoist monarchy. 

– Breaking with the European Union: a Republic that does 
not submit to any of the compromises contained in the 
treaties that constitute the EU, which means that the 
Catalan people will not submit to the European institu-
tions or to the austerity plans for which those institu-
tions are the guarantors. 

 – Satisfaction of the workers’ demands: 
• Repeal of the labour law reforms (under the Za-

patero and Rajoy governments); 
• Repeal of the pensions reforms (under the Za-

patero and Rajoy governments); 
• Repeal of the secondary education reform 

(LOMCE) (13); 
• Repeal of the laws that allow trade unionists to 

be prosecuted for carrying out their mandate; 
• End the cuts in public funding, for the restora-

tion of staff-levels and resources in the 
healthcare and education systems; 

– Immediate release of all political prisoners, etc. 
– Nationalisation of the banks and the main indus-

tries…the only guarantee of the independence of the 
working class; 

– Leave NATO. 
A victory for the “yes” vote would be a clarion-call for the 
fraternal union of all the peoples of Spain, a clarion-call to 
put an end to the reactionary institutions inherited from 
Francoism at the level of the whole of the Spanish State, a 
step towards the Union of all the peoples of Spain in the form 
which they themselves will determine in full sovereignty. 
_________________________ 
(11) PDeCat: Catalan European Democratic Party; ERC: Republican 
Left of Catalonia; CUP: Popular Unity Candidacy. 
(12) The Guardia Civil is the paramilitary national police force of 
Spain. 
(13) LOMCE: Ley Orgánica para la Mejora de la Calidad Educativa 
[Organic law on the improvement of the quality of education], 
passed in 2013. 
 
 
Letter to the members  
of the Internationalist Socialist Workers 
Party (POSI) (Spanish State)  
and the Internationalist Communist Current 
(CCI) of the Independent Workers Party 
(POI) (France) 
 
Paris, 18 October 2017 
Dear Comrades,  
 
As far as the French proletariat is concerned, nothing that 
happens in terms of the class struggle in the Spanish State 
has ever been foreign. This is why, on behalf of the Interna-
tionalist Communist Tendency (TCI, member of the OCRFI), 
we are writing to you fraternally. 
We are contacting you less than 48 hours after two repre-
sentatives of Catalan democratic organisations were thrown 
in prison by the Francoist monarchy. Charged with “sedition” 
by a judge, they are threatened with 15 years in jail because 
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they committed the “crime” of calling on the masses to or-
ganise for themselves the 1 October referendum, which they 
did, organised in Referendum Defence Committees, impos-
ing their democratic choice – despite the police violence – by 
voting massively “yes” to the question: “Do you want Catalo-
nia to be an independent state in the form of a Republic?” On 
1 October, taking control of their own affairs, the masses de-
clared themselves clearly in favour of a Catalan Republic, 
which for us Trotskyists necessarily constitutes a first breach, 
putting on the agenda the Basque Republic, the Galician Re-
public, the Andalusian Republic, etc., towards a free union of 
free Republics of the Iberian Peninsula. 
Comrades,  
The very same day the two activists were thrown in jail, the 
following appeared in Issue No.649 of Carta Semanal, the 
weekly newsletter of POSI’s Central Committee: “It is neces-
sary to begin the fight for a political solution. A solution that 
can only start from one premise: Stop the threat to apply Ar-
ticle 155 (…) a fight which only the main organisations of the 
working class can wage (…). It is on this basis that can one 
truly talk about dialogue, i.e. political negotiation for a dem-
ocratic solution, a solution that includes a free and genuine 
referendum” (our emphasis).  
The same text was published on 18 October in the form of an 
article in Informations Ouvrières [Labour News] in France. 
A “genuine referendum”?  
In other words, the referendum on 1 October was not a “gen-
uine referendum”, so there needs to be another one? 
So what would it have taken for the editor of Carta Semanal 
to regard the 1 October referendum as being “genuine”? 
Should it have obtained the authorisation of Rajoy and King 
Felipe?  
Is this why Carta Semanal discouraged the Catalan workers 
from proclaiming the Republic, when it said: “Telling the Cat-
alan people that there is only one straight choice, between 
the current situation or a unilateral declaration of independ-
ence, only serves to isolate the people of Catalonia”? 
You know, comrades, that before and after 1 October, all of 
the forces of reaction – Rajoy, King Felipe, the European 
Commission, the PSOE leadership, Macron, etc. – came to-
gether to claim that the referendum was not legitimate, that 
it had no value whatsoever, that it was not democratic. Rajoy 
even dared to say that it “had not taken place”! 
Let us be clear: one can have different points of view on the 
separation of the Catalan people from the Spanish State, 
whether it is desirable or not.  But whatever one’s viewpoint, 
one must begin by recognising that it is up to the Catalan 
people to decide. For our part, we share Comrade Lambert’s 
viewpoint from 2007, when, in a discussion with the com-
rades from the Spanish State, he proposed formulating 
things as follows: “We are the free Catalan people and we 
want this freedom to be sanctioned by the sovereign Catalan 
Republic. We are against the monarchy, which oppresses and 
exploits all of the peoples of Spain. We are in favour of sup-
porting the Basque people, who are suffering the same ills as 
those we are suffering, and perhaps worse. We are for the 
free Basque people, the free Castilian people, the free Anda-
lusian people, etc., and we are for the Union of the Free Peo-
ples of Spain, we declare ourselves in favour of the Catalan 
Republic, the Basque Republic, the Andalusian Republic, etc.; 

we are in favour of the Union of Free Republics of Spain.” (La 
Vérité-The Truth, Issue No.60-61, October 2007).  
One can agree or disagree with this conception, it is not a 
question of principle.  
But what is a question of principle, is recognising the Catalan 
people’s right to organise the 1 October referendum and to 
express its wishes in it. 
What is a question of principle, is refusing to go along with 
Rajoy, the King and all those who dare to say that “the 1 Oc-
tober referendum is not legitimate”.  
The editor of Carta Semanal writes that the responsibility for 
a political solution falls to “the main organisations of the 
working class”. Of course, it should fall to them. But can one 
remain silent at the fact that the leaderships of those main 
organisations, from PSOE to Podemos and United Left, via 
the leaderships of the UGT and CCOO trade union confeder-
ations, are today all refusing to acknowledge the basic fact 
that the Catalan people expressed its view on 1 October and 
wants a Republic right now? 
Can one act as if UGT General Secretary Pepe Àlvarez had not 
stated – as reported in the newspaper Ara (5 October) under 
the headline “UGT condemns the protests against the Span-
ish police” – that the police violence on 1 October was “not 
the doing of the Civil Guard or the national police, but of 
those who give the orders”, and had not condemned “all in-
timidation directed at [police] officers” in Barcelona, describ-
ing as “truly shameful” the gatherings of citizens in front of 
police stations to protest against the police violence?! 
When one joins forces with those who – from Rajoy to the 
PSOE leadership, via King Felipe and the European Commis-
sion – deny the existence of the 1 October referendum and 
the mandate given by the Catalan people; 
When one claims to see “condemnation of the police vio-
lence” when, on the contrary, there is a shameful cover-up 
of the repression perpetrated by the monarchy’s security 
forces against the masses’ wish to vote in favour of a Repub-
lic in the referendum; 
When one does this while the counter-revolutionary appa-
ratuses in Europe and around the world all join together to 
isolate the Catalan people and workers and to leave them 
open to the further repression that is being prepared… 
When one reaches this point, it no longer comes down to le-
gitimate political disagreements between militant activists 
identifying with the Fourth International, it amounts to turn-
ing one’s back on everything that the Fourth International 
and the Trotskyists have fought for in the Spanish State for 
decades. 
Members of the POSI, you know that what was said in the 16 
October edition of Carta Semanal is the opposite of what you 
joined the ranks of the Fourth International for. It is the op-
posite of what the POSI was saying just a few months ago! 
It is counter to the principles affirmed by the Fourth Interna-
tional Organisation of the Spanish State (OCIE), which 40 
years ago emphasised “the revolutionary scope of the slogan 
of the Catalan, Basque, Galician and Valencian peoples’ right 
to political separation”. 
To deny the 1 October referendum imposed through the self-
organisation of the masses, and its result, is to throw into the 
trash what Trotsky wrote to Andreu Nin in 1931: “The slogan 
of national self-determination has acquired exceptional sig-
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nificance in Spain today. However, this slogan too stands to-
day upon a democratic plane. What we are concerned with, 
it is understood, is not to call upon the Catalonians and the 
Basques to separate from Spain, but to fight for granting 
them such a possibility should they themselves want it.” 
And Trotsky added: “But, how is it to be determined whether 
or not they want it? Very simply: through universal, equal, di-
rect and secret vote of the districts concerned. There is no 
other method at present.”  
Is this not exactly what happened on 1 October? Yes, this is 
what happened, and it happened because the masses im-
posed it! 
And yet the editor of Carta Semanal dares to state today that 
the vote in the 1 October referendum was not organised 
“through universal, equal, direct and secret vote”, because 
there supposedly needs to be another, “genuine referen-
dum”! Let us ask the question once again: should it have 
been approved by Rajoy and the monarchy’s Constitutional 
Court? 
Members of the POSI, we are convinced that you will not 
agree to the very foundations of your organisation being put 
into question, when it was formed as part of the uncompro-
mising struggle for the peoples’ right to self-determination 
and against the Francoist monarchy. 
We are also addressing the members of the CCI.  
On the very same day when the said issue of Carta Semanal 
was published, a “statement by the National Bureau of the 
Independent Workers Party (POI)” was issued in France. 
A one-page statement…in which the only indirect reference 
to the events in Catalonia amounted to this sentence: “Mac-
ron is at his lowest point in the opinion polls, the rich man’s 
President, without a political power-base, just like several 
governments of European countries, like in Germany or in 
Spain, where the monarchist government inherited from 
Francoism is in great difficulty.” 
A sentence from which the words “Catalonia”, “Catalan peo-
ple”, “referendum”, “Catalan Republic”, “independence” 
and “repression” are missing! 
Comrades of the CCI, you know that your leaders’ deafening 
silence over Catalonia is matched by their silence, for weeks 
now, over the shameful statements by Jean-Luc Mélenchon 
regarding Catalonia.  
Not one word, not one line in Informations Ouvrières, in the 
POI’s statements, or even in the political notes by the Politi-
cal Committee to condemn the shameful statements that 
Mélenchon has been making for three weeks against the Cat-
alan people’s right to self-determination! 
On 1 October, when the Catalan people were voting for a Re-
public, Mélenchon proposed to resolve the issue within the 
framework of a “permanent conference on borders in Eu-
rope” and added:  
“There is a common framework from the Mediterranean to 
the Urals: the OSCE”, the Organization for Security and Co-
operation in Europe, the institution for imperialist interfer-
ence, if you please! 

On 3 October, in the National Assembly, Mélenchon regret-
ted that “the monarchy seems incapable of assuming the uni-
fying function which Francoism had entrusted to it”! Not one 
word from the leaders of the CCI regarding this shameful 
statement, when everybody knows that Francoism “unified” 
the peoples of Spain for 40 years by putting them under its 
jackboot, in its fascist jails and in front of its firing squads! 
On 10 October, in the National Assembly, Mélenchon regret-
ted that “nations are becoming empty shells in which those 
who benefit the most no longer want to take responsibility 
for those who benefit less, and that gives you a widespread 
regional independentism espoused by the most privileged in 
the face of the less privileged. (…) we have Catalonia before 
us.” In short, supposedly the Catalans are “haves” who want 
to leave Spain so as not to pay for the “have nots”! 
In the 18 October issue of Informations Ouvrières, there is a 
report on a meeting attended by one of France Unbowed’s 
main spokespersons… and nowhere does it ever question 
Mélenchon’s statements against the Catalan people’s right 
to decide! 
Comrades of the CCI, when your leaders made the POI enter 
“the political space of France Unbowed”, did they tell you 
that taking this step meant rallying politically around the (es-
pecially reactionary) positions of Mélenchon as he denies the 
Catalan people the right to decide its own future? 
Comrades of the CCI, comrades of the POSI: we and you cer-
tainly have different assessments of the causes of the crisis 
and split of the Fourth International in June 2015.  
But beyond those disagreements, is not the only form of lan-
guage for a supporter of the Programme of the Fourth Inter-
national today in the Spanish State, the language suggested 
by Comrade Lambert in 2007 when he was discussing with 
the comrades of the Spanish State: “We are the free Catalan 
people and we want this freedom to be sanctioned by the sov-
ereign Catalan Republic. We are against the monarchy, which 
oppresses and exploits all of the peoples of Spain (…) and we 
are for the Union of the Free Peoples of Spain, we declare our-
selves in favour of the Catalan Republic, the Basque Republic, 
the Andalusian Republic, etc.; we are in favour of the Union 
of Free Republics of Spain”? 
Comrades of the POSI and the CCI,  
We are certain that, for all those who wish to remain faithful 
to the spotless flag of the Fourth International, to the princi-
pled positions defended by Lenin and Trotsky, to the posi-
tions defended against all odds together with Comrade Lam-
bert, like us, you will clearly choose your side:  
Unconditionally alongside the oppressed Catalan people 
against the Francoist monarchy and its lackeys in the senior 
levels of the labour movement leaderships. 
Unconditionally in favour of respecting the mandate ex-
pressed in the legitimate referendum on 1 October: a Catalan 
Republic, towards a free Union of Free Republics of Spain! 
Unconditionally in favour of joint action on these basic prin-
ciples. 
Fraternally.  

 


