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Editorial Notes 
 
“Long live the Republic, no to the King!”: this is the shout 
with which thousands of workers and youth greeted the 
monarch Felipe VI of Spain as he arrived to open a trade fair 
in Barcelona (Catalonia) on 25 February. This latest episode 
of the masses standing up to the Francoist monarchy is an 
expression of the power of the movement which saw the 
Catalan people shake the regime that emerged from the 
1977 Moncloa Pact (1), through its vote on 1 October 2017 
in favour of a Republic. 
“While in Europe we see the independence process in Cata-
lonia, we note that in Mexico the question of national inde-
pendence is still suspended, that the aspirations of the 1910 
Revolution for national independence have still not been 
achieved”, our Mexican comrades write, as they engage in 
preparations for the Second Session of the Binational Con-
ference (2) together with labour activists from the United 
States. “We hope the statement by the new government to 
compensate [white farmers who were expropriated in the 
early 2000s – Editor] was demagogic and an attempt to pull 
the wool over white capital eyes in trying to secure funds. 
(…) We affirm that this land belongs to the African people of 
Zimbabwe. It is a question of survival. It is a question of life 
and death for millions of Zimbabweans”, our comrades in 
Zimbabwe wrote, in an appeal headed “The Land is ours!” 
(3). 
It may seem that these three pieces of information are not 
linked, but for the militant activists of the Organising Com-
mittee for the Reconstitution of the Fourth International 
(OCRFI), they highlight the relevance today of the theory of 
permanent revolution. Forged in the fire of the revolutions 
of 1848 – when Marx and Engels referred to the “task to 
make the revolution permanent” (4) – and then the fires of 
the Russian Revolutions of 1905 and 1917, “permanent rev-
olution” means that in the imperialist epoch, as humankind 
engages on the long road towards its own emancipation, 
achieving the national democratic tasks that were not 
achieved or remained incomplete in the previous period 
falls to the working class and its revolutionary vanguard. By 
placing itself at the forefront of the struggle for the triumph 
of democracy, through its own methods the working class is 
led to complete those tasks – land for small farmers, na-
tional sovereignty, the peoples’ right to self-determination, 
and more – and in so doing it is led to confront the failing 
system of private ownership of the means of production, 
and therefore to seek to take political power into its own 
hands. Putting an end to the Francoist monarchy and the 
savage repression it has unleashed in the Spanish State 
poses the issue of confronting all of the forces that are 
forming a bloc to back it: the Rajoy government, the Euro-
pean Commission, etc., in other words all those who for 
years have been methodically planning to destroy the work-
ing class and its gains throughout the Spanish State. (5) 

Gaining national sovereignty in Mexico requires putting an 
end to the privatisation of the nationalised state oil com-
pany PEMEX and repealing free trade agreements like 
NAFTA (which have bankrupted small farmers) and every 
one of the measures through which US imperialism lays 
down its law to the Mexican nation. 
The need to win national sovereignty in Mexico requires the 
forging of an alliance with the proletariat in the United 
States against Trump’s wish to crush the working class on 
both sides of the border on which he wants to build his Wall 
of Shame. 
In Zimbabwe, as in every country in that region, beginning 
with neighbouring Azania/South Africa, guaranteeing the 
right of the Black masses to the land of which they had been 
expropriated by white colonial rule requires putting into 
question the agreements reached under the aegis of the big 
imperialist powers, which guarantee ownership to the white 
farmers; whether this relates to the Lancaster House Agree-
ment in Zimbabwe (1979) or the Kempton Park Agreements 
in Azania/South Africa (1994). 
These questions are of burning relevance on every conti-
nent, which is why in this issue of our review we are pub-
lishing an article by comrade François Forgue focusing on 
“World unity of the class struggle and the permanent revo-
lution”. 
Today, in early March 2018, the working class on every con-
tinent is facing more than ever the devastating conse-
quences of the survival of the system of private ownership 
of the means of production. Foremost among these is its 
most brutal form: imperialist wars and military interven-
tions and occupations which continue to spread. 
The Manifesto adopted by the Second International Confer-
ence of the OCRFI emphasised that “the spread of wars that 
threaten the survival of humankind has not come out of no-
where: it is the product of the dead-end reached by the capi-
talist 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 guar-
antees of the working 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. (…) At that price, the 
capitalist class has managed in ten years to re-establish – 
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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.” 
At a time when all the ingredients for a new stock market 
crisis are coming together, the spread of imperialist wars is 
producing new developments: the murderous offensive di-
rected against the Kurdish-majority regions in northern 
Syria by the Erdogan regime in Turkey (which has unleashed 
a wave of repression within its own borders); the war of ex-
termination being waged by the Saudi monarchy in Yemen 
(allowing the arms industry, especially US and French com-
panies, to achieve huge profits); the endless war against the 
Palestinian people, newly encouraged by Trump’s provoca-
tions; the military escalation against Iran; or the provoca-
tions directed against Korea. 
As one of our correspondents from Korea put it: “At the 
opening of the [2018 Winter] Olympics, an official delega-
tion from North Korea participated in the opening cere-
mony. It was the first time in 15 years that representatives 
of the two governments met. That is significant for the Ko-
rean people, who have never given up their hope for a reuni-
fication of the country. Yet very few are optimistic about the 
future of relations between the two countries once the 
Olympics are over, given the United States’ pressure on the 
peninsula. We labour activists perfectly understand that the 
real objective of US policy is not only the “denuculearisa-
tion” of North Korea; the “fire and fury” promised by Trump 
is also aimed at pressuring China.” (6) 
In such a situation, how can we not share the refusal ex-
pressed by the youth of Turkey, who despite the repression 
affirm: “The wars in Syria and Iraq and the threats against 
Iran only serve the interests of the capitalist exploiters, par-
ticularly of French, British and US imperialisms. In 2013, the 
defence budget amounted to US$23 billion. That 23 billion 
has been used to oppress the peoples, when it could have 
been used for society (hospitals, schools, etc.). (…) The gov-
ernment claims that education is free. Alas, this is not the 
case. These wars are not our wars! Down with war! Down 
with exploitation! For genuinely free education: not student 
loans, but full scholarships! A real diploma for a real job 
with a real wage!” 
But as it carries out its resistance to wars of decomposition, 
as it wages its class struggle against exploitation and the 
plans of the capitalists and their governments, as it wages 
its struggle for democracy, the working class is first and 
foremost facing the obstacles raised by the apparatuses 
that lead the labour movement. 
These include the leaders of the Social Democratic Party of 
Germany (SPD) who, going against the majority of their own 
party, have doggedly pursued a “Grand Coalition” agree-
ment with Merkel (see the article by our German comrades 
in this issue) (7). They include those at the highest levels of 
the political and trade union apparatuses in France, who 
want to give the Macron government a free hand (8). 
They also include the support given by the Communist 
Party, by the leadership of the COSATU trade union confed-
eration, but also by supporters of the revisionist centre, to 
the nomination of Cyril Ramaphosa as President of the Re-
public of South Africa. Ramaphosa, the “Butcher of Mari-
kana” (9), as our Azanian comrades call him. 

As recalled in the Manifesto of the Second International 
Conference of the OCRFI, the fact is that “‘The historical cri-
sis of humankind comes down to the crisis of the revolu-
tionary leadership’: 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 
emerging from Communist Parties – and petty-bourgeois 
parties or petty-bourgeois nationalists put in power due to 
the exploited and oppressed masses’ wish to have done with 
the direct representatives of the capitalist class, are never-
theless taking charge of the programmes dictated by the 
capitalist class. (…) And where the traditional parties of the 
capitalist class are directly in power, they owe their survival 
to the direct 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 par-
ties without direct participation, as is the case in Spain.” 
And yet, “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 up-
surge of the masses of industrial workers, rural workers and 
youth as they seek to win new rights and to defend their old 
gains through struggle. The struggle of the Fourth Interna-
tional forms part of this concrete, practical movement, the 
movement of the maturing revolution.” 
 

The Internationale 
26 February 2018 

_______________________________ 
(1) By signing the Moncloa Pact in October 1977, the leaders of the Socialist 
Party and Communist Party agreed to the restoration of the monarchy, pre-
serving most of the institutions of the Franco dictatorship. Juan Carlos de 
Bourbon, father of the current King Felipe VI, had been appointed King by 
General Franco himself a little before his death. 
(2) A Second Session of the Binational Conference, bringing together hun-
dreds of working-class activists of all political tendencies from Mexico and 
the United States (with the participation of comrades from Haiti), will take 
place in Tuxla Gutierrez (Chiapas, Mexico) in March 2018. It will focus on 
fighting for unity against Trump’s Wall of Shame, for the repeal of NAFTA 
and for unity between workers on both sides of the border. 
(3) See the “Correspondence” section in this issue. 
(4) (Translator’s note –TN) K. Marx and F. Engels, Address of the Central Com-
mittee to the Communist League, London, March 1850  
(5) Hence the importance of the call to “Release all the political prisoners 
immediately!” in Catalonia, issued by labour activists from 17 European 
countries, whose next initiative was a public meeting in Paris on 1 March at 
which a number of activists from the Spanish State and France spoke. 
(6) On this subject, see also in this issue the discussion that has begun be-
tween the OCRFI and the comrades of the Revolutionary Communist League 
(Revolutionary Marxist Fraction) in Japan. 
(7) An important contribution by our German comrades, at a time when a 
European Workers’ Conference is being prepared for 12 and 13 May in Paris, 
in response to an appeal by 400 labour activists of all political tendencies 
from 17 European countries. 
(8) In this situation, the Democratic Independent Workers Party (POID), 
which is being built by our comrades of the Internationalist Communist Ten-
dency (TCI), is engaged in building Unity Committees to drive Macron and 
his government from power, and in preparing a national demonstration in 
Paris on 13 May on the slogan “Macron: one year, that is enough!” 
(9) On 16 August 2012, the South African police intervened in Marikana 
against striking platinum miners. Thirty-four miners were killed by automatic 
gunfire unleashed by the police of the Tripartite Alliance coalition govern-
ment (ANC, Communist Party and COSATU). The day before, Cyril Rama-
phosa, a shareholder and board member of the Lonmin mining company, 
had called for the police to intervene...
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ANALYSIS  
 

 
World unity of the class struggle  
and the permanent revolution 
 
By François Forgue 
 
The start of 2018 has been marked by an up-
surge and a spread in imperialist military ag-
gressions, and with them the tangible threat of 
widespread war is growing. Whole peoples 
have fallen victim. The disintegration and chaos 
produced by imperialist interventions on every 
continent are growing further. At the same 
time, the attacks on the workers, their rights 
and their organisations are intensifying in 
every country. Representatives of US imperial-
ism are making threatening statements more 
often, assuring the world that the United States 
is ready for war with any power that finds itself 
in contradiction with its needs, however  
willing that power’s leaders may be to reach 
an agreement with imperialism. 

 
uring this same period, we have also seen affirma-
tion in various forms of the resistance of the workers 
and peoples, confirming what was stated in the 

Manifesto adopted in early November 2017 by the Second 
International Conference of the Organising Committee for 
the Reconstitution of the Fourth International (OCRFI):  
“The dominant feature of the situation remains the willing-
ness of the masses to fight back (…). The fact is today that, 
from the big labour strikes and demonstrations in Spain, Por-
tugal, Greece and France, to the Palestinian 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 demanding that it be 
given to the Black majority, embodying the struggle for the 
Black Republic; to China, where the workers, seeking to or-
ganise their independent trade unions, are defending them-
selves 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 inexora-
ble and continuous upsurge of the masses of industrial work-
ers, rural workers and youth as they seek to win new rights 
and to defend their old gains through struggle. The struggle 

of the Fourth International forms part of this concrete, prac-
tical movement, the movement of the maturing revolution.” 
(1) 
In recent weeks, other significant events have occurred, for 
example in Tunisia and Iran, without in any way marginalising 
the developments referred to in the Manifesto. On the other 
hand, the crisis that threatens the whole structure of the 
post-Franco regime established in Spain, produced by the ac-
tions of the Catalan people for the constitution of the Catalan 
republic, has continued and deepened. 
At the same time, the crisis that is tearing apart the Social 
Democratic Party of Germany (SPD) as it faces the task of 
forming a new coalition government with Merkel and her 
team constitutes a destabilising factor for the whole of the 
European Union, and is an expression of the fact that in every 
country of Europe, the struggle for working-class demands 
results in the need for a struggle against the European Union. 
 

Some recent developments  
in the international class struggle  

 
In January 2018, demonstrations – notably by the youth and 
the unemployed – took place throughout Tunisia against the 
2018 budget passed by Parliament, and in particular by rep-
resentatives of the two parties which today are co-operating 
in government, the secular party Nidda Tounes and Ennahda, 
a party of Islamist origin. The Budget Act pushes up the price 
of a whole series of basic products, including fuel oil. More-
over, it imposes a 1 per cent levy on wages to cover the def-
icit in the state’s coffers. The revolt has gradually spread to 
towns and cities throughout the country. 
Seven years ago, in 2011, Tunisia saw the start of a genuine 
workers’ revolution. Both industrial and rural workers rose 
up against the Ben Ali regime, driven to revolt by the disas-
trous consequences of that regime’s management of the 
country, as it collaborated submissively with imperialism. 
The starting-point had been the struggle under the slogans 
“Water, Bread!”.  
That struggle turned into a genuine workers’ revolution: the 
Tunisian masses drove supporters of the regime from their 
posts, seized land and posed the question of nationalisation. 
The working-class character of the movement was expressed 
clearly in the wish of the Tunisian workers to regain control 
of their historic organisation, the Tunisian General Labour 
Union (UGTT), and to use it as the axis for rebuilding the 
country. It was through the UGTT that Committees for the 
Defence of the Revolution began to be set up, an initial form 
of a political centralisation in the direction of a workers’go-
vernment.  

D 



6 The Internationale n°9 – February 2018 
 
Bourgeois Islamist parties, parties declaring their neutrality 
with regard to religion, various formations using radical lan-
guage and the remnants of the Ben Ali regime came together 
to put in place what was defined as a “democratic transi-
tion”, but which preserved the links of subordination to im-
perialism, notably the Association Agreement established in 
1998 between Tunisia and the European Union. The UGTT 
leadership gave its stamp of approval to this plan. The vari-
ous coalition governments that have governed since then 
have maintained that agreement, which today the European 
Union would like to extend to all sectors of the economy. 
Studies made on the subject of the Association Agreement 
show that although it has been profitable for the multina-
tionals, it has only had negative results for the Tunisian peo-
ple. 
– The equivalent of the wages of 60,000 teachers – 2.4 per 
cent of GDP or one-tenth of the state’s revenue – has been 
lost due to lowered customs tariffs. This fall in revenue has 
been offset by tax hikes, which have directly affected the Tu-
nisians. 
– 55 per cent of Tunisia’s industrial fabric has been lost be-
tween 1996 and 2013. 
– Unemployment has not fallen; it has exploded for young 
graduates. The Tunisian economy is in fact specialised in low 
value-added activities. 
– Economic growth has not exceeded a 5 per cent ceiling. 
– The Free Trade Area established under the Association 
Agreement has not had a significant impact on exports to the 
EU, but has significantly increased imports. The trade bal-
ance has greatly deteriorated. 
– Foreign investment is concentrated in coastal areas, wors-
ening territorial inequalities under an offshore system that 
allows profits to be repatriated to Europe. 
The maintaining of the Association Agreement, an acute ex-
pression of the subordination of the Tunisian economy to the 
needs of world imperialism, is feeding the wish of the Tuni-
sian workers to practically revive the revolution begun in 
2011. Their struggle is properly directed against imperialist 
domination, but calling that domination into question in-
volves taking action against the institutions of the Tunisian 
bourgeoisie that were put in place to protect it. 
In Iran, in late December 2017, big demonstrations took 
place in several of the country’s cities. The demonstrators 
were protesting against measures which first and foremost 
affected the workers and the poorest segments of the popu-
lation: increases in the price of basic foodstuffs like eggs and 
a 50 per cent increase in the price of fuel oil, combined with 
austerity budget measures decided by the government in the 
name of the need to “attract foreign investors”. These 
demonstrations, which were also marked by a high participa-
tion by the youth, were above all working-class demonstra-
tions in their composition.  
Now, the Iranian regime has banned any organisation and 
any specific independent expression of the working class. It 
has responded with repression to a threat which, in its devel-
opment, put the regime’s very existence into question. De-
spite attempts at manipulation and interference, the people 
who took the risk of defying the police were not rallying in 
order to give any kind of support to imperialism and its pres-
sure on Iran; rather, they were rallying to defend their rights 
and their very existence.  

Today, Iran’s sovereignty and its very existence as an inde-
pendent state are being threatened by imperialism. 
The unconditional defence of that sovereignty requires the 
mobilisation of Iran’s popular masses, beginning with its 
working class, which was the driving force in the overthrow 
of the Shah’s regime in January 1979. Defending Iran against 
the current pressure and possible intervention by imperial-
ism requires the full exercise of working-class rights. 
As pointed out earlier, it has not been possible to impose any 
stability whatsoever in Catalonia. Following the repression 
unleashed by the post-Franco monarchist state after the ref-
erendum on 1 October 2017 (2), new elections to Catalonia’s 
Regional Assembly had been imposed within the framework 
of respect for the monarchist institutions.  
In conditions where several officials of the parties that had 
declared themselves for the Catalan Republic were in exile 
abroad in order to escape imprisonment or were in jail, and 
at a time when every possible propaganda means had been 
monopolised by the Spanish State, the newly elected Assem-
bly included a majority of representatives in favour of the 
Catalan Republic, deepening further the crisis of all the insti-
tutions and demonstrating that it is not possible to legislate 
out of existence the Catalan people’s wish to decide its own 
fate, irrevocably linked to the needs of the working class of 
the whole of Spain to put an end to the anti-democratic in-
stitutions inherited from the Francoist dictatorship. 
Thus, at the heart of Europe, within the European Union it-
self, whose champions boast of its democratic virtues, the 
struggle that is underway is taking place first of all on the bat-
tlefield of the most basic democratic rights. 
At the same time, in countries like Tunisia and Iran that are 
victims of imperialist oppression and interference, it is the 
emergence of the worker and peasant masses onto the po-
litical stage that is being imposed as an essential immediate 
factor of the political situation, inseparable from the struggle 
against imperialism and for democratic rights, of which inde-
pendence from imperialism is an essential component part. 
This does not mean in any way that the situation in the im-
perialist states is identical to that which exists in the coun-
tries that are suffering from their domination. But it does 
mean that imperialism, including in countries where the 
bourgeois revolution had eliminated the feudal institutions 
and where parliamentary democracy has reigned for a long 
time, is today forced – as a condition for its struggle against 
the working class – to attack the most elementary of rights.  
It also means that in countries subjected to the imperialist 
yoke or threatened at any moment with military intervention 
by imperialism, the existence of a capitalist system – i.e. 
based on private ownership of the means of production and 
on exploitation of the producer class – means that as far as 
the local ruling class is concerned, the “main enemy” is the 
working class, not imperialism. In other words, it is a ques-
tion of the world unity of the class struggle, i.e. a question of 
a determining fact for the political and social struggles that 
flow from the existence of a world market and of capitalist 
exploitation which – whatever form it may take – is a world 
reality; but it is also a question of the fact that, faced with 
this reality, the class struggle, the struggle of the working 
class in each and every country in the world, is a common 
struggle marked by the same fundamental characteristics 
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(resistance to exploitation, whatever the apparent differ-
ences). This struggle poses the same practical question, even 
though the paths for achieving it may be different: the ques-
tion of overthrowing the bourgeois state and abolishing pri-
vate ownership of the means of production. 
 

The relevance today  
of the permanent revolution 

 
The system of capitalist exploitation based on private own-
ership of the means of production has unified the planet un-
der its yoke (by means of the world market, the basis of the 
world unity of the class struggle), but it has done so by en-
trenching inequalities between the nations, by setting one 
nation against the other, by dividing the world between a 
majority of oppressed countries and a few big imperialist 
powers (see Lenin’s Imperialism, the Highest Stage of Capi-
talism). 
In Imperialism and the Split in Socialism, a document written 
by Lenin in October 1916, in which he summarised the polit-
ical conclusions that flowed from his analysis of imperialism, 
he referred to “the tendency of the bourgeoisie and the op-
portunists to convert a handful of very rich and privileged na-
tions into “eternal” parasites on the body of the rest of man-
kind, to “rest on the laurels” of the exploitation of Negroes, 
Indians, etc., keeping them in subjection with the aid of the 
excellent weapons of extermination provided by modern mil-
itarism.” To this tendency, Lenin counterposed one which 
fed on the aspirations of the masses, “who are more op-
pressed than before and who bear the whole brunt of impe-
rialist wars, to cast off this yoke and to overthrow the bour-
geoisie.” 
Do we need to modify this assessment today? Of course, over 
the course of the world revolutionary wave that marked the 
final period of the Second World War, there were emancipa-
tion movements and revolutionary wars which broke up the 
old imperialist empires – first in Asia, then extending into the 
“decolonisation” of Africa, with the revolutionary war in Al-
geria, etc. But everywhere where states born out of political 
independence were built on the basis of maintaining capital-
ist relations, political independence meant neither a break 
with imperialist domination nor the accomplishment of the 
democratic tasks linked with national independence. 
The important role which this or that state could play – in-
cluding regional supremacy – did not put this reality into 
question, nor did it transform any of those countries into 
“new imperialisms”. Similarly, the reactionary character of 
this or that regime at the national level did not and does not 
change the “oppressed country” character of those nations. 
For example, as we considered earlier in relation to the re-
cent developments in Iran, as far as a revolutionary organi-
sation is concerned, all the reactionary characteristics of the 
mullahs’ regime in Iran do not constitute a reason for refus-
ing to unconditionally defend Iran’s sovereignty and national 
independence against an attack or imperialist threats. The 
same attitude cannot justify accepting or covering for the at-
tacks against democracy and labour rights carried out by the 
Iranian regime. Whatever forms it may take, imperialism’s 
brutal domination has not been abolished – it has grown. 
The constant struggle – in which the organisations of the 
Fourth International have always been in the vanguard – of 

the workers and peoples against the debt, against “structural 
reforms”, against the acts of military aggression and the 
coups d’état fomented by imperialism, is an expression of re-
sistance to that domination. To take examples just from re-
cent years: the situation imposed on the Palestinian people; 
the rise in the number of wars of destruction directed against 
Iraq, Afghanistan, Somalia and Libya; the dismemberment of 
Syria that is currently underway; the tragic fate of Yemen; the 
military interventions in Mali; the continuation of wars to 
break up several other states in Africa; NATO’s surge in east-
ern Europe, feeding the conflicts in Ukraine; the threats of a 
destructive conflict with North Korea, part of imperialism’s 
policy regarding China; the destabilising manoeuvres in Ven-
ezuela; the blows delivered against democracy in Brazil – all 
this illustrates the worsening of imperialist domination. 
Let us repeat, this is a world process resulting from the dead-
end in which the system of capitalist exploitation as such 
finds itself. It is therefore also finding expression in the “ad-
vanced” capitalist countries, in the imperialist states, 
through a widespread offensive against the whole range of 
gains established historically by the working class through its 
struggle, and against some of the legal provisions resulting 
from past struggles of the working class that impede unfet-
tered exploitation, against its rights and its organisations. 
As a result, political action to help the working class in its 
emancipatory struggle cannot avoid being international. This 
is why, in the preparatory notes for the for the OCRFI’s Inter-
national Conference (published in Issue No.6 of The Interna-
tionale, May 2017), special focus was placed on the Mumbai 
Conference as an affirmation of the continuity of the “the 
fight to help towards rebuilding the labour movement on a 
new axis”, emphasising that “the strength of the Mumbai 
Conference lies in the fact that it was indeed a world confer-
ence where specific aspects of the class struggle in the coun-
tries oppressed by imperialism and the processes of the class 
struggle in the imperialist countries were interwoven”, and 
drawing this political conclusion: “The world unity of the class 
struggle is not a slogan, but a fact.” 
The theory of permanent revolution (3) indeed flows from 
the observation that “the world unity of the class struggle is 
not a slogan, but a fact” and that at the same time the strug-
gle of the working class is facing the challenge of distinct spe-
cific tasks in the imperialist countries and in countries domi-
nated by imperialism. 
In today’s conditions – which are especially contradictory, 
convulsive and prone to rapid turns of events – the fight for 
the reconstitution of the Fourth International requires us to 
re-examine the world unity of the class struggle, and there-
fore the theory of permanent revolution, in relation to cur-
rent developments.  
Not in order to stipulate that the current developments 
should conform to a “theory” elaborated outside of their 
context, but, on the contrary, because the theory of perma-
nent revolution is the general expression of the class struggle 
at the world level and of its unity, and because it reproduces 
the concrete dynamic of the march towards the world prole-
tarian revolution.  
This is why, even though it found its developed form in rela-
tion to the imperialist epoch and by integrating the lessons 
of the victorious proletarian revolution of October 1917, the 
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theory of permanent revolution forms part of the very con-
stitution of Marxism. When Marx, in the light of the Euro-
pean revolutions of 1848, spoke of “the task to make the rev-
olution permanent” (4), he did so to emphasise the fact that, 
for the Communists, every one of the democratic and social 
demands for which they fought in those revolutions ulti-
mately led to posing the question of the overthrow of the 
bourgeoisie and that of a workers’ government. 
The theory of permanent revolution found its complete ex-
pression in the theses of Leon Trotsky on the permanent rev-
olution, in 1929. 
Although this theory was developed in relation to the Russian 
Revolution, and therefore to the tasks of the working class in 
a country where the bourgeois revolution had not been com-
pleted, it is not a “recipe” for the struggle of the working class 
in industrially backward countries that are subject to imperi-
alist domination; it applies equally to the class struggle in the 
imperialist countries, precisely because it expresses the 
world unity of the class struggle. (5) 
The “handful of “Great” Powers” about which Lenin wrote in 
October 1916 themselves underwent a sorting into a hierar-
chy over the course of the century that followed the Russian 
Revolution. Even the most powerful historically established 
imperialisms (Britain, Germany, France) had to accept the 
pre-eminence of the interests of US imperialism, in order to 
protect their very existence. In order to strengthen the pro-
cess of common defence of the imperialist order, they con-
structed supranational institutions like the European Union. 
The EU’s activities, especially in recent years – the relentless 
attacks on the people and workers of Greece, the endless cri-
sis in Britain opened by Brexit – indicate the degree to which 
putting the institutions of the European Union into question 
threatens the stability of rule by each bourgeoisie. 
The consequences of maintaining world imperialist domina-
tion also include a reappearance and deepening of the na-
tional question, both in the relations between imperialist 
states and inside those states. Within the struggle of the 
working class to defend its class interests, they place on the 
agenda all of the issues of political democracy. The situation 
in France following Macron’s election is a striking illustration 
of this, just like – in another form, as we indicated earlier – 
the explosion of the national questions in Spain. 
 

The anti-imperialist united front  
 
Marxist analysis establishes a clear distinction between an 
imperialist state and a nation dominated by imperialism – 
which also applies to politically independent bourgeois 
states which nevertheless remain subject to the imperialist 
order. This difference is essential to the activity of the revo-
lutionaries, both in the imperialist centres and in industrially 
backward countries. In particular, it is embodied in the posi-
tion of the revolutionaries faced with a conflict between im-
perialism and a dominated country, whatever government is 
in place in the latter. “The emancipation of the workers will 
be the task of the workers themselves” is not an abstract for-
mula: only organised action by the exploited and the op-
pressed can radically challenge the existing order of things. 
This is true for emancipation in relation to imperialism. As 
proved once again by the most recent events referred to in 
this article, it is by mobilising for their social demands that 

the urban and rural workers engage in the struggle to break 
with imperialism. 
The question of unity in the masses’ action in struggle, open-
ing up the path to establishing a government of the working 
class, is the basis of action for the workers’ united front. In 
the case of countries subject to imperialist domination, this 
question is posed as the issue of unity around the working 
class and the peasantry and all of the oppressed, as the issue 
of unity against imperialism, whose domination is key to 
maintaining the relations of capitalist exploitation in coun-
tries of this type. This reality forms the basis for the slogan of 
the anti-imperialist united front put forward by the Com-
munist International and its Second Congress. 
The anti-imperialist united front is a tool for the mobilisation 
of the masses, including petty-bourgeois nationalist for-
mations or even formations linked to the national bourgeoi-
sie, provided that these formations struggle effectively 
against imperialist domination. These formations rally broad 
sectors – sometimes the majority of the exploited masses – 
under the flag of anti-imperialism, including sectors and 
sometimes the majority of the working class, and it is pre-
cisely a question of disengaging the working class from the 
political dominance of bourgeois or petty-bourgeois nation-
alist currents. As explained by the founding programme of 
the Fourth International, the anti-imperialist united front 
therefore aims to “set the workers against the “national” 
bourgeoisie”. 
The goal of the political vanguard of the proletariat within 
the anti-imperialist united front is to ensure the hegemony 
of the proletariat in its struggle for democratic national de-
mands, which can only be fully achieved if the working class 
establishes its own government. The founding programme of 
the Fourth International summarised the issue in these 
terms: “On the basis of the revolutionary democratic pro-
gramme, it is necessary to set the workers against the “na-
tional” bourgeoisie.”  
It was fully in line with the Transitional Programme that the 
report on the reproclamation of the Fourth International 
(1993) re-examined this issue in its Section 5, headed “United 
front, anti-imperialist united front, workers’ and peasants’ 
government”, in which it recalled that “the question of the 
struggle for the anti-imperialist united front, and for the 
workers’ and peasants’ government which is its culmination, 
falls within the province of the transitional method, and as 
such forms part of the world revolution – which is a chaotic 
process, with profound advances and retreats, a process that 
cannot develop in a straight line and one that covers a whole 
historic period.” (6). 
This is why, at any given moment, in the documents of our 
current – just like in the documents of the Communist Inter-
national, the Left Opposition and the Fourth International – 
there is not the slightest ambiguity regarding the fact that 
the anti-imperialist united front, whatever its specific name 
or form, could constitute subordination to the national bour-
geoisie or to the bourgeois nationalist leaderships and the 
governments which those forces lead. Nor that anti-imperi-
alist united front could constitute acceptance – even tempo-
rary – of the limits which those forces and those govern-
ments want to set by putting the demands of the working 
class “on hold” or relegating them to a secondary level. 
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This distinction between imperialist states and countries 
dominated by imperialism is an essential expression of the 
unity of the world class struggle.  
It does not challenge – quite the opposite – the fact that eve-
rywhere, in the most “belated” country in terms of industrial 
development and the most oppressed, just like in the most 
industrially advanced country whose bourgeoisie plays a 
dominant role internationally, the goal of the working class 
is to establish its own government, which in all circumstances 
requires its political independence from the bourgeoisie and 
the bourgeois state, in order to achieve different tasks in ei-
ther case.  
In the case of backward countries, those tasks include first 
and foremost independence from imperialism, full sover-
eignty and full national unity, tasks which in the case of big 
capitalist powers have been achieved by the bourgeois revo-
lution. This difference between the tasks which the proletar-
ian revolution must achieve does not make any difference to 
the fact that only the seizure of power by the working class 
can achieve them fully. It also does not change the character 
of the bourgeoisies of those countries. 
In the case of industrially developed countries and imperial-
ist states, the working class has no supposedly “national” in-
terest whatsoever in supporting its imperialism; the struggle 
it wages against its own imperialism includes defending 
every democratic demand, even the most minimal of these, 
because every one of them has become an obstacle to pur-
suing exploitation in the conditions of the current decay of 
the imperialist order. 
This is why demands linked to political democracy are ele-
ments of struggle for the proletarian revolution in the indus-
trially developed countries. 
Trotsky emphasised in The Third International After Lenin 
that “politics, considered as a mass historical force, always 
lags behind economics”, but the rate at which this time-lag 
occurs is not set in stone. Regarding the current historic 
phase, the consequences of the economic, monetary and fi-
nancial crisis of 2007-8 were translated very quickly into the 
full range of expression of the class struggle.  
This happened in conditions where the question of the revo-
lutionary leadership of the proletariat, the question of the 
gap between the subjective conditions and the objective 
conditions, was posed particularly acutely and in a way that 
was made complex in certain unexpected aspects due to the 
consequences for the labour movement of the collapse of 
the USSR, the historic result of the counter-revolutionary 
role played by the Stalinist bureaucracy. 
As was recalled at the start of this article, we have entered a 
phase in which – both internationally and in each country – 
the struggle between the two basic classes is raging and con-
stitutes the axis of every economic, political and social devel-
opment; this at a time when the pursuit of the extraction of 
surplus-value and the realisation of profit involve increas-
ingly directly, as a vital necessity for preserving the system of 
capitalist exploitation, a general attack on every one of the 
gains of the working class and on the independence or the 
existence of its organisations, which everywhere is leading to 
political democracy, national rights and the most basic of 
freedoms being put into question. 
 

Those who reject the world unity  
of the class struggle 

 

In the founding programme of the Fourth International, just 
as throughout the fight for the reconstruction of the Fourth 
International and the activities of the Fourth International re-
proclaimed in 1993, there has always been a refusal to sepa-
rate one sector from another. This was especially a key 
thread running through the whole course of the fight against 
Pabloism, for the reconstruction of the Fourth International, 
the fight against the ideology of “dividing the world into three 
sectors”. (7) 
The liquidationist fraction which provoked the split in 2015 
held an international meeting in February 2016, which it 
fraudulently named “Ninth World Congress” (8).  
The report of that meeting clearly establishes the revisionist 
character of the positions taken by that fraction. It is not 
simply a symbolic detail that it was organised around two 
separate reports on the strategy of building the revolution-
ary party. The axis of the first report, devoted to activities in 
the imperialist countries, was a denunciation of the fraction 
of the British labour movement that was mobilising in favour 
of Brexit.  
In the second report, the way in which the anti-imperialist 
united front was presented did not aim at the mobilisation of 
the masses turning – based on their experience in struggle – 
towards the revolutionary leadership and freeing themselves 
from the bourgeois and petty-bourgeois leaderships; on the 
contrary, it aimed at justifying all of the accommodations 
with the national bourgeoisies and their governments (not 
facing up to imperialism, but in their actions as defenders of 
the bourgeois order and exploitation).  
In fact, it amounted – in forms corresponding to today’s con-
ditions – to a repeat of the position which Trotsky con-
demned in relation to the Chinese Revolution and the policy 
imposed at that time on the Chinese Communist Party by the 
Stalinist leadership of the Communist International, namely 
subordination to the bourgeois leadership of the Kuomin-
tang. In The Third International After Lenin, Trotsky pointed 
out: “To present matters as if there must inevitably flow from 
the fact of colonial oppression the revolutionary character of 
a national bourgeoisie is to reproduce inside out the funda-
mental error of Menshevism, which held that the revolution-
ary nature of the Russian bourgeoisie must flow from the op-
pression of feudalism and the autocracy.” (9) 
Using the pretext of the “anti-imperialist struggle” to aban-
don the specific definition of the state as a bourgeois state, 
i.e. as a state that defends the relations of capitalist exploi-
tation, and the specific characterisation of the national bour-
geoisie as an exploiting class, leads to both the abandoning 
of an independent politics guided by the interests of the 
working class (which for Marxists is the only force capable of 
defending national sovereignty against imperialism) and suc-
cessive support for different fractions of the state apparatus. 
Let us repeat: in order for the anti-imperialist struggle to be 
effective, it requires a workers’ party. Such a party is not “a 
party of the whole people”, even if it defends – based on the 
demands of the urban and rural workers – democracy and 
popular sovereignty, therefore the independence and unity 
of the nation oppressed by imperialism.  
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Even in an oppressed country, the state apparatus is not 
“neutral”, it does not rise above social class. The capitalists 
of that country exploit the workers – even if a large part of 
the product of that exploitation goes to imperialism – and 
this is true irrespective of the degree of corruption, whether 
or not the bosses pay taxes, etc. Re-establishing these basic 
truths is indispensable for implementing an anti-imperialist 
united front policy. 
 

An example: South Africa 
 
Let us take the example of South Africa and the policy imple-
mented by Lybon Mabasa, the revisionist centre’s repre-
sentative in that country. Today, as a consequence of the ac-
tivities of the Black working class and the savage repression 
unleashed against it by the ANC government (the massacre 
of the Marikana miners after current ANC President Cyril 
Ramaphosa called for repression), South Africa is undergoing 
a crisis that is affecting the very foundations of the system 
introduced in 1994. This crisis is expressed in the bankruptcy 
of the Zuma government in the face of the upsurge in activity 
by the Black working class, which found particular expression 
in the constitution of SAFTU, a new trade union federation 
(the leaders of which include the former General Secretary 
of COSATU), the disarray inside the leading apparatus of the 
South African CP and the open divisions in the leading layer 
of the ANC. An especially favourable window of opportunity 
for developing the fight for an independent workers’ party, 
for forming the political representation of the working class 
and all urban and rural workers, rallied together under the 
flag of the Black Republic. In other words, for organising the 
workers around slogans leading to a workers’ government: 
the slogans of democracy and national sovereignty, concen-
trated in the demand for a Constituent Assembly; the slogan 
of land reform, i.e. the return of the lands monopolised by 
the white minority to the Azanian peasantry; the slogan of 
abolishing all the privileges inherited from apartheid and 
maintained since 1994; the slogan of nationalising the coun-
try’s main sources of wealth (notably the mines), and as a 
consequence calling into question the very basis of apartheid 
and the regime that has prolonged that system: private own-
ership of the means of  production. 
How are Lybon Mabasa’s politics being expressed today? In 
order to give the readers of Informations Ouvrières [Labour 
News] the illusion of the existence of an independent policy 
and organisation in Azania/South Africa, the newspaper pub-
lished an article in which Lybon Mabasa was presented as the 
“President of the Socialist Party of Azania (SOPA)” (10). The 
article was devoted to an important event: the ANC’s Confer-
ence of 16-17 December 2017, which elected Cyril Rama-
phosa as its new President. This event was reported on by a 
correspondent in Azania in Issue No.120 (3 January 2018) of 
La Tribune des Travailleurs [Workers’ Tribune], in an article 
entitled “Who is Cyril Ramaphosa?”. 
As far as Lybon Mabasa is concerned: “The ANC’s Conference 
has taken place. Decisions were taken during the Congress, 
some of them very important. They include the expropriation 
of land without compensation, and the adoption of a position 
that calls the Central Bank (CB) into question, which states 
that the CB does not belong to the people and therefore it 
cannot be regarded as one of our institutions as long as it has 

not been returned to the people. And the Conference was per-
fectly clear in expressing its wish to tackle the question of cor-
ruption.” (11) 
Yes, he is indeed talking about the ANC, the party that has 
been in power for the last 24 years, within the framework of 
the agreements reached by its leadership in 1994 with the 
representative of the racist apartheid regime that was on its 
last legs, agreements which guaranteed to the white minor-
ity the retention of all its privileges. Twenty-four years in 
power, during which the ANC (together with its allies in gov-
ernment, the Communist Party and the COSATU trade union 
confederation) kept the Black majority in poverty, continued 
to service the public debt which the racist regime had in-
curred, bloodily repressed the striking Black miners at Mari-
kana, beat Black students with batons as they demanded free 
education, and so on... Even though those statements may 
have been made during the ANC’s Conference, what cre-
dence can be given to them after 24 years of a policy that 
turned its back on the aspirations of the Black majority?  
According to Lybon Mabasa’s article, what would ultimately 
pose an obstacle to achieving those promises is supposedly 
that “in South Africa there is a problem when one wants to 
deal with corruption. The trouble is that one cannot tackle 
this problem if one is afraid of confronting the First Family: 
President Jacob Zuma, his kids, the wider members of his 
family and their associates, who include the Indian Gupta 
family, a family that came from India not so long ago.” There 
then follows a lengthy and obscure description of the rela-
tionship between the presidency of the ANC and the Presi-
dency of the Republic, which is intended to be the main ex-
planation for the non-resolution of the “corruption” issue. 
But what is “corruption”? A phenomenon in isolation? A 
moral problem? In South Africa, is not the main instance of 
corruption the one that has affected the leaderships of the 
ANC and the Communist Party for decades, starting from the 
late 1980s in the secret negotiations with the racist regime 
and the development of the 1994 Kempton Park Agree-
ments, betraying the interests of the Black majority?  
But Lybon Mabasa is talking about something else. He goes 
on: “people think that this [corruption] should have been the 
big issue that the ANC leadership would discuss. But we have 
since learned that this issue was not on the agenda. Political 
commentators have explained this fact by saying that the 
new leadership could not take action against the country’s 
President, because he is involved in all the negotiations 
around the corruption issue. The question is not clear. Or the 
balance of forces does not allow the new ANC President to 
take action against the former ANC President, who has be-
come the country’s President. In our view, roughly speaking, 
we think that quite apart from the question of tackling cor-
ruption, a roadmap was intended to be established on the 
question of land expropriations. A roadmap was intended to 
be clearly established, or should also be clearly established, 
on the way in which the ruling party will introduce free edu-
cation.” 
“In our view”, therefore, according to Lybon Mabasa’s politi-
cal group expressing itself in Informations Ouvrières, the ANC 
leadership supposedly needs a roadmap: for the new party 
President to settle accounts with Zuma, and for the ANC to 
organise the land expropriations and free education (which 
it has not done during its 24 years in power, since it explicitly 
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ruled this out in the 1994 Kempton Park Agreements, which 
are never mentioned by Lybon Mabasa).  
Lybon Mabasa concludes: “We have said that for the ruling 
party to have any support from us, it must be able to tackle 
the privileges and positions of the Whites without fear, be-
cause as long as privileges and positions continue to exist for 
the Whites, one will not be able to eradicate the disad-
vantages for the Blacks among our people. (…) But we remain 
hopeful that after 106 years [i.e. since the founding of the 
ANC – Editor], they seem to suggest or want to recognise that 
the land cannot really belong to all those who live on it, 
Whites and Blacks, and that the Black majority has been de-
prived of that land by force of arms.”  
In short, following the Conference, the ANC leadership is sup-
posedly in the process of evolving and recognising the his-
toric right to land of the Black majority, which would there-
fore lead to Lybon Mabasa’s group supporting the ruling 
party.  
This article, which takes up most of a page in Informations 
Ouvrières, therefore achieves the amazing feat of hiding 
from the reader the crucial information regarding the ANC 
Conference: the election of its new President, Cyril Rama-
phosa.  
This act of concealment is so crude that the Informations 
Ouvrières editorial team felt obliged to introduce Lybon 
Mabasa’s article with a short paragraph which says that the 
Conference “saw the former trade union leader and business-
man Cyril Ramaphosa, South Africa’s Deputy President, suc-
ceed Zuma”. “Former trade union leader and businessman”: 
what a fine way of putting it! Because as far as the Black 
masses in Azania are concerned, Ramaphosa is first and fore-
most “the Butcher of Marikana”. 
As the article in La Tribune des Travailleurs by our corre-
spondent in Azania explained, in the late 1990s Ramaphosa, 
the former founder of the National Union of Mineworkers 
(NUM), became “a millionaire, with the 21st biggest fortune 
in Africa according to Forbes magazine, owning shares both 
in McDonalds national subsidiaries and mining companies 
which superexploit the Black working class. On 15 August 
2012, when the platinum miners of Marikana working for the 
multinational company Lonmin were on strike for pay-rises 
together with their AMCU union (whilst the NUM leadership 
condemned the strike), Ramaphosa, who was a member of 
Lonmin’s Board of Directors, sent an email to the police au-
thorities asking for “concomitant action to address this situ-
ation”. The next day, the police opened fire on the strikers: 34 
miners were killed. (…) Ramaphosa’s candidacy in the race to 
the presidency of the ANC was supported both by the finan-
cial markets and by the Communist Party and COSATU. The 
former welcomed his election with a steep rise of the rand, 
the country’s currency, on the money markets. The latter, act-
ing in line with their calls during the Marikana strike, with 
calls to throw in prison the trade union representatives who 
remain faithful to the strikers. It is indeed an enemy of the 
working class and the Black majority who has just become 
the leader of the ANC.” 
But the words “Ramaphosa”, “Marikana Massacre”, “South 
African Communist Party” and “Kempton Park Agreements” 
are purely and simply absent from Lybon Mabasa’s article. A 
silence that is shared by the Informations ouvrières editorial 
team. Who needs to be provided with cover? Why?  

As we can see, the “theoretical envelope” of abandoning the 
programme of the Fourth International and the capitulation 
validated by the meeting in February 2016 has rapidly pro-
duced concrete results. Many other examples could be given, 
but they would far outstretch the limits of this article. We will 
come back to this elsewhere in this issue.  
 

A question for the whole International 
 
If we insist on the political positions developed by the revi-
sionist centre, it is because they have the advantage of 
clearly presenting – however involuntarily – the obstacles be-
ing faced by the working class in its international struggle for 
its emancipation. 
Adaptation to national bourgeoisies in fact expresses the ac-
ceptance of imperialist domination. It is not a question of a 
kind of “deviation” limited only to those countries which one 
could describe as “semi-colonial”. On the contrary, it is a 
question of abandoning the world unity of the class struggle, 
of one expression of the practical renunciation of the fight 
for the proletarian revolution. This applies as much to the im-
perialist states as to the countries that remain subjected to 
imperialist domination. In the case of the imperialist coun-
tries, this is expressed by the refusal to engage in any effec-
tive fight for democratic rights. In industrially backward cap-
italist countries that are directly or indirectly subject to im-
perialist domination, it takes the form of opposing proletar-
ian demands, which are relegated to a later stage, and the 
abandoning of any class criterion. 
In the developed capitalist countries, the question of the 
fight for democratic demands is ignored on the pretext that 
political democracy is the form in which the bourgeoisie rules 
those countries. This is a rejection of the whole teachings of 
Trotsky regarding the fact that, within the framework of 
bourgeois democracy, the activity of the working class has 
inserted elements of proletarian democracy, and that de-
fending the gains of the working class requires fighting back 
against any threat to democratic rights. 
This leads us to the fact that the central element of the poli-
tics of the organisations linked to the revisionist centre in Eu-
rope is the abandoning of any fight against the European Un-
ion. This is expressed by the abandoning of any fight to de-
fend democratic rights and the right of peoples to self-deter-
mination. 
The most flagrant example of this policy today is the attitude 
of the POSI (the organisation linked to the revisionist centre 
in Spain), as it refuses to defend the right of the Catalan peo-
ple to constitute its Republic and capitulates to the Rajoy 
government, which is organising the attacks against the Cat-
alan people and its rights – and hence against democratic 
and labour rights throughout Spain – and which only exists 
through the support given to it by the Socialist Party (PSOE) 
leadership. These questions are dealt with elsewhere in this 
issue of The Internationale. 
If it is necessary to re-examine the world unity of the class 
struggle and therefore the relevance today of the theory of 
permanent revolution, this is because these questions have 
an eminently practical character and touch upon fundamen-
tal aspects of the proletariat’s struggle for its emancipation, 
upon the relationship between democratic slogans (including 
national demands) and the struggle for power. This is why it 
is useful to recall here an extract from the report delivered 



12 The Internationale n°9 – February 2018 
 
by Comrade Lambert in December 1995 to the General Coun-
cil of the Fourth International: 
“Among the factors which must lead to the fall of capitalism, 
the main one is the revolutionary proletariat. Reality shows 
that neither a breakdown in production, nor the crises, nor an 
increase in the poverty of the masses can deliver the final 
knock-out blow to the frayed social system of private owner-
ship. Only the conscious revolutionary struggle of the working 
class can put an end to imperialism. When we talk about rev-
olutionary struggles we are talking about conscious strug-
gles, and when we talk about conscious struggles we are talk-
ing about the International, about political parties, about sec-
tions of the International, whose task is to help the masses 
achieve the emancipation of the workers by themselves.”  
 
___________________ 
(1) Manifesto adopted by the Second International Conference of 
the OCRFI (1-3 November 2017), published in Issue No.8 of The In-
ternationale (November 2017). 
(2) See the article on Catalonia in Issue No.8 of The Internationale. 
(3) This is given concentrated expression in the document “What is 
the Permanent Revolution? – Basic Postulates”, written by Trotsky 
in 1929 and included as a chapter in The Permanent Revolution, first 
published in English in 1931. In this document, Trotsky recalls that 
“with regard to countries with a belated bourgeois development, es-
pecially the colonial and semi-colonial countries, the theory of the 
permanent revolution signifies that the complete and genuine solu-
tion of their tasks of achieving democracy and national emancipa-
tion is conceivable only through the dictatorship of the proletariat 
as the leader of the subjugated nation, above all of its peasant 
masses.” Trotsky then points out, in the light of the experience of 
the Russian Revolution, that “the conquest of power by the prole-
tariat does not complete the revolution, but only opens it. (…) 
Therein lies the permanent character of the socialist revolution as 
such, regardless of whether it is a backward country that is involved, 
which only yesterday accomplished its democratic revolution, or an 
old capitalist country which already has behind it a long epoch of 
democracy and parliamentarism.” He then points out that “the so-
cialist revolution begins on the national arena, it unfolds on the in-
ternational arena, and is completed on the world arena. Thus, the 
socialist revolution becomes a permanent revolution in a newer and 
broader sense of the word; it attains completion, only in the final 
victory of the new society on our entire planet. (…) The above-out-
lined sketch of the development of the world revolution eliminates 
the question of countries that are ‘mature’ or ‘immature’ for social-
ism (…). Insofar as capitalism has created a world market, a world 
division of labour and world productive forces, it has also prepared 
world economy as a whole for socialist transformation.” 
(4) TN- K. Marx and F. Engels, Address of the Central Committee to 
the Communist League, London, March 1850. 
(5) TN - Leon Trotsky, “What is the Permanent Revolution? – Basic 
Postulates”. 
(6) “Regarded as falling within the class struggle, the question of the 
united front, the anti-imperialist united front and the workers’ and 

peasants’ government is closely linked to the class struggle, and as 
such to socialism – i.e. to the struggle for the Commune, the Repub-
lic of workers’ councils. In the dominated countries, the interests of 
the big landowners are a constraint on the constituting of a nation. 
Satisfying the thirst for land of the smallholder (private owner of 
his/her patch of land) requires the demand for the expropriation of 
the big estates, which contains within it the expropriation of the im-
perialist corporations that dominate the economies of those coun-
tries. The oppressed nations can only access the world market via 
the intermediary and under the direct control of the imperialist cor-
porations that dominate the economy. The land reform question is 
a national question, and in the epoch of decaying capitalism, the 
completing of democratic tasks can only find a solution as an anti-
imperialist task within the proletarian revolution that achieves an 
alliance between workers and peasants. The bourgeois compradors, 
intimately linked to large-scale land ownership and as vassals of fi-
nance capital, are incapable of completing the democratic tasks. (…) 
The content and scope of the anti-imperialist united front are pre-
cisely to create a solid link between the national democratic tasks 
and the tasks of the proletarian revolution, to take into account that 
in the imperialist epoch, in every country – including the backward 
countries – accessing the world market can only achieved via finance 
capital. Consequently, the content and scope of the anti-imperialist 
united front are to take into account the fact that the productive 
forces are suffocating on the world market, within the framework of 
the nation-state and the system of private ownership of the means 
of production. The anti-imperialist united front includes the workers’ 
united front as its main component part, with the democratic tasks 
as such forming part of the proletarian revolution, which includes 
the tasks of the “national” revolution.” 
(7) The term “Pabloism” is derived from Michel Pablo, who was the 
main driving force of the political current that existed in the leading 
circles of the Fourth International after the Second World War. 
From 1951 onwards, he decreed that the Fourth International 
should abandon the fight to build a world revolutionary leadership 
and should merge into the Stalinist movement, which would 
achieve socialism in its own way. The Pabloite ideology divided the 
world into a dominant capitalist sector, a nationalised sector and a 
socialist sector. 
(8) On this subject, see in particular Issue Nos.1 (March 2016), 6 
(May 2017) and 8 (November 2017) of The Internationale. 
(9) TN - Leon Trotsky, The Third International After Lenin, Section III: 
“Summary and Perspectives of the Chinese Revolution”, Part 1, 
Chapter 1: “On the Nature of The Colonial Bourgeoisie”. 
(10) In reality, SOPA has not had an independent existence for 
around a year now: it was dissolved into a regroupment called BCM 
[Black Consciousness Movement] Unity, which in practice is led po-
litically by the AZAPO leadership. Let us recall that AZAPO (with 
which SOPA broke in 1998) has for more than 20 years carried out 
a policy of support for the ANC government. In 2013, its only mem-
ber of Parliament voted in favour of the budget…barely months af-
ter the Marikana Massacre. Once again: why is there a need to lie 
to the readers of Informations ouvrières? 
(11) TN -Since we do not have access to L. Mabasa’a original text in 
English, this and subsequent quotes are a translation into English of 
the edited French version published in Informations ouvrières. 
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DOSSIER  

 
Revisiting a history of the Maghreb:  
The North African Star – (Part One) 
 
“One cannot build anything with falsehood. Only the truth is constructive. Do not let an-
yone denigrate what is good and distort the facts. Because if there is one thing that a 
people must not allow to be distorted, tarnished or stolen, it is its history.” 

Imache Amar, one of the main leaders of the North African Star 
 
By E. Ayoub 
 

Introduction 
 
It was under the direct impetus of the October 
1917 Revolution – of which the organisations 
affiliated to the Organising Committee for the 
Reconstitution of the Fourth International  
(OCRFI) recently celebrated the centenary, on 
the theme of “the relevance today of the October 
1917 Revolution” (1) – that the national libera-
tion movement in the colonised countries of Af-
rica, Asia and elsewhere reached a new stage: 
that of linking the fight for national  
independence (the national question) – which 
in the imperialist epoch the bourgeoisie cannot 
wage – with the fight for labour and social 
rights (the social question), thus confirming  
the theses put forward by Leon Trotsky 
in The Permanent Revolution. 

 
n September 1920, 1,891 delegates – including 1,273 
Communists, of whom 55 were women – represented 37 
nationalities of the eastern countries at the Congress of 

the Peoples of the East, held in Baku (Azerbaijan) and con-
vened by the Third International (the Communist Interna-
tional) of Lenin and Trotsky.  
The Baku Congress was organised barely 18 months after the 
founding of the Third International to replace the Second In-
ternational, “the (…) traitors who sold the flag to the enemy. 
We are mindful that in the world there are living not only peo-
ple with white skins, not only the Europeans whom the Sec-
ond International took particularly into account; in addition, 
there are also in the world hundreds of millions of people who 
live in Asia and Africa. We want to put an end to the rule of 
capital everywhere in the world. And this will become possi-
ble only when we have lit the fire of revolution not merely in 
Europe and America but throughout the world, and when be-
hind us march all the working people of Asia and Africa. The 
Communist International wants to unite under its banners 

speakers of all the languages of the world. The Communist 
International is sure that under its flag will rally not only the 
proletarians of Europe but also the mighty mass of our re-
serves, our infantry – the hundreds of millions of peasants 
who live in Asia, our Near and Far East. 
(…) Representatives have assembled here from the hundreds 
of millions of peasants of the East who have learnt the lessons 
of the war and have understood that it is necessary to seize 
capital by the throat and kneel on its chest! We must put an 
end, once for all, to the shame of capitalism. We are sure that 
those peasants who today are still illiterate and do not yet 
know our programme, but know very well that they have 
been slaughtered for hundreds of years to the greater glory 
of capital – that those tens and hundreds of millions of peas-
ants of Asia will now take up the call that has reached them 
from the organised vanguard of the West European and 
American proletariat. (…) 
The Second Congress of the Communist International made 
no mistake when it appointed the holding of this congress in 
Baku. Its voice will be heard in London, in Paris, in Constanti-
nople and in New York. At first, perhaps, the imperialist gen-
tlemen, who habitually stop their ears, will try to hush it up, 
but the East will know how to speak out so loudly that all the 
cotton wool will fall out of the diplomatic ears of the British 
and French imperialists. They will have to learn that the East 
wants no longer to serve as a field for exploitation by the 
world’s beasts of prey, that historically decisive days have ar-
rived. 
Comrades, you are honoured to be living through a moment 
when millions of workers and peasants from all the Western 
countries are uniting with the hundreds of millions who make 
up the peoples of the East. Upon this moment depends the 
destiny of the world in the years that lie ahead. (…). May the 
Eastern peoples realise that a new era has dawned, that a 
new page has been turned in the history of mankind, that the 
sun of Communism shines not only for the proletarians of the 
West but also for the working peasants of the whole world!” 
(2) Let us remember that the Manifesto of the Second Con-
gress of the Communist International (July-August 1920) con-
tained the following passage: “The Socialist who aids directly 
or indirectly in perpetuating the privileged position of one na-
tion at the expense of another, who accommodates himself 
to colonial slavery, who draws a line of distinction between 
races and colours in the matter of human rights, who helps 

I 



14 The Internationale n°9 – February 2018 
 
the bourgeoisie of the metropolis to maintain its rule over the 
colonies instead of aiding the armed uprising of the colonies; 
the British Socialist who fails to support by all possible means 
the uprisings in Ireland, Egypt and India against the London 
plutocracy; such a Socialist deserves to be branded with in-
famy, if not with a bullet, but in no case merits either a man-
date or the confidence of the proletariat.” 
In an article in the 22 July 1920 issue of Pravda on the prep-
arations for the Second World Congress of the Communist 
International, in which he specified the conditions for joining 
the international organisation, Trotsky, who wrote the the-
ses of the International, posed the following question – 
among others – to the French Socialist Party:  
“In view of the thievish and predatory violence done by 
French imperialism to a number of weak peoples, especially 
the backward colonial peoples of Africa and Asia, do you con-
sider it your duty to conduct an irreconcilable struggle 
against the French bourgeoisie, against its parliament and its 
army in questions of world spoliation? Do you assume the ob-
ligation of supporting, by all available means, this struggle 
wherever it arises, and – above all – in the form of an open 
uprising of the oppressed colonial peoples against French im-
perialism? Yes or no?” (3) 
Mocking the Socialist Party deputy Jean Longuet, who re-
ferred in Parliament to the example of Tunisia as having con-
sented to “the most honourable and greatest sacrifices in the 
course of the War. Out of 55,000 warriors given France by 
Tunisia, about 45,000 have been killed or wounded – these 
are official figures. And we have the right to say that this na-
tion... by her sacrifices has conquered for herself the right to 
a larger share of justice and a greater freedom”, Trotsky 
wrote:  
“The poor, unfortunate Arabs of Tunisia, whom the French 
bourgeoisie flung into the fiery cauldron of war, this black 
cannon fodder, fell – without a flicker of ideas – at the Marne 
and the Somme, perishing along with the imported Spanish 
horses and American steers. And this revolting smear, one of 
the vilest in the whole vile picture of the world shambles is 
depicted by Jean Longuet as a supreme and honourable sac-
rifice which ought to be crowned with the gift of freedom.  
After the feeble and idle chatter about internationalism and 
self-determination, the right of the Tunisian Arabs to a shred 
of freedom is treated as if it were a tip to be thrown to its 
slaves by the sated and magnanimous Bourse, at the request 
of one of its parliamentarian brokers.” (4) 
Thus, No.8 of the famous 21 conditions for affiliation to the 
Communist International required that the Communist Par-
ties “must ruthlessly expose the colonial machinations of the 
imperialists of its “own” country, must support – in deed, not 
merely in word – every colonial liberation movement, de-
mand the expulsion of its compatriot imperialists from the 
colonies, inculcate in the hearts of the workers of its own 
country an attitude of true brotherhood with the working 
population of the colonies and the oppressed nations, and 
conduct systematic agitation among the armed forces 
against all oppression of the colonial peoples.” (5) 
Later, a resolution on France passed at the Fourth Congress 
of the Communist International (November-December 
1922), which was drafted by Trotsky, insisted that “only an 
irreconcilable struggle waged by the Communist Party at 

home against colonial slavery coupled with systematic revo-
lutionary work carried on by the party in the colonies them-
selves can weaken the influence of ultra-nationalist elements 
among oppressed colonial peoples over their toiling classes 
and attract them to the cause of the French proletariat”.  
The resolution ended by inviting “the French party and its 
Central Committee to pay far more attention and allot far 
greater forces and resources than it has up till now to the co-
lonial question and to propaganda in the colonies” (6). 
 

On the eve of the founding  
of the North African Star 

 
With the First Imperialist War of 1914-18, the French bour-
geoisie was faced with a huge demand for soldiers, but also 
for workers to replace those who had been sent to the 
trenches. It was natural for it to turn to the colonies. It is es-
timated that between 1914 and 1918, up to 900,000 men 
from the colonies were dragged into the European conflict, 
including at least 250,000 from North Africa and thousands 
of others from Indochina (7) 
In 1924, there were a few hundred thousand North Africans 
in France, as well as several thousand Africans and Asians. 
There was also a small number of students from North Africa 
and Indochina. (8) 
For the nascent French Communist Party (PCF), the existence 
of a substantial immigrant population was a challenge to 
which several responses could be given. While for some in 
the PCF the immigrants were undoubtedly perceived as a 
“problem”, for others they were part of the solution and of-
fered a valuable opportunity to fight for an internationalist 
policy, both among the migrants and within the French work-
ing class. 
Special responsibility fell on the minority of the PCF, which 
had been formed following the Tours Congress of the Social-
ist Party (SFIO) in December 1920 (9). This minority was com-
posed of consistent internationalists – notably those who 
had emerged from the tradition of revolutionary syndicalism 
with its anti-militarist campaigns, and especially the group 
around La Vie Ouvrière [Workers’ Life] (10), which had op-
posed the First World War from the very first day and had 
played a key role around Alfred Rosmer in organising French 
support for the Zimmerwald Conference (11). 
The response of the PCF was to establish – in July 1921 – an 
organisation for militant activists from the colonies living in 
France: the Intercolonial Union (UIC), which in April 1922 be-
gan to publish a newspaper, Le Paria [The Outcast]. Le Paria 
brought into contact a small but committed group of com-
rades involved in the anti-imperialist struggle. These in-
cluded Ho Chi Minh and Hadj-Ali Abdelkader, who, together 
with Messali Hadj, would later found the North African Star 
(ENA), the first Algerian nationalist organisation. 
In order to begin to apply the orientation of the Communist 
International as decided at its Fourth Congress in late 1922, 
the UIC launched an appeal to the Algerian workers, repro-
duced in Le Paria. 
 

Appeal to the Algerian workers 
“Algerian workers, organise! 
Faced with a shortage of very low-cost labour, the colonists 
of Algeria are screaming in terror. This clique of millionaires 
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who have become rich through the sweat of the burnous (12) 
is complaining about the exodus of the local population to-
wards the mainland, and Governor Steeg, the oligarchy’s 
flunkey, is preparing to serve the Duraux, the Marutis and Co. 
by implementing a decree that would prevent the locals from 
going to work in France… 
Colonialism no longer knows any limits. It relentlessly pursues 
victims which it has already completely stripped clean; it is 
using despicable laws to pursue unfortunate people who 
thought they were safely out of its reach, and through dis-
gusting inquisition methods it is forcing the slaves, whose last 
drop of blood it craves, to return to their place of torture. 
Not one of those kingpins, those financial representatives or 
other Algerian bourgeois, those lackeys of imperialism, will 
protest. They prefer to restrain themselves, to enjoy the 
peace of mind they find in cowardice, even if it means beg-
ging for a little decorative ribbon as the fruit of their be-
trayal… 
Despite the treachery of the local bourgeoisie, despite all the 
machinations of colonialism, the French working class will not 
tolerate such a crime. Algerian comrades, you will unite to 
smash this new assault by capitalism… In the factories of 
France, you have learned that your material situation is in no 
way different to that of your French brother workers. You 
have seen that the proletarian of whichever race is weighed 
down by the burden of the same exploitation, and is reduced 
to the same poverty… It is time to wake up from your torpor 
– stop being indifferent to the bosses’ attacks, stop accepting 
their blows fatalistically. Organise together with your French 
worker comrades. Join the trade unions in large numbers to 
defend your wages and demand your rights… 
In order to prevent vile colonialism from forcing you once 
more into the slavery that awaits you in Africa, in order to 
improve your standard of living in France, in order to raise 
your wage-levels, in order to prevent them from casting you 
into the furnace of another war or an imperialist expedition, 
Algerian workers, show solidarity with your French brothers, 
join the trade unions, organise!” 

Le Paria, Issue No.21, December 1923 
 

The emergence of the Maghrebi workers  
and the linking of the social struggle  

with the national struggle 
 
The Maghrebi workers responded positively to the UIC’s ap-
peal. Thus, the Algerian activists of the United General Con-
federation of Labour (CGTU) (13) were helped by Emir Khaled 
and began activity to unionise Maghrebi immigrant workers. 
Over the course of a series of conferences organised by the 
UIC, the grandson of Emir Abdelkader encouraged the Alge-
rian workers to join a union. In the speech he gave to a meet-
ing on 19 July 1924, Hadj-Ali Abdelkader invited the Algerian 
workers to join a trade union. Speaking immediately after-
wards, Emir Khaled (14) repeated this request for his com-
patriots to join a trade union. 
These meetings created a link between the national libera-
tion struggles of the colonised peoples and the trade union 
activities of the immigrant workers in France. In support of 
the resistance by the troops of Abdelkrim El-Khattabi (15), a 
meeting was organised on 27 September 1924 in Paris, in 

which colonial workers and French workers celebrated the 
crushing of the Spanish imperialists in Morocco. 
During a rally-congress held on 7 December 1924, 150 dele-
gates representing several thousand Maghrebi workers in 
France – especially from the Paris region – discussed eco-
nomic and trade union issues, but also directly political prob-
lems such as the struggle against the Native Code (16), the 
absence of civil liberties, and colonial repression. According 
to Henri Lozeray, a member of the PCF’s Colonial Commis-
sion, the Congress provided fertile ground for “carrying out 
large-scale agitation among the numerous indigenous people 
in the Paris region, who each time respond in greater num-
bers to our meetings, where they cheer our speakers” (17). 
Politically, the Congress bore witness to the public – and 
therefore political – emergence of the Maghrebi immigrant 
as an actor in the social struggles of France. In this sense, it 
marked an important evolution: this was the first Congress 
of Maghrebi workers to emerge as such on the political stage 
of mainland France. 
During this first Congress, the 150 delegates adopted the 
Theses on the Indigenous People, in which they set out their 
demands. These went beyond the simple framework of clas-
sic trade union demands, taking an openly political form. 
Through the repression it exercised, the colonial system 
transformed any social demand into political contestation, as 
the Maghrebi CGTU delegates had realised. 
The Theses on the Indigenous People denounced the yoke 
under which the Algerian population lived: “If until today, the 
political and economic organisation of the North African 
masses could not be established, this is because it comes up 
against a host of special laws, the more or less specific text of 
which denotes the whole arbitrary system applied by imperi-
alism in order to prevent the emancipation of the indigenous 
peoples of the colonies.” 
However, faced with the mobilisation of Algerians both in the 
immigrant community and in Algeria, the Congress explained 
the fears of the colonialists: “French imperialism is so afraid 
of them that it is greatly increasing its efforts to stem this 
movement through additional repressive measures or to 
channel it by making use of the indigenous bourgeoisie.” 
 

The Committee of North African Workers 
(CONA), precursor to the North African Star 

 
National consciousness was awakening; Maghrebi workers in 
France felt concerned by the political questions and prob-
lems affecting their country of origin and began to mobilise 
and organise.  
The military victories of the Riffian resistance in “Spanish” 
Morocco against Spanish colonialism played a significant part 
in raising national consciousness among Maghrebi immi-
grants in France. Thus, the Congress in Paris on 7 December 
1924 gave rise to the first socio-political organisation, named 
the Committee of North African Workers (CONA).  
From the outset, this organisation addressed the predomi-
nantly social problems of North African workers. The first res-
olution passed by the CONA expressed political support for 
the armed struggle being waged against colonialism by Ab-
delkrim El-Khattabi in “Spanish” Morocco. 
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Two years later, in June 1926, the CONA transformed itself 
into a political party, the North African Star. We will come 
back to this. 
 

French imperialism  
comes to the aid of the Spanish army 

 
In 1925, following a series of military defeats and humilia-
tions inflicted by the Riffian resistance in “Spanish” Morocco, 
notably the Battle of Annual on 21 July 1921 and the actions 
at Chefchaouen from October to December 1924, the Span-
ish army withdrew completely from the region and set up a 
rearguard at Melilla and Ceuta (the two enclaves which to 
this day remain under Spanish control). Feeling threatened 
above all by the armed conflicts on the border between the 
region colonised by the Spanish and the region colonised by 
France (the regions of Fez and Taza), the French army came 
to the aid of the Spanish army, mobilising major resources, 
warships and aircraft and proceeding to carry out bombing 
raids, including the use of toxic bombs... 
Let us remember that just before France’s official entry into 
the Rif War, the colonialist-leaning Lefts Cartel (18) came to 
power in Paris. The Radical-Socialist Gaston Doumergue be-
came President of the Third Republic (from 1924 to 1931), 
and the mathematician and aviator Paul Painlevé became 
Minister of War. On 17 June 1925, Painlevé signed an agree-
ment in Madrid with Spain’s dictator Primo de Rivera – who 
was supported by the “Africanist” faction of the Spanish 
bourgeoisie – and Marshal Petain was appointed on 13 July 
1925 to lead the French-Spanish war against the Rif tribes. In 
addition to several Spanish battalions, Petain had at his dis-
posal a regiment of more than 100 battalions, not counting 
the auxiliary troops, the harkas [armed groups] of the Ma-
khzen (19), more than 350,000 men. These forces faced Rif-
fian fighters who were determined to fight to the death 
against the savage French-Spanish horde. 
During the night of 6 September 1925, French-Spanish forces 
began landing in Al Hoceima Bay (the coastal island of Ceba-
dilla and Al Hoceima city): 16,300 soldiers disembarked from 
93 Spanish vessels and 8 French warships. This military de-
ployment was accompanied by intensive bombing of the 
area by some 88 aircraft and 12 seaplanes, several of which 
were piloted by American volunteers as part of the Sultan’s 
Guard Squadron of the French Air Force.  
This act of aggression did not produce a response by the Sul-
tan in Rabat. According to Captain Charles Willoughby, a US 
Army intelligence officer, during the summer of 1925 the 
French government used American pilots to cover gaps in the 
resources of the French Air Force. But while the American pi-
lots were proving their effectiveness in Morocco, the labour 
movement in the US heroically opposed the pilots’ participa-
tion. 
It was in April 1925 that France officially entered the Rif War, 
which the Spanish had been fighting since 1920 without gain-
ing the upper hand. In 1909-10, the Spanish had suffered a 
series a of humiliating defeats around Melilla; the echoes of 
that shock were felt across the continent with the big defeat 
at Annual on 21 July 1921 and the disaster at Chefchaouen in 
December 1924. This extremely violent colonial war never-

theless marked a decisive phase in the history of anti-coloni-
alism and the history of colonial France, Spain and Morocco. 
Abdelkrim El-Khattabi declared himself the pupil of Emir Ab-
delkader: in his army he had dozens of Algerians who were 
descendants of resistors under Emir Abdelkader who had re-
fused to be conscripted into the French army during the First 
World War. Their goal was to free the Rif region and then 
return to Algeria in order to drive out French colonialism. 
History decreed otherwise; the Sultan in Rabat, still colluding 
with the French colonialists, went so far as to prevent Mo-
roccan volunteers from reaching the Rif region. The colonial-
ists, who were held in check by the Riffian fighters, did not 
hesitate to employ chemical weapons to eliminate the re-
sistance of the Riffian population.  
Poison gas was used by the Spanish and the French under the 
command of the evil Marshal Lyautey. It was through the use 
of these chemical weapons that the Riffian fighters were de-
feated. The testimony of the victims is still recorded to this 
day: “Something like sulphur fell from the sky. People were 
blinded. Their skin turned black and peeled off. The bellies of 
livestock swelled up, then they died. Plants dried up suddenly. 
For weeks, we could not drink water from the streams. They 
told me that the water was poisoned.”  
Mohammed Faraji, aged 24, was a teenager when the Span-
ish army conquered the Rif region in the 1920s, but he still 
clearly remembered the poison dropped by enemy aircraft 
on villages in northern Morocco.  
Another testimony, this one by a senior colonialist officer: “I 
have always been resistant to the use of asphyxiating gases 
against the natives, but after what they have done and the 
Battle of Annual, I will use them with real relish” – written in 
a telegram by General Damaso Berenguer, Spanish High 
Commissioner in Tetouan, 12 August 1921. Poison gas and 
chemical weapons were used against the fighters under Ab-
delkrim El-Khattabi, against whom France and Spain mobi-
lised more than one million men under the leadership of 
Marshal Petain. 
 

Letter from Abdelkrim El-Khattabi  
to the Algerian and Tunisian peoples 

Ajdir (Morocco), August 1925 
 
“From Prince Abdelkrim El-Khattabi to the Algerian and Tuni-
sian peoples, in the name of the Riffian people who are 
fighting for their freedom (…), I salute both noble peoples of 
Algeria and Tunisia. The Riffian people, in their holy fight, 
have suffered the ravages of war, but this has not forced 
them to back down, nor has it weakened their strength… They 
destroyed the Spanish colonialist state and drove it, humili-
ated, from their country; but when our victorious soldiers, 
having crushed the armies of the colonialist state, began to 
live in security and the peasants began to cultivate their 
lands, France unleashed a war against us in order to seize our 
lands and support its humiliated neighbour… France and 
Spain are acting together today, as was the case with the al-
liance between Britain, Italy, France and Greece against our 
brother Turks, occupying Astana and Izmir with the purpose 
of destroying their Islamic state, before Mustapha Kemal 
[Ataturk] succeeded in uniting those regions and guided them 
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against their enemies, destroying them and establishing in-
dependence and holy freedom. 
Know that if they do not withdraw from our country, we will 
fight them until their extermination, and we will do to the 
French what we did against the Spanish state… The will of our 
people cannot be defeated because they have decided to 
fight to the end, as long as we possess the modern military 
arsenal which we need to wage war, even for 30 years. 
We are not waging war because we like it, or because we like 
to kill; no, and this is confirmed by the very modest conditions 
we have set for peace, the main point being recognition of 
our independence: if those two states agree to it, that is what 
we want, but if they reject it, they will be the ones responsible 
for the carnage. 
The so-called wish to find a peaceful agreement repeated by 
those two states is in fact nothing more than a political ma-
noeuvre which serves to fool their two peoples, who have suf-
fered because of the war… And if they are serious about what 
they are claiming, why are we seeing the never-ending arrival 
of armies on our territories? Someone who wants peace does 
not drop toxic bombs from planes on the market-places and 
the civilian population by day and night, murdering women 
and children in their homes. Someone who wants peace does 
not burn crops and kill cattle and sheep, thinking that in this 
way they will drive the people to famine and force them to 
bend the knee… 
Brother Tunisian and Algerian Muslims, what is so difficult for 
us is seeing your children in the ranks of the armies of those 
states, fighting against us; what is so hard is to face our 
brothers at the battlefront… 
Know that 80 per cent of the soldiers facing us are your chil-
dren: is it not your children’s duty to turn their arms on our 
common enemy? 
It is true that many of your sons have escaped from the 
French front and have come over to our ranks to fight, and 
they always fight like real lions. In the name of the Riffian 
people, I am proud of the courage shown by those brave sol-
diers. May their names live long in history as an example of 
courage. Their role cannot be denied, and it is the duty of all 
Muslims to unite with us. Because our defeat would indeed 
be theirs. 
Let us therefore form a common front to fight on a united 
basis to achieve our freedom and our independence. 
France, which today is calling on your children to have them 
fight against us – if she succeeds, which we do not want – will 
do the same tomorrow and will shackle our sons to make 
them fight against you on the day when you decide to strug-
gle for your independence. Let us stop being divided, let us 
stop killing each other… 
Algerian and Tunisian Muslims, the hour has come for a re-
volt by all of the Muslim peoples to free ourselves from the 
chains of slavery and to win our freedom. The peoples of Trip-
olitania (20), Egypt, Palestine, Syria and Iraq have risen up to 
drive out the colonialists and save their countries. Is it not 
time for you to use this opportunity and rise up for the liber-
ation of our peoples? 
France emerged weakened from the war of 1914-18. If we 
unite against her, the fate which awaits her will be defeat. 
Her union with Spain or another country cannot save her. The 
peoples are against her in this war, the soldiers who have 

come to fight us are simply the sons of the workers and peas-
ants who themselves are fighting against their capitalist 
state and threatening it with revolution if it does not stop the 
war against us. 
And just as we are fighting here in the far West for our inde-
pendence, the Chinese people (numbering more than 400 mil-
lion) have risen up in the Far East to free themselves. Let us, 
we and the peoples of the East, form a common front to drive 
out our enemies once and for all. 
Oh, brothers Algerians and Tunisians! It is time to rid our-
selves of the French colonialist yoke, to unite to fight for our 
independence and to stop killing each other for the benefit of 
our enemies. 
Let our sons turn their weapons against the enemy and con-
stitute a united front that is capable of defeating it and pre-
paring the ground for a Grand Republic uniting all of the 
countries of North Africa…” 

Document found in Bejaïa, Algeria, in December 1925,  
Aix-en-Provence Archives,  

Dossier No.9, translated from Arabic 
 

The Rif War, Maghrebi solidarity and the  
reaction of the colonial administration in Algeria 
 
Abdelkrim’s struggle resonated loudly throughout the Ma-
ghreb. In 1925, he addressed a final appeal to the Algerian 
and Tunisian peoples (see above). The Emir called on all pa-
triots to break the ties of slavery, drive out the oppressors 
and liberate their territory. Abdelkrim paid tribute to the 
work of Mustapha Kemal Ataturk and the Chinese Revolu-
tion, and he called on Muslims and the peoples of the East to 
unite against the colonialists and the oppressors. The follow-
ing reports by French colonial administrators show the im-
pact of the Rif War on Algerian public opinion. 
 

Reports by the French colonial administration  
in Algeria 

 
In Jijel, wrote the Commissioner, “the natives follow the Mo-
rocco question with great attention”. They commented on 
the slightest Riffian success and gave the very clear impres-
sion, despite their exclamations of loyalty, that their sympa-
thies did not lie with France. However, the comings and go-
ings in Morocco of the senior French “military leaders do not 
leave them short of reflections”. 
In Saïda, “the delay in decisive operations” against Abdelkrim 
and the offers of peace made “to the latter have caused some 
unease. Our prestige is suffering from this in native circles, 
where the wildest rumours have circulated on several occa-
sions: the taking of Fez and Taza, the defeat of our troops, 
etc.” However, no incident has occurred, and calm “remains 
absolute”... 
Assessing the morale of his subject population, the adminis-
trator at Beni Mansour made the following observations: 
“There is no doubt that the setbacks we suffered in the begin-
ning, which were exaggerated in the popular imagination, 
raised the hope of an Islamic resistance in a certain number 
of our Muslim subjects. This hope has been cherished with 
caution, and most of them do not even dare to formulate it, 
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because mistrust reigns supreme in a country where treach-
ery is common currency. But it would be futile to have illu-
sions regarding the true feelings of the rural populations. 
They remain deviously hostile to us, and their loyalty, or ra-
ther their resignation, is a mixture of fatalism and certainty 
about our strength.”  

Reports dated 1 October 1925,  
Aix-en-Provence Archives, Box 11 H 47 

 
The founding of the ENA 

 
It was in June 1926 that the Committee of North African 
Workers (CONA) transformed itself into a genuine political 
party: the North African Star (ENA). 
 
Extracts from ENA’s statutes adopted by the General 
Assembly on Sunday, 20 June 1926 
 
Article 1: A grouping is founded in Paris which adopts the 
name THE NORTH AFRICAN STAR, an association of Algerian, 
Tunisian and Moroccan Muslims and a section of the Interco-
lonial Union. (…) 
Article 3: The association sets as its goal the defence of the 
material, moral and social interests of the Muslims of North 
Africa, as well as the social and political education of all its 
members. (…) 
Article 5: It will establish a package of immediate demands 
common to Algeria, Tunisia and Morocco, and it will pursue 
the realisation of these demands by every means in its power. 
To this end, it will use the press, public meetings, poster cam-
paigns, parliamentary activity, petitioning of the public au-
thorities and any other activities in order to achieve the com-
plete emancipation of the North African Muslims. 
Article 6: The North African Star does not recommend any po-
litical party. Nevertheless, it will support and manifest its 
recognition of all political parties and figures which in their 
public activity will support its programme of demands and 
will help it to achieve the realisation of the goal which it is 
pursuing. 
The League Against Imperialism and Colonial Oppression or-
ganised an anti-colonial Congress in Brussels from 10 to 15 
February 1927. The ENA leadership took the opportunity to 
attend, and Messali delivered a historic speech there (see be-
low). 
The ENA, which at that time had around 4,000 members, es-
pecially Algerian workers who were also members of the 
CGTU union, published the newspaper L’Ikdam [Courage] in 
Algeria. At the time, the colonial monthly review L’Afrique 
française considered the ENA to be a Communist organisa-
tion that manipulated Islam. 
 

The Stalinisation of the Third International and 
its impact on the national liberation struggle  

 
In opposition to the positions of Lenin as set out at the Baku 
Congress, Stalin and the leadership of the Third International 
– at a time when its main leaders, Trotsky, Zinoviev and 
Kamenev, had been side-lined and ousted from the party’s 
Political Bureau in late 1926 – ordered the young Chinese 
Communist Party to follow the Kuomintang, Chang Kai-shek’s 

bourgeois party; a policy that would result in the massacre of 
tens of thousands of Chinese workers. 
Stalin, who had no wish to see a proletarian revolution tri-
umph outside of the Soviet Union, and relying on his falla-
cious “theory” of “socialism in one country”, would oppose 
the speech delivered by Messali Hadj at the anti-imperialist 
Congress in Brussels, and as a consequence the PCF leader-
ship abolished Messali’s full-time post and that of ENA Gen-
eral Secretary. The Stalinised leadership of the Internationale 
then ordered the PCF leadership to no longer allow the ENA 
to develop as an independent political party. 
 
Speech by Messali Hadj at the Congress Against Colo-
nial Oppression and Imperialism, Brussels,  
10-15 February 1927 
 
“French imperialism was established in Algeria through 
armed force, threats and hypocritical promises, it seized nat-
ural resources and the land by expropriating tens of thou-
sands of families that were living off the result of their labour 
on their land. 
The expropriated lands were sold to European settlers, to na-
tive agents of imperialism and capitalist companies. Those 
who were expropriated were forced to sell their labour to the 
new owners of the land if they wanted to carry on living. Im-
perialism has turned populations who lived in a state of pros-
perity which they do not have today into starving people, into 
slaves, and that expropriation was carried out everywhere 
under the label of civilisation. 
It is in the name of that so-called civilisation that all of the 
traditions, all of the customs and all of the aspirations of the 
native populations were trampled underfoot. Far from giving 
the country the aid it could have used to develop itself, French 
imperialism combined expropriation and exploitation with 
the most reactionary political domination, depriving the na-
tives of any freedom of condition or organisation, and of all 
political and legislative rights, or else granting such rights 
only to a small minority of corrupted natives. 
(…) Finally, to crown its work, imperialism enrols the indige-
nous people in its army to continue colonisation, to serve in 
imperialist wars and to crush revolutionary movements in the 
colonies and the mainland. 
Against this colonial policy, against this oppression, the work-
ing peoples of North Africa have carried out and continue to 
carry out permanent action by all means at their disposal to 
achieve the goal which contains their aspirations at the pre-
sent time: national independence. 
One hundred years of colonisation: 
Since 1830, expropriation and systematic and brutal oppres-
sion have led the Algerian population not onto the path of 
progress, but into slavery. Today, 2,800,000 hectares of the 
best land, either on or below the surface, are owned by Euro-
pean capitalists. Expropriated indigenous families have had 
to sell their labour to the new owners or migrate to the urban 
centres. 
(…) This state of affairs has been codified with what is called 
the Native Code, which has turned the indigenous people into 
subjects deprived of any political rights and subject to special 
laws (criminal tribunals, criminal courts, strict surveillance, 
collective responsibility, fines, corporal punishment). 
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The right to citizenship is reserved only for a small minority of 
indigenous people who have been “assimilated” by French 
imperialism. Only Europeans and privileged indigenous peo-
ple can elect their representatives in the assemblies. In other 
words, 540,000 Europeans and a few tens of thousands of in-
digenous people elect their representatives and 3 million peo-
ple, namely the majority of the population, have no rights 
whatsoever. On the other hand, they must pay taxes and do 
military service. 
In the cultural domain, colonisation also does its work: 516 
schools with 35,000 indigenous pupils delivering education in 
the French language must suffice for a population of 5 million 
indigenous people. On the other hand, there are 1,200 
schools for 800,000 Europeans. Free Arab-language schools 
have always been banned. Access to higher education by in-
digenous people is virtually impossible… 
The exploited and oppressed population of Algeria are in per-
manent struggle against French imperialism to free them-
selves from its yoke and achieve independence. 
The demands of the Algerians: 
The North African Star, which represents the interests of the 
working populations of North Africa, claims for the Algerians 
the implementation of the following demands and asks this 
Congress to adopt them as its own: 
– The independence of Algeria. 
– Withdrawal of the French occupation troops. 
– Constitution of a national army. 
– The confiscation of the big agricultural properties taken by 
the feudal agents of imperialism, the colonists and private 
capitalist companies, and the return of the confiscated land 
to the peasants who were deprived of it.  
– Return to the Algerian state of the lands and forests taken 
by the French state. 
These fundamental demands for which we are fighting do not 
exclude short-term energetic action to gain from French im-
perialism: 
– Immediate abolition of the Native Code and all special 
measures. 
– Amnesty for all those who are imprisoned, under special 
surveillance or exiled for offences under the Native Code. 
– Freedom of the press, of association and assembly; political 
and trade union rights that are equal to those of French peo-
ple who are in Algeria. 
– Replacement of the Financial Delegations elected through 
a restricted suffrage with an Algerian Parliament elected 
through universal suffrage. 
– Municipal assemblies elected through universal suffrage. 
– Access to education at all levels; creation of new Arab-lan-
guage schools (…).  

The North African Star 
Published by La Lutte Sociale [The Social Struggle],  

Oran (Algeria), 11 March 1927. 
 

An appeal by the North African Star (1927) 
 
Respect our meagre rights  
A new restriction has just been put on the already minimal 
political rights of native Algerians. A decree of the Council of 
State declares indigenous people who have not been natu-
ralised as French to be ineligible for the posts of mayor and 
deputy mayor. 

Expressing the view of the majority of native Algerians, the 
North African Star strongly protests against this decision, 
which revises the Law of 4 February 1919 on the political 
rights of non-naturalised Algerians. 
There is indeed a revision of the Law of 4 February 1919, of 
which Article 12 says: “Native Algerian Muslims who have not 
claimed the status of French citizen are represented in all of 
the deliberative assemblies of Algeria (…) by elected mem-
bers sitting in the same capacity and with the same rights as 
French members.” What becomes of these equal rights es-
tablished by law, if one refuses the right to be mayor or dep-
uty mayor, as enjoyed by French municipal councillors, to 
non-naturalised native municipal councillors? 
The law therefore recognised non-naturalised indigenous 
people as eligible to be mayor or deputy mayor. This is what 
several municipalities in Algeria (Algiers, Constantine, Bou-
gie, Blida) recognised by reserving the position of deputy 
mayor for indigenous people. 
The Council of State decree therefore withdraws in 1927 
from native Algerians some of the rights which they were 
granted in 1919, just after the Great War, and which, regard-
ing the election of deputy mayors, came into effect in May 
1925, during the war in Morocco. 
Thus, the greedy big settlers and the colonialists are satisfied 
– their press makes no secret of their joy. Emboldened by this 
success and the silence of the so-called defenders of the Al-
gerian people, they intend – supported by the colonial Gen-
eral Government – to take back one by one the concessions 
that had to be made to the Algerians after the war, after tens 
of thousands of them died in the name of ideas of liberty and 
the principle of the peoples’ right to self-determination. 
Every day, Algeria’s oppressors tear away the veil that pre-
vented the indigenous people from seeing the path which 
they should follow. In 1914-15, in order to drag us into the 
war, they promised us improvements to our fate, and their 
promises were reduced to charity. When the war in Morocco 
jeopardized their rule, they made concessions by electing a 
few indigenous people as deputy mayors and vice-presidents 
of the general councils. As soon as the immediate danger had 
passed, they took back what they had given. 
The North African Star calls on the people of France to ask it 
not to stand idly by while the big settlers and their ally the 
government issue threats to the Algerian people. The re-
striction of the political rights of indigenous people, their in-
creased oppression, strengthens the power of the govern-
ment and the financial corporations responsible for the pov-
erty of the French people and of the Algerian people. The in-
terest of both peoples therefore lies in supporting each other 
in the struggle that they are waging against the same ene-
mies. 
The North African Star undertakes strong action so that Alge-
rians can have the same right to speak, write and meet freely 
and to live honourably by working. It does not doubt that the 
French people, whose traditions are liberal, stand with it in 
favour of:  
– The abolition of the Native Code, which maintains Algerians 
in a system of slavery by punishing them for acts that are re-
garded as offences or not according to whether they involve 
an Algerian or a French person. 
– The right of Algerians to write, speak and organise freely in 
their country. 
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– Equal political rights between Algerians and French people 
who are in Algeria (…). 

Cited by La Lutte Sociale,  
Oran (Algeria), 22 April 1927 

_________________________ 
(1) See in particular the workshop held in Paris on 4 November 2017 
on “the relevance today of October 1917”. 
(2) Speech by Grigory Zinoviev, Chairman of the Executive Commit-
tee of the Communist International, to the Ceremonial Joint Meet-
ing of the Baku Soviet and the Azerbaidjan Trade Union Congress, 
held on 31 August 1920, the day before the First Session of the Con-
gress of the Peoples of the East. 
(3) TN - Leon Trotsky, The First Five Years of the Communist Interna-
tional, Vol.1 (1924), Chapter 10: “On the Coming Congress of the 
Comintern”, Part A: “The Conditions for Entering the Third Interna-
tional”. 
(4) Leon Trotsky, The First Five Years of the Communist Interna-
tional, Vol.1 (1924), Chapter 9: “Jean Longuet”. 
(5) J. Degras “The Communist international” (London, 1971), L 170. 
(6) Leon Trotsky, The First Five Years of the Communist Interna-
tional, Vol.2 (1924), Chapter 24: “Resolution on the French Ques-
tion” (2 December 1922). 
(7) C. Liauzu, “Aux origines des tiers-mondismes” (Paris 1982), 
p.100. 
(8) Ditto, pp 101 and 141. 
(9) TN - At the SFIO’s 18th Congress, held on 25-30 December 1920 
in Tours, three-quarters of the delegates voted in favour accepting 
the Third International’s 21 conditions for admission, and created 
the French Section of the Communist International (SFIC), which 
was renamed the PCF in 1921. The minority of the SFIO, led by Leon 
Blum and members of parliament like Jean Longuet, rejected the 21 
Conditions and stayed in the Second International, retaining the 
party’s name.  
(10) The publication of the CGT trade union confederation, founded 
in 1909.  
(11) See Alfred Rosmer, Le Mouvement ouvrier pendant la guerre 
[The Working-Class Movement During the War], Vol.1 (1936), Chap-
ter VII: “A Little Island, La Vie ouvrière”, published in English in Rev-
olutionary History Vol.7, No.4 (2000), pp.40-46. 
(12) TN - A burnous is a long, loose hooded cloak typically worn by 
inhabitants of the Maghreb in North Africa.  
(13) TN - The CGTU was founded in 1922 as a confederation of rad-
ical unions that had left the minority Socialist-dominated General 

Confederation of Labour (CGT) in 1921, following the Tours Con-
gress. It soon became aligned with the PCF, and in 1936 it merged 
back into the CGT. 
(14) TN - Khaled El-Hassani Ben El-Hachemi (1875-1936), known as 
Emir Khaled, was the grandson of Emir Abdelkader, an Algerian re-
ligious and military leader who led a struggle against the French co-
lonial invasion in the mid-19th century. Emir Khaled was a member 
of the Young Algerians, a group drawn from well-educated, middle-
class Algerians who in the period leading up to the First World War 
demanded French citizenship and equal treatment for native Alge-
rians. Emir Khaled was forced into exile in Egypt in 1923, and in 1926 
was invited by Messali Hadj to become Honorary President of the 
ENA, although he played no active role in the organisation. 
(15) TN - Mohammed Ben Abdelkrim El-Khattabi (1882-1963), led 
the Riffian resistance against Spanish rule in northern Morocco 
from 1920 to 1926, with the aims of uniting the tribes of the Rif into 
an independent Republic of the Rif, dismantling the entire French-
Spanish colonial project in Morocco, and introducing modern polit-
ical reform. 
(16) TN - The Code de l’indigénat was a set of laws first implemented 
in Algeria in 1887 and then the French colonial empire over the next 
two years. It was formally phased out after the Second World War, 
but survived in practice until the colonies gained political independ-
ence. The Code created an inferior legal status for natives of French 
colonies, giving French officials the power to fine or imprison local 
people without trial if they accused them of subverting law and or-
der. 
(17) Even La Vie Ouvrière was not totally free of imperialist preju-
dice. On 13 February 1920, the newspaper published an article by 
Raymond Lefebvre that pointed to the dangers of using African 
troops against the French working class.  
Two weeks later, the newspaper published a reply signed by around 
20 Senegalese comrades, in which they declared that they would 
not fire on their white brothers. 
(18) TN - The Cartel des Gauches was a governmental alliance be-
tween the Radical-Socialist Party and the SFIO after the First World 
War, which lasted until the end of the Popular Front (1936–38). The 
Lefts Cartel won two general elections, in 1924 and in 1932. 
(19) TN - The Spanish colonial authorities made use of the Makhzen, 
a traditional Moroccan system of local government, to control the 
local population.  
(20) TN - Tripolitania is a historic region and former province of 
Libya. It was a separate Italian colony from 1927 to 1934.. 
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ANALYSIS  
 

 
Germany 

“Schulz has gone, the Grand Coalition must go!” 
The fight for the workers’ united front and breaking with the bourgeoisie 
 
 
Schulz has gone! 
It is high time that the coalition contract 
and the Grand Coalition do the same! 
For a working-class government that will 
satisfy the urgent demands of the workers,  
the youth, women and retirees! 
 
The militant activists of Die Internationale–Arbeiterkor-
respondenz [The Internationale–Labour Correspond-
ence] (IAK, member section of the OCRFI) have opened 
a discussion with the Social Democratic Party of Ger-
many (SPD) members and trade unionists who, follow-
ing the historic disaster of the parliamentary elections, 
declared: “It is necessary for working people and the 
youth to put an end to the Agenda policy! (1) For a pol-
icy that favours the workers and youth! No to the Grand 
Coalition!” 

18 February 2018 
 

Dear Comrades, 
 
 

llow us to call each other comrades, although we are 
members of different organisations of the labour 
movement. We are writing to you as you have taken 

a position against the SPD entering the Grand Coalition: in 
order to continue the discussion, we are sending you our 
thoughts on the way in which the fight could be continued in 
2018. Some of us have acted side-by-side with you despite 
not being SPD members. 
When we say “we”, we mean the members and sympathisers 
in Germany of the Organising Committee for the Reconstitu-
tion of the Fourth International (OCRFI). In Germany we pub-
lish Die Internationale–Arbeiterkorrespondenz. 
In a few days, you will be participating as SPD members in 
the internal referendum being conducted by mail. Many of 
you have already received the first of the year’s issues of the 
[SPD newspaper] Vorwärts [Forward]. Out of a total of 96 
pages, 80 are reserved for reprinting the text of the coalition 
agreement which the 37 members of the “negotiation team” 
are “strongly recommending” that you ratify. 
This coalition agreement is a document that expresses the 
crisis of the parties of the bourgeoisie, which are incapable 

of forming a government; it is a document that bears witness 
to the crisis of the SPD, also the crisis of the European Union, 
to which the continent’s two biggest imperialist powers, 
France and Germany, intend to give fresh “impetus”.  
The depth and scope of the SPD crisis are demonstrated es-
pecially by the following fact: over the course of the 12.5 
years that Merkel has been Chancellor, Schulz is the seventh 
General Secretary to have been forced to resign as leader of 
the SPD. And on this subject, Vorwärts, the publication of 
German social-democracy, does not say a single word! The 
newspaper is unable to produce an article on the General 
Secretary who has just been driven from office; instead, we 
find an interview with the “re-founder” of the SPD, Andrea 
Nahles (2). 
Let us look back. Since 24 September 2017, when the political 
course followed by the SPD leadership inflicted on the party 
its worst result in legislative elections since the Second World 
War, we have witnessed a crisis that has deepened before 
our very eyes: there is still no government! 
We still have a “government taking care of day-to-day busi-
ness”. Of course, the ministers of the third Grand Coalition 
that was defeated in the elections have a limited capacity to 
act. But after Parliament first of all set up its “General Com-
mittee” with its many competencies, the military interven-
tions of the Bundeswehr (3) were guaranteed with broad par-
liamentary support on 15 November 2017, as had already 
been promised by newly-elected leader of the SPD parlia-
mentary group Andrea Nahles, over the course of seven de-
bates on the continuation of interventions abroad in Mali, 
Syria, Iraq, Afghanistan, the Mediterranean, in Darfur and 
South Sudan. However, national unity as expressed by the 
General Committee is not enough. The “government taking 
care of day-to-day business” has the same competencies – 
with no time limit – as a “normal” government, but the right 
to approve the budget rests with the Bundestag, the federal 
Parliament. In the framework of managing the provisional 
budget, this government only has a limited capacity to act. 
One of the characteristics of this crisis, and not a minor one, 
is therefore that the government cannot decide by itself on, 
for example, the massive increase in the war budget – at 
least double – being demanded by US imperialism, NATO, the 
European Union and Macron. 
But the main characteristic of this crisis is the current inabil-
ity of the SPD leadership to impose its view against the 
wishes of working people and the youth, and against the 
wishes of the majority of SPD members and the trade unions. 

A 
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This explains the course followed by Schulz, whose leader-
ship, at the extraordinary federal party congress on 21 Janu-
ary 2018, obtained authorisation by an extremely small mar-
gin to engage with the CDU-CSU in talks for the purposes of 
forming a coalition. The result is there to be seen. The 
464,000 or so members of the SPD must now give the mem-
bership’s view on the coalition agreement through a referen-
dum. 
We can and must take stock of this crisis on an initial basis: it 
is a provisional balance-sheet, because for the moment the 
result of the internal referendum is still not known. This is 
why we are proposing to open the discussion on the follow-
ing question: how do those who, independently of the deci-
sion by the party leadership, want to fight against the contin-
uation of the Agenda policy, against any form of external sup-
port for a government led by the CDU, and for a policy in the 
interests of the workers and youth, how can they remain 
united and pursue their common action? 
Last but not least, we must also give answers to the questions 
that have been raised by the course followed by the trade 
union leaderships, which are calling for a Grand Coalition in 
the strongest terms. How do we intervene in the trade un-
ions? This struggle is of paramount importance! 
 
A fundamental crisis in the history of post-war Germany 
in the context of a worsening of the crisis 
of the European Union 
 
Five months after the legislative elections on 24 September 
2017, there is neither a government nor a definitive coalition 
agreement. Following the “defeat” of the Jamaica coalition 
(4), Steinmeier, one of Schulz’s unlucky predecessors as SPD 
candidate for the post of Chancellor, now occupies the role 
of President of the federal Republic, and therefore as a “con-
stitutional body” is exerting huge pressure on the SPD lead-
ership: “All political parties elected to the German parliament 
have an obligation to the common interest to serve our coun-
try (…). Within but also outside our country, and especially in 
our European neighbourhood, the incomprehension and con-
cern would be great if, especially in the biggest and most eco-
nomically powerful country, the political forces did not as-
sume their responsibilities.” (5) And for the SPD, “assuming 
its responsibilities” means joining the new Grand Coalition. 
Steinmeier is demanding that the leadership breaks with the 
SPD Congress and the wishes of the overwhelming majority 
of party members.  
The Grand Coalition is a necessity because after Brexit, faced 
with the wish of the Catalans to break away from the Spanish 
State, and faced with the various “centrifugal forces” – the 
name given by the protagonists of the European Union to the 
dislocation of the “partners” within the “system of un-
distorted competition” of the Single Market – the “Macron 
initiative” is almost impossible without the weight of the 
Grand Coalition. In other words: without a “stable” govern-
ment in Germany, the “markets” cannot be reorganised in 
line with the demands of capital – with all the dramatic con-
sequences which this would have for the working class in the 
respective countries of Europe, but also for the situation in 
Germany and the European Union, since the working class 
cannot tolerate the attacks that are being prepared. Schulz 
was ready to give in. 

This is not a surprise. In the first issue of our Labour Corre-
spondence, we wrote on 5 September: “The SPD leadership 
around Schulz is offering its services to the bourgeoisie as a 
“junior partner” for the new Grand Coalition.” And we added: 
“The working class and youth will not allow imperialism and 
its acolytes to destroy the institutions of the labour move-
ment within the bourgeois state: its political parties, its trade 
unions, its social welfare systems…” 
 
The demands of US imperialism,  
the European Union and others 
 
A government that has to commit to destructive “un-
distorted” competition cannot decide to make compromises 
or concessions, however minimal, never mind improve-
ments. The line to which a new Grand Coalition will have to 
submit was indicated in exemplary fashion at the World Eco-
nomic Forum in Davos: the army of corporate magnates of 
finance and capital who had gathered in Switzerland praised 
Trump’s “historic tax reform”. For his part, Trump explained: 
“But America First does not mean America alone”.  
In response, Siemens group CEO Joe Kaeser, who wants to 
destroy thousands of jobs (6), was practically jubilant. At a 
dinner for heads of multinationals hosted by Trump at Davos, 
Kaeser took the opportunity to announce: “Since you have 
been successful with tax reform, we decided to develop next-
generation gas turbines in the United States.” Charlotte 
(North Carolina) instead of Berlin, Leipzig, Görlitz or Erfurt. 
And naturally, the coalition “negotiators” in Berlin under-
stand the message. An end to deregulation, an increase of 
low wages, the binding nature of collective bargaining agree-
ments, or a ban on special dispensations under collective 
bargaining agreements? Impossible! Trump has prescribed 
the path to be followed! 
Speaking at the SPD Congress on 7 December 2017, Schulz 
gave figures for the dramatic losses in membership and elec-
toral support. The SPD’s process of destruction is well ad-
vanced. For US imperialism, the European Union, capital and 
the bourgeoisie, it is about…destroying the SPD as the his-
toric party of the working class in Germany. It is about de-
stroying the party in the process of carrying out the next full-
frontal attacks on labour gains.  
Within that process, the SPD leadership is the direct lever for 
destroying the workers’ gains and hence the historic work-
ers’ party, which, however, must continue to be used more 
intensely within the framework of the institutionalised Grand 
Coalition, a form of “government of national unity”, to intro-
duce the anti-working-class measures and objectives of the 
bourgeoisie.  
And the SPD leadership as well as the leaderships of the DGB 
trade union confederation are demonstrating a willingness 
to follow the orders of capital and to continue pushing the 
SPD – from the top – along the path of self-destruction as the 
historic party of the working class. 
This is why newspapers like the Financial Times and others 
are calling for the quick formation of a government, because 
without this, they say, it would mean sinking into “a profound 
crisis of leadership for Europe and a protracted period of un-
certainty, at a time when it can least afford it” (7). Tsipras, 
Macron and Juncker on behalf of the countries and institu-
tions of the European Union, the employers’ associations and 



The Internationale n°9 – February 2018 23 
 
all of the institutions of the bourgeoisie are calling for a 
Grand Coalition. 
And the SPD leadership around Schulz is ready to once again 
position itself totally against the interests of the working 
class and the youth: “I am fighting for the Grand Coalition”, 
Schulz proclaimed to the 600 delegates and 45 members of 
the Executive Committee at the Extraordinary Congress on 
21 January 2018. Gabriel (8) explained that the eyes of the 
whole world were turned towards Bonn that day. “Macron 
has phoned”, Schulz emphasised, before going on to refer to 
the fact that Tsipras had praised the coalition strategy docu-
ment “on behalf of Europe”. 
All of them are demanding the continuation of the Agenda 
policy, because they need it in conditions of increased capi-
talist competition, hence the increased need to attack the 
gains of the working class, namely through: 
– more deregulation of all conditions of employment; 
– more widespread insecure working, part-time working, 
fixed-term contracts and temporary contracts; 
– the breaking up of collective bargaining agreements and at-
tacks on the value of labour-power. 
Yes, but this is exactly what the working class is resisting – a 
resistance that has succeeded in being expressed right down 
to the grassroots of the SPD. And that is precisely where the 
SPD’s crisis is being expressed: the SPD leadership, with or 
without Schulz, is not managing to act either in accordance 
with the orders it is receiving or according to its own wishes. 
It is perfectly willing to bow to the demands of US imperial-
ism, the European Union, capital and the bourgeoisie, and to 
play an active part in the policy of continuing and extending 
the destruction of all working-class gains.  
This was expressed first by the agreement to hold explora-
tory talks and now by the coalition agreement. But on the 
other hand, there is the youth and the working class, who 
must and want to defend their gains: this was clearly shown 
by the 1.5 million IG Metall union members who, in January 
and February of this year, held a series of warning strikes. 
 
The SPD is deeply divided 
 
In his speech to the SPD Congress in Berlin on 7 December 
2017, Schulz took stock of the defeats in three successive re-
gional elections and the parliamentary election: “We not only 
lost this Bundestag election, we have lost the last four elec-
tions. We not only lost 1.7 million votes this time, we have 
lost 10 million votes since 1998, almost half our voting base.” 
In terms of the figures, this balance-sheet is correct. And 
now, he wants to “mercilessly assess the last 20 years”. Apart 
from the leadership’s promises and the choice of Nahles as a 
“renovator”, there is no sign whatsoever of any “assess-
ment”. 
During the Extraordinary Congress, 56 per cent of the dele-
gates (362 of them) voted in favour of the Executive Commit-
tee motion to begin coalition negotiations with the CDU-CSU; 
279 delegates (44 per cent) voted against opening negotia-
tions for a Grand Coalition. This result was only achieved 
thanks to the hypocritical promise to use the negotiations to 
impose “the elimination of recourse to unjustified fixed-term 
contracts”, “the start of ending two-tier healthcare” and “the 
development of a resolution process for difficult cases of reu-
niting families” of migrants. The demands that were quietly 

dropped are nevertheless extremely important: tax-in-
creases for capital, an increase in inheritance tax, the strug-
gle against insecure working as prescribed in the European 
Union’s directives on part-time work, fixed-term contracts 
and temporary contracts, and against low wages, etc. Also 
extremely importantly, there are the demands of capital and 
the bourgeoisie which have not been discussed but which 
were hidden away in the budget, such as the 30-35 billion 
euros increase in military spending, taking it up to 65-75 bil-
lion euros in line with the demands of NATO and the Euro-
pean Union (PESCO, Permanent Structured Cooperation 
within the framework of the war policy of the EU member 
states). 
They had to hide from party members the political measures 
designed to deregulate labour law; as part of the ground-
work, they intend to circumvent the limitation of the working 
day to eight hours. 
When one is aware of the political layer – members of parlia-
ment, full-time officers, employees of the apparatus, etc. – 
that is represented at a national congress, one can measure 
how deeply the SPD is divided for this to be manifested in a 
56-44 split in the congress vote. This is why the 44 per cent 
of congress delegates who said “no” to negotiations for a 
Grand Coalition constitute a resounding defeat for the lead-
ership. To that extent, of course, Schulz – with his “I am 
fighting for the Grand Coalition” declaration – just about 
scraped a win at the congress, but what now awaits the SPD 
leadership is a brutal confrontation with the working class 
and youth on the factory floor, in the offices and in the uni-
versities. And this confrontation will also be expressed inside 
the SPD with the referendum of the party’s members, even 
in a distorted way due to the atomisation of the membership. 
Two camps are facing off on the two sides of the divide. Both 
of them are perfectly aware that the stakes are high, very 
high. This comes down to a historic question: will capital and 
the SPD leadership adapting to its demands succeed in using 
a new version of the Grand Coalition to bring the SPD to its 
knees as a workers’ party, thus continuing to deprive the Ger-
man proletariat of its political representation, or will the pro-
letariat succeed in defending its party against this attack? 
 
They want to use the SPD inside the Grand Coalition against 
the working class to achieve capital’s new Agenda policy, an 
even worse Agenda policy, because for them it is not 
enough to have the SPD support the bourgeois government 
from the outside 
 
The demands of capital on those who held coalition govern-
ment talks up to 20 November 2017 were very clear: they 
were to pursue deregulation in Germany, which is already 
the country with the greatest flexibility on working time in 
Europe, and to put on the agenda even broader attacks 
against the social gains. The president of the Association of 
Skilled Trades, Wollseifer, has stated: “We need flexible pro-
visions on pensions, just like on the employment of older 
workers, and it is absolutely certain that we do not need a 
further increase in pensions for mothers with families”, add-
ing the demand – within the perspective of pillaging wages 
through social insurance contributions – of reimbursing em-
ployer contributions and “reducing social contributions”: “A 
reduction would also increase the competitiveness of our 
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businesses. In view of the record which Germany holds today 
regarding wage costs, this measure is long overdue.” (9) That 
is what the CDU’s Economic Council is demanding. Envisaging 
a reduction in “wage costs” – deferred salary – means noth-
ing other than making the pillaging of wages legitimate by 
law. But the diktat of Trump’s “historic tax reform” is taking 
effect. 
Capital’s new Agenda policy means the increased pillaging of 
wages, along with the dismantling of social insurance sys-
tems, health insurance systems and pensions. And this is 
what the policy of destroying wages leads to: according to 
the Institute of Economic and Social Research (WSI) (10), “In 
2016, around 2.7 million employees in Germany received less 
than the minimum wage, even though they were entitled to 
it. This means that 9.8 percent of all employees who were en-
titled to the minimum wage received less than the prescribed 
8.50 euros per hour.” (11). Andrea Nahles’s legal minimum 
wage acts as a strong magnet that maintains collectively 
agreed wages at minimum levels. And it still falls in the 
bracket of poverty wages! 
The pillaging of wages through reducing the value of labour-
power as a commodity has expanded massively for years in 
the countries of the European Union. The evolution of wages 
in Europe since the last crisis, ten years ago, is in inverse pro-
portion to the evolution of profits. As the WSI has pointed 
out: “In many EU states, massive real wage losses occurred 
over several years. (…) The real wage level in ten EU states is 
still below the level of the crisis year 2009. This development 
is most evident in Greece, where real wages fell by almost 23 
per cent, followed by Cyprus (-12.8 per cent), Portugal (-8.6 
per cent), Croatia (-5.8 per cent) and Spain (-5.5 per cent) (…). 
In 20 of 28 EU states, the wage share, i.e. the proportion of 
earned income compared to the total national income, con-
tinues to fall. (…) Despite relatively strong wage growth in 
Germany, the wage share remained constant during the pe-
riod of 2010 to 2017. The wage increases of recent years were 
thus completely covered through increases in price and 
productivity, so the functional income distribution between 
labour income and capital income did not change. However, 
in the 1990s and 2000s, Germany experienced a relatively 
sharp decline in the wage share; the development of the cur-
rent decade has only stopped this trend, but not corrected it.” 
(12). 
Those who have so much profit that they do not know what 
to do with it are succeeding – by relying on those low wages, 
on insecure working and the dramatic growth of low-wage 
sectors (including on the legal minimum wage, which acts as 
a magnet that pulls wages down), allowing the development 
of credit bubbles and speculative bubbles – in “reverting” to 
the situation before 2007. The European Central Bank’s pol-
icy of low interest rates, the various free trade agreements, 
etc. in their own way favour this evolution towards minimal 
costs for industrial and commercial capital. The challenges 
facing those who want to form a government therefore have 
a source: “money in process” (Marx), which feeds on the de-
struction of the main productive force: the producer’s la-
bour-power and its value crystallised in wages, collective 
guarantees, social welfare systems, qualifications, and all the 
labour gains (13).  
Schulz had understood these demands as early as January 
2017, when – as the “European candidate for Chancellor” – 

he swore allegiance to the European treaties in front of An-
gela Merkel (14). And yet last spring, some people “on the 
left” thought they heard candidate Chancellor Schulz issue a 
“call to battle” against the “errors of the Agenda policy”. If 
that were the case, then our analysis that the resistance 
against the Agenda policy is coming from the working class 
and not the leadership around Schulz is wrong. Or rather, 
then, those “left-wingers” are confusing – consciously or un-
consciously – what Schulz has always been with what the ma-
jority of the SPD members are claiming. The majority of the 
SPD want to achieve unity in order to break with the murder-
ous Agenda policy, break with the Grand Coalition and de-
fend the SPD as a party of the working class. 
Schulz, Scholz (15) and Nahles want precisely the opposite!  
 
In the name of the “general interest” 
 
For capital, the SPD leadership must be pushed to persevere, 
and the SPD must be destroyed as the historic party of the 
working class. The general interest is always the interest of 
the ruling classes. This is what Steinmeier, who has been in 
their pay for decades, meant when he stated: “All political 
parties elected to the German parliament have an obligation 
to the common interest to serve our country.” By imposing 
the position that the priority is “the State first, the party sec-
ond”, Steinmeier is denying the right of the working class to 
its own political representation within the framework of the 
bourgeois state but independent of the bourgeois state. The 
State first, the party second? The German working class al-
ready has experience of that kind of ultimatum. Every time 
such slogans have been inflicted on it and the social-demo-
cratic leaderships have carried them out, the working class 
has suffered the worst of defeats, including fascism. 
No! In order to carry out the demands that favour the work-
ing class and youth, the workers’ party must be in the van-
guard – right up to the world level. The working class needs 
its own political representation. Putting that representation 
into question constitutes a wholesale attack on democracy 
and working-class gains. Because in bourgeois federal Ger-
many, democracy and social and political gains are the result 
gained solely through the struggle of the working class to-
gether with its organisations to defend its demands against 
the resistance and attacks of the bourgeoisie. 
Legislation on employment and the social domain has never 
been conceded voluntarily by the bourgeois state to the 
workers, retirees, etc. This has never been so clear as in the 
case of struggles to defend the health insurance systems, 
pension systems or unemployment insurance systems, or in 
the struggles against the deregulation of employment law. 
The “reforms” which the governments of the bourgeois 
state, relying on the directives of the European Union, are 
using to reduce working-class gains in the name of “the com-
mon good” always go hand-in-hand with attempts to co-opt 
the leading circles of the working-class organisations, espe-
cially the trade union organisations. Whoever wants – in the 
name of the “general interest” – to fight with the working 
class over its right to have its own political party wants, by 
the same token, to achieve the corporatist integration of its 
leaderships. 
And yet, the attacks aimed at working-class gains by Kohl 
during the reunification of the country and by Schröder with 
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his Agenda policy, which were deepened by the Merkel gov-
ernments that followed, have reached a level which the 
working class can no longer tolerate, whilst for capital and 
the bourgeoisie they are still not enough. 
 
Schulz’s zigzagging and the role of the social-democratic 
trade union leaderships 
 
The electoral results of 24 September 2017 – a huge loss of 
votes for both parties of the Grand Coalition, delivering the 
SPD’s worst result in its history – represent a turning-point in 
the history of post-war Germany. Also a historic event in the 
whole post-war period is the inability of the leadership of the 
most influential party in Parliament, namely the party of 
Merkel, the Chancellor “taking care of day-to-day business”, 
to create the basis for a negotiation for the purpose of form-
ing a government comprising the CDU-CSU, the FDP and the 
Greens. This does not mean that the FDP, the party of finance 
capital, would be capable of doing so, any more than the 
Greens party. The FDP, which is strongly advocating the com-
plete deregulation of all guarantees under employment law, 
notably the law on working time, was not able to impose its 
point of view and so scuppered the exploratory talks. But we 
need to insist on one point: the CDU-CSU, the main party of 
the bourgeoisie, the FDP, representing finance capital, and 
the petty-bourgeois Greens party did not hold their “explor-
atory negotiations” over the course of four weeks outside of 
time and space. 
They simultaneously had to take decisions at the European 
Union level (militarisation in application of the Lisbon Treaty, 
the “European Pillar of Social Rights”, the “Eastern Partner-
ship”) at the same time as the class struggle was intensifying 
in Germany and in Europe: the struggles at ThyssenKrupp, 
Siemens and in the lignite (brown coal) mines to defend all 
jobs and production sites, the struggles in the hospitals and 
the retail sector, and the struggles for a collective bargaining 
agreement at Amazon clearly demonstrate that the working 
class is prepared to defend the basis of its material existence. 
Schulz, whose political zigzagging expresses the weakness of 
the SPD apparatus, has had to fight for the Grand Coalition, 
i.e. for “Europe”, for an even worse Agenda policy and for the 
“free and undistorted competition” which he represented 
alongside Juncker, Dijsselbloem, Draghi, Tusk (16) for all 
those years as President of the European Parliament. The re-
sult he obtained on 21 January 2018 was very narrow. The 
majority of party members rejected the Grand Coalition. At 
this point, the daily intervention by the union heads came 
into play, culminating in the intervention by DGB confedera-
tion President Hoffmann. 
Moreover, the weak result of 56 per cent of delegates in fa-
vour of reopening the coalition negotiations was undoubt-
edly achieved thanks to an offensive on an unprecedented 
scale by the heads of the DGB unions. In the weeks leading 
up to the Extraordinary Congress in January, not a day passed 
without trade union leaders M. Vassiliadis, A. Kirchner, J. 
Hofmann, F. Bsirske or R. Hoffmann declaring their support 
for a resumption of coalition negotiations between Merkel 
and the SPD leadership. And their conspicuous presence at 
the congress on 21 January was part of that same offensive. 
Unusually, the DGB President spoke, taking stock of the 
Grand Coalition and the document that resulted from the 

first negotiations: “When I see everything you have managed 
to achieve as Social-Democratic policy inside the Grand Coa-
lition, everything that you promised and then achieved, and 
what is contained in the coalition strategy document, I find a 
reliable basis for stabilising a relationship of trust between 
the German trade unions and German social-democracy, and 
for carrying out a policy together in favour of the people of 
this country (…). You have our support in moving forward on 
the path of the coalition negotiations. You will have our criti-
cal support.” 
However, it would be wrong to think that the pressure from 
Hoffmann and his colleagues is limited to just the Grand Co-
alition issue. Their position has clearly destructive effects. 
The disintegration of the SPD as the traditional party of the 
German working class is having direct consequences within 
the AfA, the SPD’s Workers Commission. 
Since Schröder’s time, the apparatus has been vigorously 
fighting against the AfA. Now, when it is a question of fighting 
against the Grand Coalition, in opposition to the SPD and un-
ion leaderships, the AfA’s structures are virtually paralysed. 
Thus, one participant in the North Rhine AfA’s regional con-
gress has pointed out that the delegates had to impose a dis-
cussion on the fight against the Grand Coalition on two sep-
arate occasions, and that the large majority of speakers de-
clared their opposition to negotiations with the CDU-CSU.  
Furthermore, the delegates were obliged to note that the 
vast majority of candidates for leadership positions – includ-
ing Federal AfA President K. Barthel, who spoke as a guest – 
refused to state their position on the formation of the fourth 
Grand Coalition. They need to silence the AfA, just as they 
needed to at the last two federal congresses of the SPD. This 
is just one of the most immediate expressions of the ultima-
tums being made by Hoffmann, Bsirske and others. 
Hoffmann and his colleagues do not have a mandate from 
their union members. In our unions, our organisations 
which we have built in order to fight in defence of our class 
interests, we need to raise this obvious question at every 
level: comrades Bsirske, Vassiliadis, Hoffmann – who gave 
you a mandate to stand against the majority of SPD mem-
bers and, what is more, against the majority of workers, 
working people and the youth, who inflicted a resounding 
defeat on the Grand Coalition, and to use the prestige of 
our organisations and their millions of members to call for 
a new Grand Coalition?  
Who can believe for one second that “a policy in favour of 
the workers” could come from the Grand Coalition? No-
body! And it is precisely on this point that we need to 
launch the discussion inside our unions! And inside the AfA! 
 
Die Linke (17), Lafontaine, Wagenknecht, the Pabloites and 
other “left-wingers” 
 
The initiative by Lafontaine (18) in late 2017, raising the idea 
of setting up a “left-wing people’s party” and openly declar-
ing against a workers’ party – a movement similar to Jean-
Luc Melenchon’s France Unbowed – received the support of 
S. Wagenknecht (19), who took up this viewpoint following 
the first coalition negotiations. Of course, Lafontaine and 
Wagenknecht are betting on the frustration of disappointed 
SPD members and members of the “left” wing of the Greens, 
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who are increasingly losing positions inside their petty-bour-
geois party. But this initiative is above all the expression of 
the crisis that has gripped Die Linke following the loss of sev-
eral of their electoral bastions in East Germany. 
The Lafontaine-Wagenknecht bid opens the way to a “red-
red-green” movement (Die Linke-SPD-Greens), a new version 
of a “Unity of the Lefts” which is always served up to us in 
place of the fight to build a workers’ party, and in practice is 
directed against that fight. 
The Pabloites inside Die Linke, like Sozialistische Alternative 
[Socialist Alternative] (SAV), have quite simply declared, via 
their spokesperson S. Stanicic: “In this SPD, there is no force 
left that is still willing to fight for a social-democratic reform-
ist policy in the original sense of the term.” So the matter is 
settled, the page of “this SPD” has been turned… But are they 
still looking out the backdoor to see if there could be a way 
of setting up “another” SPD? 
Other “left-wingers” are completely disorientated. In a state-
ment to the delegates of the SPD’s Extraordinary Congress, 
they warned: “It is clear that the leaderships of all three par-
ties are leading parliamentary democracy and the traditional 
party system into a deeper crisis and that they are sowing the 
seeds for a resurgence of the far-right AfD.” 
What does this mean? Is the issue one of defending the class 
interests of the workers and youth, or of worrying about the 
schemes of the “leaderships of all three parties”? And what, 
after all, is this “traditional party system” which “the leader-
ships of all three parties are leading (…) into a deeper crisis”? 
Could it be the “government of national unity” system within 
which the SPD leadership has been using the party for more 
than half a century as a tool for keeping in line the working 
class and its struggles? 
And so, what about the AfD? Is it not true that the traditional 
party of the German working class, the SPD, has rejected any 
positive response to the key political demands and questions 
of the industrial workers threatened by “structural changes” 
(job-cuts at ThyssenKrupp, Siemens, the coal mines, etc.), to 
the demands and questions of the apprentice and student 
youth, to those of the people working in insecure jobs, of the 
so-called “independent” workers, of working families of 
women, of retirees?  
And is it not also true that in practice, the SPD has become – 
alongside the parties of capital and on behalf of capital, rely-
ing for support on the institutions of the European Union – 
the driving-force of all the attacks on the workers’ gains, a 
scenario that has been repeated outside of Germany? 
Can one understand the decline of the Austrian SPO, the col-
lapse of the PvdA in Holland, the disappearance of PASOK in 
Greece and the Socialist Party in France, without questioning 
the course followed by those parties of the Second Interna-
tional, which for the last 25 years have upheld the Maastricht 
Treaty and all of the subsequent treaties? 
Of course not! No, the issue is not that “the leaderships of all 
three parties are leading parliamentary democracy and the 
traditional party system into a deeper crisis”. The parties of 
the Grand Coalition – each of them individually and the 
Grand Coalition as a whole – are in an unprecedented crisis, 
and each of them has recorded their worst electoral results 
in history. This is why those elections have triggered such up-
heavals in Germany and Europe. This has led to political frag-

mentation in Germany, with important consequences for po-
litical developments, including the weakening of the “pillar 
of stability” in Europe. So it is a German government that has 
triggered a political destabilisation of the other European 
governments and the institutions of the European Union, for 
which Macron himself and his government with feet of clay 
cannot compensate. Because the bourgeoisie in search of 
political stability can no longer – as was the case until now – 
turn to the SPD as the central pillar of the Grand Coalition. 
Faced with the huge resistance from within the party, which 
is matching the resistance of the working class and youth, the 
SPD leadership must at the very least put in place the band-
aid solution that is the coalition agreement, which has cost 
Schulz the leadership of the party. 
 
What can we do, what should we do? 
 
The majority of SPD members reject the Grand Coalition. At 
the same time as the coalition negotiations have been under-
way, new members – especially from among the youth – 
have been joining the SPD in order to be able to vote against 
the Grand Coalition in the party referendum. The German 
bourgeoisie has always needed the SPD, more as a central 
pillar, but at least to prop it up. The bourgeoisie’s newspaper 
Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung has violently attacked the 
SPD’s internal referendum on the result of the negotiations: 
“Of course, it sounds good that the party’s members should 
decide on the result of the negotiations. But the coalition will 
have an impact on areas where the whole of the people is 
represented, not just SPD members, namely in the Bundestag 
and in the parliamentary groups forming the government” 
(30 January 2018).  
Every time, they foam at the lips as they question the right of 
the working class to have its own political representation 
within the bourgeois state. According to them, political par-
ties should be nothing more than a subordinate tier, subject 
to the “parliamentary groups forming the government”. But 
the right of the working class to have its own party is at stake. 
Within the SPD, the fight against a reinforced Agenda policy 
as part of a new Grand Coalition is finding expression, even if 
this is in a distorted and incomplete form. Right now, the gov-
ernment that is “taking care of day-to-day business” is facing 
a new phase of fightbacks by the trade unions, not only for 
wages, but also to defend jobs and production sites.  
The capacity of the SPD leadership to become part of a Grand 
Coalition by invoking the need to “draw even greater benefits 
for the people of our country” is shrinking away and may well 
disappear altogether. And by so doing, its capacity to put 
pressure on the trade unions and keep them in line is also 
shrinking. The class struggle is also reverberating at the 
grassroots organisational level of the SPD. This was ex-
pressed by the influx of new members after Gabriel withdrew 
from the party leadership, again following the 24 September 
2017 legislative election, and now once again following the 
Extraordinary Congress, with 24,000 new members joining to 
oppose the Grand Coalition. 
 
This is not enough for either side 
 

It is the employers’ associations that most regret the defeat 
of the Jamaica coalition. As far as Federation of German In-
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dustries (BDI) President D. Kempf is concerned, “it is abso-
lutely unsatisfactory”. For E. Schweitzer, President of the As-
sociation of German Chambers of Commerce and Industry 
(DIHK), “the defeat is especially disappointing because we 
had hoped for an end to a deadlocked situation”. This is why 
the CDU’s Economic Council is opposed to the Grand Coali-
tion. 
On the other hand, R. Hoffmann drew a completely different 
conclusion when taking stock at the SPD’s Extraordinary Con-
gress in Bonn, on 21 January 2018. The apparatuses – Hoff-
mann, Bsirske, Vassiliadis and the other trade union leaders 
– as well as the SPD leadership never grow tired of arguing 
that the last Grand Coalition should be regarded positively in 
terms of what it did for working people. The pressure being 
put on SPD members to approve the coalition agreement is 
huge, in the light of a balance-sheet which some are describ-
ing as “virtually socialist policy”. 
But the contradictions between the statements by repre-
sentatives of capital on the one hand, and the SPD and union 
leaderships on the other, reveal a dilemma. Capital needs a 
better weapon than the Grand Coalition. With the Grand Co-
alition, those in charge of companies and multinationals can-
not carry out a full-scale attack on labour gains because the 
government does not have the strength to play its supporting 
role. But for the time being, capital has no other option. 
On the other side of the divide, the working class is not will-
ing to put up with any additional attack on its gains. 
Between these two, the apparatuses and their leaderships 
are seeking to create a buffer zone, in the form of a Grand 
Coalition that includes the SPD. 
In this situation of class war, characterised by the struggle of 
the working class to defend the value of its labour-power 
against capital’s attempts to open up new breaches, the 
Grand Coalition cannot last four years. 
The “review” clause included in the coalition agreement – 
“halfway through the parliamentary term, an assessment of 
the state of progress of the coalition agreement will be car-
ried out” – sets a time limit on the Grand Coalition. Capital 
and the bourgeoisie foresee a continued weakening of the 
SPD within the Grand Coalition. Capital and the bourgeoisie 
need another government and therefore an even greater de-
terioration of the SPD, and consequently a weakened work-
ing class. In this sense, the coalition agreement is a “win” for 
the bourgeois parties, which currently must forego a pro-
gramme of full-frontal attacks, but they are preparing their 
assault in the form of the Agenda policy imposed within the 
framework of the “undistorted competition” of the Euro-
pean Union’s Single Market. But let us make no mistake: in 
practice, Jamaica is already functioning – at least, for the 
time being, on an ad hoc basis and as an ultimatum to a still-
docile SPD leadership. On 16 February 2018, the FDP’s leader 
Lindner offered his help to Merkel to form a minority govern-
ment. Former CSU government minister Dobrindt, former 
CDU government minister Röttgen, Brügger of the Greens 
(who has criticised the fact that Defence Minister von der 
Leyen has made practically no improvements despite an in-
crease in budget!) and joint FDP parliamentary group leader 
Lambsdorff have all, one after the other, declared a position 
in favour of increasing the weapons budget and the war 
budget in order to respond to the orders issued by NATO and 

PESCO and to improve the German army’s capacity for ag-
gression. Jamaica is already active alongside Trump, NATO 
and PESCO. 
We must be clear: the parties of capital and the bourgeoisie 
are preparing to establish a new government capable of 
breaking through the “roadblocks” and attacking the working 
class. To this end, they need to continue to destroy the SPD. 
All those who, relying on 150 years of the labour movement, 
are saying “No to the Grand Coalition, no to giving external 
support to a minority government of the bourgeois parties”, 
are well aware of this. Because they instinctively “know” that 
the working class without a political party will be defence-
less. Also, it is now necessary to oppose the plans of capital 
and the bourgeoisie by engaging in the fight for a govern-
ment of the working class based on “No to the Grand Coali-
tion”. 
The German working class has demonstrated many times 
that, as far as it is concerned, defending its class gains in-
volves the traditional organisations. On this path, it has come 
up against the SPD, a bourgeois worker’s party; it wants to 
use one of the party’s contradictory aspects, its workers’ 
party character, as a tool in the struggle against the demands 
of capital in crisis and its institutions. The SPD is therefore 
increasingly part of the struggle, acting as both the battle-
field for the class struggle and as an issue in the class struggle 
itself. 
Within this process, it will split apart, not on an ideological 
basis as proposed by Lafontaine and Wagenknecht, but on 
the basis of the struggles against superexploitation in the ar-
eas of insecure working, fixed-term contracts, temporary 
contracts, poverty, starvation wages, pensions and 
healthcare, not forgetting the struggle against the enormous 
war budgets. 
All of these battles constitute the foundation for “No to the 
Grand Coalition”; they seize on the SPD as a “workers’ party”, 
even one dressed in the rags of a degenerated bourgeois 
workers’ party. Increasingly, there is an awareness being ex-
pressed inside the SPD that it is indeed the working class that 
built this party, the apparatus of which has gone over to the 
side of the bourgeois order. This is what provides the foun-
dation for a class movement to win back control of the party 
against the counter-revolutionary bourgeois apparatus. The 
working class feels obliged to wage this fight, because it 
wants to prevent its own atomisation, it wants to maintain 
and strengthen what constitutes it as a class. 
For our part, we, militant activists of the Fourth Interna-
tional, have no illusion whatsoever regarding the possibility 
of repairing this bourgeois workers’ party. But we are helping 
to unite and mobilise all those who want to defend their 
workers’ party; for this, we are relying on the various cur-
rents and the movement inside the SPD and the trade unions 
who reject the Grand Coalition and a continuation of the 
Agenda policy. Inside the SPD, different structures and bod-
ies, various activists as well as trade union delegates and of-
ficials are taking action and want to take action. They are the 
ones whom we aim to unite as an independent political force 
for a policy that will serve the interests of working people 
and the youth, and ultimately for a government that will de-
fend those interests against the demands of capital, the Eu-
ropean Union and US imperialism! 
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For all these reasons, the Fourth International supports every 
effort directed against the Grand Coalition.  
 
So, let us work together on shared responses! 
 
Schulz was prepared to go further in putting every labour 
gain in question, serving the interests of “Europe” and the 
Grand Coalition. The 44 per cent who voted against coalition 
negotiations on 21 January 2018 were against this political 
course. And the leadership is obliged to present to the 56 per 
cent who voted in favour of negotiations with conditions (a 
single social insurance system, an end to hiring on fixed-term 
contracts without a valid reason, reuniting refugee families, 
etc.) a coalition agreement that does not even respond to 
those conditions. The Grand Coalition is in the minority. That 
is why we needed to get rid of Schulz, and that is why we now 
need to get rid of the Grand Coalition. 
We declare ourselves in favour of the struggle for a workers’ 
government based on “No to the Grand Coalition”. 
We do not know which result the SPD leadership will present 
as the result of the referendum of SPD members on 5 March. 
Nevertheless, we categorically reject the positions of some 
“left-wing activists” who have said to the SPD members: 
“Your fate is in your own hands: vote No to the Grand Coali-
tion!” No, the SPD members are not responsible for the re-
sult (of which they cannot even verify the accuracy). 
But there is one thing that we know very clearly: 5 March 
marks the start of a new period. The result of the members’ 
vote can become an element in speeding up the decay of the 
SPD. It is difficult to judge whether it will be possible for 
Lafontaine and Wagenknecht to build their “left-wing peo-
ple’s party”. What is possible is a split in the SPD from top to 
bottom, and the formation of a kind of USPD (on 6 April 1916, 
the Independent Social Democratic Party of Germany (USPD) 
was founded in Gotha, bringing together those Social Demo-
crats who opposed a continuation of the First World War and 
collaboration with the government). 
Our programme says: “The central task of the Fourth Interna-
tional is to free the proletariat from the old leadership, whose 
conservatism is in total contradiction to the disastrous situa-
tion of disintegrating capitalism and constitutes the main ob-
stacle to historical progress. The chief accusation which the 
Fourth International makes against the traditional organisa-
tions of the proletariat is that they do not want to break away 
from the political semi-corpse of the bourgeoisie.” (20)  
And linked to this issue, we also propose to discuss this other 
question: what after all is this Europe, whose “grandiose 
ideas” are so highly praised by Macron, Gabriel, Schulz, Mer-
kel, etc. and which they want to implement as part of their 
“re-founding of Europe”? And therefore, what is the Europe 
that we, the workers, want and need? 
Hoffmann, Bsirske, Vassiliadis, Kirchner, you do not speak in 
our name! Let us work together on the initiatives along this 
line, in order to force the opening of a discussion in our trade 
unions. These discussions are necessary and urgent in view 
of the course being followed by the union leaderships, which 
are vehemently demanding the continuation of the Grand 
Coalition. It is vital that the working class protects its inde-
pendence in all circumstances. It needs its own political 
party. And today that struggle involves the fight against the 
Grand Coalition! 

This is why, also as an expression of the need to defend all 
working-class gains, we are formulating this demand to the 
leadership: “Break with the bourgeoisie, take the power!” In 
this context, we propose to open the discussion on the fol-
lowing question: how do we rally together and unite in action 
all those who, independently of the decisions taken by the 
party leadership, want to take action against the continua-
tion of the Agenda policy, against the Grand Coalition and 
against any form of external support for a CDU government, 
and in favour of a policy that serves the interests of the work-
ers and youth? 
Let us freely open this discussion, without preconditions. This 
is what we are inviting you to do. 
 

Members and sympathisers of the Organising Committee 
for the Reconstitution of the Fourth International 

 
________________________ 
(1) TN - In 2005, SPD Chancellor Gerhard Schröder introduced a 
range of reactionary anti-labour measures, which he called Agenda 
2010. Since then up to the present day, the term “Agenda policy” 
refers to the anti-labour deregulation measures demanded by cap-
ital and the European Union. 
(2) TN - The former Minister of Labour and Social Affairs and now 
leader of the SPD parliamentary group.  
(3) TN - The Bundeswehr comprises the unified armed forces of Ger-
many and their civil administration and procurement authorities. 
(4) TN - The black-green-yellow coalition, the respective party col-
ours of the conservative CDU, the liberal FDP and the Greens, which 
coincide with the colours of the Jamaican flag. 
(5) TN - Public statement made by Steinmeier on 20 November 2017 
regarding the coalition negotiations. 
(6) The example of Siemens is a case study in the destruction of 
wage-levels, collective bargaining agreements, production and pro-
duction sites. On 9 November, CEO Joe Kaeser announced profits of 
6.2 billion euros (US$7.65 billion) for 2017, an increase of 11 per 
cent, and at the same time the destruction of 7,000 jobs in the 
power station sector, which itself saw significant profits. The “col-
laboration in a relationship of trust” with the IG Metall union within 
the usual corporatist framework no longer plays any role. Moreo-
ver, the Siemens group’s board wants to “merge” Siemens Mobility 
(27,100 employees) with Alstom Transport (32,800 employees). 
Kaeser has called for annual cost savings of 470 million euros. The 
current agreement guaranteeing jobs and production sites will run 
for another four years, until 2022. Out of 26,000 jobs at the wind 
turbine manufacturer Siemens Gamesa, 6,000 are to be cut. But the 
workers are demonstrating, taking strike action and demanding 
that the jobs and production sites are kept… They are demanding 
political decisions. 
(7) TN - “Merkel’s Troubles May Spell Trouble for All of Europe”, The 
New York Times, 21 November 2017. 
(8) TN - Sigmar Gabriel was SPD leader from 2009 to 2017. After 
holding other coalition ministerial posts, he was interim Foreign 
Minister from 2017 to 2018 and Vice-Chancellor of Germany from 
2013 to 2018. 
(9) TN - Business newspaper Handelsblatt, 16 November 2017.  
(10) TN - According to the WSI’s website, it is “an independent aca-
demic institute within the Hans Böckler Foundation, a non-profit or-
ganisation fostering co-determination and promoting research and 
academic study on behalf of the German Confederation of Trade Un-
ions (DGB).” 
(11) TN - WSI press release dated 29 January 2018 on the publica-
tion of WSI Policy Brief No.19, January 2018.  
(12) TN - “European Collective Bargaining Report of the WSI 
2016/2017”, WSI-Mitteilungen 6/2017, p.430. 
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(13) See Point 7 of the Manifesto of the Second International Con-
ference of the OCRFI, the complete text of which can be found in 
Issue No.8 of The Internationale. 
(14) TN - Regional daily newspaper Rheinische Post, 26 January 2017. 
(15) TN - Olaf Scholz, the SPD Mayor of Hamburg, is expected to 
become the Grand Coalition’s Finance Minister. 
(16) TN - Respectively, the Presidents of the European Commission, the 
Eurogroup, the European Central Bank and the European Council. 
(17) TN - Die Linke (“The Left”, also referred to as the Left Party) is 
a party formed in 2007, bringing together the remnants of the Sta-
linist party that ruled East Germany up to 1989 and a split from the 
SPD. 

(18) TN - Oskar Lafontaine was Chair of the SPD from 1995 to 1999, 
when he resigned to demonstrate his disagreement with the orien-
tation of Chancellor Schröder. Together with members of the PDS 
(the heir of the SED, the ruling party of the Stalinist bureaucracy in 
East Germany) and German members of the Pabloite United Secre-
tariat, he founded Die Linke. 
(19) TN - Sahra Wagenknecht is joint Chair of Die Linke’s parliamen-
tary group and is married to Lafontaine. 
(20) TN - The Death Agony of Capitalism and the Tasks of the Fourth 
International – The Transitional Programme, new English edition 
published by the OCRFI in November 2017. 
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 DISCUSSION FORUM 
 
 
 
 

Japan 
 

Discussion with the comrades of Japan 
 
The Internationale publishes below, with the 
agreement of the Japanese comrades, the docu-
ment adopted in the meeting convened by the 
Japan Revolutionary Communist League-Revo-
lutionary Marxist Fraction (JRCL-RMF) to mark 
the centenary of the Revolution of October 
1917, as well as the letter which the OCRFI 
Secretariat sent to the comrades. 

 

On the 100th anniversary  
of the Russian Revolution 

JRCL appeals to the working people 
all over the world 

 
Workers and people all over the world!  
We, the Japan Revolutionary Communist League (Revolu-
tionary Marxist Faction), had a public political meeting in To-
kyo on 12 November 2017 to mark the 100th anniversary of 
the Russian Revolution. More than 1,500 revolutionary work-
ers, activists and students rallied from across the country. 
Through this meeting, we renewed our resolve to fight for 
the self-liberation of the working class in the 21st century.  
It is a hundred years since the first proletarian revolution in 
history was achieved by Russian workers, peasants and sol-
diers under the leadership of Lenin and Trotsky. The revolu-
tion was realised with the Marxist vision of accomplishing a 
world revolution with the workers’ state of Russia as its basis; 
however, the world working class today is still kept in the 
chains of capital and suffering from wars, poverty and op-
pression. This is the humiliating reality of the 21st century 
world after the collapse of the USSR, where “de-ideologisa-
tion” has spread among the toiling masses, with conven-
tional Marxist ideas losing influence.  
Revolutionary Russia was bureaucratically degenerated by 
Stalin, who fabricated the myth of “socialism in one country”, 
and his descendants. Class struggles in other countries were 
betrayed and destroyed one after another. And in the end, 
the Stalinist USSR itself underwent self-destruction. In 1991, 

revolutionary Russia was finally buried and obliterated by the 
very hand of the then General Secretary of the Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union, Mikhail Gorbachev, in the form of 
thoroughly negating the historic significance of the Russian 
Revolution together with Marxism.   
This grand reversal of the century must definitely be reversed 
again. We the JRCL are striving to do this. We are fighting to 
open a second century of revolution. Our banner for this is 
against imperialism, against Stalinism. Workers and people 
all over the world! We call on you to fight together with us to 
fundamentally eradicate wars, poverty and all the miseries of 
the 21st century world!  
Based on proletarian internationalism, let us fight to stave off 
a nuclear war!  
Today, the world is faced with a serious crisis. A nuclear war 
may break out at any moment, anywhere. In its fury at the 
Kim Jong-un regime of North Korea bent on developing nu-
clear missiles, which in itself is against working-class inter-
ests, the US imperialist administration led by Donald Trump 
is threatening to launch a pre-emptive attack on that country 
to show off its overwhelming nuclear capabilities. The Japa-
nese imperialist government led by Shinzo Abe, who is una-
shamedly clinging to Trump, is moving to participate in a war 
of aggression against North Korea. On the other hand, the Xi 
Jinping-led Chinese government, which has adopted the 
state strategy of “building a modernised, strong socialist 
country by 2049”, is taking advantage of the economic and 
political decline of US imperialism and increasing the wealth 
and military strength of the state under the banner, “Over-
take America and surpass it”.  
The Trump-led US administration attended by the Abe-led 
Japanese government and the Xi-led Chinese government al-
lied with the Putin-led Russian government are competing 
with each other in a nuclear arms race, while unreservedly 
displaying their respective national interests and intending to 
push them to the utmost.  
In the Middle East, US imperialism and Russia have been in-
discriminately murdering Syrian and Iraqi people, each using 
the pretext of “eradicating the Islamic State”. This is not all. 
Confrontation between the Sunni power of Saudi Arabia and 
Shiite Iran is escalating. Coupled with intervention by Russia 
and Western imperialist powers, the flames of war are raging 

 
 
 

Rally held by the Japan Revolutionary Communist League (Revolutionary Marxist 
Fraction) in Tokyo for the hundredth anniversary of the 1917 October Revolution 
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and spreading over the region. In Europe, military tension is 
mounting more than ever between NATO and Russia over 
the Ukrainian issue.  
Thus, in East Asia, in the Middle East and in Europe, a crisis 
that can spark off a Third World War is impending.  
We the JRCL are struggling with all our strength to stop a nu-
clear Korean war. We are calling on the toiling masses in Ja-
pan and the USA, and in North and South Korea, to rise in a 
united fight, beyond national borders, to overthrow the bel-
ligerent rulers of each country who are causing the crisis of a 
nuclear war. We are promoting this fight on the basis of pro-
letarian internationalism, in the form of applying Lenin’s po-
sition of “revolutionary defeatism” to our present policy 
against the impending war.   
Comrades all over the world! Stand up together with us! Rise 
in a fight against wars and against your belligerent govern-
ments to radically break the crisis of a nuclear war!  
Awake to the anti-Marxist nature of Stalinism!  
In every country and region, toiling people are suffering from 
unemployment and harsh labour at low wages, with their 
rights denied. In this 21st century, they are groaning with 
misery comparable to the “classical misery” of the times of 
Marx. Only a handful of capitalists and wealthy people are 
being enriched further, thus the gap between rich and poor 
is widening extraordinarily. In this situation, Trump is fanning 
hatred against Muslims and immigrants. In Europe, far-right 
forces are emerging, chanting chauvinistic, ultra-nationalist 
slogans. This must be seen as a distorted form of the eruption 
of contradictions rooted in the class division and other dis-
parities between social strata, which are becoming more and 
more serious.   
In the United States and Europe as well as in Japan, contem-
porary capitalism is exhibiting signs of decay. The reason why 
it is allowed to stay in existence lies in the fact that the work-
ing-class struggle for its liberation is now obliged to suffer 
disarray and stagnation owing to the grave crime committed 
by Gorbachev and his cronies who dismantled the Stalinist 
USSR by their own hand and finally obliterated revolutionary 
Russia; and besides, to the total ideological conversion of the 
self-styled “Communist” (in fact, Stalinist) parties all over the 
world. It is absolutely imperative for us, and all revolutionary 
fighters, to build up a worldwide struggle for the self-libera-
tion of the working class by truly succeeding [embracing the 
legacy of] the achievements of the Russian Revolution.  
The collapse of the USSR is not proof of the “bankruptcy of 
Marxism” or the “failure of socialism”, as propagandized by 
the bourgeoisie. It means the inevitable failure of Stalinism 
because of its anti-Marxist, anti-Leninist nature. Even though 
the Soviet Union has disappeared from the stage of history, 
the world-historical significance of the Russian Revolution, a 
glorious step forward towards the self-liberation of the world 
proletariat, can never be obliterated. The true value of Marx-
ism-Leninism that supported it shall never be shaken. On the 
contrary, the collapse of “USSR-type socialism” is, for us rev-
olutionary Marxists, actual proof of the revolutionary nature 
of Marx’s thought. Marx’s thought lives beyond ages; it is 
shining ever more radiantly today. The road to overthrow 
this dark 21st-century world will be opened when the world 
working class awakens to the anti-Marxist nature of Stalinism 
and arises in an international fight. Rally under the banner of 
anti-imperialism, anti-Stalinism!  

In October, 1956, when Hungarian workers rose up and when 
the Soviet bureaucracy trampled them down with tanks, 
Kan’ichi Kuroda, the founder of the JRCL, faced up to this 
event by remaining true to his “subjectivity as a communist” 
and actually realizing it. Thus, he took a step towards the 
foundation of an anti-Stalinist, revolutionary communist 
movement in Japan.  
By inheriting the late Comrade Kuroda’s revolutionary spirit 
and the whole of his assiduous theoretical, philosophical ef-
forts, we are striving to actualize our strategy for world rev-
olution:  
Down with imperialism! Down with Stalinism! We call on 
workers and people all over the world! Let us fight together 
to reverse the “grand reversal of the century”, the oblitera-
tion of revolutionary Russia perpetrated by Stalinists.  
We call on Chinese working people who are enduring all 
kinds of hardships under the bureaucratic state with a fake 
signboard of “socialism”. Awake to the anti-working-class na-
ture of your “country of market socialism”! Create organised 
forces for overthrowing the autocratic ruling system under 
the neo-Stalinist bureaucracy!   
We call on the working people of the former USSR constitu-
ent republics, including the people in Russia, who are suffer-
ing under the authoritarian rule of Putin, a present-day Ivan 
the Terrible.  
Awake to the criminal nature of Stalinists, who bureaucrati-
cally deteriorated and finally obliterated revolutionary Rus-
sia. Now is the time to rise up, aiming to overthrow the Putin-
led authoritarian ruling system and Russian-type state capi-
talism! Today, in Japan, leaders of the self-proclaimed Japa-
nese Communist Party, in fact converted Stalinists, are heap-
ing abuse on Marx’s Communist Manifesto and Lenin’s State 
and Revolution, saying that they are “advocacy of violent rev-
olution” and based on “premature ideas”. By so doing, they 
are justifying their ideological conversion, their total aban-
donment of Marxism.  
In the middle of the critical situation where the neo-fascist 
Abe government is moving towards Japan’s participation in 
an aggressive war on North Korea, they are adopting a posi-
tion of “defending the homeland”, exactly like the one that 
the Second International leaders adopted and was severely 
condemned by Lenin. Denouncing this crime of the JCP lead-
ership, we the JRCL are fighting to encourage conscientious 
JCP members to break with converted Stalinism. We call on 
you, workers and people of the world who are persistently 
fighting against the coercion of war, poverty and oppression! 
Rally under the banner of anti-imperialism, anti-Stalinism! 
Now is the time to revive the spirit of the Russian Revolution 
and fight together to turn the dark 21st-century into a sec-
ond century of proletarian revolution!  

November 2017 
 
 

The message sent to the JRCL-RMF  
by the OCRFI Secretariat 

 
Dear Comrades,  
We have taken note of your letter and also carefully read the 
JCRL Appeal to working people on the 100th anniversary of 
the Russian Revolution. We deem it positive that the OCRFI 
Manifesto adopted by the International Conference held on 
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1-3 November 2017 is being circulated among the members 
of your organisation. It is indeed a document that is not only 
to be discussed in the OCRFI sections but also, as explained 
in the Manifesto, aimed at “all those activists who are com-
mitted to class independence and who are taking action for 
political representation of the working class that is faithful to 
its interests”. 
For our part, we are circulating the JCRL appeal to the OCRFI 
sections.  
We think – as you said in your letter – that we have many 
points of agreement with regard to our analysis of the inter-
national situation and the situation of the international pro-
letariat. There are also, on important subjects, differences in 
judgement that should be fraternally and seriously dis-
cussed, questions that need to be clarified. 
A crucial point is, of course, our common assessment of the 
Russian revolution and its relevance: “the first proletarian 
revolution in history achieved by Russian workers, peasants 
and soldiers under the leadership of Lenin and Trotsky” (JCRL 
Appeal). Furthermore, you say that this revolution was real-
ized with the vision of accomplishing a world revolution. You 
mention in your letter – and we share this view – “the world-
historic significance of the Russian Revolution in the sense 
that its importance is more relevant today than before”, and 
you say that “On the centenary, we renewed our resolve to 
fight for building a revolutionary party of the working class, 
breaking through the crisis of its leadership.” 
This relevance of the Russian Revolution stems from the re-
sistance of the working class worldwide, against the capitalist 
system of exploitation that can only survive through an in-
creasingly violent onslaught on all the gains won by the work-
ing class, an onslaught on the very existence of its organisa-
tions, on the very foundations of civilisation. 
When the JCRL Appeal says that “in East Asia, in the Middle 
East and in Europe, a crisis that can spark off a Third World 
War is impending”, it is referring to something that results 
from the world historic crisis of the imperialist system, the 
form whereby the system of capitalist exploitation lives on. 
As mentioned in the Manifesto: “War is the natural offspring 
of a capitalist system based on the unrestricted exploitation 
of labour-power” and “The spread of wars that threaten the 
survival of humankind has not come out of nowhere: it is the 
product of the dead-end reached by the capitalist system 
based on private ownership of the means of production.” 
That is why Lenin’s statement that “a struggle for peace with-
out a revolutionary struggle is a hollow and false phrase” 
(The First Step, 1915) is today more appropriate than ever. 
The fight against the barbarism spawned by the continuation 
of the capitalist system, which war epitomises, can only be 
the struggle aimed at wiping out the very roots of this sys-
tem, so as to destroy the bourgeois state and get rid of pri-
vate ownership of the means of production. 
It is therefore the question of the rule of the working class 
that is being raised, the very question the Russian Revolution 
began to resolve, because the revolutionary party, Lenin and 
Trotsky’s party, focussed entirely on the question of the So-
viets’ power. 
We agree on the fact that, among all the crimes of Stalinism, 
the major crime – which entailed bloody repression by the 
ruling bureaucracy directed against all those who defended 
internationalism and workers’ democracy – was to bring 

about the destruction of the foundations on which the USSR 
was founded and which represented what was left of the Oc-
tober Revolution, resulting from the betrayal of the fight of 
the international proletariat by means of popular fronts, 
peaceful coexistence, the political crushing of the proletariat 
in the USSR itself and the bureaucratic counter-revolution di-
rected against the workers of Eastern Europe (East Germany, 
Poland, Hungary, Czechoslovakia). 
Undoubtedly the last blows struck by the bureaucracy as 
such when it was still ruling the state were inflicted by Gor-
bachev, but this final stage in the counter-revolutionary ac-
tion of the bureaucracy was part and parcel of the action in-
itiated by Stalin and the bureaucratic caste he gathered 
around him and whose activity he covered under the so-
called theory of “socialism in one country”. 
The JCRL Appeal says that the international proletariat’s fight 
today should be centred on the fight against “imperialism 
and Stalinism”. 
It is necessary to clarify what this means today. 
Shortly after the end of the Second World War, at its Second 
World Congress in 1948, the Fourth International launched 
the slogan “Neither Wall Street nor the Kremlin”, which 
meant revolutionaries were thus opposed to the division into 
“blocs” (“the camp of war and imperialism” versus “the camp 
of peace and socialism”, as Stalinists were repeating in their 
propaganda). For Trotskyists, for revolutionaries, it was by 
contrast the unity of the working class worldwide (including 
in particular the American working class and taking into ac-
count the fight of the working class in the USSR and Eastern 
Europe against the bureaucratic dictatorship) that repre-
sented the only force with the capacity to impose peace 
through the struggle for socialism. This struggle, in the coun-
tries that had escaped the direct control of imperialism and 
were submitted to the dictatorship of the bureaucracy, took 
the form of political revolution, the prospect of which had 
been opened up in the founding documents of the Fourth In-
ternational. 
The JCRL Appeal, which refers to comrade Kuroda, reminds 
us of how the 1956 Hungarian revolution – which had been 
preceded by the uprising of workers in East Berlin in June 
1953 and by the revolutionary surge in Poland in early 1956 –
 gave impetus to an anti-Stalinist communist movement. 
Those working-class revolts confirmed, through the action of 
millions of workers, the perspective upon which Trotsky had 
founded the Fourth International.  
Is it the case that, after the disintegration of the USSR and 
the establishment of regimes strictly subservient to imperial-
ism in every “people’s democracy”, the fight against Stalin-
ism might have no longer been relevant? 
Not at all. The JCRL Appeal rightly mentions “the total ideo-
logical conversion of the self-styled “communist” (in fact, Sta-
linist) parties all over the world” to full unapologetic support 
for imperialism’s plans. 
It is necessary to fight everywhere against the poisoned leg-
acy of Stalinism, the negation of workers’ democracy, slander 
and deception. But that is not enough; fighting Stalinism to-
day means countering in every aspect the policies of the for-
mer Stalinist parties submitting to the plans of imperialism, 
parties that are at the forefront whenever there is an at-
tempt to break up the movement of the working class and 
incorporate workers’ organisations into the bourgeois state 
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apparatus. In addition, one must mention the fact that in the 
countries under the rule of a bureaucracy that is in many 
ways similar to the Stalinist bureaucracy – in China, North Ko-
rea, Vietnam and elsewhere – there cannot be any effective 
fight against the imperialist offensive aimed at liquidating 
every remaining gain won through the past struggles of the 
working class, at subjugating those countries, or even at de-
stroying them altogether (suffice it to refer to the example of 
the Middle East), without the independent action of the 
working class in those countries challenging the monopoly on 
power held by the bureaucracy, and thereby paving the way 
for the democratic government of workers and peasants – in 
other words the political revolution. 
The fight against Stalinism in all its forms is absolutely neces-
sary to ensure a victory in the fight against imperialism, 
which today poses a threat to civilisation and the very exist-
ence of mankind and is ready – see the attitude of US impe-
rialism – to unleash the horror of nuclear wars if it thinks its 
supremacy is in danger. 
The fight against all the relics of Stalinism combines with the 
fight against all the forces and orientations which, rejecting 
the political independence of the working class, set them-
selves the goal of binding the working class to decaying im-
perialism, especially the leaders of parties with social-demo-
cratic backgrounds and the leaders of trade union organisa-
tions. 
This also applies to the struggle against war, which can only 
take place within the framework defined by Lenin. The JCRL 
Appeal reads:  
“We the JRCL are struggling with all our strength to stop a 
nuclear Korean war. We are calling on the toiling masses in 
Japan and the USA, and in North and South Koreas, to rise in 
a united fight, beyond national borders, to overthrow the bel-
ligerent rulers of each country who are causing the crisis of a 
nuclear war. We are promoting this fight on the basis of pro-
letarian internationalism, in the form of applying Lenin’s po-
sition of “revolutionary defeatism” to our present policy 
against the impending war. 
Comrades all over the world! Stand up together with us! Rise 
in a fight against wars and against your belligerent govern-
ments to radically break the crisis of a nuclear war!” 
True, it is only through the revolutionary mobilisation of the 
exploited and oppressed masses that imperialism can be 
halted in its march to disaster. Such mobilisation requires in-
dependent action – and therefore fighting to impose the 
conditions of independent action, which in the South in-
volves the revolutionary struggle of the Korean proletariat 
against the government allied to imperialism, and in the 
North against the bureaucratic dictatorship. 
However, in our opinion, this does not settle the issue. 
In fact, the JCRL Appeal explains that a real war against the 
impending war requires the independent and co-ordinated 
action of workers in Japan, the USA and the two Koreas. Ob-
viously, the possibility of a war in which nuclear weapons 
were used in Korea is a global problem. It does make sense 

to raise the question of action against war uniting the work-
ers of all the countries that are directly concerned. There are 
no disagreements on this point. But then why not mention 
China? It is directly involved as a state and the Chinese peo-
ple are directly threatened. A war in the Korean peninsula 
would lead to the massive presence of imperialist military 
forces on the borders of China itself. On the other hand, the 
target for imperialism is not only North Korea, but primarily 
China itself. Imperialist policy regarding China includes encir-
clement plus military, diplomatic and economic pressures 
targeting the foundations on which the state rests. Your 
statement rightly mentions that Chinese workers “are endur-
ing all kinds of hardships under the bureaucratic state with a 
fake signboard of “socialism”.” 
If there is a situation in which the call for a fight “against im-
perialism, against Stalinism” today acquires its full dimen-
sion, it is indeed in China, where the rule of the bureaucracy, 
through its attacks on the working class, paves the way for 
direct imperialist inroads. The fight against war, against war-
mongering imperialism, requires the contribution of the Chi-
nese working class and cannot be separated, in the case of 
China, from the struggle against the power of the bureau-
cracy and consequently from the struggle to impose, against 
the bureaucracy, the conditions for the development of an 
independent workers’ movement (free trade unions, right of 
protest, right to form political parties). 
Another problem should, we think, be discussed. In the JCRL 
Appeal, all the regimes involved are referred to as “belliger-
ent”. This is not enough in terms of a social and political char-
acterisation. For example, the North Korean regime is a sin-
ister caricature of a bureaucratic regime. This regime, as you 
say, is in itself against the Korean working-class interests. Not 
only because it tramples, in the most extreme forms, on any 
element of democracy in Korea, but also because it is op-
posed to the proletarian revolution and in consequence to a 
peaceful solution meeting the aspirations of the Korean peo-
ples, and seeks agreement with imperialism on the basis of a 
continued division of the country. This does not make the 
North Korean regime an imperialist regime. Lenin’s position 
of “revolutionary defeatism” was based on the imperialist 
nature of war. The proletariat of each imperialist country in-
volved in the First World War had an interest in the defeat of 
its own imperialism. The Korean working class can expect 
nothing from the North Korean bureaucracy, but has no in-
terest in having its country occupied by imperialism. The fight 
against war is the fight against imperialism, which every-
where requires the mobilisation of the working class for its 
own interests. 
It is on those questions that we should continue our discus-
sion – while at the same time, and whenever it is possible, 
taking joint action on the basis of our agreement on a whole 
series of crucial questions. 
Fraternally, 

 
The OCRFI Secretariat  
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 ANALYSIS 
 
 
 
 
 

A chronicle  
of revisionism 
(Part One) 
 
 
By Dominique Ferré 
 
Three years ago, in March 2015, the last session 
of the General Council of the Fourth Interna-
tional (reproclaimed in 1993) took place before 
the outbreak of the crisis of the summer of 
2015. During that session, in the home stretch 
of what led it to provoke the fragmentation of 
the International a few weeks later, the small 
core of revisionists (verbally) invented a new 
category that was unheard of in the ranks of the 
Fourth International until then: within the In-
ternational, there were supposedly the “main  
sections” and the others. 
 
 

uch a category – contested at the time by those who 
would soon be expelled and then went on to form the 
Organising Committee for the Reconstitution of the 

Fourth International (OCRFI) – is evidently alien not only to 
the traditions of the Fourth International founded by Leon 
Trotsky in 1938, but also to proletarian internationalism, con-
stituted more than 150 years ago during the struggle for the 
International Workingmen’s Association (the First Interna-
tional).  
This concept, which in the best-case scenario has led to vari-
ous kinds of drift towards “national Trotskyism” in our move-
ment, had always been fiercely fought against by Comrade 
Pierre Lambert, who passed away ten years ago. He never 
failed to insist repeatedly that “there are no big countries and 
small countries”. The International embodies the world unity 
of the class struggle, within which the working-class’s strug-
gle derives from the world market based on private owner-
ship of the means of production. 
This is not the place to re-examine the crisis which erupted 
in late June 2015, first of all in the leadership of the French 
section, then in the whole of the International, nor to re-ex-
amine its roots (for this, see Issue Nos.1, 6 and 8 of our re-
view). But, since this concept of “main sections” – let us re-
peat, one that is alien to Marxism – has been invented, it 
would be useful, three years after its invention, to inform our 

readers of the drift of the “main sections” affiliated to the 
revisionist centre.  
The fight for the reconstitution of the Fourth International, 
which the OCRFI stands for, presupposes the permanent 
quest for free discussion, therefore for workers’ democracy, 
which requires starting from the current facts and positions. 
 
Algiers: a world conference “against war  
and exploitation”? 
 
In December 2015, when activists representing one sector of 
the labour movement in Mumbai (India) and activists who 
had recently been expelled from the Co-ordinating Commit-
tee of the International Liaison Committee of Workers and 
Peoples for the Workers’ International (ILC) (1) decided to 
convene a World Conference Against War, Exploitation and 
Precarious Work in November 2016 in India, addressing the 
whole world (including the other members of the ILC’s Co-
ordinations Committee), the revisionist centre reacted furi-
ously to this proposal. 
And yet, as far as the activists from India were concerned, as 
well as those from the United States, France, Pakistan and 
other countries who formulated the proposal, it was a ques-
tion of ensuring the continuity of the struggle to help rebuild 
the labour movement on a new axis, as had been embodied 
for 25 years by the ILC. Let us recall that the ILC was consti-
tuted in Barcelona in January 1991, at the Open World Con-
ference Against War and Exploitation, on the eve of the first 
imperialist attack on Iraq and a few months before the col-
lapse of the Soviet Union. 
Twenty-five years later, in a world that threatens to topple 
into all-out war and barbarism, the need to broadly regroup 
all those forces in the labour movement that seek to pre-
serve class independence, to fight against war and exploita-
tion, and to rally around the flag of the struggle “for the 
Workers’ International”, is even more pressing than in 1991. 
 
“A meeting between friends and good company” 
 
In February 2016, the report presented by Andreu Camps to 
the so-called “Ninth World Congress” taunted what he con-
temptuously called “the Mumbai operation”. He stated that 
in the current situation, “we must therefore avoid any ab-
stract appeal against war and exploitation”. In the same 

S 



The Internationale n°9 – February 2018 35 
 
meeting, his crony Marc Gauquelin supported that assertion: 
“It is no longer 1991, war is here! And for a certain number of 
delegates to this congress, they are politically active in coun-
tries that are at war. (…) In a best-case scenario, it is in the 
United States that a genuine anti-war conference” should 
and could be convened. Failing which, Gauquelin stated, such 
a conference against war and exploitation would simply be 
“a meeting between friends and good company”.  
A few months later, at a time when labour activists from 
more than 50 countries had endorsed the Manifesto Against 
War, Exploitation and Precarious Work, on the basis of which 
350 activists of all political tendencies in Mumbai had consti-
tuted the International Workers’ Committee Against War, 
Exploitation, For a Workers’ International (IWC), there sud-
denly appeared an appeal to hold a “World Conference 
Against War and Exploitation”, issued by what remained of 
the “International Liaison Committee”; the conference 
would be held in…Algiers. 
This conference took place on 8-10 December 2017. It would 
be useful to review the documents adopted by the meeting, 
which named itself “Ninth World Conference Against War 
and Exploitation of the International Liaison Committee of 
Workers and Peoples” in order to claim for itself the continu-
ity of what had been undertaken in 1991 in Barcelona. 
According to the 14 December 2017 issue of Informations 
Ouvrieres [Labour News], the weekly newspaper of the CCI, 
the member organisation of the revisionist centre in France, 
the main decision of the Algiers Conference was that “230 
delegates from 42 countries decided to form an International 
Liaison Committee”. A new structure, therefore, distinct 
from the regroupment which continues to refer to itself as 
“ILC” after expelling half of its international Co-ordinating 
Committee. 
A new “International Liaison Committee” that needs to be 
set up, since the appeal adopted by the delegates ends as 
follows: “We support the proposal by the ILC Co-ordinating 
Committee to examine the possibility, in the coming months, 
for representatives of all the countries here present to meet 
again and constitute an International Liaison Committee of 
the Ninth Open World Conference in order to continue the ex-
change between us and organise joint activities and interna-
tional solidarity. 
Against War and exploitation 
For the defence of: 
– the socio-economic rights of the workers and youth; 
– the independence of the trade union organisations; 
– democratic rights; 
– the sovereignty of the peoples and nations.” 
 
“Pressure being put on the leaderships” 
 
As we can see, behind the claim of continuity with what had 
been done since Barcelona (1991), it is a question of moving 
on to something else. But to what? The Algiers appeal gives 
us the key. The world situation, it says, is marked by “an un-
precedented crisis in imperialist rule”. One can recognise 
here the formulation that was waved like a baby’s rattle for 
months in the leadership of the International before the cri-
sis of the summer of 2015. On the pretext of a “crisis of im-
perialist rule”, it was necessary to both avoid affirming the 
death-agony of the system based on private ownership of 

the means of production, and above all to mask the fact that 
“the historical crisis of humankind comes down to the crisis 
of the revolutionary leadership” (2), in other words to mask 
the fact that the capitalist system in its death-agony only sur-
vives thanks to the policy of the counter-revolutionary lead-
erships of the labour movement. 
The Algiers appeal goes on: “The participants in the confer-
ence have reached one and the same conclusion. Everywhere, 
the workers and oppressed peoples are facing a terrible crisis 
resulting from the decay of the capitalist system. And they 
are resisting fiercely. (…) Beyond the national situations, this 
resistance is coming up against the pressure being put on the 
leaders of the labour and popular movement to agree to, ac-
company and even participate in all of the blows that are pre-
pared and delivered by the various governments serving the 
interests of capital, citing as an argument that “this cannot 
be avoided”.” 
This is quite clearly a new political viewpoint that is being ar-
gued here. On one hand, the workers and the labour move-
ment “are resisting everywhere”. On the other, “pressure is 
being put on the leaders of the labour movement” to make 
them agree to various blows and to lead them into accompa-
nying them.   Pressure to accompany that is coming from the 
outside, i.e. from the capitalists, their states and their insti-
tutions. 
Clearly, it is an indisputable fact that this pressure exists. But 
who will dare to say that this pressure from the capitalist 
class does not have powerful relay-points within the labour 
movement leaderships themselves? Here we have a revision 
of the bourgeois nature of the apparatuses that lead the 
working-class organisations, of what Lenin was asserting 
when he spoke of the “labour lieutenants of the capitalist 
class” (3), of what Trotsky was arguing regarding the counter-
revolutionary apparatuses of the Second and Third Interna-
tionals. As far as the revisionist centre is concerned, there is 
only the working-class organisations on the one side, and the 
capitalist class on the other, exerting “pressure” on them 
from the outside. 
 
When the leaderships accompany the attacks, 
it leads to setbacks 
 
For its part, the Manifesto of the Mumbai World Conference 
established the following: “Experience has shown that for the 
last 25 years, whenever workers’ organisations have been led 
by their leaderships, in the name of this “unsurpassable hori-
zon” [of the capitalist system], to accompany the undermin-
ing of workers’ rights, as opposed to fighting back against 
these attacks – indeed, every time those leaderships have 
sought to lessen the blows of this anti-labour offensive in the 
name of “lesser evilism” – the result has invariably been set-
backs, often major ones, to the working class, its rights and 
democracy as such.” To help regroup those forces at every 
level in the labour movement who want to free themselves 
of the policy of accompanying the attacks, as dictated by the 
leaderships for whom the horizon is “restricted” by the sup-
posedly insurmountable character of the capitalist system: 
this has always been the policy of the Fourth International, 
seeking to regroup those forces through international con-
ferences, campaigns and initiatives, without setting the pro-
gramme of the Fourth International as a precondition.  
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This is what the International Liaison Committee of Workers 
and Peoples for the Workers’ International, founded in 1991 
in Barcelona, represented in particular. 
It is precisely with this continuity that the initiators of the Al-
giers conference want to break. One report on the Algiers 
meeting in Informations Ouvrieres (25 January 2018) said: 
“Lucien Gauthier insisted on the fact that a new period is 
opening at the international level.  (…) In his view, the nature 
of the contributions by the delegates to the Ninth Conference, 
in which 15 trade union confederations were represented, all 
of them focused on the issue of defending or rebuilding work-
ing-class organisations, is an illustration of the reality of the 
resistance that is developing at the world level. Whilst the 
Eighth World Conference took place back in 2010, the pro-
posal to set up International Liaison Committee, called upon 
to meet regularly, shows that this conference is different to 
the ones that came before.” 
 
“This conference is different to the ones that came before” 
 
Yes, Lucien Gauthier is perfectly correct: despite the repeti-
tive formulations aimed at verbally laying claim to the conti-
nuity of Barcelona and the ILC…this conference was indeed 
“different to the ones that came before”! In reality, the “mu-
tation” had been foreseen a very long time ago. In fact, as 
early as 7 August 2007 (less than a month and a half after the 
split in the CCI), “Bulletin No.8 to the section leaderships” 
was issued by the revisionist “Correspondence Committee”. 
It very opportunely contained a contribution by its “Swiss 
section”, largely devoted to the topic: “On the place, the form 
and the role of the ILC…” It clearly announced the impending 
disappearance of any reference, however formal, to what 
the ILC had embodied in the struggle of the Fourth Interna-
tional to rebuild the labour movement on a new axis over the 
course of 25 years. 
The “contribution by the Swiss section” had this to say in par-
ticular: “The discussion of the future of the International Liai-
son Committee of Workers and Peoples is inseparable from 
an assessment of the current point reached in the situation. 
(…) A liaison arrangement at the international level is indis-
pensable. It should adopt the same contours as the “transi-
tional frameworks” which we build at the level of each na-
tion: the only prior agreement is the willingness to be situated 
on the grounds of defending the demands that are particular 
to the working class. (…) At this stage, the International Liai-
son Committee of Workers and Peoples does not play that 
role and does not have that nature. We are in a situation of 
constituting an international framework on a much broader 
scale. (…) Or perhaps we should reflect on developing a new 
charter within the framework of a new Open World Confer-
ence.”But what kind of international regroupment would it 
be if “the only prior agreement is the willingness to be situ-
ated on the grounds of defending the demands that are par-
ticular to the working class”? In the best-case scenario, it 
would be a trade union-type regroupment, which would 
therefore place itself in competition with the existing union 
organisations.  
Let us draw the attention of our readers to the appeal 
adopted in Algiers. It proposed setting up an “international 
liaison committee” whose platform would be: “For the de 

fence of: the socio-economic rights of the workers and youth; 
the independence of the trade union organisations; demo-
cratic rights; and the sovereignty of the peoples and nations.” 
It is indeed the “mutation” foreseen in August 2015 that is 
being realised here. 
If we take at face value what is written in the Algiers appeal, 
there is nothing in the platform of the “international liaison 
committee” to distinguish it from what could be affirmed by 
this or that international trade union organisation. In reality, 
it is not even about constituting an international trade union 
regroupment: the representatives of the union confedera-
tions present in Algiers have no intention whatsoever of put-
ting their current affiliations into question. 
In their respective contributions, each of them in turn unfail-
ingly referred to their international affiliations – the World 
Federation of Trade Unions (WFTU) for some, the Interna-
tional Trade Union Confederation (ITUC) for others – and did 
not express any intention of leaving them. What this is really 
about, is – in the name of this “mutation” – eliminating any 
reference to what the ILC was as a framework of struggle for 
rebuilding the labour movement on a new axis, for the Work-
ers’ International. 
 
Against war at the Algiers Conference, 
in favour of war in the Portuguese Parliament 
 
Moreover, if one can believe what one reads in Informations 
Ouvrieres, which gave profiles for some of the participants in 
the Algiers Conference, it was indeed a “new type of confer-
ence”, breaking with everything the ILC stood for from its 
constitution in 1991 onwards.  
Thus, Informations ouvrieres highlighted the participation in 
the conference of the member of Parliament Joao Vascon-
celos, representing the Bloco de Esquerda [Left Bloc] in Por-
tugal. He explained the reasons why his party, a member of 
the parliamentary majority, supports the Portuguese Social-
ist Party (SP) government – a government which, like all of 
the governments in Europe, is implementing the directives of 
the European Union and capital.  
But what is worse, Joao Vasconcelos is not only a member of 
parliament, he is also Vice-Chair of the Portuguese Parlia-
ment’s National Defence Committee.  
As a member of the parliamentary majority, he voted for the 
SP government’s budget, which included military credits for 
the imperialist interventions by Portuguese troops in Afghan-
istan, Mali, etc. His parliamentary group has tabled motions 
that condemned North Korea using language which Trump 
would not disown…  
As we can see, it is not a question here of “pressure” being 
exerted from the outside on the leaders; rather, it is a ques-
tion of those leaders clearly and consciously taking on the re-
sponsibility for imperialism’s policy, and to be specific, for 
the most brutal form of that policy: imperialism’s military in-
terventions against the peoples. What is striking in this affair 
is not so much that Vasconcelos participated, but the fact 
that not one of the organisers of that “world conference 
against war and exploitation” saw fit to call out the member 
of parliament Vasconcelos over his double-speak: against im-
perialist war on the conference platform, and in favour of im-
perialist war in the Portuguese Parliament. And yet, all of this 
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was public knowledge, including for the organisers of the Al-
giers Conference.  
Using supporting facts, the Portuguese militant activists of 
the A Internacional [The Internationale] group (OCRFI) dis-
tributed to the whole world on 4 May 2017 an “Open Letter 
to Mr. Joao Vasconcelos, Member of Parliament”, which they 
ended as follows: “On the basis of well-known facts that can 
be verified by one and all, we regret to state that your speech 
“against war and exploitation” in Paris is reserved for Sun-
days and holidays… to mask your actions and votes in favour 
of Trump's wars during the rest of the week in Lisbon!” 
 
However, the activists who participated in the ILC’s founding 
conference, in Barcelona in January 1991, remember full well 
the discussion that was put on the conference agenda by 
Pierre Lambert. The Conference was meeting just a few days 
before the start of the imperialist aggression against Iraq (17 
January 1991). One member of the French delegation, a 
trade union official, suggested a formulation that dismissed 
both the imperialist aggressors, Bush Senior, French Presi-
dent Mitterrand and British Prime Minister Major on the one 
hand, and Saddam Hussein, representing assaulted Iraq, on 
the other. As a supporter of workers’ democracy, Lambert 
put that discussion on the World Conference’s agenda. If it 
was not appropriate to turn the discussion into a vehicle for 
voicing the full range of the Fourth International’s positions 
on the subject, as far as Lambert was concerned there could 
also be no question of the ILC – in the process of being con-
stituted – situating itself on grounds that made the slightest 
concession to imperialism. This is why the documents 
adopted in Barcelona (Manifesto Against War and Exploita-
tion, and the International Committee Against War) were sit-
uated strictly on the grounds of proletarian internationalism: 
on the side of the oppressed nation, against imperialism. In 
defence of the French comrade – a labour activist who has 
passed away since then – who proposed the formulation that 
was turned down by the Conference, let us point out that un-
like Vasconcelos, he was not Vice-Chair of the parliamentary 
National Defence Committee of his own imperialist country, 
nor did he vote in favour of war credits, nor did he send 
troops of his own imperialist government to bomb Iraq or Af-
ghanistan. Algiers 2017 was indeed a complete break with 
Barcelona 1991! 
 
Against the Catalan Republic 
 
Interviewed by Informations Ouvrieres (21 December 2017) 
in the framework of the Algiers Conference, POSI leader An-
gel Tubau stated: “The reality is that the revolutionary mobi-
lisation that caused Catalonia to rise up has exposed the re-
gime. It has shown the true face of the institutions inherited 
from Francoism to all of the peoples and workers of Spain. It 
has opened up a new phase which places on the agenda the 
common struggle of the workers and peoples for the Repub-
lic. A new phase which opens up the path to rallying together 
all of the available labour and popular forces against the re-
gime.” 
“Revolutionary” talk, on the face of it. But what has been the 
policy of the POSI, the member organisation of the revisionist 
centre in the Spanish State, since the vote on 1 October 2017 
in favour of the Catalan Republic, a vote through which the 

Catalan people used its sovereign power to deliver a first 
blow to the Francoist monarchy? Let us remember that on 
16 October, the same day that two representatives of demo-
cratic organisations, Jordi Cuixart and Jordi Sanchez, were 
thrown in prison by the Francoist monarchy for the “crime” 
of having organised the vote on 1 October, Issue No.649 of 
La Carta Semanal, the weekly newsletter of POSI’s Central 
Committee, said this: “It is necessary to begin the fight for a 
political solution. A solution that can only start from one 
premise: Stop the threat to apply Article 155! (…) a fight 
which only the main organisations of the working class can 
wage (…). It is on this basis that one can truly talk about dia-
logue, i.e. political negotiation for a democratic solution, a 
solution that includes a free and genuine referendum” (our 
emphasis).  
A “genuine referendum”? In other words, the referendum on 
1 October was not a “genuine referendum”, so there needed 
to be another one? So what would it have taken for the edi-
tor of La Carta Semanal to regard the 1 October referendum 
as being “genuine”? Should it have obtained the authorisa-
tion of Rajoy and King Felipe? And what was needed to make 
it “binding”? That it should have been called by the monar-
chy? One will note that this line of argument on the “non-
legal” and supposedly “illegitimate” character of the 1 Octo-
ber referendum is the same as that put forward by the Rajoy 
government and the Socialist Party (PSOE) leadership…but 
also by the leaders of the Spanish Communist Party and Po-
demos, who have spoken at great length about the fact that 
the 1 October referendum “did not offer democratic guaran-
tees”, etc. 
Is this why La Carta Semanal discouraged the Catalan work-
ers from proclaiming the Republic, when it said: “Telling the 
Catalan people that there is only one straight choice, be-
tween the current situation or a unilateral declaration of in-
dependence, only serves to isolate the people of Catalonia”? 
 
The POSI condemns the proclamation 
of the Catalan Republic 
 
But on 30 October, when Francoist repression had been un-
leashed (notably with the application of Article 155 of the 
Constitution of 1978, which “suspended” Catalan autonomy 
and placed the region under the direct control of the Madrid 
government), Issue No.651 of La Carta Semanal sank to a 
new low: “Is the unilateral declaration of independence a so-
lution that is favourable to the Catalan people? In our opin-
ion, 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 – nor for the other peoples. Every-
thing seems to indicate that the unilateral declaration of in-
dependence does not have the support of a large proportion 
of the people of Catalonia, which in the current situation 
leaves the people with no other option for opposing it than to 
throw themselves into the hands of Spanish nationalist reac-
tion”. 
Extraordinary! The “unilateral declaration of independence”, 
i.e. the proclamation of the Catalan Republic on 27 October 
2017 based on the mandate of the vote on 1 October, is con-
demned and accused of pushing part of the masses into the 
arms of reaction! But what does the POSI have to say about 
the overwhelming responsibility in this matter of those who 
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deliberately isolated the Catalan Republic? What does the 
POSI have to say about the leaders of Podemos like Iglesias, 
who also condemned the declaration of independence? 
What does the POSI have to say about the position adopted 
by the head of the United Left, declaring himself “in favour 
of the unity of Spain”, and about the leaderships of the UGT 
and CCOO trade union confederations, who for weeks had 
been pushing a position in favour of “reforming” the Fran-
coist 1978 Constitution? It has nothing to say, because the 
POSI, abandoning the politics of the Fourth International in 
the Spanish State, has in practice lined up lock, stock and bar-
rel in the camp of those who have positioned themselves 
against the Catalan Republic. 
Here again, one can compare the POSI’s statements to the 
traditional positions of the Trotskyist militant activists in 
Spain, beginning with the 1976 theses of the Fourth Interna-
tional Organisation of the Spanish State (OCIE) on “the revo-
lutionary scope of the slogan of the Catalan, Basque, Galician 
and Valencian peoples’ right to political separation” (pub-
lished in International Correspondence in 1976). One can 
compare the POSI’s prose with what Comrade Lambert sug-
gested 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 sovereign Catalan 
Republic. We are against the monarchy, which oppresses and 
exploits all of the peoples of Spain (…) and we are for the Un-
ion of the Free Peoples of Spain, we declare ourselves in fa-
vour of the Catalan Republic, the Basque Republic, the Anda-
lusian Republic, etc.; we are in favour of the Union of Free 
Republics of Spain”. 
 
The “right of the Catalan people to decide”:  
a “personal opinion”! 
 
Having been discredited – and not only in Catalonia – 
through its policy of capitulation against the Catalan Repub-
lic, the POSI tried to “take back control” by publishing in late 
December 2017 an appeal by activists that was supposed to 
oppose the brutal repression by the Francoist monarchy. Let 
us remember that the repression was beating down on hun-
dreds of activists of all political tendencies for one simple 
reason: they dared to organise a vote in favour of the Repub-

lic on 1 October 2017, which the monarchy and its Constitu-
tional Court had tried to ban, with the help of the PSOE lead-
ership. And at a time when activists had been rotting in 
prison for months for the “crime” of having fought for the 
Catalan Republic, the appeal issued by the POSI “against the 
repression” dared to say: “We have personal opinions on the 
events in Catalonia and even on the right of the Catalan peo-
ple to decide, but we all defend democratic rights”. In short, 
one can be for or against the peoples’ right to self-determi-
nation, but ultimately that would be a “private affair”, a 
question of “personal opinion”, like religion! Is the peoples’ 
right to self-determination not part of democratic rights? 
Could one “defend democratic rights”…except for the Cata-
lan people’s rights (or the rights of whichever other people)? 
How can we avoid sharing the conclusion drawn by the Trot-
skyist comrades of the Spanish State, who communicated 
their reflections and their conclusion to the OCRFI: “We have 
noted that whatever our position on the crisis of the French 
section and the International, we agree with you regarding 
the diagnosis of the POSI’s policy on Catalonia: it is a concen-
trated expression of its gradual adaptation to the demands 
of the apparatuses that serve the interests of imperialism and 
its regime in the Spanish State, the Francoist monarchy. At 
least on this crucial question, the POSI has abandoned the 
programme of the Fourth International.” 
 
(The chronicle of revisionism in the next issue of The Inter-
nationale will deal with two other “main sections” of the 
revisionist centre: Brazil and France). 
_________________ 
(1) Just after the split in the Fourth International, one part of the 
ILC’s Co-ordinating Committee decided to convene a meeting with-
out inviting the two comrades from the United States who were 
members, or the comrade from India, or the comrade from Paki-
stan, or one of the two comrades from France (let us add that the 
comrades from Germany and Russia were not present). In short, the 
supporters of the revisionist core grouping decided to expel half of 
the ILC’s Co-ordinating Committee in practice. 
(2) The Death Agony of Capitalism and the Tasks of the Fourth Inter-
national – The Transitional Programme, new English edition pub-
lished by the OCRFI in November 2017. 
(3) V.I. Lenin, Imperialism, the Highest Stage of Capitalism, Preface 
to the French and German Editions. 
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BOOK REVIEW  
 
 
 
 

 Les Femmes  
dans la révolution russe 
(Women in the Russian Revolution) 
 
By Jean-Jacques Marie 
Éditions Seuil, Paris – 384 pages – Cover price: 21 € 
 
In the 1930 Preface to his History of the 
Russian Revolution, in which he was one 
of the main actors, Leon Trotsky stated 
that: “The history of a revolution is for us 
first of all a history of the forcible en-
trance of the masses into the realm of  
rulership over their own destiny.” 
 
 

n 1917, the oppressed people of Russia 
launched their attack on Tsarism. It was the 
most exploited social layers – in particular 

working women and young workers from the factories in the 
big cities – who started the Revolution, going against the ap-
peals for restraint being made by the working-class parties. 
On 23 February 1917, the female textile workers of Vyborg, 
a working-class district of Petrograd, were the first to stop 
work and walk out: they opened up a breach through which 
surged the proletariat, which brought down the autocratic 
regime a few days later, before seizing power a few months 
after that. 
 
Unequal progress in world history 
 
The book by our comrade Jean-Jacques Marie explains the 
role that was played by women – and working women in par-
ticular – in the Revolution, during the civil war and the period 
of Stalinist reaction, but it also explains the place they won 
or did not win in the revolutionary organisations, in the sovi-
ets and in Soviet society. 
What other government would have introduced, in the space 
of a few months, measures that included: a ban on night 
work and overtime, legal equality for citizens of both sexes, 
civil marriage taken out of the hands of the clergy, the right 
to divorce upon written request by one of the two spouses, 
the right to abortion, the introduction of a system of mater-
nity homes providing free care, equality between “natural” 
and “legal” family, protective maternity leave, the right to 
vote, a literacy campaign for women in both town and coun-
tryside, and a network of thousands of collective canteens, 
nurseries, dispensaries and laundries designed to free the 
homemaker from domestic tasks? (1) 

This progress on women’s rights has 
no equivalent in the history of hu-
mankind. And this was a century ago, 
in a country ravaged by famine, a 
blockade and civil war imposed by the 
imperialist governments and the 
White armies inside the country. 
It was the revolutionary explosion – 
by every one of the social layers that 
had been oppressed and stifled by 
Tsarism and its religious and moral 
appendages – that began this innova-
tive work of transforming the rela-
tions between men and women. 
Lenin argued that “the success of a 
revolution depends on how much the 
women take part in it” (2). This book 

shows the struggle of working women for their own emanci-
pation, by their own actions, which resulted in emancipatory 
measures that were encouraged and supported by the Bol-
sheviks and the revolutionary government. 
And yet, through a great many examples, accounts and anec-
dotes, this book shows that even at the peak of the Revolu-
tion, including within the revolutionary organisations, there 
was still a clear inequality between the sexes and a continu-
ation of the practice of subordinating women to men. Why? 
The same treatment applies to the gender issue as to all is-
sues of struggle against the consequences of exploitation of 
man by man. This book gives a significant example. One Kom-
somol (3) member, a female worker in a shoe factory, spoke 
in a debate and declared to the male speakers: “You can 
spout slogans as much as you like. It is easy for you to call us 
petty-bourgeois women. But when you arrive home, who 
gives you your meal, who irons your shirt, who feeds your 
child? Your mother or your wife.” 
 
Against double exploitation, a single struggle 
 
The capitalist mode of production subjects the working 
woman to double exploitation. As an employee, she is sub-
ject to unskilled work, part-time work or a lower wage. As a 
homemaker – since the appearance of private property and 
the family unit, which is not unique to capitalism – she is sub-
ject to the stupefying effect of so-called domestic tasks, in-
cluding cleaning, washing, cooking, watching over children 
and educating children when possible. 

I 
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Despite the “avalanche of revolutionary decrees” described 
in the book, how could a woman participate in meetings of 
the party, the trade union or the soviet, or in literacy classes 
or other education classes, when the majority of so-called 
domestic tasks fell on the woman’s shoulders, taking up time 
which she could not put to use in the factory or in the fields? 
By seeking to develop a system of collective public nurseries, 
canteens and laundries, the soviet government had the will 
to ease the burden of working women. But how could those 
very structures develop effectively in a country whose econ-
omy had been bled dry, eaten away by shortages and the ef-
forts in the civil war, which prevented the implementation of 
emancipatory measures? 
In other words, is effective equality – rather than just legal 
equality – possible without a system in which working 
women, like all workers of all sexes in all countries, would be 
free because they would be in charge of their means of pro-
duction, and in which tasks would no longer be domestic, but 
socialised and taken on by the whole of society? Is not the 
socialisation of domestic tasks, which would thus cease to be 
domestic, the solution that would allow a woman’s natural 
function of maternity to no longer be locked into the status 
in which she has been held for centuries by the patriarchal 
family, within which she passes from the tutelage of her fa-
ther to the tutelage of her husband? 
Through portraits of Inessa Armand, Larissa Reisner, Clara 
Zetkin and Alexandra Kollontai, of revolutionary leaders, the-
oreticians and war leaders, the book locates the place and 
role of working women not only in the revolution but also in 
the working-class organisations. The political parties and 
their representatives held different positions but developed 
specific slogans and initiatives among women, and some-
times specific organisations integrated into the overall eman-
cipatory struggle of the working class (4). 
 

A century later 
 
The “Harvey Weinstein affair”, which revealed a pattern of 
sexual assault within the cinema industry, has been used as 
part of a global media campaign to try to set women against 
men. It has allowed hypocrites on all sides to promote them-
selves as “liberators of the woman’s voice” (5) by seeking to 
replace the traditional demands of the democratic labour 
movement – defending and winning women’s rights as part 
of the overall workers’ struggle – with the fight against “vio-
lence done to women”, independently of any class nature. 
Class struggle, or struggle of the sexes? The Transitional Pro-
gramme, the founding programme of the Fourth Interna-
tional, was written 80 years ago. It devoted a chapter to in-
scribing on our flag: “Make room for the youth! Make room 

for the woman worker!”, which states: “All opportunist or-
ganisations by their very nature focus mainly on the upper 
layers of the working class, and therefore ignore both the 
youth and women workers. However, the epoch of decaying 
capitalism deals its heaviest blows to women, both as wage-
earners and as homemakers. The sections of the Fourth Inter-
national must seek support among the most oppressed layers 
of the working class, and therefore among the women work-
ers.” (6) 
It was armed with this programme that the Second Interna-
tional Conference of the Organising Committee for the Re-
constitution of the Fourth International (OCRFI) devoted part 
of its work to this question, and decided to play its full role in 
the initiative of the International Workers’ Committee 
Against War and Exploitation, For a Workers’ International 
(IWC) (7): to organise and respond to the “international en-
quiry aiming to respond to the situation of working women in 
relation to the right to maternity, the right to organise freely 
in a trade union, the right to equal pay, and the right to 
healthcare, social protection, access to education and profes-
sional training”. 

 
Aurélien Bloyé 

 
_______________ 
(1) Although some of them still survive, most of these gains were 
dismantled by the Stalinist reaction and its successors (a ban on 
abortion in 1936, restrictions on the right to divorce, etc.) then by 
the mafia-style regimes and privatisers who pillaged social property 
and the collective structures. 
(2) Speech at the First All-Russia Congress of Working Women, 19 
November 1918. Collected Works, Progress Publishers, Moscow, 
Vol.28, 1974, pp.180-182 
(3) The common name for the Stalinist party youth organisation, the 
All-Union Leninist Young Communist League. 
(4) The Zhenotdel, the section of the Russian Communist party de-
voted to agitation and propaganda among women, had 3 million 
members in the late 1920s. 
(5) The US government is introducing compulsory sensitivity train-
ing for members of Congress. In France, President Emmanuel Mac-
ron has declared equality between women and men to be “the 
great cause of his five-year term” together with his Secretary of 
State Marlène Schiappa, while his government continues to shut 
down maternity clinics and maternal and child health clinics, and is 
dismantling the Labour Code in which are codified the guarantees 
linked to women’s employment. 
(6) The Death Agony of Capitalism and the Tasks of the Fourth Inter-
national – The Transitional Programme, new English edition pub-
lished by the OCRFI in November 2017. 
(7) The IWC was constituted by the delegates from 32 pays at the 
World Conference Against War, Exploitation and Precarious Labour, 
held in Mumbai (India) in November 2016. 
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OUR OWN  

 
 

FRANCE 
Comrade Pierre Lambert passed 
away ten years ago 

Editorial published in Issue no.121 of Tribune des Travailleurs 
[Workers’ Tribune], 10 January 2018 
 

n 16 January 2008, our comrade Pierre Lambert 
passed away. Ten years later, malicious hacks are 
still doing their utmost to tarnish his memory (1). Be-

yond their rantings, what is the real target of their hatred? 
The militant activist who devoted more than 70 years of his 
conscious life to the working class’s struggle to free itself 
from the chains of capitalist exploitation? The man who al-
ways regarded the class struggle as the driving force of his-
tory? 
The labour activist for whom class independence was a ques-
tion of principle, whether the issue was the independence of 
trade unions threatened with integration into the State and 
subordination to the bosses and the government; or the 
need to build a political tool for the working class? 
The Trotskyist militant activist who, though an advocate of 
the programme of the Fourth International, did not make this 
a precondition and worked towards rebuilding the labour 
movement on a new axis, notably by laying the foundations 
of a genuine workers’ party (and the Workers’ International) 
together with activists of all political tendencies? 
e man for whom every working-class gain had to be defended 
tooth and nail, beginning with the Social Security system won 
through the wave of revolutionary struggle of 1945? The man 
who included that daily defence of working-class demands 
within the perspective of the working class taking power, of 
socialism as a liberating force, both in France and interna-
tionally? 
The man for whom the political independence of the work-
ers’ party required its material and financial independence? 
The man for whom the newspaper had to be a platform for 
the class struggle, open for free discussion between workers 
and activists of all origins within the labour movement? 
Pierre Lambert, who at the age of 21 was building independ-
ent trade unions under the Nazi occupation, bothers – un-
derstandably so – those who today are championing Mac-
ron’s relentless policy of destroying the gains of the working 
class and democracy. Just as he bothers those who are de-
claring the end of political parties and trade unions, the bet-
ter to give free rein to this government and its policy. 
Those who have not disowned the lessons they learned over 
the course of decades at Pierre Lambert’s side, know that 

press campaigns always express the concerns of the leading 
circles of the State. To be specific: the fear that the measures 
of black reaction being pushed by the capitalist government 
and the European Union are causing the ferment of mass mo-
bilisation within the working class to ripen, as the working 
class seeks to sweep away that destructive policy. 
Those who have not disowned the lessons they learned at 
Pierre Lambert’s side are putting and will continue to put all 
of their energy into building the workers’ party which the 
working class needs, beginning with enabling the broadest 
possible regroupment around Tribune des Travailleurs 
[Workers’ Tribune], the founding principles of which were 
laid down by Lambert himself. 

Daniel Gluckstein 
_________________________ 
(1) Let us cite in particular daily newspaper Le Monde (29 November 
2017) and Sunday newspaper Le Journal du Dimanche (8 January 
2018). 
 
 

 
 
On Saturday, 20 January 2018, more than 200 militant activists took 
part in a tribute organised by the Internationalist Communist Ten-
dency (TCI, member of the OCRFI and a current of the Independent 
Democratic Workers Party, or POID, in France) to our comrade 
Pierre Lambert, ten years after his passing on 16 January 2008. This 
was an opportunity to recall, for the benefit of the younger partici-
pants, the key phases of Comrade Lambert’s commitment as a mil-
itant activist under the flag of the Fourth International from 1937 to 
2008, his role in the struggle to rebuild the Fourth International and 
in helping to reorganise the international labour movement on a 
new axis; but also to remember the struggle of Comrade Lambert 
to build the revolutionary party, his intervention in the class strug-
gle and for the independence of the labour movement. Also, as one 
speaker recalled, his permanent preoccupation to always seek to go 
“deep, deep, deeper” into every mobilisation of the workers in or-
der to help the exploited and the oppressed to have control over 
their own movement. 
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BANGLADESH 
Tribute to Comrade  
Rafique Jaman 
 
To all the comrades of the section of the 
Fourth International in Bangladesh, 
To all the comrades of the Democratic 
Workers’ Party, 
To all the progressive trade unionists, comrades, workers 
and activists of Bangladesh, 
 

e have been informed of the sudden passing of 
Comrade Rafique Jaman. The death of Comrade 
Rafique Jaman is a severe blow for the workers’ 

movement in Bangladesh and especially for the Democratic 
Workers’ Party, of which he had been a leader and tireless 
organiser for many years. 
It is a severe blow for all those in Bangladesh who, under the 
leadership of the late Comrade Tafazzul Hussain, have fought 
to build a section of the Fourth International in Bangladesh. 
Carrying out their programme and fighting for “the world 
party of the socialist revolution”, the members of the Fourth 
International in Bangladesh have played their full role in 
building the Democratic Workers’ Party. As part of the conti-
nuity of the struggle throughout his life, he participated in its 
leadership. 
It was in 1975 that Comrade Rafique Jaman became a factory 
employee at Chittagong Dying. He very quickly took up trade 
union activity in that company. His efforts to organise the 
workers at the Chittagong Dying factory allowed the creation 
of the first trade union there. It was a success, but that suc-
cess cost him his job, and he was sacked in 1979. Not only did 
he lose his job, he also became a target for the factory own-
ers, who had him prosecuted on a fraudulent basis several 
times and tried to intimidate him with threats of physical vi-
olence. Despite harassment by the factory owners’ bully-
boys and the police, in 1985 he decided to devote his life to 
defending and organising the workers, and to participating in 
the building of their trade union organisations. 

During his years of struggle, he devoted himself to helping 
the workers build their unions in several companies involved 
in textiles, jute, haulage, etc. These included: Jalil Textile, An-
owara Jute Mills, Bangladesh Tobacco, Master Industries, T.B 
Hospital, Chittagong Dying, Apex Food, Karim Pipe, Bagdad-
Dhaka Carpet, A K Khan Jute, Victory Jute and Pahartali Tex-
tile Mills. He also organised workers in transportation and 
the hotel sector. It was in this capacity that he became a 
member of the secretariat of the Chittagong District Trade 
Union Centre. 
Convinced that in order to wage its struggle, the working 
class needed not only its trade union organisation but also an 
organised political expression, in 1979 he joined the Com-
munist Party of Bangladesh. The experience led him to con-
clude that the programme of Leon Trotsky corresponded to 
the needs of the working class’s struggle. This is why, in 1999, 
he joined the ranks of the Democratic Workers Party of Bang-
ladesh, of which Tafazzul Hussain was Secretary General, and 
from then on played an active part in building the section of 
the Fourth International. He played an important role in the 
struggles that took place in Chittagong against the privatisa-
tion of the port. He participated in the life of the Fourth In-
ternational, notably travelling to India to take part in meet-
ings of the Fourth International.  
In 2001, he was appointed to the Central Committee of the 
Democratic Workers’ Party and became Vice President of the 
National Workers Federation of Bangladesh. In 2006, he be-
came leader of the Democratic Workers’ Party and was 
elected President of the National Workers Federation of 
Bangladesh by its members. 
Even when struck by illness, he continued his struggle for the 
working class right up to the last day of his existence. 
The memory of Comrade Rafique Jaman will live on in the 
struggles waged by the sections of the Fourth International 
all over the world, just as they will live on in the struggle 
against exploitation and imperialism by the industrial work-
ers and rural workers of Bangladesh. 
The Secretariat of the OCRFI salutes the memory of the inter-
nationalist class fighter Rafique Jaman and shares the grief of 
his family and comrades. 
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 Correspondence of the Fourth Internationale 
 
Burundi 
Workers' Free Tribune 
Monthly publication of the Workers  
and Democracy Party (PTD) 
Issue No.100 – December 2017 
 

The aim of Arusha is not peace 
t the opening of the 4th Session of the Inter-Burundi 
dialogue, the groups did not reach agreement on the 
work arrangements. The government maintained 

that the country was at peace, that the dialogue should be 
held in Burundi and that it was committing to the path of 

amending the Constitution; this was 
categorically rejected by the opposi-
tion, which stressed that insecurity 
was still rife, with arbitrary arrests, 
cases of torture and of forced disap-
pearances, all in a climate of an ab-
sence of public, individual and collec-
tive rights. (…) Arusha cannot pro-
vide a framework for seeking peace 
in Burundi. It is organised and spon-
sored by those who are concocting 
an Agreement along the same lines 

as the Agreement of 28 August 2000, the political basis of 
which is privatisations and the servicing the external debt, 
which were imposed by imperialism and its institutions and 
the implementation of which has literally broken up the 
country. The condition for peace in Burundi, like elsewhere 
in the sub-region, is breaking with the diktats of imperialism 
within the framework of the sovereign popular debate. It is 
within this perspective that the PTD-TWUNGURUNANI, 
whose interests are no different to those of the population 
and the youth, maintains that the solution to the problems 
can only be found by the Burundians themselves within the 
framework of an Emergency Conference for peace, sover-
eignty and the defence of the nation, including everyone 
without foreign interference. 

 
France 

Extracts from the 
resolution passed by the national leadership 
of the Internationalist Communist Tendency 
(TCI, member of the OCRFI) 
meeting on 4 February 2018 

 
he processes of decay that are affecting the labour 
movement – and beyond that, the foundations of hu-
man civilisation – which have undergone an enor-

mous acceleration from the late 1980s onwards were ana-
lysed by the OCRFI Conference in terms that were reported 

in Issue No.8 of The Internationale. It is important to under-
stand that this decay has not ended. Twenty years ago, in re-
sponse to militant activists who were dumbfounded by the 
scale of the challenges to every one of the working class’s 
gains, Lambert would invariably retort: “And you have still 
not reached the end, things will decline further, you have not 
seen the end”.  
Twenty years later, the “decline” continues. These processes 
are first of all the result of the very laws of capital in the 
epoch of decayed imperialism. They also – and above all – 
express the delay of the revolution, a delay due at the histor-
ical level to the treacherous policy of the apparatuses. These 
two combined processes are resulting in a situation where 
the organisations that emerged historically from the labour 
movement have entered such a crisis of decay that it could 
even perhaps make them disappear purely and simply. (…) 
The march towards the disintegration of the organisations 
has reached an important stage with the election of Macron 
– for whom everybody called to vote – to a level and a degree 
which were unimaginable until now. The recent by-elections 
show that the march towards the fragmentation of what re-
mains of the Socialist Party and the Communist Party into 
small groups is becoming a lasting factor. It may perhaps 
even result in a situation where, in the coming period, those 
parties disappear in the form in which they have existed.  
On another level, in the leading circles of the trade union or-
ganisations there is becoming established – to a degree un-
heard of until now – not only a policy of accompanying the 
government’s counter-reforms, but in a certain way a policy 
of anticipating those counter-reforms, however brutal they 
may be. The most recent examples bear witness to this. Thus, 
the so-called consultation on pensions requires the trade un-
ion organisations to sign up to the goal of a single public pen-
sion scheme, in other words to the destruction of the special 
pension schemes (1), the general system and the deferred 
salary system, without provoking the outraged reaction of 
the union confederations slamming the door on their way 
out. Similarly, there is the positive response of the top-tier 
union leaders to the government’s “proposal” for “consulta-
tion” on the destruction of the recognised job-grades system 
for civil servants! Linked to these processes, inside the labour 
organisations – and we shall come back to this – there is a 
speeding-up of all the signs of decay-destruction. 
Having reached this point, we need to specify our general 
orientation. We still consider, together with Trotsky, that 
whoever does not know how to defend the old gains will 
never make new ones: whatever the degree of compromise 
exercised by the leaders of the labour organisations, what 
has been built by the working class can only be defended and 
saved by the working class itself seizing hold of its own tools 
for struggle and its own institutions. Together with Lenin, we 
know that whatever degree of destruction results from im-
perialism’s offensive, as long as one segment of the old gains 
survives, the whole of human civilisation can be rebuilt start-
ing from that segment. 
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What is our compass? This situation is of course not new, but 
regarding the consequences in France of the main lines of the 
world situation, we are undoubtedly reaching a moment 
when quantity tends to turn into quality. Issues are being 
posed in a new form. For example: to what point will the pol-
icy of the leading circles of the apparatuses lead the trade 
union organisations into major rifts, or even to qualitatively 
different processes of decay compared to what we have seen 
before?  On another level: are we witnessing the final disap-
pearance of the parties that claim to stand for the working 
class (notably the SP and the CP), and more generally of the 
very notion of political parties? We need to answer these 
questions. Because we know that they are weighing on the 
situation, especially on the labour activists and on mid-level 
delegates, and that they are a source of uncertainty and even 
confusion. All the more so when they are relayed and ham-
mered home in a conscious manner by the apparatuses. 
For our part, our compass is the affirmation of the pro-
gramme which we re-examined in the report of the OCRFI’s 
International Conference: ““The laws of history are stronger 
than the bureaucratic apparatuses”. It flows from this that 
the conditions of exploitation, of super-exploitation and of re-
sistance to exploitation lead the laws of the class struggle to 
permanently reconstitute themselves. As part of this move-
ment, the working class has no other choice than to seize hold 
of the tools that exist, whatever the direct or distant relation-
ship which those tools have with its own history. (…) More 
than ever in the present situation, everything must start from 
our party policy. Indeed, there can be no illusion whatsoever 
about the fact that in the beginning, it could be possible to 
rely on this or that correct united front initiative taken by the 
leaderships. Perhaps they will be forced into it under pressure 
from the workers? At the starting-point, we can only trust our 
own capacity.” 
________________________ 
(1) For example, the Civilian and Military Retirement Pensions Code 
(which guarantees the pensions of State civil servants) and the 
CNRACL (the pension fund for local government workers and public 
hospital workers). 

 
Greece  
Ergatika Nea [Labour News] 
Publication of the OCRFI supporters in Greece 
Issue No.16 – January 2018 

 
“Macedonia: who should decide?” 

 
he Greek government is calling for “national unity”, 
while in New York, under the auspices of the Trump 
administration, it is negotiat-

ing with the FYROM (1) government 
over the name which that country 
could bear. The use of the name “Re-
public of Macedonia” would suppos-
edly be “a betrayal” in the eyes of all 
the political forces of Greece. As was 
the case during the vi sit of Turkish 
President Erdogan, the “inviolability 
of the Treaty of Lausanne” has been 

invoked. The name “Republic of Macedonia” would suppos-
edly pose a danger to the borders of Greece! 
What is the Treaty of Lausanne? The dividing-up of the Bal-
kans [in 1923] under the control of imperialism! The first 
mass expulsion of entire peoples on the basis of their religion 
in Europe since the Middle Ages. And for imperialism, a first 
step towards the Second World War. 
We say clearly to all those who claim to stand for that “na-
tional unity”: (…) the interests of the workers of Macedonia 
are no different to the interests of the workers of Greece or 
any other country. Regarding the name and destiny of their 
country, only the people of Macedonia has the power to de-
cide. The struggle against the European Union and the insti-
tutions of imperialism will also put on the agenda the ques-
tion of a Union of the Free Peoples of the Balkans! 
__________________________ 
(1) The acronym derived from “Former Yugoslav Republic of Mace-
donia”, the name currently imposed on Macedonia. 
 
Italy 

Correspondence from Lorenzo Varaldo, 
editor of Tribuna Libera [Free Forum] 
 

he campaign for the legislative elections on 4 March 
gives the image of gigantic political decay; one in 
which, with none of the main electoral lists likely to 

win a clear majority, all of the parties are in the process of 
“haggling” over alliances of a variable geometry.  

The leaders of the Democratic Party 
(PD, the latest manifestation of the 
decay of the Italian Communist Party) 
are seriously considering reaching an 
agreement with…Berlusconi, based on 
the surprising argument that Forza Ita-
lia (Berlusconi’s movement) “is not 
populist”! But the Northern League (a 
separatist movement that vilifies 
Southern Italians and immigrants), 

which is allied with Berlusconi, rejects any agreement with 
the PD. Liberi e Uguali (Free and Equal, a split from the PD) is 
proposing to hold negotiations with the Five Star Movement 
(M5S, Beppe Grillo’s populist movement), but also with the 
Democratic Party… The M5S is available to ally itself with 
Free and Equal one day, and the next day with the Northern 
League… If any combination is possible, it is because all of 
them without exception are candidates for implementing the 
policy of the European Commission and Washington. 
There is a growing gap between these electoral transactions 
at the top and what is being expressed by the workers at the 
grassroots. Thus, in Turin, the announcement that 500 work-
ers would be laid off at the consumer electronics company 
Embraco de Chieri provoked an explosion of anger. For years, 
the workers had been made to agree to wage-cuts and flexi-
bility to “save jobs”, while the State paid millions to the com-
pany. The same revolt occurred with the public transport em-
ployees in Turin, after the municipality threatened to cut 250 
jobs. Among teachers, it was the announcement of the draft-
ing of a new national contract that would introduce total de-
regulation; this provoked a wave of indignation in schools  
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across the country which turned into an insistence that the 
leaders of the trade union federations should refuse to sign 
it. 
In such a situation, the militant activists grouped around the 
newspaper Tribuna Libera are opening the discussion with 
the workers, activists and youth. On the one hand, because 
the processes that are currently underway in the class strug-
gle pose the issue of achieving unity at every level in order to 
block the anti-labour plans, whether these involve lay-off 
programmes or the need to force the leaders of the national 
teaching federations to refuse to sign the new contract.  
On the other hand, because at the political level, many work-
ers who reject the deals that are being chased by the party 
bigwigs are getting ready to abstain. Other workers, “for lack 
of something better”, will vote for the electoral lists of the 
Democratic Party, Free and Equal or other small lists that are 
saying they are “on the left”. 
To all, Tribuna Libera proposes to regroup around the need 
for a genuine programme of workers’ unity, which will in-
clude the repeal of all deregulation measures that have been 
implemented in recent years (including the famous Jobs Act) 
(1) and the winning back of labour gains. 
_______________________ 
(1) The so-called Jobs Act was a major labour market reform, 
pushed for by the PD Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and approved by 
parliament in December 2014 after heated public debate. 

 
Mexico 

 
Transición [Transition] 
Bulletin of the OCRFI Committee in Mexico 
Issue No.7 – December 2017 
 

oday, building an independent political expression of 
the working class and the oppressed peoples, and the 
political training of activists who are fighting for na-

tional sovereignty, against imperialism and for the defence 
of the workers, are more necessary than ever. 

This is why, as militant activists of the 
OCRFI, a current of the Political Organ-
isation of the People and the Workers 
(OPT), we are pushing an independent 
political platform around slogans 
which we consider to be on the 
agenda. 
A platform for holding a dialogue with 
the broadest sectors of the labour 

movement, the youth and women, for fighting  
– for a sovereign Constituent Assembly which will produce a 
government that will be answerable to it;  
– against the Wall of Shame (1) and the North American Free 
Trade Agreement (NAFTA); 
– against the structural counter-reforms, beginning with 
those in the energy, employment and education sectors; 
– against the Mérida Initiative to criminalise protests; 
– against violence in our country; 
– against the murder of women and violence directed at 
women; 

– for the struggle to defend collective employment agree-
ments and the trade unions as a tool of struggle and defence 
of the workers; 
– for an emergency increase in wages at the national level, 
and for affordable prices of electricity, water and public ser-
vices. 
One hundred years after the Russian Revolution, today the 
lessons of October 1917 are more relevant than ever. In Mex-
ico, we can see how the issues raised in 1917, as well as the 
issues raised by the 1910 Revolution in our country, have not 
been resolved. What is on the agenda is the fight for a gov-
ernment of the Mexican working class and peasantry, a rev-
olution that will eliminate the murderous regime and create 
new institutions serving the interests of the proletariat and 
the poor. 
Whilst in Europe we can see the independence process in 
Catalonia, we note that in Mexico the question of national 
independence is still unresolved and that the aspirations of 
the 1910 Revolution for national independence have still not 
been achieved. (…) 
Our country continues to be strangled by international fi-
nance capital. (…) In Mexico, faced with the renegotiation of 
NAFTA, the struggle for the repeal of that treaty, for the can-
cellation of the debt and the struggle to win back our own 
future is on the agenda. 
____________________________ 
(1) Which Trump wants to build on the Mexico-US border. 

 
Zimbabwe  
 

“The Land is Ours” 
 

e, the Zimbabwean Section of the Fourth Inter-
national, we stand resolutely and unashamedly 
in defence of the Land Revolution in Zimbabwe, 

we support the demand for the land elsewhere by the 
wretched of the earth everywhere. (…)  

The Zimbabwe Section of the Fourth In-
ternational is totally against compensa-
tion of the white farmers for the land 
which was expropriated, we regard this 
move as reformist and revisionist to the 
Zimbabwe Land Revolution. The white 
farmers killed and butchered our ances-
tors for this land they want compensa-
tion for, they never paid a single nickel 
for the land. Black farm workers were 

forced to work on these farms and subjected to all forms of 
precarious labour. We hope the statement by the new gov-
ernment to compensate was demagogic and an attempt to 
pull the wool over white capital eyes in trying to secure 
funds. (…)We affirm that this land belongs to the African peo-
ple of Zimbabwe. It is a question of survival. It is a question 
of life and death for millions of Zimbabweans. This land is 
ours and we won’t give it back to the settlers! We call upon 
peasants, workers, youth, students, and militants to unite 
under this basic slogan: We stand in defence of our land, the 
land is ours, the land reform is irreversible. Forward Ever, 
Backwards Never.” 

 

T W 
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