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EDITORIAL NOTES  
 

 
s supporters of the reconstitution of the Fourth In-
ternational, the activists and organisations of the 
Organising Committee for the Reconstitution of the 

Fourth International (OCRFI) particularly share this state-
ment from the Transitional Programme: “The laws of his-
tory are stronger than the bureaucratic apparatuses.” 
World events have just given a new illustration of this. 
In May 2021, global imperialism – led by US imperialism and 
its Biden administration – continued its international offen-
sive against the workers and peoples of the world. Hun-
dreds of thousands of jobs are being destroyed, the gains 
won by the workers are being called into question and the 
populations are left defenceless and being devastated by 
the pandemic, especially in the Indian subcontinent and 
South America. 
For their part, the leaders of the old organisations of the la-
bour movement (leaderships of the “left” parties, trade un-
ion confederations) – especially in the main imperialist 
countries – in the name of the “fight against the pandemic” 
and the “fight against the economic crisis”, stubbornly re-
mained on the ground of Sacred Union (1), backing their 
own capitalist governments. 
But as we stated in the Alarm Manifesto of the OCRFI’s 
Third International Conference in November 2020, “the fact 
is that the frightful acts of destruction and ravages which 
governments have imposed using the excuse of the pan-
demic are merely fanning the fires of revolt against existing 
governments. (…) The inability of capitalist governments to 
completely achieve their Sacred Union policies is, for a large 
part, the result of this rejection by the working class and the 
peoples of this destructive agenda and their instinctive – 
sometimes chaotic – drive to find the ways of independent 
organisation and action.” 

This is precisely what has been shown in this month of May 
2021 by the revolutionary upsurge of the masses which, in 
Palestine as in Colombia, has – against all the odds – come 
to disrupt the agenda which the “great and the good” had 
planned. 
Everything was “locked in” to make the Palestinian Revolu-
tion, an advanced element of the world revolution, disap-
pear. As part of the continuity of the last 73 years, the State 
of Israel – encouraged by Trump and then by Biden – and 
the Netanyahu government, driven ever further to the right 
by its alliances with openly racist parties, took new steps in 
the expulsion of the Palestinian people. From the law pro-
claiming the State of Israel as “the Nation State of the Jew-
ish People” (2018) to the US recognition of “Jerusalem, the 
capital of Israel”, to the continued colonisation of the West 
Bank and the blockade of Gaza, to the attempts to evict Pal-
estinian families from the neighbourhoods of Sheikh Jarrah 
and Silwan in Jerusalem, everything was to continue as be-
fore. 
The Arab regimes, by “normalising” one after the other 
their diplomatic relations with the Zionist state, took a new 
step in their subordination to US imperialism, turning their 
backs once again on the struggle of the Palestinian people. 
As for the traditional leaderships of the Palestinian people, 
the Palestinian Authority in Ramallah-Haifa continued re-
gardless to pursue its “security co-operation” with the Is-
raeli armed forces, while in Gaza (strangled by the blockade 
with the complicity of the great powers and the blood-
thirsty regime of Field Marshal el-Sisi in Egypt) the Hamas 
leadership positioned itself ever more openly in favour of a 
so-called “Palestinian state within the 1967 borders”. But 
the Palestinian people, the masses and the youth decided 
otherwise. A first warning sign was already expressed on 

A 
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the occasion of the Israeli legislative elections of March 
2021: there was a strong increase in the abstention rate 
among Palestinian voters (who are treated as second- or 
third-rate “Israeli citizens”, but who represent 20 percent of 
the Israeli population), who turned away from the “Israeli 
Arab” parties (Stalinist, Islamist or “democratic”) sitting in 
the Knesset. 
The provocations of Netanyahu – encouraged by the unwa-
vering support of the US administration, Republican or 
Democrat – and his allies in the racist parties did the rest. 
The evictions from Sheikh Jarrah and Silwan, the humilia-
tions suffered by the Palestinians in Jerusalem in the middle 
of Ramadan, and then the assault by the Israeli army on the 
Al-Aqsa Mosque have brought out the Palestinian people in 
all their components en masse. And in particular, an un-
precedented event on this scale since 1948, the so-called 
“Israeli Arabs” mobilised on a massive scale in the 1948 ter-
ritories (the current State of Israel). 
Attacked and threatened by hordes of armed settlers, 
forced to organise themselves into groups to defend their 
homes and neighbourhoods, they demonstrated that they 
were fully part of the Palestinian people, alongside their 
brothers and sisters in Gaza, the West Bank, the refugee 
camps in Lebanon, Jordan and Syria, and the Palestinians in 
the diaspora. 
This unity of the Palestinian people was brilliantly expressed 
on 15 May – the anniversary of the Nakba, the catastrophe 
of the expulsion in 1948 of more than 800,000 Palestinians 
from their towns and villages – and on 18 May on the occa-
sion of a general strike “from the Mediterranean to the Jor-
dan river”, i.e. in the territory of historic Palestine. A general 
strike that came from “below”, from formal or informal ini-
tiative groups driven, in particular by the youth, in the 1948 
territories. Beyond the 1948 territories, the May uprising 
was marked by a powerful initiative of the masses “from be-
low”, demanding from the leaders the greatest firmness in 
the resistance to the Israeli aggression, and denouncing – as 

the youth did in Ramallah – those at the top of the Palestin-
ian Authority (resulting from the Oslo Accords) who agreed 
to become the “agents” of the occupation and imperialism. 
And here again, in an unprecedented way on this scale, the 
radicalisation of sectors of Israeli society increasingly to the 
right has been met with significant statements of position, 
even if they are a minority in the Israeli Jewish population. 
On the one hand, more and more important sectors are tak-
ing up the characterisation of apartheid to refer to the real-
ity that reigns “from the Mediterranean to the Jordan”, as 
the main Israeli organisation for the defence of human 
rights, B'Tselem, did in January 2021. On the other hand, as 
the Palestinian masses affirmed their unity in May, a call 
was made public, nominally signed by more than 850 Israeli 
Jews who condemn “the apartheid regime”, “Zionism” and 
the “continued acts of ethnic cleansing”, and declare them-
selves in favour of a “democratic solution for all, based on 
the decolonization of the region and founding a state of all 
its citizens.” 
In this mobilisation from below, appeals, leaflets, initiatives 
and groupings have emerged that correspond to what we 
call “the reorganisation of the labour (and democratic) 
movement on a new axis”, an axis of breaking with imperial-
ism’s plans. In Palestine, this means reviving the only possi-
ble democratic perspective: the dismantling of the institu-
tions of apartheid, and the election of a Palestinian Constit-
uent Assembly that will pave the way for the constitution of 
a single secular and democratic Palestinian state on the 
whole territory of historic Palestine. 
Let us add to this a third unprecedented element: the upris-
ing of the Palestinian people has triggered one of the most 
powerful movements of solidarity with the Palestinian peo-
ple around the world, especially in the United States and in 
the major imperialist countries. In the US, demonstrations 
in 30 to 40 cities brought together tens of thousands of citi-
zens, including significant sectors of the Black Lives Matter 
movement and the labour movement. Let us also note the 

Ramallah, 18 May 2021, the day of the general strike 
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demonstrations in Europe (with the notable exception of 
France, where Macron banned them), the strike by the 
dockers of Durban (Azania/South Africa) refusing to load an 
Israeli cargo ship, the monster demonstrations in Morocco, 
a “full-scale referendum” against the agreement to normal-
ise diplomatic relations between the sharifian kingdom and 
the State of Israel, etc. 
So it is indeed the upsurge by the Palestinian masses that 
has reshuffled the cards. Beyond the Palestinian question, 
this upsurge poses a question of a more general scope: de-
spite the barbarism generated by the decomposing capital-
ist system and despite the politics of the leading circles of 
the apparatuses that lead the labour movement, the 
masses retain the capacity to reverse the course of events 
through their own movement. 
The upsurge by the masses in Palestine and, on another 
level, in Colombia has forced imperialism to change its 
plans, without however deviating from its policy. As we 
stated in the Alarm Manifesto in November 2020, the instal-
lation of the Biden administration, replacing the Trump ad-
ministration, does not mean a fundamental change in the 
policy of US imperialism. The US bourgeoisie, the most pow-
erful in the world, has no other choice in dealing with the 
crisis of the system based on private ownership of the 
means of production than to seek to impose its ever-greater 
domination over the world. 
It is doing this by driving a global offensive against the work-
ing class, one particular form of which is its offensive to dis-
mantle state ownership in China. It is also doing this by 
seeking to crush all of its imperialist competitors, particu-
larly in Europe, which means that the latter must prepare 
for an unprecedented offensive against their working class 
(see the article in this issue on “the difficult return of the 
Maastricht criteria”). 
From this point of view, the Biden administration did not in-
tend to focus its foreign policy on the Middle East. As it did 
in Afghanistan, by unilaterally announcing the withdrawal of 
the NATO occupation troops (after 20 years of war and oc-
cupation that cost the Afghan people dearly) even if it 
meant handing the country over to the Taliban, the same 
ones that Washington called “terrorists” and “Public Enemy 
No.1” two decades ago. Or like the orders issued by the US 
administration to the European imperialist governments, 
demanding from them (especially from the German bour-
geoisie) an increased commitment to “maintaining imperial-
ist order” in all corners of the world. Faced 
with the upsurge of the Palestinian Revolu-
tion – and massive demonstrations of soli-
darity in the US – the Biden administration, 
without ever going back on its credo of “Is-
rael’s inalienable right to defend itself”, was 
forced to “let go” of Netanyahu. First of all, it 
forced him to accept a ceasefire on 21 May, 
which was regarded as a victory of the re-
sistance by the Palestinian masses. Then US 
diplomacy pulled out all the stops, on the 
theme hammered out by Biden and Blinken 
of “the two-state solution”, a solution to 
which everyone will have to rally, as indi-
cated by the sending of Egyptian and Qatari 
emissaries to Gaza, carrying “donations” of 

hundreds of millions of dollars. And as shown by the negoti-
ations – which have not yet been concluded at the time of 
writing – aimed at forming an Israeli government of bits and 
pieces without Netanyahu. 
As far as imperialism is concerned, it needs to defuse the 
situation as soon as possible so that it can finally concen-
trate on the political, economic and military offensive 
against China. In carrying out its policy, the Biden admin-
istration has the enthusiastic support of important sectors 
of the apparatuses that lead the labour movement. His elec-
tion has been warmly welcomed by the Socialist Interna-
tional, while here and there the remnants of the Stalinist 
apparatus hail his work, like the French Communist Party’s 
daily newspaper which considers that Biden’s measures 
“break the main commandments of the neoliberal bible”. In 
the United States itself, the entire “left’ of the Democratic 
Party (including renegades from Trotskyism), large sectors 
of the trade union apparatus and the leadership of the Black 
movement are lining up behind the man whom the AFL-CIO 
President has described as “the most pro-labor President” 
of the last 50 years. 
But the trillions of dollars of public money in successive 
stimulus packages announced by Biden (which include a 
slight increase in the military budget, in line with Trump) 
have among their main objectives to extend the domination 
of the US bourgeoisie, at the expense of its competitors, 
against the workers of the world and their gains – including 
state ownership in China – and, of course, against the work-
ers in the US itself. 
But here again, “the laws of history are stronger than the 
bureaucratic apparatuses”. At the same time that the Pales-
tinian people were rising up, the workers and people of Co-
lombia were rising up against one of the most Washington-
subservient regimes in the whole of South America. In the 
continuity of the uprising of the Chilean masses in October 
2019, the resistance of the Bolivian people to the “Made in 
the USA” coup, the strikes and demonstrations in Argentina 
against the IMF’s programmes, the uprising of the people of 
Paraguay and the push by the Brazilian masses to oust Bol-
sonaro, the uprising of the workers and people of Colombia 
has arisen when no one expected it. For more than 60 
years, the oligarchic regime in Bogotá has shown absolute 
allegiance to its masters in Washington. Over the years, it 
has increasingly merged with organised crime, especially 
drug trafficking, for which Colombia became a support base 

A Jewish-Arab rally on 20 May in Jerusalem against the evictions 
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when Washington needed to fund the Nicaraguan Contras 
in the 1980s. This regime holds the sad record for the mur-
der of trade unionist workers, rural workers and students by 
paramilitary formations or by the army and police, accord-
ing to annual reports by the International Labour Organisa-
tion. 

And yet it is in these conditions that there too, the masses – 
led by the working class and the youth in the vanguard – 
have burst into action. Not only to demand the withdrawal 
of counter-reforms which – just like around the world, 
whatever their form – threaten the existence of public ser-
vices (healthcare, schools), increase exploitation and liqui-
date the public pension schemes, but also to question the 
very basis of the state institutions which for 60 years has 
imposed the reign of the corrupt oligarchy subordinated to 
imperialism. This is the meaning of the emergence of popu-
lar assemblies and the attempts to coordinate them at the 
regional and national levels, based on the forms of self-or-
ganisation that have emerged in the course of the mobilisa-
tion by the masses. 
For the forces organised in the OCRFI and in the national or-
ganisations affiliated to it, which are fighting for the recon-
stitution of the Fourth International, the uprising of the 
masses and the class struggle which is surging up and which 
will surge up again and again, pose the whole question of 
the subjective factor, i.e. the reconstitution of the Fourth 
International and the building of revolutionary workers’ 
parties on its programme in each country. 
As far as the organisations and activists of the OCRFI are 
concerned, this task cannot be accomplished by ultima-
tums, or outside of the crisis of the labour movement and 
all the processes aimed at its reorganisation on a new axis. 
This is why they are fully involved in the campaigns and ini-
tiatives of the International Workers Committee (IWC), es-
pecially the perspective of convening, as soon as possible – 
taking into account the pandemic and the restrictions that 
arise from it – a broad World Conference Against War and 

Exploitation, for a Workers’ International; a conference that 
is open to activists, workers, young people, political cur-
rents and organisations that do not intend to give up the 
fight to end the capitalist system that is in its death-throes. 

The Internationale, 7 June 2021 
 
____________________ 
(1) Translator’s note: The union sacrée or Sacred Union was a poli-
tical truce in France during the First World War, in which a signifi-
cant part of the socialist movement agreed not to oppose the go-
vernment or call any strike, in the name of patriotism. 

 
 
 
 
 

 
Statement by the Organising Committee for the Re-
constitution of the Fourth International (OCRFI) 
 

Stop the massacre  

of the Palestinian people! 

 
he latest act in the tragedy of the Palestinian people 
that humankind is witnessing today is in continuity 
with what has been unfolding over the last 75 years. 

The tragedy of the Palestinian people is the result of the 
counter-revolutionary alliance between British imperialism, 
US imperialism and the Stalinist bureaucracy of the USSR, 
which, for the sake of preserving the world order, jointly or-
ganised the partition of historic Palestine, sealed by United 
Nations Resolution 181 of 29 November 1947. The resolution 
denied the right of the Palestinian people to freely decide 
their own fate. It sought to divide the land of Palestine into 
two States, including an “Arab State” that never came into 
being.  
All the so-called “peace plans” that followed, from Camp Da-
vid to the 1993 Oslo Accords, were based on the same denial 
of the Palestinian people's right to self-determination. And it 
is again in the UN Security Council that the current aggres-
sion against the Palestinian people has been covered up. This 
is why the appeals of the “Socialist” International and the for-
mer Stalinist parties to “international law” or “UN resolu-
tions” are ludicrous, because it is precisely this “international 
law” of the Great Powers and of the UN that have victimised 
the Palestinian people. 
It is significant that the families that the State of Israel is in 
the process of expelling from the Sheikh Jarrah neighbour-
hood in Jerusalem all settled there in 1948 after being ex-
pelled from Jaffa and Haifa.  
As Palestinian activists wrote: “The tragedy of Sheikh Jarrah 
fully sums up the tragedy of all Palestine since 1948.” They 
are right: The logic of Zionism is to expel the Palestinian peo-
ple from their lands, to deny their existence, and to drown in 
blood any and all Palestinian demonstrations for their na-
tional rights.  
The policy that the State of Israel is carrying out today is not 
unique to Netanyahu, even if he pushes it even further than 
his predecessors.  It stems from the very nature of this State 
founded in 1948 on the basis of the expulsion of 850,000 Pa-
lestinians from their towns and villages during the Nakba. 
This is a colonial, theocratic State, based since its creation on 

T 
Mona El Kurd 
in front of her house in Sheikh Jarrah (Jerusalem) 

Appendix 1 



The Internationale no. 22 – May 2021 7 

 
discrimination against, and expulsion of, the Palestinian peo-
ple. 
For Marxists, Zionism has always been a reactionary, minor-
ity current among the oppressed Jewish populations of Eu-
rope, having turned its back on their democratic struggle for 
equal rights. After 1945, fraudulently using the tragedy of the 
extermination of 6 million Jews by the Nazi regime, it became 
an instrument of imperialist policy in the Middle East. 
As a “death trap” for the Jewish populations who were 
pushed to emigrate to Palestine, often against their will, the 
State of Israel has become at each stage little more than the 
subsidiary instrument of imperialism, particularly US imperi-
alism. The whole world knows that the State of Israel could 
not pursue its policies without US funding and without US ar-
maments – US$3.8 billion yearly in US military aid, and US$8 
billion in US loan guarantees. The State of Israel acts more 
and more as a military outpost for US imperialism in the Mid-
dle East. 
That is why it is not surprising that on this issue, as on many 
others, the Biden administration is in line with Trump’s for-
eign policy. Trump had proclaimed “Jerusalem the capital of 
the State of Israel”; Biden concurred, declaring that “Israel 
has the right to defend itself”, the age-old refrain of all the 
upholders of the colonial-settler State of Israel. It is in the 
name of this policy that Netanyahu, relying on hordes of fa-
natical settlers, is organising the “ethnic cleansing” of Jerusa-
lem. In this effort, Biden is supported by all the imperialist 
governments: Macron in France, Merkel in Germany, John-
son in Britain, etc. – and by the European Commission which, 
as usual, places the aggressor and its victim on equal footing. 
In the last few hours, both the Merkel and Macron govern-
ments have taken steps to ban any expression of solidarity 
with the Palestinian people. 
The tragedy of the Palestinian people also indicts the Arab 
League and all the regimes in the region, without exception. 
From the Gulf petro-monarchies to the “Arab nationalist” re-
gimes: all play their part against the Palestinian revolution. 
This includes the Lebanese regime that discriminates against 
Palestinian refugees; the bloodthirsty regime of Marshal Sissi 
in Egypt, the keystone of the Gaza blockade; the Gulf monar-
chies; the Kingdom of Morocco, whose recent “normalisa-
tion” of diplomatic relations formalises older ties... Whatever 
their rhetoric, past and present, these regimes have never 
been allies of the Palestinian people; they have been its exe-
cutioners. 
Despite the betrayals and tragedies that have marked their 
struggle since 1948, the Palestinian people have never re-
nounced their national rights. From Gaza under blockade, to 
the West Bank divided by settlements, from refugee camps 
to Jerusalem, through the uprising of the Palestinians of the 
“1948 territories”, in Haifa, Umm Al-Fahm, Lod, and beyond, 
the Palestinian people are once again demonstrating their 
unity and their historic struggle to fulfil their national and 
democratic aspirations. 
Because their aspirations are confronted by an apartheid 
state, as well as by global imperialism and the corrupt re-
gimes that are subservient to it, the Palestinian people can 
only find allies in the international working class and the op-
pressed peoples, who are also confronted with the barba-
rism generated by the survival of the regime based on the 
private ownership of the means of production. This is why it 

is the responsibility of workers' organisations around the 
world to stand unconditionally with the Palestinian people. 
In the recent period, voices – albeit a minority – from the Is-
raeli Jewish population have been raised forcefully against 
the latest massacre of the Palestinian people. One example 
is the renowned association for the defence of human rights, 
B'tselem, which states: “The regime of Jewish supremacy 
from the Jordan River to the Mediterranean Sea: This is apart-
heid”. Another example: the 60 young Israeli Jewish high-
school students who, refusing to serve in the Israeli army, 
proclaimed: “We are ordered to put on the bloodstained mil-
itary uniform and preserve the legacy of the Nakba and of 
occupation. Israeli society has been built upon these rotten 
roots, and it is apparent in all facets of life: in the racism, the 
hateful political discourse, the police brutality, and more.” 
At this writing, citing a risk of “civil war”, Israeli leaders are 
on the verge of yet another massive ground attack on the 
Gaza Strip to supplement the relentless aerial bombardment. 
More than ever, the only possible democratic solution, the 
one that the Palestinian national movement formulated at its 
founding congress – only later to abandon it, declaring it “null 
and void” in the wake of the so-called “peace agreements” – 
is the establishment of a single secular and democratic Pal-
estinian State on the entire historic territory of Palestine, 
guaranteeing equal rights to all its citizens regardless of their 
faith or origin. 
Without making its positions a prerequisite for common ac-
tion, the OCRFI calls on its organisations and activists to par-
ticipate in mobilisations throughout the world for the imme-
diate end to the massacre of the Palestinian people, raising 
the following slogans: 
  – Immediate end to the repression against Palestinian de-
monstrators! 
  – Immediate end to the bombing of Gaza! No to the ground 
offensive! 
  – Immediate halt to the expulsions in Sheikh Jarrah! 
  – Freedom for the Palestinian people! Right of return for all 
refugees! 

14 May 2021 
 

 
 

 
“The Palestinian question finally comes down 

to the question of democracy” 
 

(Excerpts from a report  
to the OCRFI’s Facilitating Collective, 20 May 2021) 

 
t is important to reaffirm our political position. Among 
the documents that we will have to republish, two are 
worth mentioning from the point of view of method. The 

first is the famous editorial in the November-December 1947 
issue of Quatrième Internationale [Fourth International, the 
review of the International Secretariat of the Fourth Interna-
tional at the time], at the very moment of the vote on UN 
Resolution 181 (29 November 1947) on the partition of Pa-
lestine. In this document, we dealt in parallel with the deci-
sion taken, at the behest of British imperialism, to divide In-
dia and Palestine along religious lines. We wrote that “as in 
India, partition has proved itself to be the most effective way 
to divert, at one and the same time, the struggle of the Arab 

I 
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masses and the discontent of the Jewish working population 
from an anti-imperialist explosion in the direction of a fratri-
cidal struggle.” 
In other words, from the outset the Fourth International 
posed the problem that the significance of division into two 
states on ethnic and religious grounds was that it obstructed 
the unity of struggle of the whole working class of the region, 
of all the oppressed peoples of the region against imperial-
ism. Later, in this statement, we recalled that the “tiny Jewish 
state” that was constituted (which has since become much 
less tiny) was seen by the great powers only as an asset in 
the region. We recalled, in the words of Trotsky, that Pales-
tine is “a trap for the Jews” and that, without a radical rever-
sal of the situation, it could also lead to the complete exter-
mination of the Jews in the region. We concluded this assess-
ment by saying: “The position of the Fourth International to-
wards the Palestinian problem remains clear and plain as in 
the past. It will be the vanguard of the struggle against par-
tition, for a united, independent Palestine, in which the 
masses will supremely determine their own destiny for elect-
ing a Constituent Assembly. Against the effendis and the im-
perialist agents, against the manoeuvres of the Egyptian and 
the Syrian bourgeoisie, who try to divert the struggle for 
emancipation of the masses into a struggle against the Jews, 
it will issue calls for the agricultural revolution, for the anti-
capitalist and anti-imperialist struggle, which are essential 
driving forces of the Arab revolution. But it can only wage this 
struggle with the possibility of success on condition that it 
takes up its position, unequivocally, against the partition of 
the country and the establishment of the Jewish state.” 
This has been our consistent position from 1947 until today. 
Any formulation in favour of two states implies recognition 
of the partition in 1947, therefore of a situation based on dis-
crimination, oppression and, finally, to arrive at the present 
situation: an apartheid regime. 
Our consistent position of rejecting the partition, linked to 
more fundamental positions on this issue, obliged us, in 1947 

and then at different moments in the history of the Palestin-
ian Revolution, and should oblige us today, to reaffirm with 
greater force the slogan of a Palestinian Constituent Assem-
bly. 
In an article written by Comrade Pierre Lambert in the early 
2000s for the launch of the review Dialogue (Review for dis-
cussion between Arab and Jewish activists of Palestine), there 
was a reminder of our current’s basic positions, and notably 
this sentence: “The Palestinian question finally comes down 
to the question of democracy, the form and content of which 
will be defined by the Palestinian people (in its Jewish and 
Arab component parts), with recognition of equal rights 
within a single state covering the whole of Historic Palestine 
(State of Israel, West Bank, etc.).” Further on in the article, 
he reminded us that this is about a democratic demand, the 
demand for political emancipation, even though we know 
that “social emancipation, the expropriation of private own-
ership of the means of production, is the condition for saving 
humanity from barbarism (…). But if it is true that political 
emancipation is not human emancipation, at least it is a con-
dition of it.” A very important formulation. Political emanci-
pation, i.e. a free and independent Palestine, the Palestinian 
Constituent Assembly, on its own, is not human emancipa-
tion. It can lead to bourgeois solutions. Human emancipation 
– and this is the whole theory of permanent revolution – pre-
supposes the expropriation of capital, in Palestine as else-
where. But, Lambert added, paraphrasing Marx: “Political 
emancipation is a precondition for human emancipation.” 
Applied to Palestine, this means that the slogan “Palestinian 
Constituent Assembly”, including all the component parts – 
Arabs, Jews, Muslims, Christians, etc. – that constitute the 
Palestinian nation, and placing the Jewish population of this 
region on an equal footing with others, as one component 
part of the Palestinian nation whose unity implies bringing 
them all together, is one step (which does not settle the 
question of human emancipation which includes social 
emancipation), but it is an indispensable democratic step.  
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FEATURE ARTICLE  
 
 

The difficult return  
of the Maastricht criteria 
 
 
 

On the eve of a violent 
anti-worker offensive across 
Europe, capitalists and  
governments are preparing 
their weapons 

 

he Maastricht criteria have 
played a major role in the poli-
cies of the 19 countries that 

make up the euro area for almost 30 
years. They are one of the main argu-
ments put forward by governments to 
justify their anti-worker plans, brutal 
cuts in social budgets and the privatisa-
tion of whole sections of public services. 
Since March 2020, following the immi-
nent threat of a cascade of “systemic” 
bankruptcies as a result of the eco-
nomic “brake” due to the pandemic, the 
European Commission has been waiv-
ing the application of these budgetary 
rules (1). In March 2021, the Bureau of 
the Commission recommended extend-
ing this derogation by one year and re-
instating the implementation of the cri-
teria only in 2023. 
An unprecedented situation… It would 
be wrong, however, to deduce that the 
Maastricht criteria are being definitively 
set aside. On the contrary, from the 
point of view of finance capital it is im-
perative to re-establish them, although 
at this stage no-one is able to say when 
and – above all – how this will be possi-
ble. To understand this, we have to go 
back 30 years. 
The “convergence criteria” (as they are 
officially called) were established by the 
Maastricht Treaty (Treaty on European 
Union), which was signed on 7 February 
1992 and came into force on 1 Novem-
ber 1993. The Treaty was originally rati-
fied by the then-12 members of the Eu-
ropean Economic Community (EEC). 
However, it includes a specific section 
on the creation of a monetary union in 

three stages, the aim of which is the es-
tablishment of a common currency sub-
ject to compliance with a certain num-
ber of economic, financial and budget-
ary criteria: the famous “convergence 
criteria”. 
The first of the three stages was the es-
tablishment of the EMI (European Mon-
etary Institute), which was intended to 
coordinate the national monetary poli-
cies of the Maastricht Treaty countries 
and prepare for the establishment of 
the European Central Bank (ECB). The 
second stage (from 1 January 1999) was 
the abandonment of their national cur-
rencies in favour the euro by 11 of the 
15 countries that were part of the EU at 
the time of the Treaty of Maastricht, 
and of their monetary sovereignty in fa-
vour of the ECB, which had been cre-
ated six months earlier. Today, 19 coun-
tries have adopted the euro, eight of 
which joined the original 11 from 2001 
onwards (2). 
 

The role of the ECB 
With the creation of the ECB, national 
central banks were divested of their 
previous role of issuing national cur-
rency and reduced to a role of supervis-
ing the financial system of their country. 
Even this role was taken away from 
them in 2012 (3). 
The Maastricht Treaty gives the ECB a 
status of independence from political 
powers. It is neither accountable to, nor 
does it take orders from, national gov-
ernments and EU institutions. Its task is 
to “maintain price stability” while com-
plying with “the principle of an open 
market economy with free competi-
tion”. How do you “maintain price sta-
bility” when you don’t set prices your-
self? The ECB has a tool for this: it con-
trols the price of credit, i.e. the varia-
tions in interest rates, which play a cen-
tral role in production conditions. Until 

the crisis of 2007-8, the so-called “sub-
prime crisis”, the ECB kept the interest 
rate at which it provides money to 
banks at a high level. As a result of this 
action by the ECB (in full co-ordination 
with US imperialism and its central 
bank, the Fed), the banks themselves 
passed these high rates on to compa-
nies’ cost of financing. In turn, the latter 
tried to compensate for this through an 
ever-increasing pressure to lower pro-
duction costs (subcontracting, offshor-
ing, lay-offs, job-cuts) and in particular 
their “labour costs”, in other words the 
value of labour-power (which includes 
not only wages, but all of the social 
gains made by the working class, includ-
ing pensions and health insurance). 
Until the crisis of 2007-8, the ECB prac-
tised this policy of high interest rates in 
perfect harmony with its counterpart in 
the United States: the Federal Reserve. 
After the 2007-8 crisis, and still in tune 
with the Fed, the ECB switched to a re-
verse policy called Quantitative Easing 
(QE). This consists of injecting billions of 
euros into the financial system while, 
unlike the previous period, charging 
very low, sometimes almost zero, and 
even negative interest rates (which 
means that the lender pays the bor-
rower)!  
This new course serves above all the 
speculators, towards whom masses of 
capital are thus directed to the detri-
ment of investment in production, jobs 
and public services (4). 

Although the ECB is independent of na-
tional political powers (insofar as they 
have transferred their monetary sover-
eignty to it), it is not independent of fi-
nance capital and its ruling circles.  

On the contrary: charged by the foun-
ding treaties with defending the “princi-
ple of an open market economy in a con-
text of free competition”, the ECB is 
closely dependent on the movements  

T 
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of the financial markets, which are 
themselves dominated by US finance 
capital and its institutions. 

In this sense, the European Union – that 
is, the institutional edifice constituted 
by the Maastricht treaties and those 
that have supplemented them, the ECB, 
the euro, the famous criteria – is not the 
original source of the constant offen-
sive against the working class in the eu-
rozone for almost 30 years, but it is its 
preferred instrument.  

The European Union is a kind of strait-
jacket, a straitjacket that the bourgeoi-
sies of each European country have 
agreed to put over their heads, making 
themselves voluntary prisoners of it, a 
way to force themselves to advance at 
any cost in the offensive to destroy the 
value of labour-power, made necessary 
by the dead-end reached by the capital-
ist system based on private ownership 
of the means of production.  

This crisis has reached a stage where 
the main source of surplus-value comes  

first and foremost from what we have 
called type 2 relative surplus-value, 
which reduces the purchasing (or con-
sumption) power of labour-power (5). 
 

The capitulation  
by the European bourgeoisies 
It is therefore to protect themselves 
against their weakness in the class 
struggle that these bourgeoisies have 
equipped themselves with this common 
instrument (under the aegis of US impe-
rialism) (6) with responsibility for forc-
ing them to advance at all costs in the 
confrontation with the working class in 
order to dismantle the gains which con-
stitute a good proportion of the value of 
labour-power in Europe.  

But even this instrument comes up 
against its limits – produced precisely 
by the resistance of the working class 
(7). 

In a book (8) written at a time when the 
ECB was not yet one year old, we wrote 
the following lines on the ECB’s so-

called independence, lines which we 
think remain fully relevant today: “No-
one can believe that a few central bank-
ers will, as free electrons, of their own 
accord, be allowed to decide where the 
interests of the financial markets lie. 
These are colossal interests. So how can 
we understand this unique, unprece-
dented mechanism of the independence 
of the European Central Bank?  

In a way, the comparison made (...) be-
tween Europe and the United States 
helps to answer the question. The US 
Federal Reserve, while expressing the 
independence called for by the financial 
markets, is ultimately located within the 
framework of the US political system of 
government.  

This is not without its contradictions and 
conflicts (...). But the fact is that the Fed 
remains within this framework. And this 
is for one simple reason: of all the impe-
rialist bourgeoisies, the US bourgeoisie 
remains the one – and undoubtedly the 
only one – that retains enough social 
and economic weight, political and mili-
tary power to be able to act as a class 
(...). This is why, while giving free rein to 
the “financial markets”, US finance cap-
ital reserves for itself the possibility of 
exercising political control – at least 
partially – over the central bank in order 
to be able to make its general interests 
prevail.  

It is for the same reasons that the same 
US finance capital has imposed the ab-
solute “independence” of the European 
Central Bank. This means nothing more 
than the absolute capitulation of the 
bourgeoisies of Europe.  

The more absolute the “independence” 
of the European Central Bank – and it is 
absolute – the more this independence 
is above all institutions, including above 
the supranational institutions of the Eu-
ropean Union itself, the more it means, 
in reality, a subordination to the finan-
cial markets, themselves subordinated 
to the interests of US finance capital." 

The reference to the “capitulation” of 
the European bourgeoisies is not an ex-
aggeration.  

Moreover, at the time, the organ of 
British finance capital (a country that 
has prudently stayed away from the 
euro in order to better cultivate its di-
rect link with US finance), the Financial 
Times, said ironically:  

“I cannot recall a moment in history 
when so much power was so eagerly re-
linquished”.  

Frankfurt, headquarters of the ECB 
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The “convergence criteria”:  
criteria of class struggle 
So, from the outset the ECB was given a 
mandate (to lower the costs of produc- 
tion, and above all the cost of labour) 
and a means: complete independence 
from any political power, subordination 
to the interests of the markets, and 
thus, in the final analysis, the interests 
of US imperialism. All developments 
over the past quarter century have ver-
ified this reality.  
To understand what is at stake in the 
2021 discussions on the re-establish-
ment of the “convergence criteria”, we 
must go back to their definition in the 
Maastricht Treaty. There are five such 
criteria, one of which (the prohibition 
on devaluing a national currency be-
yond a limit set and monitored by the 
ECB) only comes into play during a 
country’s application to adopt the euro. 
Two other criteria are closely moni-
tored during the application stages, but 
are not subject to sanctions after acces-
sion: complying with an inflation rate 
not exceeding 2 percent and complying 
with a maximum threshold for the inter-
est rate on public debt. 
There remain the two best-known crite-
ria, those that apply to all euro area 
member countries, both before and af-
ter accession:  
The budget deficit must not exceed the 
equivalent of 3 percent of GDP (9). 
Public debt must not exceed the equiv-
alent of 60 percent of GDP. 
The Treaty stipulates that any country 
that does not comply with these crite-
ria, and in particular the one relating to 
the budget deficit, will be subject to fi-
nancial sanctions. The origin of these 
percentages is relatively obscure. One 
thing is certain: they have no particular 
economic rationale, even according to 
bourgeois economic theories. A sup-
porter of these criteria, Wolfgang 
Schäuble, who played a major role in 
their adoption, even declared that “the 
3 percent has no scientific basis” (10). 
However, they have an essential practi-
cal function: given the real values of the 
deficits and debt in the various coun-
tries at the time, the figures chosen are 
equivalent to a very tight squeeze, al-
lowing them to be kept under control. 
The convergence criteria are therefore 
criteria of class struggle in the strictest 
sense. 
These criteria have thus become the 
main tool of the European Union and 

the ECB for nearly 30 years for destroy-
ing and privatising public services under 
state monopoly, reducing the number 
of civil servants and for striking the 
hardest of blows against all labour gains 
that hinder the free exploitation of la-
bour-power and the free movement of 
capital. 
 

Have the criteria been complied 
with? Not so simple… 
Can we conclude that these criteria, so 
brutally implemented, have been com-
plied with? Not so simple… 
In a March 2021 study, the investment 
and asset management company Os-
trum Asset Management (11) looks 
back at the Maastricht criteria, their ap-
plication and their consequences: “The 
excessive deficit procedure has never re-
ally worked. (...) Between 1999 and 
2018, the date of the Delors Institute’s 
report on the subject, the Commission 
opened 38 procedures, all of which were 
closed. (...) But, and this is the essential 
point, no fine has ever been imposed! 
The dissuasive aspect of the mechanism 
is therefore highly questionable.” The 
report also concludes that this proce-
dure is limited to “a means of monitor-
ing budgetary progress by the other 
Member States”. 
Moreover, the article continues, “each 
of the 11 original members of the euro 
has failed to meet the Maastricht crite-
ria an average of 13 times since 1999: 
seven times for the deficit criterion, six 
times for the debt.” Eurostat statistics 
for the end of 2020 confirm this: long 
before the pandemic and its effects, 
most countries had not complied with 
the debt criterion, and had not done so 

for several years! At the end of 2020, 
the debt of 13 of the 19 member coun-
tries of the Eurozone exceeds the 60 
percent of GDP mark, and among them 
are the major economies of the zone, 
including Germany. The average for the 
euro area is a debt of almost 100 per-
cent of GDP. 
 
As for the criterion of a budget deficit 
limited to 3 percent of GDP, which was 
more or less complied with by the mem-
ber countries of the euro area before 
the start of the pandemic, we have seen 
that it has been so far exceeded in most 
countries (due to the recovery policies 
and aid to the capitalists) that its appli-
cation was suspended on 23 March 
2020. 
It should be noted that this criterion 
was not subject to sanctions against 
countries that did not comply with it ei-
ther (13). 
But then, the reader may wonder, if 
these famous Maastricht criteria have 
no precise economic basis on a theoret-
ical level, even from a capitalist point of 
view; if they are not applied; if there are 
never any sanctions taken against the 
offending states; then what is their sig-
nificance? What is their importance? 
The answer is: the Maastricht criteria 
are first and foremost (if not essentially) 
a weapon in the class struggle. They are 
deemed to be “set in stone” in the Trea-
ties, and therefore inescapable. As a 
consequence, all governments of all po-
litical colours, of the right as well as the 
“left”, in all European countries, can 
take refuge behind this argument of au-
thority to argue that they cannot “do 
otherwise” than hit the working class 

Weight of public debt as % of GDP of some euro area countries (12) 

 

Country 2007 2019 3Q 2020 

Greece 103.1 176.6 199.9 

Italy 103.9 134.8 155.6 

Portugal 72.7 117.7 130.8 

France 64.5 98.1 116.5 

Spain 35.8 95.5 114.1 

Germany 64.0 59.8 70.0 

Ireland 23.9 58.8 62.0 

Latvia 8.5 36.9 44.6 

Denmark 27.3 33.2 42.4 

Czech Republic 27.5 32.7 38.4 

Sweden 39.2 35.1 38.4 

Bulgaria 16.3 20.4 25.3 

Estonia 3.8 8.4 18.5 

Euro area total 65.9 84.1 97.3 
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October 2020, the Italian workers im-
pose an extension of the ban on lay-offs 
and job-cutsand its gains, and take 
measures which result in devaluing la-
bour-power. The Maastricht criteria are 
in particular the argument in the name 
of which the political parties historically 
produced by the labour movement jus-
tify their capitulation as soon as they 
are in power: “they can’t do otherwise” 
than respect the Treaties, submit to 
these criteria, and therefore deliver de-
structive blows against the working 
class. 
Here is what one of the main founders 
of the euro said when the single cur-
rency was being introduced: “By dis-
pensing with the exchange rate, the 
participating countries will be doing 
without the mechanism which they 
were previously able to use to cushion 
differences between countries in terms 
of inflation, productivity or the growth 
of government debt. (…) The burden of 
adjustment in the case of changes in 
productivity and demand will lie almost 
exclusively with national labour costs. 
Wages and wage-related levies must be 
geared to differences in productivity, 
otherwise unemployment will easily oc-
cur.” (14) It is clear: with the euro, the 
only “adjustment variable” for govern-
ments to use is what they call “labour 
costs”. As Wolfgang Schäuble stated, 
“by their commitment to austerity, the 
Member States have at the same time 
put themselves under pressure”, going 
so far as to voluntarily abandon all po-
litical, monetary and economic sove-
reignty. 
 

The Maastricht criteria come up 
against the class struggle 
So why are the Member States, which 
have so often violated the Maastricht 
criteria, now insisting on putting them 
back in place? The answer is always the 
same: the class struggle. All the coun-
tries of the euro area – in particular Ger-
many, France, Italy, Spain, Belgium, Por-
tugal and Greece – have been marked 
over the last quarter of a century by 
powerful mobilisations that have seen 
millions of workers stand together with 
their organisations. Especially against 
counter-reform projects affecting pen-
sions, social security systems, collective 
bargaining agreements and workers’ 
rights in general. Each time capital and 
the government serving its interests 
have attempted an overall offensive to 

devalue labour-power, they have come 
up against a powerful response by the 
working class. In many cases, this has 
not led to the full satisfaction of the de-
mands, notably because of the policy of 
the trade union leaderships, which are 
always very careful not to destabilise 
the governments and not to undermine 
the Maastricht Treaty process. 

For all that, these class struggles – 
whether they concern the general de-
mands of the working class or whether 
they take the form of the umpteen 
strikes which, every year, pit this or that 
sector of the working class against the 
policy of the government and the capi-
talist class – are an obstacle to the ap-
plication of the “criteria” through to the 
end. It is this crystallised class struggle 
that is expressed in the inability of the 
governments to “stick to” the 3 percent 
and 60 percent criteria even before the 
pandemic. However, the capitalist class 
and the governments that serve its in-
terests have no choice but to stick to 
these criteria, which remain the funda-
mental instrument for the constant of-
fensive against the working class and 
for integrating into this policy the polit-
ical representatives of “the left” and the 
organisations produced by the labour 
movement. This is why, although 
deeply destabilised by the resistance of 
the working class, these Maastricht cri-
teria remain necessary for the offensive 
by the capitalist class. 

And it is still necessary to reach an 
agreement between the different Euro-
pean bourgeoisies, notably between 
the big imperialisms (Germany, France, 
etc.), on the conditions for returning to 
the Maastricht criteria. 

 

The ECB’s “recovery plan” 
In March 2020, at the same time as an-
nouncing the derogation from the Sta-
bility and Growth Pact and the “criteria” 
included in it, the European Commis-
sion began to reflect on how these 
budgetary rules could be changed once 
the recovery was underway.  

A European recovery plan amounting to 
750 billion euros (including 312.5 billion 
in subsidies and the balance in low-in-
terest, long-term loans), financed in 
part by a joint loan, was decided upon 
after tough negotiations between the 
various countries of the Union.  

This was a real change of direction for 
Merkel. It was not due to any sudden 
benevolence towards the health, eco-
nomic and social victims of Covid-19 in 
the other EU countries, but rather to 
the desire to avoid a total destabilisa-
tion of the European edifice, which was 
breaking up on its southern flank, while 
at the same time meeting the interests 
of German employers to be able to con-
tinue to export to the particularly af-
fected countries of southern Europe. In 
May 2021, this plan still awaits ratifica-

Greece, May 2020, demonstration 
against the new “ labour reform.” 
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tion after its adoption by German par-
liamentarians in March 2021 and the re-
cent rejection (21 April) of the appeal to 
the Constitutional Court in Karlsruhe by 
its opponents. 
The scale of this European initiative is 
admittedly limited, compared to both 
the classic European “structural” funds 
for the new programming period and 
the stimulus funds distributed by US im-
perialism. It does, however, involve a 
partial mutualisation of the public debt 
that finances the allocation of funds to 
the different countries (Germany being 
the largest net contributor, at 40 per-
cent), particularly those most affected 
by the health and economic crisis. The 
German trade union confederation DGB 
and the five French trade union organi-
sations affiliated to the ETUC (15) 
(CFTC, CFDT, CGT, FO, UNSA) (16) im-
mediately joined forces in a Sacred Un-
ion (17) to support this plan. The Dan-
ish, Austrian and Dutch trade union 
members of the ETUC also supported 
this initiative. 

However, as we will see at the end of 
this article, the European recovery plan 
represents a new straitjacket that im-
poses very strict conditions on national 
governments for specific fund disburse-
ments (in the form of commitments to 
carry out specific anti-worker counter-
reforms), as well as policing mecha-
nisms modelled on the “troika” (18) 
previously imposed on countries under 

the umbrella of the Stability and 
Growth Pact. 

In parallel with the setting up of this 
750-billion-euro “recovery plan” fi-
nanced by the EU Member States, the 
ECB, for its part, established a policy in 
March 2020 of buying back government 
debt securities from financial institu-
tions (the Pandemic Emergency Pur-
chase Programme, or PEPP) amounting 
to 750 billion euros, in addition to the 
120 billion euros already planned for. In 
June 2020, these buybacks increased to 
1,350 billion euros, and have now 
reached 1,850 billion euros (19). The 
ECB has maintained and even reduced 
negative interest rates for borrowing by 
financial institutions (20). This is pure 
money creation. It is a press printing 
money at full speed, flooding the mar-
kets with liquidity from... nowhere! The 
consequence of this artificial money 
creation and of all the measures de-
scribed here is the extremely rapid in-
crease in the debt burden, as seen in 
the table above. 
Between the massive injections of li-
quidity by the ECB and the European 
and national stimulus packages, the av-
erage level of the debt burden in the 
third quarter of 2020 was 97.3 percent 
of GDP for the 19 euro area member 
countries, sharply up from the 2019 pe-
riod before Covid-19 and well above the 
60 percent Maastricht norm. 
What conclusions would the capitalist 
leaders draw from this? In the autumn 
of 2019, Macron had already declared 
himself in favour of revising the Maas-
tricht rules, saying that the rule of not 
exceeding a budget deficit of 3 percent 
of GDP was “a debate from another cen-
tury”. Then came the pandemic, and 
the same Macron called for spending 
“whatever it takes”. A year later, his Fi-
nance Minister Bruno Le Maire ham-
mered home the point on 26 January 
2021: “European budgetary rules will 
have to be re-evaluated to take account 
of reality, and this reality includes the 
highest debt levels in our history, the 
lowest interest rates in our history and 
the greatest investment needs in our 
history.” 
 

“Go back to the criteria... 
but which criteria? 
As far as Macron, Merkel, Lagarde (21) 
and all the others are concerned, we 
will have to “go back to the criteria”; 
yes... but which criteria? There are 

many different proposals for “revising” 
the Maastricht criteria for the post-
Covid period. The differences come 
down to the different judgements of 
their authors regarding future eco-
nomic and financial developments, but 
also and above all to their judgement on 
the feasibility of the proposed mea-
sures. Feasibility in view of the contra-
dictory situations in the various states 
and, above all, feasibility in terms of 
their ability to gain public acceptance of 
the measures put forward.  

Once again, it is questions of class strug-
gle that enter into the apparently tech-
nical-economic debate on the redefini-
tion of the Maastricht criteria. Feasibil-
ity – whatever the variants – is a notion 
that refers first of all to the capacity to 
carry out a certain number of counter-
reforms aimed at reducing the cost of 
labour-power.  

Thus, one of the proposals for reform-
ing the “criteria” consists of separating 
current public spending from invest-
ment spending. Only the former (social 
expenditure, civil servants’ remunera-
tion, public services, pensions, etc.) 
would be subject to strict criteria (the 
“bad” debt). Investment expenditure – 
invariably representing the placing of 
orders on the public market, i.e. orders 
to private companies, thus guarantee-
ing future profits for private capital – 
should be encouraged (“good” debt).  

This is what the very reactionary Alain 
Minc advocates, for example: “You can-
not go into debt to pay the salaries of 
civil servants. You have to go into debt 
to finance future expenses that have a 
return. Research expenditure, of course, 
but also certain tax cuts. It is not a ques-
tion of financing a reduction in VAT, 
which does not lead to a gain in produc-
tivity; but the reduction in production 
taxes improves the accounts of compa-
nies, and therefore investment.” (22)  

In short: reduction of the share of 
wages in national income, increase in 
the share of profits, austerity for popu-
lar consumption and public services, 
open buffet for aid to the capitalists!  

The same is true of the European Com-
missioner for Economy, Paolo Gentiloni, 
who proposes to let loose what he calls 
“good debt”, debt that does not finance 
the state and public services. Whatever 
the proposed solutions, all European 
leaders agree on two imperatives: on 
the one hand, it will be necessary to re-
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establish, in one way or another, the cri-
teria common to the euro area; and, on 
the other hand, it will be necessary to 
avoid repeating what they consider to 
be the mistake of 2008, i.e. a too-sud-
den return to austerity measures aimed 
at the rapid repayment of the debt ac-
cumulated during the crisis. We re-
member that this policy led to the im-
position of the brutal plans of the 
“troika”, notably in the countries of the 
South, where they provoked the upris-
ing by millions of workers in crises that 
were prolonged, especially in Greece, 
Spain and Portugal. This scenario, which 
the European leaders want to avoid, is 
leading them to try to navigate between 
two imperatives: making people pay for 
the debt and avoiding revolution. 

Olivier Blanchard, a former chief econo-
mist at the IMF, is proposing to abolish 
the principle of identical quantitative 
standards for all countries.  

He is supported by Alvaro Leandro, a re-
searcher at CaixaBank, and Jeromin Zet-
telmeyer, former chief economist at the 
German Ministry of Economic Affairs, 
now at the IMF, who together published 
a paper on 22 February 2021 (23). In-
stead of single criteria, differentiated 
criteria would be introduced based on 
an assessment of the “sustainability” of 
each country’s public finances: “Each 
country could set a medium-term path 
for its public finances over five or 10 
years. The Commission would then vali-
date it or request corrections if it consid-
ers that the path chosen is not sustaina-
ble. Then it would be up to the European 
Council, by qualified majority, or even 
the Court of Justice of the Union, to 
sanction a bad pupil in the event of non-
compliance with the trajectory.” (24) 
With this system, there would be little 
left of the sovereignty of the member 
countries, which would be at the mercy 
of the decision-making and supervisory 
power of the European Commission. 
But such a change would imply a revi-
sion of the Treaties, and would there-
fore have to be accepted unanimously 
by the Member States. This is far from 
being a given. 
Clemens Fuest, President of the ifo In-
stitute (Leibniz Institute for Economic 
Research at the University of Munich), 
who chaired the expert group advising 
Germany’s Finance Minister, suggests 
abandoning a rigid rule and focusing on 
controlling public spending: “Each 
country would commit to a spending 

path so that the public debt ratio would 
decline over a long period. If a govern-
ment wants to spend more, then it 
should finance this surplus by raising 
taxes. Conversely, a country should not 
be forced to cut social and other pro-
grammes during a recession.” (25)  
Similarly, the European Budgetary Com-
mittee, a Brussels advisory body inde-
pendent of the Commission but which is 
listened to very carefully by it, believes 
that the percentage increase in public 
spending should not exceed that of the 
increase in a country’s GDP, weighted 
by the size of the debt. 

 
Make people repay the debt... 
without provoking 
a revolutionary explosion 
What all these proposals have in com-
mon is that the burden of the debt 
should be borne by the workers and the 
peoples through cuts in public spend-
ing, wages, social protection and public 
services – while at the same time seek-
ing to avoid provoking revolutionary ex-
plosions which measures that are too 
rapid and too brutal would inevitably 
encourage. But whatever their differ-
ences, all these proposals come up 
against the same difficulty: how to 
make all Member States accept the new 
criteria? Germany, in a Volkswagen fac-
tory 
The fear of seeing the European Union 
get bogged down in a political and insti-
tutional crisis that would result from a 
renegotiation of the criteria, and – even 
more so – the fear of the social crisis 
that would inevitably be triggered by an 
austerity policy imposed after the end 
of the pandemic, has led the Belgian 

banker Bruno Colmant, President of 
Degroof Petercam Bank, to declare that 
there is an urgent need to “change 
nothing” and to carry on “pretending”. 
According to him, no insolvency crisis is 
to be feared, as the ECB can continue to 
create money or roll debt over when it 
matures (26). 
As for former Italian Prime Minister En-
rico Letta, he expresses the same fears, 
shared by many observers in his coun-
try, and suggests that the ECB should 
hold the debt for a very long time with-
out demanding immediate repayment, 
and that the Maastricht criteria should 
be revised by integrating “alongside the 
financial and budgetary objectives (...) 
social criteria, on education, healthcare, 
the minimum wage” (27). 
Here we come back to the difficulty of 
changing the criteria. “Can we do other-
wise?” is the question being asked in 
other leading circles of finance capital. 
François Ecalle (28) points out (in daily 
French Roman Catholic newspaper La 
Croix, 22 December 2020) that we do 
not know exactly what the rate is be-
yond which public debt becomes unsus-
tainable (the Japanese are at 250 per-
cent of GDP).  
The fact is that the criterion of 60 per-
cent of GDP in the Treaties is not rigid: 
for a country to be “in the black” or 
roughly meet that limit, it is enough to 
show a declining curve or its ability to 
stabilise its debt. After the end of the 
current exceptional circumstances, one 
could imagine the norm returning. Of 
course, it would be difficult for the 
countries of the South to return to this 
norm, but the unanimity of the Member 
States to change it would be even more 
difficult to achieve. The problem with 

Germany, in a Volkswagen factory 
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debt repayment (principal and interest) 
is not currently that of interest, given 
the very low rates guaranteed by the 
ECB. The problem is the principal (the 
stock of debt), which is constantly in-
creasing. However, in the event of a re-
vival of inflation after the return to 
“normal” activity, the ECB would be 
obliged to increase its rates and thus 
limit its support for the economy. Soli-
darity between the countries of the Un-
ion could then fracture, with the grow-
ing indebtedness of the southern coun-
tries. The financial markets could bet on 
the break-up of the euro area, and the 
situation for a country like France would 
be difficult. 
Finally, there are those who are 
alarmed by monetary “laxity”, such as 
politicians from “frugal” countries or 
the proponents of financial orthodoxy 
in Germany, who may come back with a 
vengeance following the upcoming 
elections in that country in September. 
For example, Jacques de Larosière, the 
former Governor of the Bank of France 
and Managing Director of the IMF, ex-
plained in May 2020 that “the corona-
virus crisis only amplified the financial 
crisis that was approaching, the cause 
of which was, once again, excessive 
debt” (29). While supporting the excep-
tional and collective measures taken 
during the crisis, he called for an end to 
free liquidity at low or even negative in-
terest rates and to the increasing in-
debtedness after the end of the crisis, 
because this easy money does not en-
courage productive investment and fa-
vours liquid and speculative invest-
ment. 
 

The two pillars for the survival of 
the European Union 
From finance capital’s point of view, 
currently there is no really viable way 
out of the crisis. But there are two 
points of reference. The first is that 
there must be convergence criteria, 
even if they are artificial and unworka-
ble, and even if they cannot be revised. 
The second is that the existence of the 
debt must not be questioned. These 
two elements constitute the essential 
pillars for the survival of the institution 
“European Union”, which, however 
much in crisis, is more necessary to it 
than ever. We saw this, for example, 
when some 100 economists around 
Thomas Piketty put forward the idea of 

not paying off the public debt, in partic-
ular the Covid-linked public debt con-
tracted with the ECB and other central 
banks under the conditions mentioned 
above. The argument of Piketty and his 
colleagues was that it was a question of 
cancelling a debt contracted by the 
states with the ECB and the central 
banks, but the ECB and the central 
banks have the states themselves as 
shareholders. Therefore, they ex-
plained, it would be a simple zero-sum 
accounting game: cancelling a debt 
owed by the states to themselves 
through the intermediary of the central 
banks (they insisted on the fact that no 
private creditor would be harmed in 
this way, in order to reassure the hold-
ers of private capital). Although their 
reasoning was factually correct, it 
caused an uproar. For ECB President 
Christine Lagarde, debt relief is “un-
thinkable” because “it would violate the 
Treaty on European Union”. She insists: 
“All eurozone countries will come out of 
this crisis with large debts; there is no 
doubt that they will manage to repay 
this debt.” She encourages that bank 
lending should now be determined by 
“growth, competition and innovation 
(...). This is where the natural selection 
of companies will take place”. (30) Nat-
ural selection of companies... For those 
who have not understood, the ECB im-
mediately translated this injunction into 
a report adopted in April 2021 and de-
voted to the “prevention of corporate 
insolvencies” (31). The report encour-
ages the selection of companies 

through the selection of financing: "via-
ble companies" must be financed. As for 
those designated as "zombie compa-
nies", the ECB recommends cutting off 
their financing. Thus, the "zombie jobs" 
of millions of "zombie" workers 
throughout Europe are threatened with 
elimination as soon as possible, con-
demning them to unemployment by or-
der of the ECB. 
There is a serious element in this pro-
test by Mrs Lagarde. Even if it is an ac-
counting game, transferring a debt that 
is currently in the hands of the ECB and 
the central banks to the states them-
selves would considerably weaken the 
role and power of the European institu-
tions as policing bodies responsible for 
preventing any government weakness 
in the war against the working class. 
These institutions must play this role 
more than ever, even if it means leaving 
in place criteria that are formally unen-
forceable but whose very existence al-
lows them to be used as compulsion to-
wards anti-working-class policies. 
 

Major manoeuvres to prepare 
the wave of anti-working-class 
austerity have begun  

At the time of writing, major manoeu-
vres to prepare a wave of anti-workin-
class austerity on an unprecedented 
scale are well underway. The EU’s “re-
covery and resilience plan” (the 750 bil-
lion euros) is a crucial source. Every-
thing is geared towards a supposed end 
to the pandemic, but it is difficult to say 

October 2020, the Italian workers impose an extension of the ban on lay-offs and job-cuts 
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when, at what pace and in what form it 
will occur. Admittedly, health condi-
tions seem to be easing somewhat in 
western Europe at the moment. But this 
is not the case across the continent, and 
even less so internationally. The situa-
tion in India, for example, remains dra-
matic. In any case, the capitalists and 
governments are already looking ahead 
to the post-pandemic period. It is true 
that the pandemic itself has been both 
problematic and resourceful, in the 
strongest sense of the word, for the 
capitalists. Within six days of each 
other, the National Assembly in France 
voted unanimously in favour of 343 bil-
lion euros (now 560 billion) in “aid”, 
most of which went to big businesses 
that raked in profits and carried out 
mass lay-offs; and in Germany, the al-
most unanimous Bundestag (30 mem-
bers of the Die Linke party were miss-
ing) voted in favour of granting 1,200 
billion euros, which again went mainly 
to the capitalists, to companies such as 
Daimler-Benz and Volkswagen, which 
recorded rising profits and considerable 
results (at the same time as the metal-
workers’ union signed a wage agree-
ment with hardly any increase).   

At the same time, governments have 
seized the opportunity to encourage 
massive job-cuts and widespread job in-
security. Poverty has grown signifi-
cantly and sustainably over the last 15 
months, while governments have con-
tinued to attack public services across 
the board. 

However, this is probably nothing com-
pared to what is coming. 

The scale of the accumulated debt is 
now a weapon in the hands of govern-
ments and employers to put on the 
agenda an unprecedented offensive 
against the workers and youth. A politi-
cian as representative of the interests 
of the capitalist class as Mario Draghi, 
who for many years presided over the 
ECB and is now the President of the 
Council (the Prime Minister in Italy), 
stated on 16 May 2021 that he “fears an 
explosion of mass unemployment” in his 
country when the ban on lay-offs and 
job-cuts that had been imposed from 
March 2020 is lifted in the coming 
months. The article that reported his 
comments (32) mentions the possibility 
of an extra 1 million unemployed. Of 
course, it would be possible to maintain 
the ban on lay-offs and job-cuts, but this 

would be contrary to free and un-
distorted competition, a principle of the 
European Union. Draghi is both worry-
ing about the explosion of mass unem-
ployment and preparing the measures 
that will lead to it. Such is the logic of 
the criteria, those of yesterday, today 
and tomorrow. Workers need to pre-
pare themselves.  

The biggest class struggles are on the 
agenda. In the framework of the Euro-
pean Union, there is nothing theoretical 
or philosophical about the debate on 
the return of the Maastricht criteria. 
There is no indication that this debate 
will be concluded soon.  

But, conclusion or not, its political and 
social function is essential: to remind us 
that the straitjacket is there, tightly con-
trolled from Washington, requiring 
every government, whatever its politi-
cal colour, to put the reduction of defi-
cits and debt – and therefore the attack 
on the masses – at the top of its agenda. 
In the name of the debt, the gigantic 
sums which must be returned to the 
coffers of the states and the ECB – and 
therefore, directly or indirectly, to the 
coffers of the capitalists – must be 
taken directly from the value of labour-
power. This is where the central ques-
tion for the labour movement is posed, 
namely that of the positioning of its or-
ganisations. 
So far at least, all “left-wing” parties, 
members of the “grand coalition” as in 
Germany or de facto members of the 
Sacred Union as in France, are partici-
pating in these past but also future 
measures. For example, in its financial 
planning for 2020-24 (dated September 
2020), Berlin’s red-red-green Senate 
(SPD, Die Linke and Greens) calls for “a 
complete brake in 2022” on spending, 
with cuts in public jobs and an overall 
reduction in spending and investment.  

The unanimous vote of the “left” par-
ties in these two countries for the stim-
ulus packages, but also the manage-
ment of these stimulus packages by the 
“left in power” in Portugal and Spain, 
the participation of the “left” in the go-
vernments and their austerity policies 
in Italy and other countries, are all indi-
cations of where things are heading. In 
France itself, the Macron government – 
presenting the French recovery plan 
through its Finance Minister in Brussels 
on 27 April 2021 – has made it clear that 
it is committed to carrying out the re-

forms that Brussels has been demand-
ing for several years, and the Finance 
Minister insisted that this puts on the 
agenda “the need to reform the pen-
sions system” in order to “alleviate the 
public debt”. 

 

The biggest class struggles  
are being prepared 
Let us repeat: the biggest class struggles 
are being prepared for the next period. 
They put on the agenda the same ques-
tion for all the workers of the continent: 
the necessary break with the dictates of 
the European Union. To accept the 
framework thus set would mean agree-
ing to tie the workers’ organisations to 
the chariot of the capitalist class. To ac-
cept the framework of the European 
Union is to agree to subordinate the 
workers’ demands to the requirements 
of the capitalist class, whereas, let us re-
peat, in the period to come these re-
quirements will be more deadly than 
ever.  
The unity of the working class, starting 
from its specific demands, whether it is 
a question of jobs, wages, working con-
ditions, pensions, social security and all 
the guarantees won by the class strug-
gle, this unity – in whichever country – 
must necessarily, in one way or an-
other, integrate the slogans: 
– “No to a return to the Maastricht cri-
teria in whatever form, modalities or 
transformations”; 
– “Confiscate the 560 billion approved 
for the capitalists in France, the 1,200 
billion approved in Germany and their 
equivalent in the various countries, and 
apply them to protecting and maintain-
ing jobs, social security systems, pen-
sions, hospitals, schools and all public 
services”; 
– Beyond that, the question of repeal-
ing the Maastricht Treaty and all of the 
European treaties is posed. 
The independence of the labour move-
ment is inseparable from democracy, 
which the European Union relentlessly 
challenges. It puts on the agenda the 
dismantling of the institutions of the Eu-
ropean Union, whose foundation is the 
euro, and therefore the cancellation of 
the debt and breaking with the auster-
ity policies that result from it. The dis-
mantling of these institutions is the pre-
condition for the sovereignty of the 
peoples. In each country, in an adapted 
form, power must return to the people,  
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who alone can determine not only the 
conditions under which they reject the 
institutions of the European Union and 
impose the repeal of the treaties, but 
also how, on a sovereign basis and in 
keeping with democracy, each people 
can commit itself, on an equal footing 
with all the other peoples of Europe, to 
the free union of the peoples and free 
nations of Europe, as the first step to-
wards the Socialist United States of Eu-
rope, free from oppression, exploita-
tion, war and fratricidal opposition be-
tween peoples. 

 
Gaston Blanchard, Pierre Cise and 

Daniel Gluckstein 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Notes 
 
(1) The Commission considered that “the 
conditions to activate the general escape 
clause [of the Stability and Growth Pact] are 
met, for the first time since its inception in 
2011, and asks the Council to endorse this 
conclusion to provide clarity to Member 
States. The general escape clause does not 
suspend the procedures of the Stability and 
Growth Pact. It will allow the Commission 
and the Council to undertake the necessary 
policy coordination measures within the 
framework of the Pact, while departing from 
the budgetary requirements that would nor-
mally apply. » (COM(2020) 123 final, 
20.3.2020). All the power to identify and act 
on national “deviations” therefore remains 
in the hands of the Commission, even during 
the derogation period. Thus, in the “Euro-
pean semester” documents by which the 
Commission informs governments of their 
budgetary policy before they submit it to na-
tional parliaments, the Commission notes 
national deviations as “violations” of the 
Pact’s obligations, while adding that it does 
not propose any sanctioning measures at 
this stage under the derogation clause. 

(2) A chronological reminder: When the 
Maastricht Treaty was signed on 7 February 
1992, 12 countries belonged to the Euro-
pean Economic Community (EEC). Eleven of 
these 12 countries (all except the United 
Kingdom) would also be involved in the es-
tablishment of the euro zone. The Maas-
tricht Treaty established the European Un-
ion, which replaced the EEC. The 12 EEC 
countries were joined by others, and today 
the EU officially comprises 27 countries, of 
which 19 also belong to the euro area. 

(3) Since the ECB now has direct supervisory 
authority over the largest banks in the euro 
zone, around 150 banks to date, depending 
on the years and mergers between banks. 
Since 2014, it has even had the right to su-
pervise all the other banks in the zone. The 
national central banks are now merely 
branches of the ECB. 

(4) For more details on this policy and its ef-
fects, see Issue No.17 (February 2020) of 
The Internationale (“What shape is the 
world economy in?”) and Issue No.18-19 
(July 2020) of The Internationale (“The fail-
ure of capitalism and the relevance today of 
socialism”). 

(5) “The release of (type 1) relative surplus-
value through an increase in labour produc-
tivity (leading to a decrease in the value of 
the means of subsistence for the worker) 
constituted, to use Marx’s formulation, “a 
powerful factor of revolution in the condi-
tions of production”.  

Today, on the contrary, the predominant 
part played by the release of type 2 surplus-
value – i.e. in the form where, making the 
wheel of history turn in the opposite direc-
tion, some of its major components, such as 

the social security system, collective bar-
gaining agreements, increased overtime 
pay, guaranteed full-time work, etc., are 
subtracted from the value of labour power – 
results in the previous process of “revolution 
in the conditions of production” being re-
placed by a process of “counter-revolution 
in the social conditions of production (...) 
[with] the aim and result of reducing the 
consumption power of the masses”.” (Dan-
iel Gluckstein, Class Struggle and Globalisa-
tion, San Francisco: APIO Publishing, 2000). 

(6) See Christel Keiser’s article “Under the 
blows of the global crisis, the European Un-
ion is breaking up” in Issue No.65 (February 
2009) of La Vérité-The Truth.  

Let us recall here the statement made in 
May 1998 by Madeleine Albright, at that 
time Secretary of State [Foreign Affairs Min-
ister] in the Clinton administration: “NATO is 
not the only organisation that has begun to 
welcome new members. We fully support 
the expansion of the European Union. We 
welcome the start of EU accession talks with 
the Czech Republic, Cyprus, Estonia, Hun-
gary, Poland, and Slovenia, and trust this 
process will eventually embrace others in 
central Europe as well as Turkey.  

We hope the EU will move forward as rapidly 
as possible, for NATO cannot guarantee mil-
itary security where there is not economic 
security as well. America has supported 
every European effort toward deeper eco-
nomic integration from the Coal and Steel 
Community to the single market.  

We support the creation of a single currency 
today. We do so with confidence that the EU 
will expand on the basis of openness of out-
look and access.” 

(7) Hence the attempts to introduce other 
instruments (Stability Pact in 1997, TSCG in 
2011, and so on) to force governments to 
follow budgetary trajectories (Stability Pro-
gramme). 

(8) Daniel Gluckstein, Class Struggle and 
Globalisation, op. cit. 

(9) Gross Domestic Product (GDP) is the to-
tal value of a country’s production of goods 
and services, from which is deducted the 
value of the goods and services that went 
into that production. 

(10) At the time of this statement, Schäuble 
was leader of the Christian Democrats. He 
was Angela Merkel’s Interior Minister and 
then Finance Minister from 2009 to 2017. 
The quote comes from an article by Schäu-
ble in Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung (17 
September 1997). 

(11) A subsidiary of the French corporate 
and investment bank Natixis. The article, 
dated 15 March and entitled “Les critères de 
Maastricht, résidu d’un monde ancien” [The 
Maastricht criteria, remnant of an ancient 
world] is available at www.ostrum.com/ 

sites/default/files/2021-03/2021-03-15%20 

FR_OSTRUM_MyStratWeekly.pdf. 

http://www.ostrum.com/
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(12) Eurostat, euroindicators press release 
13/2021, 21 January 2021. 

(13) Sanctions often came from the financial 
markets, which took it upon themselves to 
“punish” the offending country, notably by 
launching speculative waves designed to 
raise debt interest rates and by exerting 
pressure on the country’s economy in order 
to force its government to return to the 
“straight and narrow” and apply the auster-
ity measures demanded by finance capital. 

(14) This is Hans Tietmeyer, who was the last 
President of the German Central Bank be-
fore the introduction of the single currency. 
He is considered one of the historical found-
ers of the euro. This passage is from a 
speech given at the 1st European Equity 
Traders Convention of the Federation of Eu-
ropean Stock Exchanges, Frankfurt (Ger-
many), 16 June 1997, and is quoted in Class 
Struggle and Globalisation. 

(15) The (misnamed) European Trade Union 
Confederation. 

(16) “L’initiative franco-allemande soutenue 
par le mouvement syndical” [The Franco-
German initiative is supported by the trade 

union movement], Liaisons sociales Europe, 
28 May 2020. 

(17) The union sacrée or Sacred Union was a 
political truce in France during the First 
World War, in which a significant part of the 
socialist movement agreed not to oppose 
the government or call any strike, in the 
name of patriotism. 

(18) Comprised of the International Mone-
tary Fund (IMF), ECB and the European Com-
mission. 

(19) ECB Economic Bulletin, 4 February 
2021. 

(20) Option Finance magazine, Issue 
No.1568, 20 July 2020. 

(21) Managing Director of the IMF and for-
mer Finance Minister under French Presi-
dent Sarkozy.  

(22) “Distinguer bonne et mauvaise dette 
devrait être au coeur de notre réflexion” 
[Distinguishing between good and bad debt 
should be at the heart of our thinking], 
French daily newspaper Le Figaro, 17 Febru-
ary 2021. 

(23) Olivier Blanchard, Álvaro Leandro and 
Jeromin Zettelmeyer, “Redesigning EU fiscal 

rules: From rules to standards”, PIIE Wor-
king Paper 21-1, February 2021. 

(24) “Dette publique, déficit: et si l’Europe en 
finissait avec les critères de Maastricht?” 
[Public debt, deficit: what if Europe did away 
with the Maastricht criteria?], from the 
website of French weekly news magazine 
L’Express, 7 December 2020. 

(25) Ibid. 

(26) Ibid. 

(27) Ibid. 

(28) President of Fipeco (a French public fi-
nance information website) and former 
magistrate of the Court of Auditors. 

(29) “Une réponse collective à la crise est vi-
tale pour l’UE” [A collective response to the 
crisis is vital for the EU], French finance 
weekly L’AGEFI Hebdo, 7 May 2020. 

(30) Interview in French Sunday newspaper 
Le Journal du Dimanche, 7 February 2021. 

(31) European Systemic Risk Board, “Preven-
tion and management of a large number of 
corporate insolvencies”, April 2021. 
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Mexico: The contradictions 
Of a Bonapartist government and the tasks 
Of the Internationalist Communist League 
(LCI-OCRFI) 
 

 
We have reached the halfway-
point of the Andrés Manuel 
López Obrador (AMLO) presi-
dency. His government, full of 
contradictions, is acting in the 
context of the economic crisis 
and the pandemic that have 
devastated the nation. This dis-
aster is accentuated by the 
pressure of imperialism, which 
intends to move forward in its 
challenge to sovereignty and to 
increase the exploitation of the 
Mexican working class. 

 

 
oe Biden’s administration intends 
to put into practice the legal 
mechanisms of the Mexico-US-

Canada Agreement (T-MEC) (1), in or-
der to prevent any progressive reform 
by the Obrador government and to 
maintain the migration agreements 
that are leading the country towards 
militarisation. 
Obrador became President thanks to 
the massive vote of millions of Mexi-
cans, with a mandate to put an end to 
the policy of submission to imperialism 
and to the parties of the old regime; but 
the destruction left by the last govern-
ments, the successive constitutional re-
forms and the compromises with vari-
ous business sectors have resulted in his 
government oscillating between conti-
nuity with the policies of submission to 
transnational capital and the imple-
mentation of social assistance pro-
grammes and timid reforms. The di-

vorce with the base of the social move-
ments that brought him to power is be-
coming more and more evident every 
day. 
The mid-term elections of June 2021 
will mark the course of the “Fourth 
Transformation” (2).  
With the presidential election in their 
sights (4), the ranks of businessmen 
that oppose it (3) are betting on becom-
ing stronger, by capitalising on the dis-
content and disillusionment of certain 
sectors with the government, especially 
the discontent with the mismanage-
ment of the local administration, the ef-
fects of the pandemic (deaths, unem-
ployment), the increase in violence and 
insecurity, and the accelerated decom-
position of MORENA, the President’s 
party. 
Despite this, opinion polls show that 
MORENA will obtain a majority in state 
legislatures and governments, but not a 
qualified majority in the federal Cham-
ber of Deputies, and will therefore have 
to ally with other parties to govern for 
the next three years. 
In this scenario, the leaderships of the 
social movements and labour organisa-
tions that have resisted in recent dec-
ades are being passive, placing their 
confidence in the government, waiting 
for the reforms to come “from above” 
and demobilising at the grassroots 
based on the argument of “not boycott-
ing the popular government”. They are 
justifying their alliance with the govern-
ment through “possibilism” (5), refusing 
to open a perspective while the corpo-
ratist organisations (6) accommodate 
themselves to the new circumstances 
with the approval of the authorities. 

Nevertheless, sectors of the working 
class are resisting instinctively: work-
place mobilisations, strikes and labour 
disputes are on the increase. The same 
is true of other sectors, such as women, 
who have launched massive mobilisa-
tions during this presidential term, or 
the movements that oppose the plun-
dering of natural resources and land (7). 
However, the common denominator is 
the absence of an overall perspective, 
of class conscious-ness, that is to say, of 
independent and democratic organisa-
tions that can give class content to the 
aspirations, which puts on the agenda 
the task of building an independent 
trade union centre and an independent 
workers’ party. 

 
AMLO:  
a Bonapartist government  

López Obrador became President at his 
third attempt. In 2006, the PAN govern-
ment (8) imposed its candidate, Felipe 
Calderón, through electoral fraud. 
In 2012, the baton was passed to En-
rique Peña Nieto, the PRI candidate (9), 
who was also accused of buying votes 
and rigging the election (10). 

These two presidencies were the ones 
that went the furthest in constitutional 
reforms to end the gains of the Mexican 
Revolution. They imposed counter-re-
forms on labour and pensions, moved 
forward in the privatisation of the edu-
cation sector, opened up the energy 
sector to national and international pri-
vate initiative and implemented a policy 
of militarisation across the country. The 
resistance of the people of Mexico ma-
nifested itself in large mobilisations in  

J 
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defence of their rights and sovereignty, 
but the lack of unity and independent 
leadership, combined with repression, 
hampered the advance of the masses. 
López Obrador, a bourgeois nationalist 
politician with an “anti-neoliberal” dis-
course, managed to channel social dis-
content around himself. In 2006 and 
again in 2012, he ran for president on a 
programme that partially took up the 
demands of the popular mobilisations. 
Intellectuals, trade unions, social lead-
ers and a multitude of popular support 
committees gathered around him. In 
2013, he broke with the PRD (11) and 
legalised his political party, the National 
Regeneration Movement (MORENA). 
Peña Nieto’s term in office has been 
characterised by the implementation of 
structural reforms at full speed, and by 
strong social discontent. 
The disappearance of the 43 trainee pri-
mary school teachers from Ayotzinapa 
in 2014 catalysed the political crisis. 
Hundreds of thousands of Mexicans 
mobilised to demand that the young 
people be brought back alive and that 
the government resign. 

Peña Nieto remained in power thanks 
to the support of pressure groups, the 
armed forces and the mass media. 
In 2018, the discrediting of the tradi-
tional party presidential candidates, 
who claimed an agenda of deepening 
counter-reforms, contrasted with the 
popular strength around Obrador and 
the social movements that supported 
him. In these conditions, once again rig-
ging the election seemed a high-risk op-
tion for the ruling elites and the oligar-
chy, an option that risked triggering a 
popular insurrection. 

In the absence of their own represent-
tation, the popular masses used Obra-
dor as their leverage-point. Their vote 
was a mandate to put an end to the de-
structive policies of successive govern-
ments and to strike at the regime. The 
oligarchy, on the other hand, had to ac-
cept this sacrifice in order to contain so-
cial discontent and restore the regime’s 
stability. 
In 2018, unlike in previous elections, 
Obrador ran on a moderate govern-
ment programme that was limited to 
promising social programmes for the 
poorest, and a general fight against ne-
oliberalism. He ran in alliance with the 
Labor Party (PT) (12) and right-wing par-
ties: the Green Party (PVE) (13) and the 
Social Encounter Party (PES) (14), which 
represent positions that are clearly con-
trary to popular struggles. 
In an experience similar to those of re-
cent years in Brazil, Bolivia, Uruguay 
and elsewhere, where these “progres-
sive”, “leftist” figures rose to power 
supported by popular mobilisations 
that concentrated the struggles of 
many years against pro-imperialist poli-
cies, a Bonapartist government was 
formed that is, as Trotsky explained, “a 
regime in which the economically domi-
nant class, having the qualities neces-
sary for democratic methods of govern-
ment, finds itself compelled to tolerate 
– in order to preserve its possessions – 
the uncontrolled command of a military 
and police apparatus over it, of a 
crowned “saviour”. This kind of situa-
tion is created in periods when the class 
contradictions have become particularly 
acute; the aim of Bonapartism is to pre-
vent explosions. (…)  

However, as a bridge between democ-
racy and fascism (…), there appears a 
“personal regime” that rises above de-
mocracy and tacks between the two 
camps – while safeguarding, at the 
same time, the interests of the ruling 
class”. (15) 
The programme of these “left-wing” 
governments was not that of socialist 
revolution (although in some cases, 
such as Venezuela or Bolivia, they 
claimed to be); rather it was a pro-
gramme of preserving capitalism ac-
companied by some reforms to curb 
popular mobilisation. These govern-
ments were born out of contradiction: 
crisis of political legitimacy, crisis of the 
traditional parties and immaturity of 
the subjective factor, i.e. the absence of 
a revolutionary leadership. 
Their electoral base has been concen-
trated in the most impoverished, depo-
liticised and unorganised part of the 
population, who rely on the social assis-
tance programmes established by the 
World Bank to promote dispersion and 
avoid independent popular organisa-
tion. 

The mass parties and their organisa-
tions went through a process of integra-
tion with the state, co-optation and in-
ternal destruction. This process lasted 
several years, as in the case with Brazil’s 
Workers’ Party (PT). In Mexico, it ap-
pears that imperialist pressure and the 
reduced margin of manoeuvre are ac-
celerating this process in MORENA. 

The balance-sheet of 20 years of these 
“left” governments in Latin America is 
no progress whatsoever in challenging 
private ownership; instead, they have 
implemented the policy of “neo-devel-
opment”, setting in motion large pro-
jects which, in many cases, belong to 
multinational capital (with the conse-
quent appropriation of land, plundering 
and open theft of natural resources), 
thereby reinforcing the dependent and 
exporting character of Latin American 
economies. The workers have only ob-
tained satisfaction on a few partial de-
mands. 

These political figures have imple-
mented a bourgeois programme, but 
even this did not trigger support by the 
US government, for which their popular 
origins represented a potential danger, 
given their legitimacy in the eyes of the 
population and their latent capacity for  
 

Andres Manuel Lopez Obrador in 2018 
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mobilisation, as was demonstrated in 
Venezuela or recently in Bolivia, where 
the population stopped the coup at-
tempts. 
Beyond these one-off experiences, the 
defeat of the majority of these govern-
ments at the hands of sectors linked to 
imperialism obeyed the development 
of these contradictions, in addition to 
the corruption resulting from the inte-
gration of the popular organisations 
into the bourgeois state. Thus, open 
collaborators with imperialism, such as 
Jair Bolsonaro in Brazil (16), were able 
to come to power. 
 

Contradictions inside 
the López Obrador government 
López Obrador has been characterised 
by an attempt to respond partially to 
the masses, pushing anti-corruption ini-
tiatives and reforms to satisfy his elec-
toral base, while at the same time seek-
ing agreements with business chambers 
and other pressure groups to guarantee 
stability. 
The social assistance programmes (17), 
the campaigns against oil theft and cor-
ruption, the judicial investigations 
against state governors and the so-
called “republican austerity” (18) have 
been welcomed by the majority of Mex-
icans, 61 percent of whom say they are 
satisfied with the President, according 
to the latest opinion polls. 

But his government is also accountable 
for the continuity of the programmes of 
the so-called “neoliberal period”, as his 
government seeks to meet its interna-
tional commitments and those of the 
bourgeoisie that support it. 

Despite its strident rhetoric, the opposi-
tion represented by the traditional par-
ties and the big bosses has stayed – at 
least for the time being – within the le-
gal framework, hindering the govern-
ment only occasionally and when it has 
imperialist backing. 

It is in the relationship with US imperia-
lism that the limits and progress of the 
Obrador government are most clearly 
seen, as we will explain below. 
 

The migration agreement  
and militarisation 
The policy of militarisation, which was 
inherited from previous administra-
tions, has been maintained – in particu-
lar, the Merida Plan and ASPAN (19), 

agreements through which the US gov-
ernment imposed the so-called “war on 
drugs” and the intervention of its secu-
rity agencies in Mexico. 
Although Obrador has shifted the focus 
of the fight against drug trafficking by 
addressing the conditions of poverty 
that cause it, he has at the same time 
strengthened the military with budget 
increases, and provided impunity for 
past crimes (20). 
In addition, a new force of repression 
has been created: the National Guard, 
dedicated to the fight against drug traf-
ficking. It is in charge of implementing 
the migration agreement signed with 
the Trump administration, under which 
Mexico commits to reducing the flow of 
migrants from Central America, and to 
receiving migrants deported from the 
United States while they wait for their 
asylum applications to be processed in 
the US (21). 
This agreement was accepted under 
Trump’s threat to impose tariffs of up to 
25 percent on Mexican products, which 
would have brought the Mexican econ-
omy to its knees (81 percent of produc-
tion is exported to the US). As a result, 
dependence on the US economy has in-
creased since the implementation of 
the North American Free Trade Agree-
ment (NAFTA) in 1994, reducing the na-
tion’s margin of sovereignty. 
 

The T-MEC and  
national sovereignty 
In contradiction to his earlier criticism 
of NAFTA, Obrador signed the new T-
MEC, which updates the previous treaty 
and was renegotiated under pressure 
from the US government to improve 
trade conditions and the resolution of 
trade disputes in its favour. 
The T-MEC is the main obstacle to the 
preservation of sovereignty, particu-
larly because it establishes that trade 
disputes will be decided by interna-
tional tribunals, which are outside the 
sovereignty of national powers (legisla-
tive and judicial). With this treaty, for-
eign investors have all the guarantees, 
especially in the energy sector. 
During the negotiations on the T-MEC, 
the political and trade union leader-
ships emphasised the “positive aspects 
of the treaty”, in particular the imple-
mentation of clean and renewable e-
nergy, the promise of trade union free-
dom and wage increases. A year after its 

implementation, these so-called “posi-
tive aspects” have turned out to be a 
poisoned apple. 
 

Natural resources  
The issue of the reappropriation and 
protection of natural resources has 
been a crucial element in the struggles 
of the Mexican people, particularly the 
issue of land, mining, oil and water. 

In response to social mobilisations in 
defence of water resources, Obrador 
has had to take measures to limit the 
plundering of water by companies such 
as Coca Cola and Bonafont, especially in 
the south-east of the country. He has 
ordered those concessions be investi-
gated and challenged if they were ob-

tained illegally or through corruption. 
In the north, the struggle against the in-
stallation of the Constellation Brands 
company (which produces Corona beer) 
in the Mexicali valley, which threatens 
the water supply for the population of 
this semi-desert area, led to the mobili-
sation of tens of thousands of Mexicans, 
something never seen before in this re-
gion. Obrador called a referendum for 
citizens to decide whether or not to 
keep the company, and the result was 
clear: the multinational should leave. 

Nevertheless, in both cases, the multi-
nationals threatened to appeal, using 
the means provided by the T-MEC, ar-
guing that such measures violate the 
free trade principle of the treaty, that 
the Mexican authorities have an obliga-
tion to guarantee foreign investment, 
and that if they do not, they demand full 
reimbursement of their investment plus 
compensation. 

 

Energy reform 
The privatisation of the energy sector 
began thirty years ago, with partial 
measures. For thirty years, PEMEX and 
CFE (22) have granted concessions and 
subrogation contracts to private com-
panies in various areas ranging from oil 

AMLO at the signing of the T-MEC in 2019 
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and gas distribution to infrastructure 
construction. 
With Peña Nieto's energy reform, the 
sector was opened up to foreign capital, 
breaking national control and the state 
monopoly. Dozens of companies have 
appropriated parts of the national terri-
tory for the exploitation of gas and oil. 
This reform also obliges the govern-
ment to subsidise the private sector, to 
buy the electricity it produces at a high 
price and to give it preference in distri-
bution, resulting in high tariffs for users. 
Obrador condemned the “unfair” con-
ditions of these reforms and the result-
ing contracts. He explained that this is 
not a “free market”, but submission of 
the Mexican state to special interests. 
He accused the “mafia in power” of hav-
ing benefited from these measures (23). 
In response, two initiatives have been 
put forward to reform the energy laws, 
with the intention of revising the con-
tracts and revoking them in order to 
“recover state control over the electric-
ity sector” and reduce tariffs to con-
sumers. 
So as to limit PEMEX’s obligation to sub-
sidise private companies using its infra-
structure, Obrador has proposed a re-
form of the Hydrocarbons Law to re-
quire private companies to invest in 
their own storage facilities that do not 
piggyback the public company, under 
threat of nationalisation, citing the 
threat to national security. 

These two reforms do not fundamen-
tally challenge privatisation, but only 
aspects derived from institutional cor-
ruption and the submission of the state 
budget to private interests. 
In order to halt the implementation of 
Obrador’s electricity reform, the judici-
ary has granted hundreds of rulings fa-
vourable to private companies. The 
judges claim that the reform is uncon-
stitutional. Obrador responded that he 
was ready to propose a reform that 
would return to the wording of the Con-
stitution before Peña Nieto's reform, 
which would involve a process of re-
nationalisation. 
But international reaction was swift: US 
legislators pressed for intervention by 
the United States to enforce the trea-
ties, particularly the T-MEC. Although 
Obrador had given an assurance during 
the negotiation that the energy sector 
would be excluded from the treaty, the 
argument of the US legislators is that 
these measures violate the legal frame-
work of the treaty as a whole, and 
therefore challenging them is legiti-
mate. 
In addition, the so-called measures for 
producing “clean energy” in line with 
environmental protection are being 
used against any renationalisation, with 
the argument that a return to hydrocar-
bon-based energy production would af-
fect “clean energy”, and that Mexico 
would be in violation of international 

agreements on the reduction of green-
house gases. 
 

Pensions 
Pension reforms were imposed in 1997 
and 2007. The system based on solidar-
ity between generations was aban-
doned in favour of individualised ac-
counts administered by the banks, 
which were appointed as Retirement 
Funds Administrators (AFORES). As a re-
sult, pensioners receive a meagre pen-
sion, representing on average 32 per-
cent of their final salary. 
López Obrador has established a univer-
sal pension equivalent to US$70 per 
month, paid from the state budget to 
anyone over the age of 68. He has re-
cently approved a reform of AFORES to 
increase the amount of government 
and employer contributions, and has 
spoken out against capping the pen-
sions of state employees. Both of these 
decisions are positive, but they do not 
challenge the juicy business of the mul-
tinational banks that dominate the 
Mexican financial system, on the backs 
of pensioners. Moreover, they burden 
the public treasury without affecting 
the bosses. However, both these 
measures have been challenged by the 
banks, which intend to take the matter 
to court within the framework of the 
Pacific Alliance (24) and T-MEC, arguing 
that the government cannot decide the 
amount of bank fees. 

26 January 2020, protest march in Mexicali against the multinational Constellation Brands 
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Various labour organisations have 
called for a return to the solidarity-
based pension system (25), but the pro-
posal has been ignored by the President 
and his majority parliamentarians. 
 

Labour reforms 
Labour deregulation has been imple-
mented for more than 30 years, but it 
was only under the Calderón govern 
ment that reforms to the Federal La-
bour Law were carried out to legalise 
the exploitative labour practices that 
had been taking place with the complic-
ity of the authorities, the bosses and the 
charro trade unions (26). 
The creation of maquiladora zones (27) 
on the northern border, after the sign-
ing of NAFTA, attracted investment 
from US, Japanese and Korean compa-
nies looking for low labour costs and ex-
cellent logistical conditions to introduce 
their products into the US and Asian 
markets. 
The wage-freeze policy has been the 
main reason for foreign investment. As 
a result, the working class has lost 80 
percent of its purchasing power over 
the last 30 years. 
During the negotiation of the T-MEC, 
the issue of wages and trade union free-
dom were at the centre of the discus-
sions. The acceptance of the treaty by 
the leadership of the US trade union 
centre, the AFL-CIO, depended on these 
elements to justify it to its grassroots 
members. The T-MEC incorporated 
Chapter 21 on labour relations. 
The agreement included the obligation 
to increase wages in some sectors, par-
ticularly in the automotive sector, 
where the target was a wage of US$16 
dollars per hour (28). López Obrador de-
creed a 25 percent increase in minimum 
wages, without affecting the remaining 
categories. On the other hand, the car 
companies are announcing the gradual 

reduction of human labour, given the 
trend towards robotisation in the sec-
tor. 
In order to comply with Chapter 21 of 
the T-MEC, a labour reform was passed 
that formally guarantees the right to or-
ganise trade unions and trade union de-
mocracy. This was welcomed by trade 
union organisations like the National 
Union of Workers of Mexico (UNT) and 
the International Confederation of 
Workers (CIT), using it to justify their 
support for the T-MEC. Among the 
measures granted are the review of 
every collective bargaining agreement 
and the ratification of the representa-
tiveness of the trade union that signed 
the collective bargaining agreement by 
a vote of the employees, the right for a 
worker to choose his or her trade union 
without pressure from the employer or 
the signatory union, and the possibility 
of having more than one trade union 
per production unit. 
Although these measures could provide 
the workers with leverage, the govern-
ment has never provided the necessary 
resources to make them a reality. Ac-
cording to experts, reviewing the cur-
rent collective agreements alone could 
take seven years. 
On the other hand, the labour authori-
ties – acting in collusion with the corpo-
ratist leaderships – has applied the new 
legislation in a discretionary way, tar-
geting the democratic labour organisa-
tions, such as the Electrical Workers Un-
ion (SME) and the Union of the Mexican 
Government Press Agency (SUT-
NOTIMEX), questioning their leader-
ship, the legitimacy of their collective 
bargaining agreements and their calls 
for strike action. 
The leaderships of the large corporatist 
organisations have obtained the ap-
proval of the federal government, de-
spite their long anti-democratic history, 

as in the case of the Oil Workers Union 
(STPRM), the National Union of Educa-
tion Workers (SNTE), or the Sole Union 
of Mexican Electricity Workers 
(SUTERM). Betting on a new corporat-
ism as a guarantee of social peace and 
stability, the government has favoured 
the strengthening of the two large un-
ion confederations CATEM and CIT (29), 
which resulted from the crisis of the 
CTM (30). 
The form in which “trade union free-
dom” has materialised has been the 
pulverisation of the labour organisa-
tions, which have been divided into a 
multitude of small trade unions at the 
company, production centre or branch 
level, which due to their weight do not 
have the capacity to negotiate with the 
employers, particularly in the public 
sector. 
A final element we need to highlight is 
that Chapter 31 of the T-MEC provides 
for the creation of “ad hoc trinational 
expert groups” for the resolution of la-
bour disputes, a new factor in the loss 
of sovereignty in labour relations. 
 

Outsourcing 
A reform of outsourcing has been ap-
proved, in agreement with the big em-
ployers’ organisations and the corpo-
ratist trade union centres.   
Initially, Obrador launched an initiative 
for the “cancellation of outsourcing”. 
The aim was to oblige companies to rec-
ognise a labour relationship with sub-
contracted employees and, on the 
other hand, to put an end to the non-
payment of employer social security 
contributions and tax evasion (31). 
Although this proposal was in line with 
the new T-MEC “regulatory” standard, 
it was stopped by MORENA’s own par-
liamentarians in order to avoid a con-
frontation with the subcontracting 
bosses, who threatened to put 350,000 
workers out of work. 
Four months of discussion with the con-
tractors ended with the approval of a 
new proposal which, far from banning 
or “cancelling” outsourcing, regulates 
and perfects it, allowing it in sectors 
that “are not strictly speaking those of 
the enterprise”, such as cleaning ser-
vices, security, etc. 
In the “negotiations”, the government 
obtained the regularisation of job-sta-
tus for 150,000 workers. Harsher rules 
were established for subcontracting 
companies, with the aim of better tax  “UMAs, No. Minimum wage, Yes. Pension system without UMAs or AFORES” (see footnote 47) 
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collection, but in exchange the bosses 
managed to obtain a ceiling on profit-
sharing equivalent to just three months’ 
wages (32). 
 

Autonomous bodies 
The last few governments carried out a 
so-called “state reform”, of which one 
of the principles was the creation of 
“autonomous constitutional bodies” 
deemed to be outside of direct govern-
ment control. These specialise in partic-
ular areas of public administration, with 
the alleged intention of ensuring policy 
continuity from one presidential term 
to the next, avoiding the impact of po-
litical comings and goings and promot-
ing transparency and the participation 
of “civil society”. 
The bodies granted this autonomy in-
clude the Bank of Mexico, the National 
Electoral Institute, the Institute of 
Transparency, the Institute of Telecom-
munications, the Energy Regulatory 
Commission and the Federal Economic 
Competition Commission. 
Each of these bodies was created with 
the intention of removing decisions in 
the areas of the economy, trade and 
even electoral processes from popular 
sovereignty. These bodies are com-
posed of “specialists”, civil servants ap-
pointed by the Senate and members of 
so-called “civil society” (mainly from 
the employers’ organisations). They are 
responsible for the implementation of 
the measures for the abandonment of 
national sovereignty and are paid from 
the public budget. 
These bodies have spearheaded the at-
tacks on any positive reforms proposed 
by the President, acting as the mouth-
piece for the demands of the oligarchy. 
Recently, the President has proposed to 
abolish these bodies, denouncing their 

position on energy reforms and the bi-
ased and unvarnished intervention of 
the National Electoral Institute in the 
cancellation of MORENA’s candidacies. 
 

Education reform 
Another important demand is the re-
peal of Peña Nieto's education reform, 
which literally privatised the sector and 
virtually eliminated bilateral negotia-
tions between workers and employers. 
During his presidential campaign, Obra-
dor received the support of the Na-
tional Co-ordination of Education Work-
ers (CNTE) (33), which had taken the 
lead in the struggle to repeal the educa-
tion reform. 

Once in power, Obrador opened nego-
tiations with the CNTE, recognising its 
sections as representative of the wor-
kers, but progress was minimal. On the 
President’s initiative, Congress ap-
proved a reform of the education laws 
to “eliminate the negative aspects of 
the education reform”. Teacher assess-
ments were suspended and some lee-
way was given to the SNTE, whereby 
the charro leadership managed to re-
gain control over the management and 
allocation of hours and posts.  

This did not call into question the sub-
stance of the earlier reform, namely pri-
vatisation. In fact, there was no ques-
tion of its repeal, but of a negotiation to 
stop social mobilisations and return cor-
porate control to the union. 
 

Social programmes 
The social assistance programmes that 
have been implemented have been 
used as an argument to implement aus-
terity in the public sector, among other 
measures. Obrador has allocated mil-
lions of pesos to these programmes, 

which consist of providing cash pay-
ments to large sectors of the population 
such as students, single mothers and 
the elderly, who benefit directly. 
On the pretext of avoiding corruption 
and intermediaries, the government is 
disregarding the social organisations, 
particularly the peasant and student or-
ganisations, and denies their represent-
ativeness and legitimacy to negotiate 
demands. 
In fact, social programmes promote the 
individualisation of rights, subordinat-
ing them to the promoters of these pro-
grammes, the so-called “servants of the 
nation”, employees of the Social Wel-
fare Secretariat. As we have shown, due 
to its Bonapartist nature, Obrador’s 
government is implementing limited re-
forms that aim to maintain social stabil-
ity, but clash with the interests of impe-
rialism contained in the T-MEC, which 
has de facto become Mexico’s true Con-
stitution. Respect for the legal frame-
work inherited from the past – such as 
the T-MEC – ties the hands of any Mex-
ican government that seeks any kind of 
transformation. This puts on the agenda 
the need to break with this treaty and 
to convene a Constituent Assembly. 
In order to lead this struggle, it is neces-
sary to break with Bonapartism, 
through the constitution of working-
class organisations that can give direc-
tion to the demands of the Mexican 
people. 
 

MORENA’s crisis  
and the electoral scene 
As we have explained earlier, the de-
composition of MORENA and its inte-
gration into the bourgeois state is a pro-
cess that has occurred faster than was 
the case with its predecessor, the PRD. 
Without ignoring the bourgeois charac-
ter of this party, it should be noted that 
in the state of consciousness of the 
Mexican people, the nationalist dis-
course and the statements against the 
“mafia in power”, added to the charis-
matic figure of Obrador, have given him 
legitimacy among the masses. 
Nevertheless, its leadership, which at 
the beginning included some figures 
from the Mexican left and intellectuals 
(34), was co-opted by the most con-
servative sectors of the party, aided by 
the electoral authorities who took part 
in its constitution. 
Under the pretext of electoral competi-
tion, the leadership sought alliances 

Mexico, 18 March 2013, march against the privatisation of oil and gas 
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with groups of local notables through-
out the country, integrating political 
bosses, charro leaders and business 
leaders into the party’s governing bod-
ies. The result is that hundreds of party 
candidates and cadres are ex-PRI and 
PAN notables seeking re-election under 
the MORENA label. 

Some of the party’s candidates are the 
same ones against whom the party’s 
founders or the popular movements 
fought. In other cases, they are people 
with a disreputable criminal past (35) 
who contrast with the principles pro-
claimed by Obrador: “Do not lie, do not 
steal, do not betray”. 
The designation of candidates through 
top-level agreements and surveys has 
left the militant base out of the deci-
sion-making, and has allowed the repre-
sentatives of the old regime to fit in 
with the new circumstances.  

The candidates for Federal Congress 
(parliament) only support the social 
programmes and the fight against cor-
ruption, not saying a word on repealing 
the neoliberal reforms or defending 
sovereignty. On the contrary, there is 
even backsliding on democratic reforms 
such as the right to abortion. 

The electoral dilemma faced by the 
population is: either vote for the tradi-
tional parties that are openly pro-impe-
rialist, or vote for the coalition led by 
MORENA (36) in the name of the 
“Fourth Transformation”, but with can-
didates who are mostly the same old 
politicians (37). For its part, the opposi-
tion has joined together in a previously 
unimaginable common front, uniting 

the PAN with the PRI and the PRD in the 
electoral coalition “Va por Mexico” [Go 
for Mexico], setting aside their differ-
ences in order to openly champion the 
pro-imperialist agenda. 
The traditional parties are seeking to 
capitalise on discontent and disillusion-
ment, especially the mistakes of the Ob-
rador government and the corruption 
of MORENA in local governments. They 
are relying on their electoral strong-
holds, and where they lack support, 
they are standing show-business figures 
(models, sports stars, influencers, 
YouTubers, actresses, etc.) as candi-
dates in order to obtain a percentage of 
the vote. 
A new phenomenon is the strengthen-
ing of the Solidary Encounter Party 
(PES), a grouping of evangelical chur-
ches with a reactionary and ultra-con-
servative populist discourse. For legal 
reasons, it has remained outside the 
MORENA coalition, but it is its ally in the 
chambers of Parliament. In addition, 
two satellite parties were created, the 
Progressive Social Networks (RSP) and 
Force for Mexico (FXM) (38). 
 

Imperialist pressure  
and the pandemic 
Mexico has the third highest number of 
deaths in the world caused by Covid-19: 
more than 220,000 according to official 
figures from the Ministry of Health, 
data that contrasts with those of the 
National Institute of Statistics and Ge-
ography (INEGI), which counted the 
causes of death in death certificates and 
estimated that 400,000 Mexicans had 

died because of the Covid-19 virus up to 
March 2021. While the presidency is un-
doubtedly responsible for the misman-
agement of the pandemic, for the lack 
of clear policies and for the lack of seri-
ousness with which the disease was 
treated in its early stages, the reality is 
that, to a large extent, the conse-
quences of the pandemic are directly 
related to imperialist domination. 
López Obrador has stated – and he is 
not wrong – that the public health sys-
tem was in a disastrous state when he 
was elected. Policies of privatisation 
and destruction had been at work for at 
least three decades and, although the 
budget was not cut, the form of de-
struction was the privatisation of ser-
vices, contracts for the acquisition of 
medicines at inflated prices, and open 
corruption. 
The signing of NAFTA in 1994 speeded 
up the process of privatisation. Pressure 
exerted by US corporations brought 
about the opening of this market, espe-
cially in the trading of medicines and 
the enforcement of patents (which de-
stroyed Mexican laboratories, research 
and national production), but also in the 
creation of private hospitals which, to a 
large extent, rely on the resources of 
the state that reach them by assigning 
to the private sector all the healthcare 
and tasks which the public sector can-
not perform. 
In addition, there was serious corrup-
tion. AMLO condemned the fact that at 
least 300 clinics inaugurated during the 
two previous presidential terms had 
never started operating; in some cases, 
governors and high officials only came 
to ribbon-cutting or foundation-stone 
laying ceremonies... but the work was 
never completed. Perhaps the most ex-
treme case was when paediatric cancer 
treatments were replaced with simple 
saline solutions. 
The shortage of medicines, ventilators 
and hospital beds that resulted from 
privatisation contributed to the rising 
death-toll. Workers in various health 
sectors condemned the lack of plan-
ning, equipment and materials to care 
for patients, and many of them went on 
strike and demonstrated, but their 
movement was largely ignored by the 
major health unions. 
Another determining factor was the 
enormous pressure from the US go-
vernment and its multinationals to keep 
the maquiladora factories at the border 

Chiapas, April 2018, teachers organised in CNTE march against the militarisation of the 
country 
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and the auto industry open (initially 
they were shut down by presidential 
decree as “non-essential”). The argu-
ment was that these companies are 
links in the US government’s supply 
chain. 
The example of the multinationals was 
followed by the large Mexican chains, 
whose owners systematically opposed 
compliance with sanitary measures, de-
fying the government. 
Despite the mobilisation and spontane-
ous strikes by thousands of workers in 
the first weeks of the pandemic, the lo-
cal and then the federal government 
gave in to the pressure from the multi-
nationals. The maquiladoras were re-
classified as “essential enterprises”, al-
lowing them to be reopened, with the 
result that hundreds of workers were 
killed on the job. 
The latest public data tracking deaths in 
the maquiladoras were published in 
June 2020. At that time, workers in this 
sector accounted for 19 percent of 
those infected. In the border city of Ti-
juana alone, 500 workers died from 
Covid-19. 
One element that reinforces the argu-
ment that the working class bore the 
brunt of Covid-19 deaths is the age 
breakdown. The INEGI has established 
that between January and February 
2021, coronavirus SARS-CoV-2 was the 
main cause of death among people 
aged between 35 and 64, i.e. the major-
ity of the economically-active popula-
tion. 
 

Social and trade union 
mobilisation 
The first months of the Obrador govern-
ment were characterised by social sta-
bility and the passivity of the social and 
trade union movements, which gave 
the new administration a blank cheque, 
hoping that the mandate given in 2018 
would be fulfilled by Parliament. 
It was unorganised sectors, without 
leadership or clear demands, and tired 
of the conditions of decomposition and 
violence, that took to the streets to de-
mand that the new government meet 
their requirements. 
In particular, the most powerful move-
ment was the women’s movement trig-
gered by the wave of feminicides. They 
are the sector of the working class that 
has suffered the most from the conse-
quences of capitalist decay, taking the 
form of the growth of organised crime 

activity such as drug trafficking, en-
forced disappearances (39), organ traf-
ficking, prostitution and white slavery 
(40). 
The fear among the working class that 
mothers, daughters, wives and fiancées 
will disappear is a constant. Every day, 
dozens of disappearances are reported, 
which has led to mass hysteria in some 
parts of the country. 
In Mexico, the figures for women’s 
deaths resemble those of an armed 
conflict. and are referred to as the 
“other pandemic”, with more than 10 
women dying every day from gender-
based violence. In the last three years, 
there have been an average of 3,500 
feminicides per year. Some 97 percent 
of cases reported to the authorities go 
unpunished. 
In this context of barbarism, it was nat-
ural that women should raise their 
voices to demand a solution and greater 
security from a government with popu-
lar support. But the open betrayal by 
MORENA’s legislators and governments 
at the state and federal level – who, for 
fear of the reaction of conservative 
groups and the Church, refused to legal-
ise abortion throughout the country, 
among other women’s demands, such 
as the establishment of “gender alerts” 
and protocols for the immediate search 
for disappeared women (41), and 
against sexual and workplace harass-
ment – has radicalised the movement, 
but has also allowed all sorts of ele-
ments to infiltrate it (including groups 
funded by the traditional parties with 
links to state governments, as well as 
state security officers acting as provoca-
teurs). 
Hundreds of thousands of women have 
taken to the streets, organising national 
strikes and mobilisations in the midst of 

a pandemic. Yet the government's re-
sponse has been to dismiss their de-
mands and to repress them, criminalise 
them and accuse them of being manip-
ulated by the “mafia in power”, the PRI 
and the PAN. 
This same treatment has been applied 
to other sectors that had mobilised, 
with a Manichean vision by which any-
one who criticises the Obrador govern-
ment is lumped together with groups 
linked to the oligarchy, which makes 
large social mobilisations difficult. As far 
as working-class mobilisation is con-
cerned, the independent unions that 
led the struggles for demands such as 
wage increases or contract negotiations 
have been attacked by the authorities. 
The government policy justified by “re-
publican austerity” consisted of re-
straining wage increases by imposing a 
ceiling of 3.2 percent, and experiment-
ing with forms of negotiation to inte-
grate benefit and wage increases in a 
single package. 
Disputes that led to strike outbreaks 
were left to drift, betting that both the 
strikers and the trade unions that sup-
ported them would be worn down. As 
far as university strikes are concerned, 
they lasted up to four months, without 
any response to their demands. The 
case of the NOTIMEX press agency 
strike is symptomatic, as the govern-
ment refused to dismiss the public offi-
cials in charge, although the judiciary 
and the courts ruled in favour of the 
SUTNOTIMEX union, which had been on 
strike for more than 13 months. 
Despite this, in the midst of the pan-
demic, a resurgence of social and popu-
lar mobilisation is beginning to be felt. 
In recent weeks, teachers in the CNTE 
and other education workers’ organisa-
tions have begun mobilising against the 

The General Motors plant at Silao 
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cap on pensions. Thinking outside the 
box, they have organised motorised 
marches to comply with health stand-
ards; one of them travelled from the 
southern border to Mexico City. In 
other places there were street demon-
strations, breaking the containment 
measures. The demand to respect pen-
sions and to repeal the education re-
form was taken up throughout the 
country. 
The Higher Secondary Education Work-
ers Union of Mexico City (SUTIEMS) has 
led a fight of national importance, de-
fending the cleaning ladies who had 
been dismissed on the grounds that 
they were not needed because the 
schools were closed. These were work-
ers who had been working for 10 years 
under subcontracting schemes, whom 
the union organised and for whom it de-
manded that Mexico City’s state gov-
ernment give them permanent job sta-
tus, highlighting the concrete struggle 
that trade union organisations must 
wage against outsourcing. 
The Generating Movement union group 
at the General Motors plant in Silao suc-
ceeded in imposing the ratification of 
the collective bargaining agreement 
and the affiliation of the workers to the 
plant union, allowing hundreds of work-
ers to be freed from the corporatist un-
ion. 
For its part, the SME has resumed its 
monthly mobilisations every 11th of the 
month addressed at the Presidency of 
the Republic, demanding that the job 
reinstatement agreements be re-
spected (42), to which it has added the 
demand for the renationalisation of the 
electricity industry. 

The New Workers’ Central (NCT), a 
trade union confederation mainly 
driven by the EMS, has been the only 
major trade union organisation to take 
a critical stance against the govern-
ment, affirming its support for the gov-
ernment’s progressive measures, but at 
the same time criticising the measures 
that affect the working class, such as 
the lack of relations and effective dia-
logue with them. In this vein, the NCT 
conducted a National Popular Consulta-
tion in which more than 100,000 work-
ers participated, 96 percent of whom 
voted for a ban on all forms of outsourc-
ing, for jobs with labour rights and the 
right to unionise. Some 98 percent of 
the workers were in favour of renatio-
nalising the energy sector. 

The consultation was a national action, 
which made it possible to once again 
co-ordinate the trade unions and social 
and popular organisations in a joint 
united action that would have been 
much broader were it not for the lock-
down measures, which prevented 
wider participation. 
 

The tasks of the LCI 
At this point, the main task of the Inter-
nationalist Communist League (Mexi-
can affiliate of the OCRFI) is to advance 
in the building of class consciousness, in 
the political independence of the work-
ing class and in the struggle for national 
emancipation. 
Following our transitional line, we are 
working to build an independent work-
ers’ party as a transitional form towards 
the revolutionary party, Mexican sec-
tion of the Fourth International. 
Applying the tactic of the workers’ 
united front, and implementing a policy 
of unity and mobilisation for demands, 
we are contributing to the struggle for 
the democratisation of the existing 
trade union organisations and the con-
struction of independent trade union 
organisations with a view to building an 
independent trade union centre. 
Following the tactic of the anti-imperi-
alist united front, we are fighting for the 
repeal of the T-MEC and other the trea-
ties that shackle the Mexican nation to 
the interests of imperialism. 
As internationalists, we are working 
hand-in-hand with our comrades of the 
US section, Socialist Organizer, in joint 
campaigns such as the binational meet-
ings against the T-MEC and against mi-
gration policies, as well as in the prepa-
ration of the World Conference of the 
International Workers’ Committee, and 
especially the International Working 
Women’s Conference. 
However, the conditions for action are 
far from simple: on the one hand, there 
are the illusions of the masses about 
Obrador and the control of the apparat-
uses that shackle the working class and 
its organisations, subjecting them to 
their Popular Front-style politics of class 
conciliation; on the other hand, the 
pressure from imperialism is growing as 
Obrador proposes “anti-corruption” 
measures that directly affect the inter-
ests of multinational companies and the 
oligarchy.  
The scenario is very similar to what 
Trotsky wrote in 1938 regarding the 

Cárdenas government: “In the industri-
ally backward countries, foreign capital 
plays a decisive role. Hence the relative 
weakness of the national bourgeoisie in 
relation to the national proletariat. This 
creates special conditions of state 
power. The government veers between 
foreign and domestic capital, between 
the weak national bourgeoisie and the 
relatively powerful proletariat. This 
gives the government a Bonapartist 
character of a distinctive character. It 
raises itself, so to speak, above classes. 
Actually, it can govern either by making 
itself the instrument of foreign capital-
ism and holding the proletariat in the 
chains of a police dictatorship, or by 
manoeuvring with the proletariat and 
even going so far as to make conces-
sions to it, thus gaining the possibility of 
a certain freedom from the foreign cap-
italists.” (43) 
 

 

 

In this context, Trotsky advised the 
members of the Fourth International in 
Mexico to take advantage of the situa-
tion to develop the workers’ revolution-
ary movement, in relation to which “the 
independence of the proletariat, includ-
ing at the start of this movement, is ab-
solutely necessary”, which is why he ar-
gued that while giving revolutionary 
support, it was fundamental to pre-
serve “the full political independence of 
our organisation, of our programme, of 
our party, and the full freedom of our 
criticism.” (44) Faced with the national-
isation of oil and the agrarian reform of 
Cardenas, Trotsky warned that these 
were measures that were still taken 
within the framework of capitalism. But 

Transición, publication of the LCI 
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he explained that revolutionaries 
should not give up influencing the 
masses; on the contrary, he called for 
the working class to be at the head of 
these demands, within an anti-imperial-
ist united front policy, to contest their 
leadership against the bourgeoisie. 
“(…) [D]uring the struggle for the demo-
cratic tasks, we oppose the proletariat 
to the bourgeoisie. The independence of 
the proletariat even in the beginning of 
this movement is absolutely necessary, 
and we especially oppose the proleta-
riat to the bourgeoisie in the agrarian 
question, for that class will rule in Me-
xico as in every Latin American country 
which has the peasants. (…)  Now the 
Fourth International recognises all the 
democratic tasks of the state in the fight 
for national independence, but the Me-
xican section of the Fourth International 
is in competition with the national bour-
geoisie before the workers, before the 
peasants. We are in permanent compe-
tition with the national bourgeoisie as 
the only one leadership which is capable 
of assuring the victory of the masses in 
the fight against the foreign imperial-
ists. In the agrarian question we support 
the expropriations.” (45) 
Although we can observe that Obra-
dor’s margin for manoeuvre is much 
smaller than that of Cardenas, if we 
take into account the degree of decay 
that imperialism has reached and the 
needs of US imperialism itself, reflected 
in the demands of Trump and Biden, we 
cannot expect – except in exceptional 
circumstances – that this government 
will distinguish itself via a policy of 
breaking with imperialism. In other 
words, López Obrador is not a new 
Lázaro Cárdenas, contrary to the claims 
of various “left” organisations. (46) 
The politics of the LCI must be part of 
the independent organisation of the 
working class to provide itself with its 
own organisations, organising the mo-
bilisation for its demands and, at the 
same time, leading the anti-imperialist 
struggle. This is not a simple task; we 
must avoid falling into adapting to Ob-
rador's policies, or into sterile denunci-
ation of the leaderships and the govern-
ment, two paths that can lead to oppor-
tunism, sectarianism or the dilution of 
our organisation.  
These are pressures that we are facing 
directly, and if we are not careful, they 
can result in dislocation in our ranks and 
among our contacts. 

 

The policy of the LCI today 
The militant activists of the LCI are en-
gaged in building the Workers’ and Peo-
ple’s Political Organisation (OPT), which 
we have characterised thus far as the 
seed from which an independent wor-
kers’ party can emerge.  

It was in the name of the OPT that in 
2019 we launched independent work-
ers’ candidacies in Baja California, 
which represented a quantitative leap 
in recruitment to our organisation.  

At the moment, we are talking to activ-
ists from the resistance groups for the 
defence of water resources, and have 
managed to attract to our organisation 
a layer of them who understood more 
clearly the necessity of the struggle for 
power for the working class. 

In 2020, we decided to start a process 
of discussion about an independent po-
litical platform, with social and trade 
union leaders, including grassroots ac-
tivists from MORENA, with a view to 
presenting independent workers’ can-
didates, legally registered or not, with 
the intention of regrouping forces and 
convening a meeting of 100 working-
class leaders for the construction of the 
independent workers’ party. 

 
This platform comprised the following 
points:  

– Repeal the T-MEC and the migration 
agreement; 

– No to servicing the debt, increase the 
budget for health, education and cul-
ture; 

– Completely and effectively free edu-
cation; 

– Nationalisation of health services and 
the material needed to combat the pan-
demic; 

– No to the privatisation of public ser-
vices, water, electricity, drainage and 
public transport; 

– Stop the plundering of our natural re-
sources, defend the land and water; 

– Renationalisation of privatised com-
panies: electricity, oil and mining; 

– No to outsourcing, labour rights for 
all, wage increases; 

– Democracy and trade union freedom, 
an end to hypocrisy, effective respect 
for labour standards and rights, punish-
ment of those who violated the decrees 
during the pandemic; 

– Stop feminicides, satisfaction of the 
demands of working women, right to 
maternity, equal pay, end harassment, 
sexual education in order to be able to  

Women’s démonstration: “We want them alive!” 
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decide, contraceptives to avoid abor-
tion, legal abortion to avoid dying; 
– For dignified retirement, return to sol-
idarity-based pension system, no to 
AFORES and no to UMAs (47); 
– For the organisation of the people and 
workers, for an independent workers’ 
party; 
– For a Constituent Assembly and a gov-
ernment that is answerable to it, which 
will apply these urgent measures. 
 

Independent working-class  
candidacies 
In the southern state of Chiapas, the 
diktats inside MORENA – which gave up 
its candidacies in favour of the political 
bosses of the Green Party – have led to 
a breakdown of its base and its coalition 
with the Labor Party. The Chiapas OPT 
entered into an alliance to present OPT 
candidates under the PT or MORENA’s 
legal registration. Maintaining our inde-
pendence, we denounced the diktats of 
the MORENA leadership, the Green 
Party and the National Electoral Insti-
tute, accompanying the grassroots ac-
tivists in their experience of struggle. 
In particular, in the city of Tuxtla Gutiér-
rez, the candidate list for the presidency 
of the OPT-PT municipal council is 
headed by the only woman candidate. 

This list focuses on the struggle against 
the privatisation of public services, 
against outsourcing, for the recognition 
of trade union organisations, for a solu-
tion to the demands of working-class 
neighbourhoods and for women’s 
rights. 
In the northern state of Baja California, 
the discussion again focused on collec-
tive resistance groups in defence of wa-
ter resources. The formal registration 
requirements were difficult to meet in 
the midst of the pandemic, so we de-
cided to put forward an unregistered 
candidate for state governor, to vote for 
her in the space on the ballot reserved 
for unregistered candidates. 
We are running a very modest cam-
paign, given that the resistance collec-
tives have given in to pressure from 
MORENA and the PES. We are concen-
trating on organising meetings with 
workers, neighbourhood committees, 
student collectives and social move-
ments, with the intention of discussing 
our platform, convincing them that 
faced with the national and local elec-
toral spectrum, it is necessary to build 
an independent workers’ party. We 
have set ourselves achievable goals for 
our forces with this campaign, aiming to 
integrate contacts into the LCI and to 
organise a new revolutionary studies 
group. 
Based on these two experiences and 
the discussion of the platform in the 
other states where we are present, we 
are preparing to convene a meeting in 
the autumn of leaders for the construc-
tion of an independent workers’ party. 
As far as the trade union field is con-
cerned, we are developing the discus-
sion on the need to be where the work-
ing class is, and regardless of the lead-
ership of its organisations we must pre-
sent a policy of class independence. We 
have set out the orientation that every 
LCI activist must have a centre of inter-
vention in which to develop their mili-
tant activity. 

Today we are developing activity in the 
SNTE-CNTE teachers union, in the uni-
versity unions, in the health sector, in 
construction and in the NCT, where we 
have taken the lead in building the 
“non-organised” sector, i.e. insecure 
workers such as food delivery workers 
and teachers in private schools.  
In the youth sector, we are the driving 
force of a committee of the Interna-
tional Youth Alliance for Socialism 

(IYAS) which is developing campaigns in 
defence of public education, in particu-
lar for the banning of university fees, as 
well as pushing the campaign for the re-
lease of Mumia Abu Jamal. 
In terms of international work, we have 
formed the “8 March Working Wo-
men’s Committee”, grouped around 
the call for the International Working 
Women’s Conference, which has met 
regularly over the past six months (sev-
eral comrades have agreed to join the 
revolutionary studies group which we 
will be organising in May and June). We 
organised a virtual meeting on March 8 
(48), and we are running a financial 
campaign to send a delegation to the 
IWC’s World Conference. 
The expansion of our work in recent 
years has allowed us to grow quantita-
tively in both border regions, to main-
tain individual militant activities in 
other states, and important contacts 
with mobilised sectors of the working 
class. But our responsibilities, our tasks 
and the pressure of the apparatuses 
have also increased. 
In order to accomplish our tasks, it is 
necessary to make a qualitative leap in 
political activity and in the strengthen-
ing of a centralised leadership, which is 
why we are in the process of convening 
the Third Congress of the LCI, to be held 
in the coming months. 
There we will democratically discuss 
our orientation and the measures nec-
essary to strengthen the LCI on the path 
to reconstituting the Mexican section of 
the Fourth International. 
 

Written by the national leadership 
 of the Internationalist Communist 

League (LCI-OCRFI) 
Mexico, 30 April 2021 

 
 
 
_________________ 

(1) A free trade agreement that was 
signed in December 2019 and came into 
force in July 2020. (Translator’s note: In 
the United States, the acronym used for 
the agreement is USMCA, in Canada it is 
CUSMA, and in Mexico it is T-MEC. The 
Mexican acronym will be used in this 
document.) 

(2) The term used by AMLO when refer-
ring to his government, creating a con-
tinuity with the War of Independence 
(1810-21), the War of Reform (1858-61) 
and the Mexican Revolution (1910-20). 
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(3) The business interests can count on 
the institutional parties of the old re-
gime – the Institutional Revolutionary 
Party (PRI), the National Action Party 
(PAN) and the Party of the Democratic 
Revolution (PRD) – and is also funding 
reactionary nationalist and fascist 
groups like the anti-AMLO Nationalist 
Front of Mexico. 

(4) A “recall” consultation will take 
place in 2022 that will decide López Ob-
rador’s future. If he wins, he will finish 
his six-year term in November 2024. 

(5) Which consists of saying: “What has 
been done over 80 years cannot be 
changed in a few months”.  

(6) Translator’s note: Farmers’ organi-
sations and “official” trade unions that 
are integrated into the regime, federa-
tions of entrepreneurs, etc. 

(7) In particular, indigenous movements 
that oppose “mega-projects” that take 
away their land, and movements to de-
fend water resources against the pillage 
by companies like Constellation Brands 
and Coca-Cola. 

(8) The PAN, a traditional right-wing 
party, was founded in the 1930s by 
Catholics who opposed the national re-
forms of Lázaro Cárdenas, especially 
land reform, socialist education and the 
nationalisation of the oil industry. 

(9) The PRI was formed by the bour-
geois factions that emerged victorious 
in the Mexican Revolution, and gov-
erned the country for 70 years. 

(10) These two rigged elections led to a 
popular response to defend the right to 
vote. 

(11) The PRD, led by Cuauhtémoc Cár-
denas (son of General Lázaro Cárdenas), 
was founded after the rigged election of 
1988 and attracted nationalist sectors 
of the PRI and various Stalinist organisa-
tions. It gradually adapted itself more 
and more to the political regime, and 
today it amounts to a peripheral party 
will very little in terms of a social base. 

(12) Former President Carlos Salinas de 
Gortari participated in the creation of 
the PT, which supported Castroite and 
Maoist groups in order to obtain its le-
gal registration and act as a counter-
weight to the PRD. 

(13) The PVE has defended the death 
penalty and participated in the electoral 
coalitions of the PRI and PAN govern-
ments from 2000 onwards. 

(14) The PES, renamed the Solidary En-
counter Party, is led by the evangelical 
churches and describes itself as “so-
cially conservative, economically lib-
eral”.  

It has held protests against the right to 
abortion and same-sex marriage, and 
called for the criminalisation of the fem-
inist movement. 

(15) Leon Trotsky, “Again on the ques-
tion of Bonapartism”, written in March 
1935 and published in February 1937 in 
Quatrième Internationale (Fourth Inter-
national), a French-language magazine 
published by the International Secretar-
iat. 

(16) A common element with Mexico is 
the emergence of evangelical parties 
led by populist figures and linked to the 
US Republican Party. 

(17) Cash grants for students, universal 
social assistance for single mothers and 
the elderly, first-job and small-business 
support programmes, which account 
for total of 1.7 percent of GDP. 

(18) The reduction in public spending, 
which has affected state employees. 

(19) Security and Prosperity Partnership 
of North America (referred to as the SPP 
in English). 

(20) See the article on General Cienfue-
gos in the “Correspondence of The In-
ternationale” section in Issue No.21 
(February 2021) of The Internationale. 

(21) Genuine refugee camps have been 
created in border towns, on football 
pitches or in disused shops, where hun-
dreds of Central Americans and Africans 
are parked, under the control of the Na-
tional Guard, while waiting for their asy-
lum applications to be resolved. Special 
attention must be paid to children be-
tween 4 and 14 years old who have 
been abandoned and forced to testify in 
migration courts. 

(22) Petroleos Mexicanos (PEMEX) is 
the state oil company. The Federal Elec-
tricity Commission (CFE) is the national 
electrical utility. 

(23) The “mafia in power” is how Obra-
dor refers to the traditional parties of 
the political regime. In particular, he de-
nounced the Secretary General of the 
oil workers’ union, which owns dozens 
of PEMEX’s subcontracting companies, 
such as the petrol pipelines.  

(24) The Pacific Alliance is a regional 
trade bloc, established in 2012 by Chile, 

Colombia, Mexico and Peru. Through in-
tegration, it aims to ensure complete 
freedom in the movement of goods, 
services, capital, and people. 

(25) The Confederation of Retirees and 
Pensioners of the Mexican Republic has 
presented a popular initiative in this di-
rection, supported by more than 
250,000 signatures. 

(26) The name by which corporatist 
trade union organisations collaborating 
with the state are known. 

(27) A maquiladora is a factory run by a 
foreign company, superexploiting the 
workers and exporting its products to 
that company’s country of origin. 

(28) If implemented, it would be a big 
leap: currently the general minimum 
wage for an 8-hour working day is 
US$7.60 per hour. 

(29) The leaders of the CATEM and the 
CIT are both MORENA Senators. 

(30) The Confederation of Mexican 
Workers (CTM) is the historic corporat-
ist trade union centre, integrated into 
the PRI. 

(31) It is common for outsourcing com-
panies to break employment laws, 
make minimal social security contribu-
tions, and to change business names or 
declare bankruptcy in order to avoid 
their obligations. 

(32) Mexican employment law stipu-
lates that 10 percent of a company’s 
profits must be shared among all of its 
workers every year. 

(33) The CNTE is the main current within 
the National Union of Education Work-
ers (SNTE) that opposes the SNTE’s cor-
poratist leaders. It has been fighting for 
the last 30 years for the democratisa-
tion of the SNTE, taking the lead in the 
main struggles by the teachers, and rep-
resents one of the country’s most im-
portant mass movements. 

(34) Many of them have been inte-
grated as public servants in the federal 
administration. 

(35) In recent weeks, accusations of sex-
ual abuse of minors have been made 
against MORENA candidates. 

(36) In these elections, it is once again 
marching alongside the Labor Party and 
the Greens at the federal level, and se-
veral different local parties at the state 
level.  

(37) There are exceptions where the 
grassroots have imposed their candi 
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dates or have opted for an alliance with 
social movements that oppose the op-
position governments, as happened 
with the congressional candidacy of the 
lawyer Susana Prieto Terrazas, leader of 
the maquiladora workers’ movement. 

(38) Organised around the SNTE and the 
CATEM. 

(39) In particular, organised crime 
groups were found to have organised 
forced labour camps with abducted 
youth. 

(40) Some 93 percent of victims of hu-
man trafficking in Mexico are women 
and 26 percent are minors, according to 
the National Human Rights Commis-
sion’s figures. 

In addition, it is estimated that in Mex-
ico, the number of women involved in 
prostitution (freely or not) is between 
450,000 and 850,000. 

(41) In most countries, such protocols 
stipulate that a search can only begin 72 

hours after the last contact with the vic-
tim. 

(42) In 2009, President Calderon de-
creed the closure of the Central Light 
and Power Company (LyFC), leaving 
44,000 employees without work, To this 
day, 16,000 of them are resisting and 
demanding their reinstatement. 

(43) Leon Trotsky, “Nationalised indus-
try and workers’ management”, written 
in May or June 1938 and published un-
signed in August 1946 in Fourth Interna-
tional, the theoretical journal of the US 
Socialist Workers’ Party. 

(44) “Latin American problems: A tran-
script” (4 November 1938), Writings of 
Leon Trotsky: Supplement (1934-40), 
Pathfinder Press (1979), pp.782-794. 
This is the record of a discussion (held 
at Trotsky’s home in Mexico, two 
months after the founding conference 
of the Fourth International) between 
Trotsky, Charles Curtiss (a member of 
the US SWP’s National Committee and 

the representative in Mexico of the In-
ternational Secretariat of the Fourth In-
ternational) and others.  

(45) Ibid. 

(46) Like the Stalinist organisations, 
which see Obrador as the representa-
tive of an anti-imperialist bourgeoisie, 
and in particular the Socialist Workers’ 
Organisation (OST), the grouping of the 
revisionist group, which has abandoned 
the building of an independent workers’ 
party, and has given in to Obrador and 
MORENA, calling for an uncritical vote 
for his candidates. 

(47) An UMA is a Unit of Measurement 
and Update, the value of which is re-
viewed every year as the basis for calcu-
lating public pensions. 

(48) The meeting, which was held in 
Spanish, can be viewed at : www.you-
tube.com/watch?v=_AzVndRsNLk.  
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80 years ago: 
 

22 June 1941,  
the invasion of the Soviet Union 

 
 
“The Baltic and Black Sea 
regions are of strategic  
importance to the Alliance", 
says NATO (1).  
Under the Defender Europe 
2020 programme,  
US imperialism trained last 
year for the deployment of 
troops in Poland, the Baltic 
States and the Baltic Sea, with 
20,000 soldiers, and another 
17,000 soldiers from 17 coun-
tries using Germany as a hub. 
With Defender Europe 2021, 
the war manoeuvres of the 
NATO countries under the 
leadership of US imperialism in 
the Baltic and Black Sea region, 
the attack on Russia is mainly 
envisaged from the south. 
Geographically, these war 
exercises take place on the  
territory of the former USSR 
(e.g. Ukraine, Georgia as part of 
the coastal states of the Black 
Sea region, or Estonia, Latvia, 
Lithuania on the Baltic Sea) 
and the former coastal states. 

 
 
 
 
 

ew war exercises are being 
conducted by US imperialism 
with not only Asian “allies” as 

part of the deployment against China 
called “Defender Pacific”. After the in-
tegration of British and French imperial-
ism, German imperialism – which has to 
defend the “freedom of the sea lanes 
and the rule-based international order”, 
according to the German “Defence Min-
istry” – does not want to be left behind 
and is sending the frigate Bayern to the 
South China Sea. 
According to the document NATO 2030: 
United for a New Era (25 November 
2020), NATO sees itself facing “difficul-
ties of the security environment” deter-
mined by a “persistently aggressive Rus-
sia and the rise of China”. The European 
Union is following suit, with Commis-
sion President Von der Leyen demand-
ing that the EU learn the “language of 
power”. As a result, the EU is pumping 
billions into the European Defence Fund 
and other “projects”.  
At the centre of what is presented as an 
“infrastructure” issue is Germany, the 
“transit country” for the movement of 
armies.  And the motorways, roads, 
bridges and railway lines all point in one 
direction: east. 
Last year, US imperialism spent US$738 
billion (around 603 billion euros) on the 
arms budget. This is around four times 
the amount spent by the People’s Re-
public of China (US$193.3 billion) and 
more than twelve times that of Russia 
(US$60.6 billion). Around 40 percent of 
the world’s arms expenditure – as far as 

it can be recorded – is accounted for by 
US imperialism. 
European imperialisms are lagging be-
hind despite the announcements made. 
Britain leads with an official figure of 
US$61.5 billion, followed by France with 
US$55 billion. Germany, with a compa-
rable strategic focus, spends 53 billion 
euros (around US$65 billion) and is ex-
pected to reach 90 billion euros (around 
US! $110 billion) by 2031 – the 2 per-
cent NATO target with a seven-year de-
lay. Between 2015 and 2020, Ger-
many’s war budgets increased by 33 
percent, while those of NATO countries 
as a whole increased by 15 percent. 
France and Germany have agreed on 
the Future Combat Air System (FCAS), 
which aims to make the European Un-
ion more powerful and “autonomous”, 
less dependent on the United States. 
This expresses certain contradictions. 
It is about the size of the global pie and 
its distribution on current and future 
battlefields. But “these contradictions, 
which continue to grow sharper, must 
not make us lose sight of the central axis 
of imperialism’s policy: make China 
yield, by any means. When we say “by 
any means”, this includes resorting to 
war.” (2) 
It would therefore be a dangerous mis-
take to assume that the ever-increasing 
sums for war budgets, for the produc-
tion of weapons, which are always en-
tirely at the expense of the living condi-
tions of the working class, do not lead 
to the devastating use of these wea-
pons in wars. 
 

N 
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From the Hindu Kush (3) 
to the Indo-Pacific – and  
always Russia 
“The Indo-Pacific is a priority of German 
foreign policy”, said the Social Demo-
cratic Foreign Minister of Germany’s 
Grand Coalition on 2 September 2020, 
on the occasion of the adoption of the 
“Federal Government Guidelines on the 
Indo-Pacific”. “The Himalayas and the 
Malacca Strait (4) may seem a long way 
away. But our prosperity and our geo-
political influence in the coming dec-
ades will depend not least on how we 
work together with the countries of the 
Indo-Pacific region. That, more than an-
ywhere else, is where the shape of the 
international order of tomorrow will be 
decided. (...) We are a trading nation, 
and as such our prosperity depends di-
rectly on freedom of trade and of ship-
ping routes, many of which pass 
through the Indo-Pacific region.” (5) In 
December 2002, the Defence Minister 
of the Schröder government, who was 
also a Social Democrat, justified the 
Bundeswehr mission in Afghanistan by 
stating that “the security of the Federal 
Republic of Germany must also be de-
fended in the Hindu Kush”. 
All wars, including those currently being 
prepared by US imperialism and NATO, 
have been fought under the pretext of 
“freedom”. This was also the case with 
the invasion of the USSR on 22 June 
1941. 
In 1997, Zbigniew Brzezinski, National 
Security Advisor to President Carter and 
later Presidents, published his book The 
Grand Chessboard: American Primacy 
and Its Geostrategic Imperatives. In it, 
he tackled Eurasia, partly because “Eur-
asia accounts for about 60 percent of 
the world’s GNP and about three-
fourths of the world’s known energy re-
sources.” For Brzezinski, there was no 
doubt whatsoever that Russia must be 
divided up “on the basis of the free mar-
ket” and given the country’s “enormous 
mineral resources” in the interests of 
pillage by capital. He called for “a 
loosely confederated Russia, composed 
of a European Russia, a Siberian Repub-
lic, and a Far Eastern Republic” – com-
plete integration into the terms for di-
viding up the world dictated by US im-
perialism. 
It is still about the direct plundering of 
the countries of the former USSR, after 
the bureaucracy has done its job as “the 

transmission belt of imperialism”, then 
as the instrument of imperialism for the 
reintroduction of private ownership, 
transforming itself from nomenklatura 
to mafia in the last 30 years. 
And the direct plunder of the USSR was 
also the driving force behind the inva-
sion of the Soviet Union on 22 June 
1941, although the demands and plans 
of the German cartels go back a long 
way before the First Imperialist War. 
 

Interventions and blockade 
Before, during and after the First Impe-
rialist War, representatives of German 
industry, especially heavy industry, in-
cluding Krupp, Thyssen, Stinnes, Röch-
ling, formulated their various “memo-
randa”, expressing their designs on Bel-
gium, France, and above all the coal and 
ore mines and related industries. And 
there was always the demand for the 
annexation of at least the “European” 
part of Russia, which would allow the 
expansion of the sources of raw materi-
als and also of agricultural production. 

With the victory of the October Revolu-
tion in 1917 and the signing of the 
Treaty of Brest-Litovsk in March 1918, 
Russia left the Triple Entente formed by 
the Tsar with Britain and France in the 
First Imperialist War. But the treaty in 
no way meant peace for Russia. On the 
contrary, in June 1918, the Entente 
powers intervened in the civil war in 
Russia. Nineteen countries, led by Brit-
ish imperialism, took part in the inter-
vention, occupying the Baltic, the Cau-
casus, territories in Central Asia, the 
Russian Far East, around Arkhangelsk, 
and so on. Massive funds flowed in to 
support the “Whites” (tsarists) against 
the young Soviet Russia, whose exist-
ence was intolerable for imperialism 
and incompatible with the necessity of 
the total offensive it had to carry out 
against the working-class revolution. 

The First Imperialist War was fought for 
the partition of the whole world, as il-
lustrated by the secret Sykes-Picot 
agreement between Britain and France 
– published by the Bolsheviks in January 
1918 – to divide up the spoils of the Ot-
toman Empire. The threat of war that 
weighed on the Soviet Union remained 
permanent. Leon Trotsky wrote, in Sep-
tember 1927: “A war of the imperialists 
against the Soviet Union is not only 
probable, but inevitable.” He referred 
to British imperialism, French imperia- 

lism under British pressure, and Ger-
man imperialism, which at first seemed 
to be neutral, but “an unexpected blow 
from the German bourgeoisie might 
well have a decisive significance for us”, 
which is why “only an awakening of the 
vigilance of the workers of the Soviet 
Union and the workers of Germany, can 
insure us against this blow, or at least 
make it difficult for the German bour-
geoisie to deliver it.” The United States 
would play “the role of the imperialist 
rear”, all the more because it was “just 
the one to guarantee the financing of a 
war against the Soviet Union” (6). And 
that “unexpected” blow by the German 
bourgeoisie in 1927 took, with the pos-
sibility of a victory for fascism, the form 
of an absolutely unexpected blow – the 
outcome of which depended on the 
leadership of the German Social-Demo-
cratic Party (SPD), the leadership of the 
German Communist Party (KPD), and 
achieving a united front. 
 

“Time is an important factor  
in politics” 
On 14 March 1933, Leon Trotsky wrote: 
“The criminal role of the Social Democ-
racy requires no commentary: the Co-
mintern was created fourteen years ago 
precisely in order to snatch the proletar-
iat from the demoralizing influence of 
the Social Democracy. If it has not suc-
ceeded up to now, if the German prole-
tariat found itself impotent disarmed, 
and paralyzed at the moment of its rea-

Permanente Revolution, publication of 
the German Bolshevik-Leninists, Decem-
ber 1932 
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test historic test the direct and immedi-
ate blame falls upon the leadership of 
the post-Leninist Comintern. That is the 
first conclusion which ought to be 
drawn immediately.”  
Further on, Trotsky adds that after flip-
flopping, “the Stalinist bureaucracy has 
abandoned the initiative to the Second 
International. The latter has succeeded 
in taking hold of the weapon of the 
united front of which it has been in mor-
tal dread until now.” Then comes an-
other change of course, years too late: 
“The conditions for the united front put 
forward by the Comintern for all the 
countries committees of action against 
fascism, demonstrations and strikes 
against wage reductions) present noth-
ing new. On the contrary, they are the 
schematized and bureaucratised repro-
duction of the slogans that the Left Op-
position formulated much more clearly 
and concretely two and a half years ago, 
for which it was registered in the camp 
of social fascism. The united front on 
such a basis could have yielded decisive 
results in Germany; but for that, it 
would have had to be carried out in 
time. Time is an important factor in pol-
itics. What is therefore the practical 
value now of the proposals of the ECCI? 
For Germany, it is minimal. The policy of 
the united front assumes a “front”, that 
is, stabilised positions and a centralized 
leadership. The Left Opposition put for-
ward the conditions for the united front 
back then as conditions for an active de-
fence, with the perspective of passing 
over to the offensive. Now, the German 
proletariat has been reduced to a state 

of disorderly retreat, without even rear-
guard battles. In this situation, volun-
tary unions of Communist and Social 
Democratic workers can and will be re-
alized for various episodic tasks, but the 
systematic construction of the united 
front is inevitably thrust back for the in-
definite future. There must be no illu-
sions on this score.” (7) 
 

“Hands off the Soviet Union!” 
As early as November 1931, Leon Trot-
sky noted: “A victory of fascism in Ger-
many would signify an inevitable war 
against the USSR. (...) None of the “nor-
mal” bourgeois parliamentary govern-
ments can risk a war at the present time 
against the USSR: for it would bring with 
it the threat of immense internal com-
plications. But if Hitler comes to power 
and proceeds to crush the vanguard of 
the German workers, pulverizing and 
demoralizing the whole proletariat, the 
fascist government will be the only go-
vernment capable of waging war 
against the USSR. (...) In this enterprise, 
the Hitler government would be only the 
executive organ of world capitalism as a 
whole. (...) The crushing of the German 
proletariat by the fascists would already 
comprise at least half of the collapse of 
the Soviet republic.” (8) 
In this same vein, “Hands off the Soviet 
Union!” was the front-page headline in 
Issue No.5 (1 December 1931) of the 
newspaper of the Left Opposition of the 
KPD (Bolshevik-Leninists, section of the 
International Left Opposition). It’s 1 
January 1932 issue noted: “Just as a 
proletarian revolution in Germany will 
open a new epoch for the revolutionary 
proletariat, fascism in Germany will 
open a new epoch of reaction in Europe. 
(...) A victory of German fascism means 
war against the Soviet Union.” 

A little later, Trotsky analysed the social 
basis of German fascism: “In the atmos-
phere brought to white heat by war, de-
feat, reparations, inflation, occupation 
of the Ruhr, crisis, need, and despair, 
the petty bourgeoisie rose up against all 
the old parties that had bamboozled it. 
The sharp grievances of small proprie-
tors never out of bankruptcy, of their 
university sons without posts and cli-
ents, of their daughters without dowries 
and suitors, demanded order and an 
iron hand. The banner of National So-
cialism was raised by upstarts from the 
lower and middle commanding ranks of 
the old army.” Crucial importance had 

therefore been given to the mobilisa-
tion of the petty bourgeoisie against the 
working class. However, “while the Na-
zis acted as a party and not as a state 
power, they did not quite find an ap-
proach to the working class. (…) Impo-
tent before big capital, the petty bour-
geoisie hopes in the future to regain its 
social dignity through the ruin of the 
workers.” The existence of social classes 
was denied, and the nation took their 
place. “In order to raise it above history, 
the nation is given the support of the 
race.” While carrying out “savage out-
bursts of anti-Semitism, the Nazis ab-
stract the usurious or banking capital 
from the modern economic system be-
cause it is of the spirit of evil (…). Bowing 
down before capitalism as a whole, the 
petty bourgeois declares war against 
the evil spirit of gain in the guise of the 
Polish Jew in a long-skirted caftan and 
usually without a cent in his pocket. The 
pogrom becomes the supreme evidence 
of racial superiority.” (9) 
 

The decapitation  
of the Red Army 
The invasion of the Soviet Union was 
the result not only of what capital and 
the Nazi leaders had foreseen, but was 
also a consequence of the terrible 
crimes committed by the bureaucracy 
under Stalin. Trotsky wrote: “Stalin, 
having beheaded the party and Soviet 
apparatus, has proceeded to decapita-
tion of the army.” He described this de-
capitation in detail: “Then the following 
were arrested: Tukhachevsky, who had 
just been appointed to Samara; Yakir, 
who had just been transferred to Lenin-
grad; Uborevich, commander of the Be-
lorussian military district; Kork, head of 
the Military Academy; Feldman, chief of 
the Personnel Section of the Army; 
Eideman, head of the Osoaviakhim [So-
ciety for the Promotion of Defence, Avi-
ation, and Chemistry]; and, somewhat 
earlier, both Putna, former military at-
taché at Tokyo and London, and Prima-
kov, a cavalry general. All eight were 
sentenced to death and shot.” Trotsky’s 
conclusion: “The interests of Soviet de-
fence have been sacrificed to the inter-
ests of self-preservation of the ruling 
clique.” (10) 
Petr Yakir, whose father was ordered to 
Moscow on 31 May 1937, was arrested 
and murdered there, reports that the 
family members of the “traitors to the 
fatherland” were exiled to Astrakhan 

Leon Trotsky 
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and then arrested. He summarises the 
decapitation of the Red Army as fol-
lows: “Information about the number of 
officers involved in the purge differs 
considerably. Some sources speak of 
35,000, others of 30,000 and 20,000 ar-
rests. The following were liquidated: 3 
marshals out of 5; 13 commanding gen-
erals out of 15; 62 corps commanders 
out of 85; 110 division commanders out 
of 195; 220 brigade commanders out of 
406.” (11) 

 

The pact of 23 August 1939 
The Hitler-Stalin Pact was signed in 
Moscow on 23 August 1939 and defined 
the mutual “spheres of interest” in Eas-
tern Europe. The German invasion of 
Poland followed on 1 September. The 
Red Army entered on 17 September. On 
28 September 1939, the treaty of 
friendship and the delimitation of the 
German-Soviet border was signed. The 
“monstrous German war machine” 
then headed north: Denmark was occu-
pied on 9 April 1940, and Norway was 
under control on 10 June. The supply of 
ore from Sweden was thus assured. 
Then it was the turn of the west: in May, 
the Netherlands and Belgium capitu-
lated. On 14 June 1940, Paris was occu-
pied.  
The Compiègne Armistice (22 June 
1940) divided France into Nazi-occu-
pied territory and southern territory un-
der the French “Vichy regime”. 
Trotsky wrote, in December 1939: 
“Having arisen much later than the 
Western powers, capitalist Germany 

constructed the most advanced and dy-
namic industry on the European conti-
nent; but it had been passed by in the 
previous division of the world. “We will 
divide it again”, proclaimed the German 
imperialists in 1914. They were mis-
taken.  
The aristocracy of the world united 
against them and triumphed. Now Hit-
ler hungers to repeat the experiment of 
1914 on a more grandiose scale. He can-
not help hungering for this. German 
capitalism is suffocating within the con-
fines of her boundaries. Nevertheless, 
Hitler’s problem is insoluble. Even if he 
wins the war, the redivision of the world 
in favour of Germany cannot take place. 
Germany came too late.” (12)  

The effect of the Hitler-Stalin pact on 
the members of the communist parties 
was devastating, even in the prisons 
and camps. Heinz Brandt describes (13) 
how the cohesion that had existed until 
then – despite the most bitter discus-
sions – was broken.  

The Stalinists broke the bonds of soli-
darity that had previously existed in the 
prisons. They hoped for an amnesty, 
while Brandt and his comrades thought 
that it was not amnesty but war that 
awaited them.  

In its Manifesto, the Emergency Confer-
ence of the Fourth International of April 
1940 stated: “Stalin’s alliance with Hit-
ler, which raised the curtain on the 
world war and led directly to the en-
slavement of the Polish people, resulted 
from the weakness of the USSR and the 
Kremlin’s panic in face of Germany. 

Responsibility for this weakness rests 
with no one but this same Kremlin; its 
internal policy, which opened an abyss 
between the ruling caste and the peo-
ple; its foreign policy, which sacrificed 
the interests of the world revolution to 
the interests of the Stalinist clique.” (14) 
Trotsky had been convinced of this as 
early as March 1934, seeing war by fas-
cist Germany on the USSR as almost ine- 
vitable: “He who is able and willing to 
read the books of history will under-
stand beforehand that should the Rus-
sian Revolution, which has continued 
ebbing and flowing for almost thirty 
years – since 1905 – be forced to direct 
its stream into the channel of war, it will 
unleash a terrific and overwhelming 
force.” (15) 

 

The invasion  
and its objectives  
set by the German cartels 
On 22 June 1941, the Wehrmacht and 
the SS invaded the Soviet Union with 
around 3.5 million troops, countless 
tanks and a huge air force.  

The planning of this invasion had been 
under preparation since the summer of 
1940, and on 18 December 1940 it was 
set out in “Order No. 21, Operation Bar-
barossa”, an instruction from Hitler to 
the Wehrmacht High Command detail-
ing the various stages of the invasion. 
By means of barbaric terror against the 
civilian population, the Soviet Union 
was to be destroyed and its citizens en-
slaved or subjected to mass murder.  

In 1941 alone, the Wehrmacht and the 
SS had the “objective” of murdering or 
condemning to certain starvation 30 to 
50 million citizens of the Soviet Union. 
Stalin had ignored all warnings, such as 
those of Richard Sorge from Japan, Leo-
pold Trepper from Belgium or the group 
around H. Schulze-Boysen/Arvid Har-
nack. Trepper received a message on 23 
June in which he was told that “the Su-
preme Leader is surprised that a man 
like Otto [Trepper’s code name], an old 
comrade-in-arms, a secret service man, 
should allow himself to be misled by 
English propaganda. You can tell him of 
the firm conviction of the Supreme 
Leader that the war against Germany 
will not begin before 1944...” So it is Sta-
lin who bears the responsibility. Trep-
per writes: “After depriving the Red 
Army of its leaders in 1937 – which was Ribbentrop, Stalin and Molotov sign the pact, 23 August 1939 
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the cause of the first failures – this bril-
liant strategist handed the army over to 
Hitler’s hordes.In the first hours of the 
German offensive, he forbade any retal-
iation (...). It took the sacrifice of a peo-
ple rising up against the invader to re-
verse the fortunes of war.” (16) 

A memorandum dated 16 July 1941 – 
classified as GeheimeReichssache [top 
Reich secret] – regarding a meeting of 
the fascist leaders Hitler, Goering, Kei-
tel, Rosenberg and Bormann, indicates: 
“So again, we will stress that we were 
forced to occupy that territory, to keep 
it orderly and secure; in the interests of 
the people of the country, we had to en-
sure peace, supplies, transport and so 
on, hence our regulation. So we must 
not give the impression that this is a fi-
nal settlement.  

All the necessary measures – execu-
tions, deportations, etc. – will neverthe-
less be carried out, and we will be able 
to implement them. - we will neverthe-
less implement them and we can do so. 
(...) We will insist that we are the ones 
who bring freedom. In detail: the Cri-
mea must be cleared of all foreigners 
and colonised by Germans. Similarly, 
the former Austrian Galicia will become 
part of the Reich. (...) Basically, it is a 
question of dividing up the gigantic cake 
as we please, so that we can, firstly, sub-
due it, secondly, administer it and 
thirdly, exploit it. (...)  

The Führer emphasised that the whole 
of the Baltic States should become Reich 
territory. Similarly, the Crimea and a 
considerable hinterland (the area north 
of the Crimea) must become Reich terri-
tory; the hinterland must be as large as 
possible.” (17) 

Deliberate and systematic starvation 
for millions of people in the Soviet Un-
ion was to be implemented by cutting 
off all agricultural supplies from the 
south-southeast regions to the indus-
trial regions of the north. In addition, all 
food produced was to be distributed 
first to the fascist Wehrmacht in the So-
viet Union and then to the rest of the 
troops in Belgium, France, etc.  

For the population of the Soviet Union 
under terror, there was hardly anything 
left. In order to carry out the planned 
plunde-ring of raw materials, of the in-
dustry that had to be crushed or mo-
nopolised, of the exploitation of agricul-
ture and, of course, of the workers and 
peasants of the Soviet Union, at least 
those who had not been killed or driven 
out, the “Russian Committee” formed 
by the leaders of German industry un-
der fascism played a central role in the 
elaboration of the annexation plans.  

This committee, founded in 1928 
largely by the Reich Association of Ger-
man Industry, included Siemens, AEG, 
Gutehoffnungshütte, Krupp, Otto Wolf 
and the major banks. From 22 June 
1941 onwards, capital and banks saw 
their objectives largely realised; the re-
organisation of the European economy 
under their leadership now seemed 
within their grasp.  

The victims of this “reorganisation” 
were 27 million inhabitants of the So-
viet Union, workers and soldiers, includ-
ing millions of prisoners of war and 
forced labourers, and a large proportion 
of the 6 million murdered Jews.  

They all gave their lives fighting the 
troops unleashed by German fascism 
with the aim of totally annihilating 

“Jewish Bolshevism” 
and appropriating the 
enormous potentials 
of raw material ex-
traction and agricul-
tural production on 
the orders of the 
“Russian Committee 
of the German Econ-
omy”.  

They died on the bat-
tlefields, in concen-
tration and labour 
camps or were vic-
tims of the SS 
Einsatzgruppen (mo-
bile killing units), 
which, with the active 

participation of the fascist Wehrmacht, 
were responsible for the extermination 
of all forms of resistance in the occu-
pied territories of the Soviet Union, as 
well as of leaders of the Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union (CPSU) and 
Jews. 
The victims of this “reorganisation” 
were the 22-27 million citizens of the 
USSR, including Jews, children between 
the ages of 10 and 14, teenagers, young 
adults, who were exploited for forced 
labour and slavery in their own country. 
In the “Reich”, more than 13 million 
people from 18 countries were forced 
to perform forced labour as “foreign 
workers”. By the end of the summer of 
1944, they accounted for around one 
quarter of the working population of 
the entire German economy, mainly in 
the armaments, steel, metal and chem-
ical industries, but also among petty-
bourgeois craftsmen and tradesmen 
and in agriculture. There was not a sin-
gle industrial sector in which they were 
not employed, subject to the oppres-
sive regime of police and Gestapo sur-
veillance, confined to barracks and sub-
jected to the strictest prohibition of 

During the Siege of Leningrad 
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contact with the native population – in-
cluding the death penalty for any 
“breach”. 

 

Hitler’s hordes confronted  
by “the unleashing  
of a gigantic irresistible force” 

This terror to which the people of the 
Soviet Union were subjected can be 

traced in concentrated form in the ex-
ample of Leningrad, which was be-
sieged by Hitler’s troops from 8 Sep-
tember 1941 to 27 January 1944 and 
cut off from all food supplies. Here, the 
aim was not to storm the city, but to 
starve and destroy the population of 
the second largest city in the Soviet Un-
ion. It is estimated that more than 1 mil-
lion inhabitants of Leningrad died. 
In October 1941, the battle for Moscow 

began. On 5 December 
1941, the Red Army 
launched a major of-
fensive and, for the 
first time in the Second 
Imperialist War, Hit-
ler’s army suffered a 
heavy defeat. 
On 2 February 1943, 
the German Sixth 
Army surrendered at 
Stalingrad. This was a 
military defeat of his-
toric significance for 
the Hitler army. It was 
the decisive turning 
point of the Second 
Imperialist War. In 

July, Hitler’s army also loses the tank 
battle of Kursk, the biggest tank battle 
of the whole war. 
In his essay “The Direction of the Main 
Strike”, written in November 1942, Va-
sily Grossman paid homage to the de-
fenders of Stalingrad: “No power on 
earth could push back the Siberian regi-
ments. The soldiers and commanders 
had been hardened in the battles of this 
great and hard experience. The defence 
was all the firmer and more perfect. A 
whole network of engineering works 
had been built in front of the industrial 
buildings – dugouts, corridors, gun and 
rifle emplacements; the engineering de-
fences had been pushed far forward, be-
yond the industrial buildings. The men 
had learned to manoeuvre quickly and 
smoothly underground, to concentrate, 
to disperse, to move through corridors 
from a factory building to the trenches 
and back again, depending on where 
the enemy air force was directing its 
fire, depending on where the attacking 
Germans’ tanks and infantry were com-
ing from. 
The accumulated experience improved 
the conviction of the men. The division 
was transformed into a perfect organ-
ism, perfectly regulated. (...) 
Heroism had become the daily routine, 
heroism was now the style of the divi-
sion and its men, heroism had become a 
daily habit. Heroism everywhere. Hero-
ism was the cooks peeling potatoes un-
der the deluge of fire from thermite 
shells. Heroism was the work of the 
young women doctors, the schoolgirls of 
Tobolsk (...) They bandaged the 
wounded in the heat of battle and gave 
them water. Yes, seen from the outside, 
every daily movement of these people 
was heroism.” Further on Grossman 
writes: “The Germans managed to pen-
etrate the factory, their tanks roared 
outside the walls of the factory build-
ings, they had broken through our de-
fences and cut off the command posts of 
the division and regiments from the first 
line of defence.  

It seemed that the leaderless division 
was losing its ability to resist, that the 
command posts, hit by the direct blow 
of the enemy, were going to be de-
stroyed, but something astonishing 
happened: every trench, every dugout, 
every firing position and the fortified ru-
ins of the houses were transformed into 
fortresses with their own leadership, 
their own communications. Sergeants 

A group of partisans in Ukraine (around 1942) 

Nazi troops on Soviet territory 
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and privates became commanders, re-
pelling attacks with skill and intelli-
gence.” 
For Vasily Grossman – and not only for 
him – this heroism of Soviet soldiers, 
workers, women and youth was the 
most important factor that decided the 
battle of Stalingrad and the war as a 
whole. 
Nevertheless, “the USSR was devas-
tated; the price of victory over fascism 
was crushing. (...) The Soviet proletariat 
and the masses of the collective farms 
had been bled dry; a whole generation 
of workers of the land had disappeared 
from the scene. With the victims of the 
war, the invalids and the handicapped, 
the prisoners of war who were now 
leaving Hitler’s camps to fill Stalin’s, his-
tory had pierced a gaping hole in the 
continuity of generations.” (18) 
 

“The social relations resulting 
from the October Revolution  
live on in the consciousness  
of the masses” 
Nevertheless, that heroic struggle, not 
only at Stalingrad, clearly shows one 
thing, as underlined by Pierre Lambert: 
““The social relations resulting from the 
October Revolution live on in the con-
sciousness of the masses”; I confess that 
with insufficient experience of the class 
struggle this sentence appeared to me 
as a romantic reminder of the past. And 
yet, comrades, experience has shown 
what it means today: “The social rela-
tions of October 1917 live on in the con-
sciousness of the masses.” I remember 
that in 1947, during an international 
congress in Paris, an old Russian mili-
tant, Babenko, came and participated in 
the preparatory sessions. Babenko was 
no longer a revolutionary, no longer a 
Trotskyist, no longer a Marxist: Babenko 
is a man who was on the Central Com-
mittee of the Ukrainian Communist 
Party during the civil war. He was a 
member of the Council of People’s Com-
missars of Ukraine. In 1923, he had 
taken a stand for Trotsky; in 1927, he 
had capitulated, like many others; he 
had become a professor in Kiev. In 1937, 
he was arrested and interrogated. His 
luck, if you like, his incredible luck was 
to be interrogated by an examining 
magistrate who was appointed at that 
time by Yezhov, I think. It turns out that 
Stalin had wanted Yezhov to disappear, 
and as Stalin did nothing by halves, he 

liquidated all the investigating judges, 
including the one in Kiev, and impris-
oned him alongside Babenko. The new 
investigating judge, knowing nothing 
about the case, gave Babenko ten years. 
He went to the camps. 
In 1941, the Red Army, which had been 
decapitated by Stalin, whose evil role in 
this area was condemned and explained 
in a whole series of books and articles in 
the Soviet press, the Red Army re-
treated. Hitler’s armies are before Mos-
cow. The October Revolution, the coun-
try of October 1917, is trampled under-
foot by the armies of the Nazi imperial-
ists. It is at this moment that Stalin ap-
peals in the camps to those who re-
mained of the old generation, to the 
Bolsheviks, to those who had not sur-
rendered, to those who had surrendered 
but had not been shot: he asked them to 
defend the socialist fatherland, and so, 
knowing all the while that Stalin would 
once again betray his word, this old ge-
neration took up the rifle and commit-
ted themselves, and in front of Moscow 
it was they who suffered the most diffi-
cult, most decisive shocks from the over-
equipped German army. They fought for 
the land of October, for the revolution of 
1917. Babenko was Ukrainian: he too 
joined the Red Army, and he explained 
to me: (...) when Hitler’s armies entered 
Ukraine, they were certainly not wel-
comed as enemies: the forced collectivi-
sation, which had led to hundreds of 
thousands of deaths in Ukraine, the na-
tional oppression exercised by the So-
viet bureaucracy was unbearable for 
hundreds of thousands of people. The 

populations of Ukraine welcomed the 
Hitlerian armies without shouts, with-
out murmurs, without applause, and a 
few weeks later, it was in Ukraine that 
the partisan bands were born: why were 
they born in Ukraine? Because the Ger-
man intervention in the Soviet Union 
aimed at re-establishing private owner-
ship of the means of production, and 
hundreds of thousands of men, two 
hundred million men, tens of millions of 
collective farm peasants, of workers, 
drew their subsistence, their possibili-
ties of existence from these October 
conquests, from state ownership of in-
dustry and the collective farming sys-
tem. Reintroducing private ownership 
of the means of production in Ukraine 
meant physically exterminating hun-
dreds of thousands of men, women, 
young people, it meant, in the end, ex-
terminating the Ukrainians. And this is 
the reason why Ukrainians took up 
arms. 
 
The social relations of October 1917 
live on in the consciousness of the 
masses. We need to understand what 
this means: the consciousness of the 
masses is the product of the material 
conditions of existence, and the mate-
rial conditions of existence are produced 
by the people themselves. To destroy 
the relations of production built by the 
Russian Revolution is to physically de-
stroy the people, the industrial workers 
and collective farm workers.” (19) 

 
Max Schumacher 

 

A Soviet soldier raises the red flag during the Battle of Stalingrad 
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