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EDITORIAL NOTES  

 
 

OUR COUNTRIES, four continents, four events that 
happened in November 2020. 
In Peru, after President Vizcarra was ousted on 9 No-

vember, a powerful movement of hundreds of thousands of 
youth and workers took to the streets to challenge the rot-
ten, old, corrupt institutions subordinated to imperialism, 
demanding “a new Constitution”. 
In India, no fewer than 250 million workers came out on 
strike on 26 November in response to the call by the main 
trade union confederations, on a platform of emergency 
measures to safeguard working people (1), rejecting the dis-
criminatory laws and division between Hindus and Muslims, 
and joining up with the “Go to Delhi” march by farmer or-
ganisations. 
In Ethiopia, the federal government sent in the army to 
carry out massacres in the Tigray region, as a continuation 
of 30 years of war, massacres and the “ethnicization” of po-
litical and institutional life under the big imperialist powers.  
In France, 500,000 workers and youth marched throughout 
the country on 28 November – in response to a call by sev-
eral political and trade union organisations – for the with-
drawal of the Global Security Law, through which the Mac-
ron government is putting the freedom of the press into 
question. An upsurge by hundreds of thousands of people 
against one particular aspect of Macron’s policy, which has 
been fed for months by the growing revolt against the gov-
ernment’s whole range of policies.  
Is there a link between these four events, which all seem 
very different, and even contradictory in some cases? 
Whether we are dealing with the massacres in Ethiopia, or 
the terrible fate inflicted on the workers and farmers in In-
dia by a capitalist government which – like all the others – is 
taking advantage of the pandemic to inflict the hardest of 
blows, or the denial of the sovereignty of the Peruvian na-
tion, or the intensification of the anti-democratic and anti-
working-class character of the Fifth Republic in France un-
der Macron… is there not a primary common point between 
these four events? Namely, that each one of these situa-
tions flows from the dead-end into which the capitalist sys-
tem, based on private ownership of the means of produc-
tion, has led humankind.  
A dead-end which is being expressed by the barbarism un-
leashed in Ethiopia (2) (and elsewhere in the world in vari-
ous forms); but the working classes, the youth and the op-
pressed peoples are resisting that barbarism. 
Because, as emphasised by the Alarm Manifesto, which was 
adopted by the Third International Conference of the Or-
ganising Committee for the Reconstitution of the Fourth In-
ternational (OCRFI) meeting on 8-10 November, published 
in this issue of The Internationale: “the frightful acts of de-
struction and ravages which governments have imposed us-
ing the excuse of the pandemic are merely fanning the fires 
of revolt against existing governments.” 

This is what was expressed by the veritable uprising by 250 
million proletarians in India, in response to the call by their 
trade union organisations and linking up with the oppressed 
rural workers. 
One could object that in France and Peru, it was not directly 
on working-class demands that hundreds of thousands of 
people mobilised. And of course, the spark for those mobili-
sations was produced by democratic demands. 
But, as pointed out in the Alarm Manifesto, everywhere 
“workers are coming up against the anti-democratic 
measures against freedom of speech and the freedom to or-
ganise that are being taken by governments, using the pan-
demic as an excuse.” And in Peru and France (just like in 
Barcelona, Algiers, Beirut, Santiago de Chile, Minsk and 
Bangkok in the previous months, and also in the United 
States in a certain form, with millions of people protesting 
against institutional racism), “millions are expressing their 
pressing need to overthrow the current regimes and break 
with the existing institutions. Many of these processes un-
derline the full relevance today of the Marxist theory of per-
manent revolution: the smallest democratic demand, the 
slightest demand for the national sovereignty of oppressed 
peoples collides head-on with decaying imperialism and 
makes the working class the only social force that can take 
the lead in the fight for democracy and sovereignty, linking 
those tasks with the tasks of the struggle for socialism.” 
Indeed, whether it involves demands directly linked to the 
daily survival of the working class – like in India – or demo-
cratic demands, the working class is the only social force ca-
pable of carrying with it all of the nation’s oppressed layers 
(in both the imperialist countries and the countries domi-
nated by imperialism) in order to ward off the looming dis-
aster. 
Another point which is shared by all of these processes is 
that they all pose the question of the working class’s politi-
cal independence, the urgent need to overcome its crisis of 
leadership and sweep aside the obstacles raised by the 
leaders of the old working-class organisations who have tied 
their fate to the decaying capitalist system.  
Is it an exaggeration to say that in France – like in all of the 
imperialist countries – the Macron government, which is 
now in open crisis, is only “holding on” thanks to the con-
sensus guaranteed to it by the leading apparatuses of the 
“left-wing” parties, which on 19 March voted as one in the 
National Assembly to approve the first instalment of the 
government’s programme for bailing out the banks and the 
bosses (which today has reached a total of 560 billion euros, 
roughly equivalent to US$680 billion)? 
Will they succeed in saving Macron and his regime, which 
increasing numbers of workers and youth want to “get 
lost”? At the time of writing these editorial notes, manoeu-
vres are well underway at the highest levels of the apparat-
uses in an attempt to distort the movement which wants to 

F 
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impose the withdrawal of Macron’s anti-democratic law, as 
the first of many defeats. 
As the editorial in Issue No.267 (2 December 2020) of the 
French weekly labour newspaper La Tribune des travailleurs 
[Workers’ Tribune] says: “For its part, the Democratic Inde-
pendent Workers Party (POID) (3) has said it and expressed 
it on its banners and placards, and in its slogans and leaflets 
handed out on protest marches: we think that the urgent 
thing is to drive Macron from power right now, to convene a 
sovereign Constituent Assembly, to eliminate the Fifth Re-
public and open up the path to a government of the major-
ity, a government to defend working people and the youth. 
Of course, one can share this position, or not. But let us say 
clearly that the first step for heading in this direction, and in 
any case the first step for heading towards breaking with 
the bourgeoisie and its institutions, is to impose the with-
drawal of the Global Security Law right now, immediately. 
Unconditionally, and on a united basis. A first step towards 
the major change which the situation places on the 
agenda.” 
In Peru, on 10 November the formidable movement of the 
youth and the workers forced the leadership of the Work-
ers’ General Confederation of Peru (CGTP) – the country’s 
main labour organisation – to formulate the demand of “the 
convening of a sovereign Constituent Assembly”. This does 
not cancel out the fact that, as part of this same movement, 
that same leadership (which emerged from Stalinism) has 
declared itself in favour of a “social pact”, which is synony-
mous around the world with agreeing to the capitalists’ 
plans. But the powerful movement that rose up on 10 No-
vember, going against any “social pact”, precisely puts on 
the agenda the need to sweep away the old corrupt institu-
tions that are completely subordinated to the IMF and the 
US Embassy; therefore the need for the immediate conven-
ing of a sovereign Constituent Assembly by the urban and 
rural workers’ organisations, and a government of the CGTP 
together with the working-class organisations that will take 
the measures for breaking with imperialism, on which the 
nation’s survival depends. 
Because in Peru, like in India and everywhere else, the 
workers have not “given up using these instruments histori-
cally derived from their class struggle to defend their inter-
ests” (Alarm Manifesto), beginning with the trade union or-
ganisations – which we do not confuse with the apparat-
uses that head those organisations. The historic strength of 
the general strike on 26 November in India shows that there 
is nothing inevitable about the Sacred Union (4) which the 
leaders of the labour movement have reached in practice 
with the capitalist governments.  
Of course, one day of strike action is not enough to defeat 
the capitalist governments. Nevertheless, the platform of  

emergency measures put forward by the 250 million strikers 
may begin to answer the question posed in the Alarm Mani-
festo: “What measures appropriate to the situation would a 
government take if it was genuinely concerned to protect 
the health of the vast majority?” 
Because, “in all countries the question of the struggle for a 
government of the workers of the towns and countryside 
must be brought to the forefront in the face of the bank-
ruptcy of all current governments unable to counter the 
pandemic, whether they are “classic” capitalist govern-
ments, or governments in which the old parties that 
emerged from the workers’ movement participate, or even 
governments composed essentially of those parties.” 
This question is being posed around the world, in every 
country, and it is linked to the need for the tool which is in-
dispensable for the working class to accomplish that task: 
building the revolutionary workers’ party. This is the objec-
tive set by the OCRFI and each one of its member organisa-
tions in the various countries. 
The Alarm Manifesto is published in this issue and submit-
ted for consideration by “the workers, youth, labour activ-
ists around the world and all those who want to put an end 
to capitalist exploitation”, by all those who are seeking out 
paths for building the indispensable workers’ party and the 
International. 

3 December 2020 
 

_____________________________________ 
(1) Some examples: the withdrawal of all anti-farmer laws and anti-
worker labour codes; the cancellation of small farmers’ debts; a 
monthly cash payment of 7,500 rupees for all families not paying 
income tax; a free food ration of 10 kg per month per person in 
need; an immediate stop to privatisation of the public sector; per-
manent contracts for workers on insecure contracts; equal pay for 
equal work; expansion of the MGNREGA (rural employment guar-
antee scheme) to provide 200 days’ work per year in rural areas at 
enhanced wages of 600 rupees per day; the building of a high-qua-
lity hospital in each district; and many more.  
The platform also rejects division on the basis of religion, as it in-
cludes the democratic demand for the repeal of the Modi govern-
ment’s discriminatory anti-Muslim laws. 
(2) Because who can believe that the leniency being shown to the 
Ethiopian regime by the big powers is not linked to the fact that the 
country has become the new El Dorado for the textile multination-
als? A country where the Ethiopian worker, paid the equivalent of 
just US$23 per month, represents the world’s cheapest workforce 
in the textile sector.  
(3) The members of the French section of the Fourth International 
are politically active in the POID. 
(4) 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.  
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Excerpts from the report presented  
on 8 November 2020  
to the Third International Conference  
of the OCRFI 
 
 
 

Dear Comrades,  
 
 

HAT IS THE SIGNIFICANCE of 
this Third Conference of the 
OCRFI? In the contribution I 

submitted to the Internal Bulletin, I 
raised the question of the Steering 
Committee which should come out of 
this conference, a collective that will ef-
fectively function as an international 
body, and one which all of the com-
rades who expressed a view in the Inter-
nal Bulletins agree is necessary. 
But setting up such an international 
body won’t be a “miracle solution”. We 
must understand that there is a dialec-
tical link between our ability to estab-
lish an international body of the OCRFI 
and our capacity to make progress in 
each country in building sections of the 
Fourth International. Sections capable 
of having their own means of expres-
sion and therefore a publication, sec-
tions capable of defining and imple-
menting an orientation for building the 
party (from the point of view both of di-
rectly strengthening the Fourth Interna-
tional and of an orientation based on 
the transitional method for building the 
party), and sections capable of doing 
this within and through political inter-
vention in the class struggle. 

The condition for such an agreement on 
the conclusions for organising, is of 
course that we share the same assess-
ment of the world situation, the 
tendencies of the class struggle and the 
processes underway in the labour 
movement. This leads me to clarify the 
nature and the objectives of the draft 
Manifesto which has been submitted to 
this conference. 
Do we agree on saying that we are fac-
ing a world situation that is completely 

new from the point of view of the strug-
gle between the social classes? Tradi-
tionally, Marxists make the distinction 
between phases where the working 
class is on the offensive and those 
where it is backing off. Do we agree on 
thinking that the current point in the 
world situation is characterised in a new 
way through a combination of these 
two contradictory processes: a destruc-
tive offensive against the working class, 
and an offensive by the working class 
resisting that first offensive? 
Comrade Lambert liked to quote this 
line by the great German poet Goethe: 
“All theory, dear friend, is grey, but the 
golden tree of actual life springs ever 
green.”  
There is no better moment, I think, to 
have Goethe come to the rescue, be-
cause we need to analyse the present 
moment in the situation with the tools 
of Marxism, taking into account the 

facts as they are, which show that both 
processes are combining. 
The comparison that is made most of-
ten regarding the current crisis is with 
1929. We frequently read in the US 
press that this crisis constitutes “the 
other Great Depression” after 1929, un-
doubtedly more devastating than 1929, 
which is true. Whole branches of indus-
try are in the process of disappearing 
around the world, and entire national 
economies are in the process of being 
wiped off the map. The draft Manifesto 
quotes the following unbelievable fig-
ure: 50 per cent of the workforce in the 
United States were put out of work dur-
ing the second quarter of 2020.  
The unemployment rate is 25 per cent 
to this day. Official figures, which no 
doubt are underestimates, say that the 
equivalent of 400 million full-time jobs 
were lost in the second quarter interna-
tionally, and that 1.6 billion “informal 

W 

Gohana (India), 26 November: The one-day 
general strike by 250 million workers 
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sector” workers have been affected by 
the crisis since March. These figures are 
undoubtedly lower than the real ones. 
From the point of view of the capitalist 
economy, the 1929 crisis found a “solu-
tion” in the Second World War. The en-
try of US imperialism into the World 
War enabled it to rebuild its production 
capacity on the basis of the mass de-
struction of the productive forces in the 
imperialist war, and via a rapid growth 
of the arms economy (destructive 
forces). It was also able to strengthen its 
dominant position in relation to the 
other imperialisms.  
At the end of the war, with respect to 
the revolutionary wave and the role of 
the Soviet proletariat in the victory over 
Nazism, it was forced to reach the Yalta 
and Potsdam Agreements with the Sta-
linist bureaucracy. 

To what cataclysmic depths will imperi-
alism sink in its search for a “solution” 
to the 2020-1 crisis, since nobody 
knows how far the crisis will go? No-
body can answer that question, apart 
from the general alternative, which is 
more relevant than ever: socialism or 
barbarism. 

One thing is certain: the capitalist sys-
tem by itself is incapable of opening up 
a phase of effective recovery, in the 
sense of a resumption of economic 
growth and an economic upturn. This is 
one element of the situation, which is 
marked by an unprecedented offensive 
against the working classes. But tradi-
tionally, this type of crisis produces a 
delayed effect. For example, one de-
layed effect of the 1929 crisis, which re-
sulted from the betrayal by the apparat-
uses and notably the Stalinist appa-
ratus, was Hitler taking power in Ger-
many. But Hitler’s coming to power it-
self caused a reaction among the Euro-
pean proletariats, and in 1936 this re-
sulted in an upsurge of the proletarian 
revolution in France and Spain, fol-
lowed in turn by the betrayal of those 
revolutionary processes, notably 
through the Popular Front policy, re-
sulting in the defeat of the proletariat, 
with its concentrated expression in the 
form of the outbreak of the Second 
World War. But a few years later, the 
turning point of Stalingrad in 1943-4 
once again saw an upsurge of the revo-
lutionary processes.  
So that whole period was marked by 
successive moments of retreat and go-
ing back on the offensive. What about 

today? During his trial, Leo Tang, the 
Chinese trade unionist from Hong Kong, 
stated: “On the demonstrations we 
have experienced, we have met our 
brothers and our sisters, but we are part 
of a vast global wave of resistance” (in 
France, we have published his state-
ment in La Tribune des Travailleurs 
[Workers Tribune]). Is this assessment 
correct, or is it simply a literary turn of 
phrase? I think it is correct, I think it ex-
presses something fundamental.  
The current situation is marked simulta-
neously by the unprecedented blows 
that are making billions of human be-
ings back off, especially in their living 
conditions and especially the workers 
around the world; for the last nine 
months they have been hit not only by 
Covid-19, but also and above all by the 
policies implemented by the capitalist 
class and its governments. At the same 
time, it is correct to say that there is 
that “vast global wave of resistance”. 
In the draft Manifesto that you have re-
ceived, it is pointed out that in Algeria, 
Chile, Lebanon, Belarus, China, USA, In-
donesia, Thailand, Mali, Sudan, Nigeria, 
Guinea, in Iraq and India, and undoubt-
edly in many other countries, workers 
and youth are standing up both for their 

economic demands, and also for politi-
cal and democratic demands. So, do we 
agree with the assessment made by 
Comrade Leo Tang, or not? Do we agree 
on understanding this new aspect: the 
simultaneity between an offensive 
aimed at driving the living conditions of 
the workers and peoples very far back, 
and – at the same time – the spread of 
that “global wave of resistance”? 
Objectively, this assessment is correct. 
But to what extent is it correct subjec-
tively, to what extent do the workers 
and youth engaged in struggle appreci-
ate the scope and impact of the re-
sistance movement they are part of? 
The draft Manifesto states: “From Leb-
anon to the United States, from Belarus 
to France, each mass mobilisation hears 
the word “revolution” ringing from the 
marches.  
In this way, millions are expressing their 
pressing need to overthrow the current 
regimes and break with existing institu-
tions. Many of these processes under-
line the full relevance of the Marxist the-
ory of permanent revolution: the small-
est democratic demand, the slightest 
demand for the national sovereignty of 
oppressed peoples collides head-on 
with decaying imperialism and makes 

Oregon (USA), 4 November: The Labor 
Action to Defend Democracy coalition 
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the working class the only social force 
that can take the lead of the combat for 
democracy and sovereignty, linking 
those tasks with the tasks of the fight 
for socialism.”  
But the draft Manifesto adds: “There is 
a gulf between the objectively proletar-
ian nature of many current revolution-
ary processes and the awareness of 
those who are the actors of those pro-
cesses. This gulf expresses to what point 
the solving of the crisis of mankind re-
quires the solving of the crisis of leader-
ship of the working class. As is affirmed 
by the founding programme of the 
Fourth International, “overcoming the 
contradiction between the maturity of 
the objective revolutionary conditions 
and the immaturity of the proletariat 
and its vanguard (the confusion and dis-
appointment of the older generation, 
the inexperience of the younger gener-
ation)” are the raison d’être of the 
Fourth International. This task is more 
urgent than ever. This what is at stake 
in the combat for the reconstitution of 
the Fourth International.” 
The centrality of the subjective factor 
presupposes building revolutionary or-
ganisations in each country on the basis 
of the Programme, and at the same 

time beginning the constitution of the 
international centre we need.  
Let us clarify something: there are, of 
course, a certain number of countries 
where it is difficult to fight openly for 
the Fourth International, taking into ac-
count the conditions of legality and re-
pression. But in countries where noth-
ing prevents it, where on the other 
hand we are slow to ensure that the po-
sitions of the Fourth International are 
expressed, to ensure that the organised 
nucleus which is fighting on its Pro-
gramme asserts itself, in countries 
where we are slow to plunge that nu-
cleus into intervening in the class strug-
gle on behalf of the Fourth Interna-
tional, where are the obstacles located, 
if not in our own hesitation? 
We know that this hesitation is an ex-
pression of the considerable pressure 
being put on our ranks by the apparat-
uses that lead the working-class organi-
sations at the highest level. Because the 
fact is – and this is more real than could 
have been the case a few decades ago – 
that at the highest levels of the organi-
sations set up by the workers as part of 
their class struggle, the apparatuses are 
all, without exception, focused on their 
refusal to break with capital’s rule.  
Do we agree with this assessment? Do 
we agree on the need to reduce and re-
move that pressure on our organisa-
tions and our militant activists? And 
there is only one way of reducing and 
removing that pressure: firm organisa-
tion within the framework of the Fourth 
International, i.e., today, in the frame-
work of the fight for the reconstitution 
of the Fourth International within the 
framework of the OCRFI. 

We know that the policy of adaptation 
and – let’s say it clearly – total capitula-
tion by the leaders of the working-class 
organisations is to some degree justi-
fied by them by pointing to the unprec-
edented onslaught by what we – in line 
with Marx’s analysis – call the destruc-
tive forces.  

We are familiar with the quote from 
Marx that says: having reached a cer-
tain stage in their development, the 
productive forces tend to be trans-
formed into destructive forces (1). And 
we know that Marx specified mechani-
sation and money as those destructive 
forces.  
In the following century, Rosa Luxem-
burg added a third destructive force: 
the arms economy. 

All those who break with Marxism, eve-
rywhere in the world and in every form, 
share one thing in common: they forget 
– or act as if they forget – this analysis 
of the destructive forces by Marx. All of 
them behave as if capitalism contained 
within itself an infinite capacity for 
bouncing back, for recovery, for recon-
struction, as if the capitalist mode of 
production were indestructible, insur-
mountable; which of course would jus-
tify the fact that they cannot do any-
thing other than to adapt to it, and 
maybe try to “give it a human face” or 
“reform” it. 
This is why it is imperative for us as 
Marxists to constantly test and verify – 
based on the facts – whether this anal-
ysis of the destructive forces is perti-
nent or not, and what conclusion we 
draw from it. This is why the draft Man-
ifesto addresses this question.  
Money as a destructive force: what 
does that mean? Today, it takes the 
form of a dramatic increase in the debt 
economy as never before faced by hu-
mankind. Today, the official figure for 
the combined debt accumulated by 
states, businesses and individuals is es-
timated at US$200 trillion, in other 
words almost three times the world’s 
total gross domestic product (GDP). 
And what is perhaps more important is 
the fact that this debt has grown 10 per 
cent (by US$20 trillion) since the start of 
this year. This debt will act – it is already 
acting – as a weapon of destruction, be-
cause they need to use it around the 
world, just like they used it in the 1970s 
and ‘80s, especially in Africa, Latin 
America and Eastern Europe, as an ele-
ment for destroying working-class and 
democratic gains, for destroying public 
services. 
You know that in Europe, the Maas-
tricht criteria (2) are extremely strict re-
garding public debt; it must not exceed 
60 per cent of the GDP of Member 
States of the European Union (EU). 
When the crisis arose, every one of the 
EU’s states and the European Central 
Bank (ECB) itself poured out billions of 
euros non-stop. The public debt in most 
EU countries reached not just 60 per 
cent, but 100, 110 or even 120 per cent 
of GDP. But when the ECB President 
was asked about that debt, and it was 
pointed out to her that the debt could 
not be repaid and so it should be can-
celled at least in part, her reply was the 
following: Of course, for now, it cannot 



8 The Internationale no. 20 – November 2020 

 
be repaid. Perhaps in five years’ time, 
even in the next 10 years, it still cannot 
be repaid. But cancelling it is out of the 
question. There will indeed be some 
point or other when the bill will need to 
be presented to the peoples of Europe, 
and they will have to pay it. 
Mechanisation? Since the beginning of 
this crisis, we have seen how the digital 
economy represents an advantage for 
the capitalist class. It allows the capital-
ists around the world to destroy jobs in 
their millions, and – to quote Marx’s 
formulation – to replace living labour 
with dead labour. It also enables wide-
spread deregulation, remote working, 
and work fragmented into individual 
tasks. It is a tool for destroying the col-
lective gains of the working class, a tool 
for making the workers compete 
against each other. 
The laws of capital as analysed by Marx 
are still true: the more capital replaces 
living labour with dead labour, the more 
it eliminates the source of all new 
wealth, which is the surplus-value pro-
duced by the proletariat within the 
framework of the social relation of ex-
ploitation. As Marx showed in his analy-
sis, the more living labour is replaced 
with dead labour, the greater the bur-
den placed on the organic composition 
of capital; and the more capital is 
needed to produce an equivalent 
amount of surplus-value. Consequently, 
this mechanism used by capital in an at-
tempt to increase its profitability has 
the effect of making it increasingly diffi-
cult to extract surplus-value, and so re-
duces the possibility of making a profit. 
To which capital responds with the 
mass destruction of the less profitable 
sectors of the economy. This is what is 
happening right now, as we see capital 
being divested from the services sector 
and the banking, aeronautics, metal-
working and automotive sectors, and 
only a very small proportion of new jobs 
will replace those lost jobs. 
And what about the arms economy? A 
few years ago, Obama and then Trump 
demanded that all of the NATO coun-
tries devote at least 2 per cent of their 
GDP to arms spending. At the time, 
most NATO countries were far below 
that level. Today, most of them are 
above the 2 per cent mark. And not only 
because GDP has reduced; arms spen-
ding has increased in absolute value. 
This increase has two consequences. 
The first is that it hijacks state budgets 

for its own benefit, at the expense of 
spending on health, education and pub-
lic services. The second is that “arms as 
a commodity” can only be consumed in 
one way, through war. And the spread 
of wars today is a reality that can only 
get worse. The current crisis is being fed 
by (and is feeding) the succession of 
wars and military interventions that is 
not sparing a single continent; and we 
are seeing US imperialism in particular 
(but not it alone) very often supply both 
camps in each conflict. The essential 
thing is to feed the hotbeds of wars and 
destabilisation. The arms economy 
needs war in order to grow, and the 
capitalist economy needs the arms 
economy. 
Do we agree on thinking that the arms 
economy, debt and monetary bloating 
in general, and mechanisation (in the 
form of the generalised digital econ-
omy) do indeed constitute destructive 
forces, a concentrated expression of 
the dead-end of the capitalist system it-
self? Are we entitled to see in them the 
concentrated expression of capitalism’s 

fatal deadlock, which can only drag hu-
mankind towards ruin and barbarism? 
Are we entitled to think that conse-
quently, the working class is obliged to 
fight for the socialisation of the means 
of production, for the expropriation of 
the capitalist class? 
This question of the assessment we 
make of capitalism’s fatal deadlock has 
consequences for the judgement we 
make on the policy of the apparatuses, 
and on what we have called the “Sacred 
Union in practice” in which they are all 
engaged. 
The phrase “Sacred Union” appeared 
during the First World War, when the 
leaders of the big Socialist and Social-
Democratic Parties that were members 
of the Second International, parties 
which had promised to fight against im-
perialist war, in the end turned tail 
within a few days, with some of them 
(in France, Germany, Belgium and Brit-
ain) even going so far as to support their 
own imperialist government in going to 
war, or even participating in that pro-
cess. 

Lima (Peru),10 November: The masses stand up against the institutions 
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At the time of this betrayal by the Sec-
ond International, those who opposed 
it inside the International were in the 
extreme minority. A lead was provided 
by the position of the Bolsheviks in Rus-
sia (and not even all of them), some Bal-
kan Socialists, some revolutionary syn-
dicalists in France, and some minorities 
in trade unions and workers’ parties 
around the world. Lenin explained at 
the time that in order to understand 
this betrayal by the Second Interna-
tional, one could not content oneself 
with a moral judgement or an abstract 
pacifist position. He said that what was 
needed was to link this passing over to 
the camp of imperialism with its social 
and economic roots. And it was then 
that Lenin undertook to write about im-
perialism. In September-October 1914, 
he began to write about the link be-
tween the Second International’s be-
trayal and imperialism, which later 
would result in his writing Imperialism, 
the Highest Stage of Capitalism. 
Fundamentally, the current situation 
remains the same as the one analysed 
by Lenin in Imperialism, the Highest 
Stage of Capitalism. And the mecha-
nisms of the Sacred Union today (not 
their form, but the way they operate) 
borrow very widely from what we saw 
at the start of the 20th century. But with 
a particular form. The features of impe-
rialism which Lenin had character-
ised (the expression of capitalism hav-
ing reached its highest stage, i.e. the 
stage which marked the beginning of its 
decay: the inability to extend the world 
market beyond its existing limits, and 
permanent inter-imperialist struggle 
and war in order to appropriate the 
market share of other imperialisms, 
etc.), those features have persisted for 
more than a century, and today they 
have reached such a degree of decom-
position and decay that the apparatuses 
are all maintaining the same discourse. 
When we, revolutionary militant activ-
ists, say for example that the billions 
and trillions spent on funding the capi-
talists could be used right now to open 
up hospitals and testing centres, to dou-
ble up school classes and schools them-
selves, to protect jobs, and so on…when 
we say this, those leaders, those appa-
ratuses invariably counterpose the 
same reply: this is impossible, it cannot 
be done. 
So that, as the militant activists of the 
Fourth International that we are, we 

must level the same accusation every-
where: is it because you cannot do it, or 
because you do not want to do it? Be-
cause after all, confiscating the hun-
dreds of billions handed out so freely by 
the governments, requisitioning the 
factories, and forcing through those 
basic safeguard measures for the popu-
lation by mobilising the working class – 
there is nothing impossible about any of 
that! However, there must be a willing-
ness to impose those measures. A will-
ingness to impose breaking with the 
capitalist class. In the draft Manifesto, 
we recall that the Chinese government, 
mobilising all of the power of state own-
ership, built entire hospitals from 
scratch in just two weeks. To say so is 
not to justify the policy of the Chinese 
bureaucracy, because we know that 
what it makes with one hand it destroys 
with the other, and worse, for example 
by organising the repression of the 
workers and youth of Hong Kong and 
the whole of China. But this does not 
detract from the fact that, at a technical 
level, it has been proved that it was pos-
sible to build entire hospitals from 
scratch very quickly, and that to do so, 
all it took was to mobilise the necessary 
resources. Of course, not one capitalist 
government wants to do so, and this is 
no surprise. But the leaders of the work-
ing-class organisations are refusing to 
demand this, never mind mobilising in 
order to impose it. And this is the con-
crete form taken by the Sacred Union 
today. 
In most of the imperialist countries, the 
leaders of the apparatuses have not 
only given a free pass to the govern-
ments’ so-called “recovery pro-
grammes”, they have even voted in fa-
vour of them. Their members of parlia-
ment have voted in favour of “recovery 
programmes” that have poured hun-
dreds of billions of dollars or euros into 
the pockets of the capitalists, who have 
then used those funds to speculate and 
to cut jobs.  
They have done so in France, in Ger-
many, in Britain, Spain, Portugal and It-
aly. In other countries, like in the United 
States, the senior trade union leaders 
have approved the initiative by elected 
representatives of the Democratic 
Party, who were calling for such a pro-
gramme. That’s the Sacred Union. Do 
we agree on thinking that we, militant 
activists of the Fourth International, 
having no other interest to defend than 

the interests of the oppressed and the 
exploited, we have the inescapable 
duty to denounce the Sacred Union, 
and to explain its significance to inter-
national working-class public opinion? 
Do we agree on saying that we have the 
inescapable duty to fight back against 
that Sacred Union, and to fight to en-
sure that the working-class organisa-
tions break with that policy? Which 
poses the whole question of transitional 
slogans. In other words, the question of 
the working class’s capacity to organise 
itself and impose by itself the requisi-
tion, the confiscation, the control over 
health measures and so many other is-
sues which we need to put on the 
agenda. 
At this point in the report, I would like 
to say a few words about the revisionist 
centre which organised the split in the 
Fourth International in 2015. In recent 
months, the logic of the revisionist cen-
tre – which broke with the Fourth Inter-
national by openly advocating what 
could be called a policy of “non-building 
the revolutionary party” – has resulted 
in its going much further in adapting to 
the imperialist order. In 2019, we saw 
the leaders of the Workers Party in Al-
geria do all they could in an attempt to 
protect the governing Bouteflika clique, 
and after a moment of hesitation, we 
saw the revisionist centre itself side 
with that policy. Today, the positions of 
the Algerian Workers Party are con-
stantly being highlighted in the columns 
of [weekly newspaper] Informations 
ouvrières [Labour News] in France, 
without at any time any balance-sheet 
being drawn regarding the fact that 
right up to the last moment, up to 27 
March 2019, they tried to save the 
Bouteflika regime, acting in agreement 
with Bouteflika’s brother. In Brazil, the 
leaders of the revisionist organisation 
are completely beholden to Lula and his 
leadership, as if the leaders of the 
Workers Party had not been in govern-
ment for 12 years, as if they had not car-
ried out several privatisations, called la-
bour gains into question, and serviced 
the external debt. 
Regarding the United States, we have 
seen complete alignment with the so-
called “left wing” of the Democratic 
Party, abandoning the slightest – even 
verbal – reference to the need for a La-
bor Party and a Black party, and to the 
need for the trade unions to break with 
the Democratic Party. 
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And in France, they are both – since 
they have blown apart, they are in crisis 
– a component part of the “yellow vests 
movement” which seeks to destroy the 
trade unions, while at the same time 
they are increasingly beholden to the 
trade union bureaucracy itself. To give 
just two examples: in the area of health, 
an agreement that commits the unions 
to putting recognised job grades into 
question was approved by all of the un-
ions led by CCI members in the relevant 
trade union federation. And in a recent 
congress of the metalworkers’ federa-
tion, the CCI spokesperson approved an 
agreement signed in the main aero-
nautics industry, called Airbus, an 
agreement through which thousands of 
workers will lose their jobs and others 
will lose a substantial proportion of 
their wages. And the revisionist centre 
called for support for that agreement in 
Informations ouvrières. This does not 
turn the revisionist centre into a re-
formist current. Because at a given mo-
ment, a reformist current can express 
tendencies towards hanging on to re-
forms won by the workers through 
struggle. Here we are dealing with a de-
generated current that emerged from 
Trotskyism, but which is playing a mer-
cenary role in the destruction of the 
working-class organisations. I’ll end this 
aside there. 
There is one point one which we need 
to clarify the discussion between us. Re-
garding the organisations that were 
constituted by the working class as part 
of its historical struggle, and in particu-
lar regarding the trade unions, do we 
agree on thinking that we cannot con-
fuse the union with its apparatus, or the 
various levels of the apparatus? This is 
an important discussion: for example, it 
came up in the debate with the Chilean 
militant activists who broke with the 
OCRFI. They had drawn the conclusion 
that the tremendous revolutionary 
wave which began in Chile in October 
2019 had resulted in the CUT trade un-
ion confederation being definitively co-
opted, and that it had become a corpo-
ratist trade union federation. 
The legacy of our movement, and to be 
more precise, the legacy of what Lenin 
and – above all – Trotsky taught us 
about trade unions, as well as what 
Comrade Pierre Lambert taught us, is 
that the trade union built by the work-
ing class in order to constitute itself as a 
class (and which Trotsky said is the basic 

arena of the united front) (3), as long as 
it has not been destroyed, remains – de-
spite its leadership – a tool for the work-
ing class to organise and take action on 
the ground of its own independence. 
The fact is that throughout the world, 
when the workers take the path of 
struggle, they turn to the organisations 
that were built by previous generations 
and they take ownership of them. Let us 
remind ourselves of the revolutionary 
process that sprang up in Tunisia in 
2010-1. The Tunisian General Labour 
Union (UGTT) was a trade union confed-
eration that had largely been co-opted 
into the Ben Ali regime. But despite eve-
rything, its roots were in the history of 
the Tunisian proletariat and its national 
emancipation. When the working peo-
ple of Tunisia rose up, the workers went 
to UGTT offices and took back owner-
ship of them, and they took back own-
ership of the trade union confederation 
generally. Do we agree on thinking that 
this is a general law? 
The trade union organisations need an 
apparatus in order to live and function, 
but we draw a distinction between the 
lowest levels of the apparatus and the 
highest levels. The vast majority of the 
highest levels of the union organisa-
tions’ apparatuses are bourgeois appa-
ratuses. Trade union leaders most often 
behave like statesmen, as de facto min-
isters. They talk about the “general in-
terest”, they spend their time in “social 
dialogue” encounters, they know how 
to remain “reasonable”, and so on. But 
at the bottom of the apparatus ladder, 
the union delegate who goes about 
their daily business and whose work-
mates call on them to champion their 
demands, is obviously not independent 
of the highest levels. Up to a certain 
point, they retain their confidence in 
the leaders, but the union work they 
carry out is not for the benefit the bour-
geois leadership, it is for the benefit of 
the working-class character of the un-
ion. 
This is why it is customary for us to say 
that the trade union apparatus is a 
“bourgeois worker” apparatus. “Bour-
geois” through its policy, through its 
leadership, and “worker” through its 
function in relation to the working class. 
This assessment leads us to understand 
that however bourgeois the highest lev-
els of the apparatus may be, they can 
only follow through to the end with that 
policy at the cost of sawing through the 

branch they are sitting on, at the cost of 
eliminating the organisation on which 
they live parasitically (which does not 
mean to say that they can never follow 
through to the end). This is an old dis-
cussion. A discussion which Trotsky led 
on the question of defending the Soviet 
Union, to which we refer in the draft 
Manifesto, and which is developed at 
length in the collection of writings enti-
tled In Defence of Marxism. 
Referring to the American Federation of 
Labour (AFL) – a very right-wing organi-
sation – in the United States in the late 
1930s, Trotsky wrote: “At its head stand 
manifest agents of the bourgeoisie. 
Upon all essential questions, Messrs. 
Green, Woll, and Company carry out a 
political line directly opposed to the in-
terests of the proletariat. (…) Green’s 
apparatus has definitely become a reac-
tionary factor.” (4) We could say the 
same thing about the leadership of the 
trade union organisations in most of our 
countries – in any case, in most of the 
imperialist countries for sure, and in 
most of the countries dominated by im-
perialism also. But Trotsky added: “But 
the AFL does not, because of this, cease 
to be an organisation of the trade un-
ions.” And he gave the following defini-
tion, which I think is very important that 
we embrace: “The class character of the 
state is determined by its relation to the 
forms of property in the means of pro-
duction.” Put another way, when the 
means of production belong to the 
bourgeoisie, it is a bourgeois state. But 
he added: “The character of a workers’ 
organisation such as a trade union is de-
termined by its relation to the distribu-
tion of national income.” And he ex-
plained: “Should these gentlemen [the 
AFL bureaucracy] in addition defend the 
income of the bourgeoisie from attacks 
on the part of the workers; should they 
conduct a struggle against strikes, 
against the raising of wages, against 
help to the unemployed; then we would 
have an organisation of scabs, and not 
a trade union.” And that is correct: the 
“yellow” scab organisations in every 
country are characterised by the fact 
that they break strikes and fight to re-
duce the worker’s wage.  
Trotsky added: “However, Green and 
Company, in order not to lose their base, 
must within certain limits (of course, 
the formulation “within certain limits” 
is important) lead the struggle of the 
workers for an increase – or at least 
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against a diminution – of their share of 
the national in come. This objective 
symptom is sufficient in all important 
cases to permit us to draw a line of de-
marcation between the most reaction-
ary trade union and an organisation of 
scabs. Thus, we are duty-bound not only 
to carry on work in the AFL, but to de-
fend it from scabs, the Ku Klux Klan, and 
the like.” 
Do we agree with this conclusion? And 
in thinking that, however reactionary 
the policy of the trade union leaders, as 
long as they have not turned the trade 
union organisation into a machine for 
breaking strikes and driving down the 
workers’ income, as long as – to use 
Trotsky’s words – they are forced 
“within certain limits” to defend the 
working class’s share of the national in-
come, do we agree on thinking that, de-
spite the bourgeois character of their 
leaderships, the union organisations re-
main working-class organisations 
which, to quote Trotsky’s formulation, 
“we are duty-bound (...) to defend”, in-
cluding against the bourgeois policy of 
their leaderships? 
This is a discussion which, when Lam-
bert was alive, was developed at very 
great length inside the French section. 
Lambert insisted on the fact that the 
march towards co-opting the trade un-
ion organisations was, he said, “a pro-
cess that is underway but incomplete”. 
And within the leadership of the French 
section (moreover, it was this discus-
sion that laid the ground for the split), 
there was one sector which thought – 
without ever saying so – that the pro-
cess was not underway and that the in-
dependence of the trade union organi-
sation was guaranteed once and for all. 
This was, of course, the sector which 
was in the process of adapting to the re-

formist apparatus (5) and which was go-
ing to break with Trotskyism. But Lam-
bert insisted: this is a process that is un-
derway, the march towards being co-
opted is underway, the leaders who re-
fuse to fight back are pushing the union 
organisation down the path to corpo-
ratism. But he added that the resistance 
of the working class, including the re-
sistance by activists and cadres at the 
intermediate levels of the trade unions, 
at this stage prevent the process from 
being completed. And, he said, only a 
major defeat of the working class would 
allow that process to be completed. 
Do we agree with this analysis? Is it still 
relevant today? And do we also agree 
with the analysis made in the draft 
Manifesto on what happened when the 
Soviet Union collapsed, namely Trot-
sky’s prognosis which did not come 
about, of course, from the point of view 
of the victory of the political revolution, 
but which also did not come about in 
the form of the stabilisation of a totali-
tarian bureaucracy opening up the path 
to a long phase of retreat? 
Do we also agree on the way in which 
the draft Manifesto addresses the ques-
tion of the relations between China and 
the United States? This is an important 
question which intersects with our posi-
tioning on defending the working class. 
Yes, the Chinese bureaucracy has deliv-
ered up to capitalist exploitation a 
workforce that is deprived of rights. In 
particular, it has allowed US finance 
capital to obtain significant breathing 
space in its crisis of decay, by super-ex-
ploiting a working class that has largely 
been deprived of rights. By acting in this 
way, the bureaucracy has opened up 
the planned economy to capitalist pen-
etration. But is it correct to say that at 
this stage, this policy has not destroyed 

the social basis which finds its concen-
trated expression in state ownership? Is 
it correct to say today that US imperial-
ism no longer needs – within this same 
relationship – to exploit the Chinese 
proletariat in order to drive its own re-
covery, and that it will ramp up the 
pressure on the planned economy in or-
der to follow through to the end with 
dismantling state ownership in China? 
And do we agree on saying that if it suc-
ceeds in doing so, this would be a major 
blow not only to the Chinese proletariat 
but also to the world proletariat? 
For these reasons, the draft Manifesto 
declares itself in favour of the uncondi-
tional defence of China against US im-
perialism. But it adds: unconditional de-
fence does not mean in any way that 
there is the illusion that the bureau-
cracy could have any progressive mis-
sion – quite the opposite.  
We have seen how it is acting in Hong 
Kong and throughout China against the 
working class. China’s fate, and, in the 
final analysis, the fate of state owner-
ship, does not lie in the hands of the bu-
reaucracy, but in the hands of the Chi-
nese working class, and therefore in the 
hands of its independent organisation. 
This is why the question of independent 
working-class organisations in China is 
crucial.  

This is why the democratic slogans de-
ployed in Hong Kong, even though they 
are sometimes instrumentalised by sec-
tors that are in favour of restoring capi-
talism, nevertheless remain slogans of 
the revolutionary mobilisation of the 
proletariat, because they demand the 
right for the Chinese working class to 
organise itself, to have its own trade u-
nions. And the fate of the revolutionary 
gains of the Chinese working class will 
first and foremost depend on that ca-
pacity to organise.  

Do we agree on the assessment made in 
the draft Manifesto of the fact that 
throughout the world, the decay of im-
perialism is feeding the march towards 
totalitarianism, towards the “strong 
state”, towards corporatism?  

Do we agree on characterising the bar-
barism which constitutes the fate re-
served for refugees and migrants 
around the world, and especially in the 
imperialist countries, whether in the 
United States or in Europe?  

Do we agree on thinking, as set out in 
the draft Manifesto, that the theory of 

Belaruskali (Belarus), August: 
The miners go on strike 
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permanent revolution is extremely rele-
vant today? And especially on the posi-
tion we adopted on the particular type 
of national question that is the Black 
question in the United States, and 
which leads us to call for and contribute 
towards the constitution of an inde-
pendent Black working-class political 
organisation, not only as a process 
linked to the fight for a Labor Party, but 
in a certain way as an obligatory compo-
nent part of the process to constitute 
such a party? From this point of view, 
our American comrades have made im-
portant progress in that direction. 
Do we agree that more than ever, the 
slogan in the Transitional Programme, 
“Make room for the Youth! Make room 
for the woman worker!” calls for initia-
tives, slogans and forms of organisa-
tion? Finally, comrades, do we agree on 
saying that, in keeping with our cur-
rent’s tradition since 1848, we think 
that the working class must constitute 
itself in a political party that is inde-
pendent of the other classes, and that 
our task, as revolutionary militant activ-
ists organised on the basis of the Pro-
gramme of the Fourth International, is 
to help towards the constitution (or the 
reconstitution) of such working-class 
parties in the original sense of the 
term?  
We know that the class struggle is inter-
national in its content and national in its 
form, and consequently the paths, 
forms and means for building working-
class parties are necessarily very differ-
ent from one country to another. But is 
it the duty of the sections of the OCRFI 
to put on the agenda the need to build 
a working-class party, to work towards 

establishing an independent political 
representation for the working class, 
and therefore to pose the question of 
power? We are not an appendage of 
the trade union organisations. For us, 
each particular demand forms part of 
the chain which, as indicated in the sub-
title of the Transitional Programme, 
constitutes helping towards “the mobi-
lisation of the masses around transi-
tional demands to prepare the conquest 
of power”, with each demand leading to 
the next and each demand getting 
closer to and converging on the ques-
tion of power. Do we agree on the fact 
that the current situation obliges us to 
pose the question – in the appropriate 
forms – of a working-class government?  
And through that, are we right to pose 
the question of transitional forms of or-
ganisation? This is what the Interna-
tional Workers’ Committee set up at the 
Mumbai World Conference (2016) was 
all about; its full title being the Interna-
tional Workers’ Committee Against War 
and Exploitation, For a Workers’ Inter-
national. Of course, this is an algebraic 
formula. We ourselves believe that the 
programme of a revolutionary Interna-
tional should be the Programme of the 
Fourth International.  
But we also know that there are very 
many working-class activists, currents, 
groups and organisations that are rais-
ing the issue of the political independ-
ence of the working class, and in a cer-
tain way are raising the issue of the 
working-class party and Workers’ Inter-
national, without necessarily sharing 
our principles. Are we linking up with 
them in the appropriate forms, without 
ever abandoning the Programme or the 

independence of the Fourth Interna-
tional?  
If we agree on all that, then we will 
know how to draw the practical and or-
ganisational conclusions, both for each 
of our sections and for the decisions we 
must take on the second point of the 
agenda of this conference, i.e. the form 
of the OCRFI’s Steering Committee that 
corresponds to the stage we are at in 
the fight for the reconstitution of the 
Fourth International. Certainly not in 
the final stage, but perhaps at the stage 
of taking a step forward. But this step 
forward cannot be measured solely by 
an agreement on a form of interna-
tional organisation. It is a step forward 
which must be verified both through 
agreement between us on the various 
questions raised here, on the practical 
implementation of those principles in 
each of our countries, and – with that as 
our starting point – through agreement 
on the conclusions we draw at the inter-
national level. 
 

 

________________ 
(1) “In the development of productive forces 
there comes a stage when productive forces 
and means of intercourse are brought into 
being, which, under the existing relation-
ships, only cause mischief, and are no longer 
productive but destructive forces (machinery 
and money)”. (Karl Marx and Friedrich En-
gels, The German Ideology, Part 1, Section D) 

(2) The economic criteria set out in the 
Maastricht Treaty, the founding treaty of 
the European Union signed in 1992. 

(3) “(…) the rejection of the policy of the 
united front creates insurmountable obsta-
cles to working in the trade unions, since 
each trade union is, by its very nature, the 
arena of an ongoing united front of revolu-
tionary parties with reformist and non-party 
masses.” (Leon Trotsky, “The Trade Unions 
in Britain”, September 1933) 

(4) Leon Trotsky, “Not a Workers’ and Not a 
Bourgeois State?” November 1937. This ar-
ticle appears in some editions of In Defence 
of Marxism published around the world, but 
not in the most popular English edition, pub-
lished by Pathfinder Press. 

(5) Translator’s note: Two of France’s main 
trade union confederations are the CGT and 
Force ouvrière. Since the former is tradition-
ally linked to the Communist Party and the 
latter to the Socialist Party, their apparat-
uses tend to be referred to as “Stalinist” and 
“reformist” respectively.  

 

 

 

France, 28 November: Hundreds of thousands protest for the withdrawal of 
Macron’s Global Security Law 
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THIRD INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE OF THE OCRFI  

 

Some elements of the discussion  

in the International Conference 
 

 
ESPITE THE DIFFICULT conditions 
of this conference, which the 
circumstances obliged us to 

hold as a videoconference, several com-
rades from among the 100 delegates 
and guests spoke on the two items that 
were on the agenda. More than 60 
amendments to the draft Alarm Mani-
festo were submitted, discussed and ei-
ther retained or set aside, before the fi-
nal version was adopted by the confer-
ence. Although we are unable to give a 
full account of the rich discussion, we 
offer our readers some aspects of the 
discussion (under the responsibility of 
the writer of this article).  

Contradictory processes  
that are closely interlinked 

Taking the situations in their own coun-
tries as their starting-point, several 
comrades gave illustrations of the cen-
tral fact stated in the Alarm Manifesto: 
on the one hand, the absolute dead-end 
of the capitalist system, acting as a fac-
tor of barbarism; and on the other 
hand, the resistance of the masses all 
around the world, which is closely inter-
linked with this process.  
One comrade pointed out: “The pan-
demic did not invent the world unity of 
the class struggle, but it has revealed 
that world unity to the broadest 
masses.” Barbarism indeed: in Aza-
nia/South Africa, with the pandemic 
the ANC-Communist Party government 
imposed a total lockdown of the Black 
population in the townships and used 
repression against those who – driven 
by hunger – went out in search of food 
and water.  
More barbarism, with an increase in 
wars and processes of breaking up na-
tions, combined with a growth of ter-
rorist groups and occupation by foreign 
forces of regions like the Sahel, as re-
ported by the comrades from Benin, 

who also reported on repression “di-
rected against trade unionists in the 
healthcare sector, who are being perse-
cuted by the government quite simply 
because they told the truth and chal-
lenged the policy on health”.  
Repression and the march towards a 
“strong state” is a general tendency, 
like in Togo, where, as one comrade re-
counted, “all protest is banned.”  
In Haiti, “the country is experiencing a 
protest movement not seen since the 
people’s riots in July 2018 against the ol-
igarchy, which is still enriching itself by 
exploiting and oppressing the working 
class, small farmers and craftspeople 
even more; every social layer is living in 
extremely hard, distressing and devas-
tating conditions.” 
An activist from Palestine pointed out 
during the Conference, which took 
place just after the US presidential elec-
tion, that “it might seem strange to say 
this, but the situation of the Palestinian 
people may get worse with Biden’s vic-
tory, compared to what our people have 
suffered with Trump”, referring to the 
fact that the number of Israeli settlers 
tripled under the Democrat administra-
tions of Clinton and Obama.  
The comrades from Switzerland re-
minded us that processes of the capital-
ist class attacking the working class are 
underway everywhere. At a time when 
Geneva is one of Europe’s hardest-hit 
cities in the pandemic, the Swiss bank-
ing group UBS has announced record 
profits, in the same way that massive 
wealth has been accumulated by the 
capitalist class around the world in re-
cent months. 

An overall movement of re-
sistance by the working class 

But all of these processes are closely in-
terlinked with revolutionary outbursts 
and elements of resistance in the class 

struggle which constitute an overall 
movement.  
A comrade from Peru pointed out that 
the last few months have also been 
marked by “two major defeats for impe-
rialism in Latin America, expressed at 
the electoral level: the referendum vote 
in favour of a new Constitution in Chile, 
and the victory of Morales’s party in Bo-
livia, one year after the coup d’état that 
drove him from power.”  

An activist from China who was partici-
pating as a guest explained that “on the 
surface, China may look stable to you. 
The voice of the people is indeed silent. 
We thank you for your solidarity in re-
sponse to the repression being used 
against us. But you should know that 
below the surface, the ocean is moving. 
A strike by food delivery workers took 
place just recently in several big cities. 
Their working conditions are terrible. 
They are treated as self-employed, 
when in fact they are employees. Noting 
that the mobilisation has spread, one 
commentator here has stated: “In an-
other era, they would be a fertile ground 
for recruitment to an underground 
Communist Party.”  

In Algeria, the comrades noted that “in 
some regions, existing popular commit-
tees or ones set up for the occasion have 
taken over the task of organising health 
safety, in view of the insufficient re-
sources supplied by the government: 
masks, testing kits, medication, etc…  

In October, there was a long list of 
struggles. In Bejaia, the struggle by the 
Numilog logistics workers entered its 
third month of strike action against be-
ing sacked by the management of the 
company – which belongs to an im-
portant oligarch – for setting up a trade 
union branch of the General Union of Al-
gerian Workers (UGTA).  

Some 20,000 workers showed their soli-
darity with the strikers in a protest 

D 
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march in late September, called by the 
union at the provincial level. The na-
tional leadership of the union confeder-
ation kept silent. In the wake of this ac-
tion, a strike began in another enter-
prise following the death of two work-
ers. Strike action also continued in six 
other enterprises in the city. Dozens of 
town halls and city halls were blocked 
by municipal workers striking for wages 
and by hundreds of citizens protesting 
about their housing conditions.”  

Similar processes of the class struggle 
were also described by the comrades in 
India (see the Editorial notes in this is-
sue) and Pakistan: “the continuous at-
tacks have unleashed a new wave of 
protests and strikes: private sector and 
public sector workers, government em-
ployees, railworkers, brickyard workers, 
working women, teachers, lawyers and 
doctors are all taking to the streets 
against the imperialist policies, boldly 
criticising the capitalist government. 
These struggles mark the waking of a gi-
ant: the working class”.  

The comrades from Afghanistan re-
minded us that “the working class, al-
lied with all of the oppressed, is the only 
social force capable of overthrowing 
capitalism, to seize power in order to 
break its chains and impose a radical 
transformation that will bring prosper-
ity to all, whatever the colour of their 
skin, their gender of their nationality.” 

The 1,001 faces  
of the “Sacred Union in practice” 

Several comrades revisited the issues in 
the labour movement both internation-
ally and in each country, and in particu-
lar the “Sacred Union in practice” 
reached between the highest levels of 
the apparatuses and the capitalist gov-
ernments. It was striking to note the 
similarity of the issues described by del-
egates from several imperialist coun-
tries.  
In Germany, the programme for bailing 
out the bosses and bankers in the 
amount of 1.2 trillion euros was ap-
proved by the Bundestag on 25 March, 
not only by the members of the German 
Social Democratic Party (SPD), which is 
part of Merkel’s Grand Coalition gov-
ernment, but also by the parliamentary 
members of Die Linke (1), which claims 
to be “to the left” of the government.  
In Belgium, “a new government has 
been formed to break up the working 

class’s gains (the Social Security system, 
social legislation). It wants to push re-
gionalisation even further. In order to 
do this, it wants to co-opt the trade un-
ions into the process. This government 
includes ministers from the Socialist 
Party, associating with the right-wing 
parties.”  
In Canada, “the federal government has 
granted more than C$100 billion to cap-
italist businesses to fund lay-offs and 
job-cuts. This policy is being imple-
mented by a Liberal Party government, 
but the programme was approved in the 
House of Commons by all of the parties, 
including the New Democratic Party 
(NDP, which represents the trade union 
movement in Parliament). And on two 
occasions, the NDP has saved the fed-
eral government with its vote on two 
motions of no confidence.”  
In Greece, “the right-wing government 
reached an agreement with the former 
head of the “left-wing” government, 
Alexis Tsipras, to appoint a “consensus” 
Health Minister, at a time when the sit-
uation in Greece’s hospitals is dramatic, 
like everywhere else.”  
This policy is not just the prerogative of 
the imperialist countries; it is also being 
expressed in countries dominated by 
imperialism, like Bolsonaro’s Brazil. 
There, a delegate explained, “this week, 
the Workers’ Party leader in the Senate 
made sure a bill was passed – with Bol-
sonaro’s approval – which legalises the 
fact that the Central Bank compensates 
banks that make voluntary deposits 
with the Central Bank itself every day.” 

Resistance  
to the Sacred Union 
inside the working-class  
organisations 
But the “Sacred Union in practice” is 
coming up against resistance by the 
workers, but also growing resistance by 
activists and cadres at the intermediate 
levels of the organisations which the 
working class has built; and as the 
Alarm Manifesto emphasises, we do not 
confuse those organisations with the 
apparatuses that lead them.  
Thus, as a delegate from Britain ex-
plained, the policy of the highest levels 
of the Labour Party and the Trades U-
nion Congress (TUC) (national union 
centre) of supporting the right-wing go-
vernment is being met with an increa-
singly openly-stated rejection by thou-

sands of labour activists and trade un-
ion representatives, including within 
leading trade union bodies.  
In the Republic of Korea, a delegate 
pointed out that at a time when several 
labour mobilisations were developing, 
including among workers in the most in-
secure categories, the leadership of the 
historic trade union centre, the KCTU, 
which was trying to reach a tripartite 
agreement (between the unions, 
bosses and government), was outvoted 
by most of the cadres and activists in a 
general delegates’ meeting on 23 July 
2020.  
A comrade from Portugal pointed out 
that in particular forms, “the Sacred Un-
ion in Portugal is a Socialist Party gov-
ernment that has signed parliamentary 
agreements with the Communist Party 
and the Left Bloc on the basis of strict 
respect for the treaties and require-
ments of the European Union, under the 
auspices of the right-wing President of 
the Republic. This Sacred Union, set 
down in black and white, has inevitably 
led the Left Bloc leadership in particular 
towards a policy which is so openly 
counter-revolutionary that whole sec-
tions of the party have risen in revolt”. 
This has led to the strengthening of an 
opposition grouping within the party, 
which in turn has led “for the first time 
in five years, the Left Bloc leadership be-
ing forced to vote against the draft 2021 
budget, although new acts of capitula-
tion are being prepared.” 

The newspaper,  
the crucial factor of organisation 
for building  
the revolutionary party 

And precisely for this reason, a comrade 
from Morocco emphasised, the task of 
the Fourth International and of the 
Third International Conference of the 
OCRFI is to take a step forward in “over-
coming the contradiction between the 
maturity of the objective conditions of 
the revolution and the non-maturity of 
the proletariat and its vanguard”, 
through building sections of the Fourth 
International geared towards the fight 
for independent working-class parties.  
Despite the difficult objective condi-
tions in Morocco, this poses the per-
spective “which recently led us to set up 
an editorial committee in order to 
launch a legal newspaper”, a tool for 
helping to formulate a united front po- 
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licy, “to call for working-class unity, for 
the unity of the country’s two main 
trade union confederations, the UMT 
and the CDT, from top to bottom and 
from the bottom to the top, in order to 
fight back against the job-cuts and the 
government’s attacks”. And at the same 
time, to open the perspective of “build-
ing an independent working-class party, 
something that remains impossible 
without the publication of a regular, le-
gal national newspaper”. 
Our comrades from Burundi, which is 
located in a region of Africa marked by 
imperialist wars and disintegration, 
were able to report on the continuity of 
the publication of “our very modest 
monthly newsletter, Tribune Libre des 
Travailleurs [Workers’ Free Tribune] 
(the organ of the Party of the Workers 
and Democracy (PTD), in which the com-
rades are active), which expresses the 
preoccupations of the workers and 
youth.” 
“We are using this same method to 
build the French section and work to-
wards the reconstitution of the Fourth 
International”, a comrade from France 
pointed out, just after a successful rally 
by the Democratic Independent Work-
ers Party (POID, in which the Trotskyist 
militant activists are active).  
“Our main tool is La Tribune des travail-
leurs [Workers’ Tribune]. We devote 
most of our time to it. Every day, we link 
up with each other through the newspa-
per: putting it together, selling it, criti-
cising it, improving it. Is there a strike 
just starting?  
We propose an article. Is there a reac-
tion from a labour activist? We propose 
that they enter into a debate via the 
newspaper. There are even whole edito-
rials that consist of answering questions 
and responding to criticism. It is both 
our collective organiser and our political 
passport for recruiting to the party. 
Right now, public paper sales are 
banned, so comrades are inventing new 
ways of selling it. They take copies with 
them when they go to collect their kids 
from school, when they go shopping, 
when they go to work.” 

Progress and steps forward 

Progress and steps forward were made 
in this Conference. On the basis of the 
progress made over several months, 
notably with the publication of The Or-
ganizer Weekly Newsletter, the com-
rades from the United States were able 

to strengthen and refine the formula-
tions in the Alarm Manifesto regarding 
the dialectical relationship between the 
fight for the trade union movement to 
break with the Democratic Party and for 
a Labor Party (a working-class party 
based on the trade unions), and the 
fight for an independent Black party, 
based on the Marxist position regarding 
the particular national oppression of 
the Black population of the United 
States, and recognition of the Black 
population’s right to self-determina-
tion. 
In Italy, starting from “the contradictory 
and dialectical situation of the working 
class”, which is still marked by the wave 
of spontaneous strikes in March in the 
big factories in the north of the country, 
which forced the apparatus leaders to 
support a strike which they did not want 
from the start, the comrades referred 
to the founding conference in October 
of the Internationalist Socialist Organi-
sation (OSI), Italian section of the OC-
RFI, passing “from a group to an organ-
isation – the result of lengthy construc-
tion work over several years which laid 
the foundations for constituting a genu-
ine section, first of all by intervening in 
the class struggle, on the battlefield of 
concrete labour struggles, notably in 
the schools sector.” An organisation 
that was able to constitute itself 
“around our newspaper, Tribuna Libera, 
which we publish regularly every month, 
which seeks to have a dialogue with the 
workers, which is a newspaper on the 
line of the transitional method”, and 
which poses “the issues of building a 
genuine workers’ party, and therefore 
poses the question of power for opening 
up a solution, for socialism.” 
A comrade from Hungary indicated 
that, in a very modest way, “we are con-
tinuing our groundwork around our 
small newsletter, and the number of 
sympathisers has grown”.  
In Mexico also, where a national confer-
ence of the Internationalist Communist 
League (LCI) that met in the week be-
fore the international conference was 
able to discuss the progress made and 
difficulties encountered in building the 
section. This relied especially on the 
progress made in youth work in Mexico 
– as in several other countries – through 
the initiatives of the International Alli-
ance of Youth for Socialism (IAYS/AIJS), 
which was set up in late August 2019 at 
an international youth camp of the 

Fourth International that brought to-
gether young people from 16 countries. 
As a Mexican comrade explained: “for 
us, presenting ourselves as the AIJS 
means showing the “young” face of the 
Fourth International. These are not sep-
arate things, but pieces that join to-
gether to form one single thing. This is 
important not only for giving a political 
orientation to the youth, but for the very 
process of building OCRFI sections in 
each country. 
It is important to work on training new 
cadres among the youth, to strengthen 
and support those who will provide the 
continuity of the struggle for the world 
socialist revolution, for the Fourth Inter-
national. There is favourable ground for 
building, so we need to strengthen the 
recruitment work in this sector.” 

“A year ago, we didn’t know 
about the Fourth International… 
and we were not the only ones” 

A comrade from Russia indicated: “I 
would like to stress the importance of 
co-ordinating the workers’ struggle in-
ternationally. We have a good example 
of this, with the publication of an article 
in the French comrades’ newspaper, La 
Tribune des travailleurs, on organising a 
doctor’s union in Angarsk. The doctors 
were very enthusiastic about the publi-
cation of that article. It highlighted the 
fact that they aren’t isolated in one 
country, that the struggle is interna-
tional. Another example is the cam-
paign for the release of the young activ-
ist Denis Belov, who was convicted and 
jailed (just for two weeks) on an abso-
lutely ridiculous pretext.”  

The representative of the Senegalese 
Revolutionary Studies Group explained 
that in Senegal, “our group is not even 
one year old. A year ago, we didn’t know 
about the Fourth International, and the 
problem that needs to be solved is that 
we were not the only ones! We are as-
sessing the immensity of the task of 
building an International based on the 
principles of the labour movement re-
suming the guiding thread of the fight 
for socialism.  

Our group began to be constituted 
through signing and getting endorse-
ments for the IWC’s international ap-
peal for a World Conference For a Work-
ers’ International. There is room for a 
working-class party, a party of the 
youth, women, rural workers, maritime 



16 The Internationale no. 20 – November 2020 

 
workers and urban workers. Young peo-
ple have no hope of getting even a sim-
ple job; that is the destiny of a huge ma-
jority of the youth, having to remain 
with their families, crammed into make-
shift housing.  

Then they believe that Europe is an Eldo-
rado, and set off to sea as victims of the 
people traffickers’ lies.  

Reduced to slavery in Libya, or dying in 
the Saharan desert or at sea: this is the 
kind of extreme action they are pushed 
into taking.  

Wanting to change all that will not be 
easy, but there is an urgent need to 
drive out the bourgeoisie serving the in-
terests of imperialism and to carry out a 
policy of breaking with capitalism.  

So, how do we do this? We are con-
vinced that this involves work that is 
both thankless and inspiring at the 
same time, working to build a revolu-
tionary party affiliated to the Interna-
tional. 

It also involves producing a regular 
newsletter, the first issue of which is be-
ing prepared now.  

It will be entitled Forward! in Wolof (2), 
and it will be an open forum.” 

Towards the World Conference 
Against War and Exploitation, 
for a Workers’ International in 
2021 
Because the fight for the reconstitution 
of the Fourth International is insepara-
ble from the fight to help towards re-
building the labour movement on a new 
axis: class independence. This is why 
one comrade focused on the im-
portance of the perspective of the next 
World Conference Against War and Ex-
ploitation to be held in 2021, with the 
support of the International Workers’ 
Committee Against War and Exploita-
tion, For a Workers’ International (IWC), 
on the basis of the international survey 
it has launched. And a special initiative 
aimed at working women will form part 
of this framework, as indicated by a 
comrade on the basis of the experience 
of comrades in various countries: “for 
several years, we have organised a pub-
lic meeting on International Women’s 
Day in our premises in France, bringing 
together several hundred working 
women (but also working men). This has 
become a tradition, and I know that this 
is not only the case in France, but this 

year we decided to take an extra initia-
tive on the grounds of the Fourth Inter-
national, since we organised a Marxist 
conference on the double oppression of 
women (there was a report on this con-
ference in Issue No.19-19 of The Inter-
nationale). This conference was a factor 
of clarification for the whole party. We 
situate ourselves on the ground of work-
ing-class unity, a fight that includes the 
issue of the double oppression of 
women. There was very high participa-
tion in that Marxist conference, because 
it answered a real preoccupation with 
an important discussion, which we re-
ported on in The Internationale, and the 
fact that we have embraced these issues 
has freed the initiative of comrades in 
the party.”  

A. F. 
 

____________________ 

(1) Die Linke (“The Left”, also referred to as 
the Left Party) is a party formed in 2007, 
bringing together the remnants of the Sta-
linist party that ruled East Germany up to 
1989 and a split from the SPD. 

(2) Wolof is a language of Senegal, the Gam-
bia and Mauritania, and the native language 
of the Wolof people. 
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The Alarm Manifesto  
of the Organising Committee 

for the Reconstitution of the Fourth International (OCRFI) 

To the workers, youth, labour activists around the world 
and to all those who want to put an end to capitalist exploitation 

(8-10 November 2020) 

 
ur Third Conference of the Or-
ganising Committee for the Re-
constitution of the Fourth In-

ternational (OCRFI) is being held in a 
very particular context. In the name of 
the struggle against the Covid-19 pan-
demic, governments around the world 
have taken exceptional measures mak-
ing free movement of people impossi-
ble and calling into question, in most 
countries, the freedoms of organisation 
and expression, which are the only 
weapon of the workers in their struggle 
against capitalist exploitation.  
Faced with these exceptional circum-
stances, and determined despite every-
thing to gather the forces of those who 
are fighting to reconstitute the Fourth 
International on the basis of its pro-
gramme and principles, we have con-
vened this Third OCRFI International 
Conference using new communication 
technologies.  
This conference has been prepared by a 
broad international discussion, with the 
publication of five internal international 
bulletins, with contributions by com-
rades from sixteen national organisa-
tions. At the end of three sessions of 
five hours each, fifteen hours during 
which the freest of discussion took 
place, we decided to name this Third 
OCRFI International Conference the 

“Alarm Conference”. We adopted this 
manifesto. 
 
1. The Fourth International was 
founded in 1938 on a programme 
whose basis was the following: the ob-
jective conditions for proletarian revo-
lution “have not only “ripened”, but 
have begun to rot somewhat”; but 
“without a socialist revolution, in the 
next historical period at that, the whole 
culture of humankind faces disaster.” 
The Fourth International stated in this 
programme that its founding was the 
result of great events: “the greatest de-
feats of the proletariat in history”, 
caused by the betrayal of the Social 
Democratic and Stalinist leaders: “The 
Third International, following the Sec-
ond, is dead for purposes of revolution. 
Long live the Fourth International!” 
This is because, the founding pro-
gramme continued, “The world political 
situation as a whole is chiefly character-
ised by a historical crisis of the leader-
ship of the proletariat.”  
Hence the conclusion: “It all falls to the 
proletariat, i.e. first and foremost to its 
revolutionary vanguard.” In the period 
immediately following its formation, 
the Fourth International had to face the 
onslaught of the Second World War. 
While its activists were everywhere 

struck by repression, while conditions 
of free movement of workers and activ-
ists around the world were made im-
possible, the Fourth International held a 
conference that adopted an “Alarm 
Manifesto”. In it, the Manifesto pro-
claimed that while the imperialist war 
would bring about terrible destruction, 
it would also bring about the greatest 
revolutionary upheavals. These would 
call into question the existence of the 
exploitative capitalist regime in the im-
perialist countries themselves, destabi-
lised by the war, as well as in the colo-
nial empires, where the oppressed and 
exploited masses would rise up against 
imperialist domination.  
Unlike the 1940 Emergency Confer-
ence, our 2020 Alarm Conference is be-
ing held in a context where, throughout 
the world, despite the obstacles and re-
strictions on freedoms, workers and 
peoples are rising up against imperialist 
governments and governments that are 
relaying their policies. Since the sum-
mer of 2019, in Algeria, Belarus, Chile, 
China, Guinea, India (where the youth 
movement, joined by key sectors of the 
labour movement, rose up against the 
attempt to divide the working class and 
the exploited masses by discriminating 
against Indians of the Muslim faith), In-
donesia, Iraq, Lebanon, Mali, Nigeria, 

O 
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Sudan, Thailand and United States, 
workers and youth are standing up for 
their economic demands and for politi-
cal and democratic demands. 
There is no doubt that there is calcula-
tion in the measures taken by govern-
ments – that is, how best to take ad-
vantage of the circumstances in order 
to stifle freedoms of organisation, ex-
pression and demonstration. Neverthe-
less, the continuous development of 
workers’ mobilisations is a clear indica-
tion of the resistance struggles. For im-
perialism, the time has come to unleash 
barbarism, the legitimate child of a 
failed system that can only lead human-
kind from crisis to crisis. But for the 
working class, the perspective is quite 
different: the reconstruction of society 
on other foundations, those of the ap-
propriation of the means of production 
by the working-class majority.  
The time has come to put an end to the 
failed capitalist system. The time has 
come to fight for workers’ emancipa-
tion, which demands the socialisation 
of the means of production and the 
transfer of political power to the work-
ing class taking control of the economy. 
 
2. In this context, the holding of our 
Alarm Conference takes on a special 
significance. Coming from Afghanistan, 
Algeria, Azania/South Africa, Bangla-
desh, Belarus, Belgium, Benin, Brazil, 
Burundi, Canada, China, France, Ger-
many, Greece, Haiti, Hungary, India, It-
aly, Ivory Coast, Korea, Mexico, Mo-
rocco, Pakistan, Palestine, Peru, Portu-
gal, Romania, Russia, Senegal, Serbia, 
Spain, Switzerland, Togo, Tunisia, Tur-
key, United Kingdom, United States and 
Zimbabwe, i.e. 35 countries (comrades 
from Turkey, admitted to the hospital, 
were unable to attend) – we, delegates 
representing the organisations, cur-
rents, groups and stakeholders in the 
workers’ struggle in our respective 
countries, have come together on 8-10 
November in this Alarm Conference for 
the Reconstitution of the Fourth Inter-
national.  
Many of us are members of organisa-
tions which for decades have fought for 
the programme of the Fourth Interna-
tional founded by Leon Trotsky in 1938; 
others among us are working-class ac-
tivists from other currents.  
Together we affirm that, more than 
ever, it is necessary to work for the re-
constitution of the Fourth International. 

Reconstitution based on the relevance 
today of the historical programme 
adopted at the founding conference of 
the Fourth International in 1938 and on 
the continuity of the struggle for the re-
construction of the Fourth International 
that culminated in the Reproclamation 
Conference in 1993. 
Overcoming the obstacles, we have 
given ourselves the means to conduct 
this discussion in this three-day Alarm 
Conference because we share the con-
viction that no way out, no future for 
humankind, is possible within the 
framework of maintaining this capitalist 
system based on private ownership of 
the means of production. Whatever the 
forms or illusions about a possible im-
provement or “humanisation” of the 
system, these have always been shat-
tered by the reality of a capitalist sys-
tem which knows only one law: profit 
based on the exploitation of the wage-
labour force, and which, in order to pre-
serve its profit margins, does not hesi-
tate to destroy en masse the existing 
productive forces, starting with what is 
the first of those: the productive force 
of the worker.  
Our experience in the class struggle in 
our respective countries leads us to 
consider that millions and millions of 
workers engaged in the struggle of re-
sistance are not motivated solely by the 
will to win satisfaction of their most im-
mediate demands.  
Through this struggle, the working class 
forcefully poses the need for a reorien-
tation of the course of humankind, and 
therefore a break with the capitalist sys-
tem. On this agenda is the fight for so-
cialism.  
This reorientation requires the con-
struction of genuine workers’ parties in 
forms appropriate to each country, 
workers’ parties which will only be able 
to assume the task of the seizure of 
power by the working class on the con-
dition that they adopt the proletarian 
revolutionary programme of the Fourth 
International.  
To affirm this is not to put forward an 
ultimatistic course. We know and un-
derstand that the processes of the re-
composition of the workers’ movement 
on a new axis are complex and will in-
volve the necessary organisation of 
workers and militants with roots in all 
the currents that historically have 
shaped the workers’ movement. But it 
is our duty, on the basis of the historical 

experience of the working-class move-
ment for almost two centuries – and 
armed with the experience of the First, 
Second and Third Internationals and the 
long and crisis-ridden history of the 
Fourth International itself – to affirm 
the need to endow the revolutionary 
workers’ parties – whose construction 
is indispensable – with the theoretical 
and practical tool, the tool of interven-
tion, which constitutes the concen-
trated programme of the entire experi-
ence of the workers’ movement: i.e. the 
Fourth International. This is so because 
the objective is not simply the indispen-
sable economic resistance on this or 
that demand, but the struggle for so-
cialism. 
 
3. On 24 March, while the Covid-19 
epidemic was turning into a 
catastrophic pandemic affecting all 
continents, the member organisations 
of the OCRFI adopted a statement 
entitled: “The failed capitalist system 
and the governments that serve its 
interests: they are guilty and 
responsible for the spread of the 
coronavirus pandemic!”  
In that statement, we affirmed:  
“At the time of writing, no-one can 
predict the inevitably disastrous 
outcome of the coronavirus pandemic 
that is threatening the lives of millions 
of men, women and children around the 
world. On the other hand, the 
conditions that have allowed and are 
allowing the pandemic to take on 
catastrophic proportions, the conditions 
that are allowing it to spread rapidly 
across the whole planet, these are 
known by the workers and peoples of 
the whole world. They are known 
because they are the result of all the 
political decisions taken and 
implemented for decades by the 
governments of the big capitalist 
powers, but also by the governments of 
the dominated countries on every 
continent, all of them guided only by 
championing the interests of the big 
multinationals, the big banks and 
speculation. These are political deci-
sions that flow from subordinating the 
whole of human civilisation to the law of 
capitalist profit. The political decisions 
by capitalist governments – whether 
they call themselves ‘left-wing’, 
‘progressive’ or right-wing – are dis-
mantling social welfare systems that 
the workers had won through their class 
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struggle. The political decisions by 
capitalist governments are dismantling 
and privatising public healthcare 
systems, cutting hundreds of thousands 
of medical and hospital staff jobs, as 
well as hundreds of thousands of 
hospital beds, thousands of hospitals, 
medical units and local health centres. 
The political decisions by capitalist 
governments are financially strangling 
public basic research, rendering 
scientists powerless in their research 
into emerging viruses. The political 
decisions by capitalist governments are 
allowing pharmaceutical corporations 
to accumulate enormous profits 
through production at the lowest 
possible ‘labour cost’, resulting in the 
current shortage of products as simple 
as masks, testing kits and disinfectant 
products. The political decisions by 
capitalist governments, like those of the 
United States, Britain, Germany, France 
and Canada, are organising the pillage 
of the nations of Africa, Latin America 
and Asia – pillage which, according to 
UNICEF, has resulted in 3 billion human 
beings (40 per cent of the world’s 
population) not having access to soap or 
running water, and so cannot wash 
their hands several times a day to limit 
transmission of the virus. Not to 
mention the billions of human beings 
who can only feed themselves once a 
day. To the dramatic consequences of 
those decisions can now be added the 
social consequences of the new 
financial crash, which for months was 
clearly imminent as a continuation of 
the 2008-9 crisis and the onset of which 
has been speeded by the pandemic. 
Already, this is being expressed in the 
announcement of plans for massive lay-
offs and job cuts in the automotive, 
aviation, banking, retail, garment, 
private power-loom and service sectors, 
to mention just a few.” 
 
4. Almost eight months since 24 
March, this declaration is still fully rel-
evant. Nearly eight months have 
passed. Humankind is faced with the 
second wave of the pandemic, which is 
likely to be even more devastating. Al-
ready, some capitalist governments 
(among those that have failed the most 
in the face of the crisis) are forecasting 
that a third wave could emerge after 
the second wave.  
Experts from US finance capital have al-
ready christened the period as “the 

Other Great Depression” – an explicit 
reference to the 1929-33 crisis. The 
world’s most powerful financial experts 
base this assessment primarily on the 
labour market situation in the United 
States itself. Labour-power has under-
gone an unprecedented shock. In April 
2020, 50 per cent of the total workforce 
– 80 million out of 160 million US work-
ers – were unemployed for at least two 
months. In October 2020, this unem-
ployment rate was still above 25 per 
cent. This collapse of the labour market 
is not cyclical. Most branches of indus-
try have announced plans for tens of 
thousands of permanent layoffs, in ad-
dition to the federal government’s job 
cuts (more than 1 million) and the mil-
lions of bankruptcies of small and me-
dium-sized enterprises.  
Former Treasury Secretary Lawrence 
Summers declared that the current 
pandemic is “the greatest threat to 
prosperity that the United States has 
faced since the Great Depression.” On 
the basis of studies, this political leader 
of US imperialism estimates the losses 
to the US capitalist economy from this 
first wave of Covid-19 at US$16 trillion 
so far, almost equivalent to the annual 
GDP of the world’s leading capitalist 
power. And we are still only at the be-
ginning of this pandemic. 
This is the reality in the United States 
and across the globe – not of the eco-
nomic consequences of the epidemic as 
such, but of the collapse of the capital-
ist system based on private ownership 
of the means of production. It is a col-
lapse which, having matured in the 
phase preceding the epidemic, has ac-
celerated in this situation. The mass de-
struction of industrial jobs – and more 
generally of the productive forces – in 
the world’s leading imperialist power 
obviously has its corollary in every 
country and on every continent. Ac-
cording to the International Labour Or-
ganisation (ILO), in the second quarter 
of 2020 alone, the equivalent of 400 
million full-time jobs were lost.  
Workers and companies in the “infor-
mal economy” are the most affected. 
The ILO estimates the number of work-
ers in the informal economy who have 
been significantly impacted by the clo-
sure measures at 1.6 billion (76 per cent 
of informal work worldwide), with 
young people being at the forefront. 
Wage losses for these particularly vul-
nerable workers are considerable and 

are causing a dramatic increase in the 
poverty rate. 
 
5. Throughout the world, the situation 
is marked by this mass destruction of 
the productive forces, and especially of 
the productive force of the proletariat. 
Hundreds of millions of jobs have been 
destroyed within a few months. The 
most vulnerable sectors of the working 
class are the first to be affected. Precar-
ious jobs, jobs in the so-called informal 
sector, fixed-term contracts, dead-end 
jobs helping students to survive, are 
generally being eliminated without no-
tice, without guarantees, without com-
pensation. Hundreds of millions of 
workers and their families have thus 
been thrust into absolute destitution. 
Women and young people often consti-
tute the majority of workers suddenly 
deprived of employment, just like the 
Dalits in India, the Black and Latins 
workers in the United States and dis-
criminated minorities everywhere. Be-
yond its most vulnerable, super-ex-
ploited social layers, it is the entire 
working class – including the most qual-
ified layer, workers with permanent 
contracts and job status – which is to-
day being pushed towards insecure em-
ployment.  
 
6. The profound crisis that is mani-
fested in the very heart of the United 
States, the greatest imperialist power, 
the keystone of the world capitalist 
system, is rooted in the growing re-
sistance of workers and young people in 
the United States, in the vanguard of 
which is Black Lives Matter. This move-
ment expresses the intervention on the 
political scene of the most exploited 
and oppressed layers of the working 
class: the Black working class. It brings 
to the forefront the democratic ques-
tion of effective equal rights for all citi-
zens. In so doing, it attacks the very 
foundations of the political system 
through which the capitalist class exer-
cises its rule in the United States.  
The Black population, initially enslaved 
as a means of capitalist accumulation in 
the United States, has since been kept 
within an institutional framework which 
denies them their most basic rights.  
The revolt that is rising and asserting it-
self in demonstrations in all the major 
cities, protesting against the murders 
and police brutality, is directed against 
the very institutions of the State which 
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provide the conditions for capitalist ex-
ploitation.  
The determination of Black workers and 
youth to organise to struggle, to forge 
their own organisations, is a call to all 
workers, to all the oppressed, to break 
the stranglehold of the two imperialist 
parties, the Republican Party and the 
Democratic Party, and to pave the way 
for the party of all workers, a Labor 
Party, to which the struggle for a Black 
workers’ party is linked.  
 
7. This mass destruction of the 
proletariat (destruction which also 
takes the form of undermining the 
guarantees – won through class 
struggle over two centuries – which 
have limited and thwarted exploitation) 
is accompanied at the other end of 
society by a considerable accumulation 
of wealth, a veritable explosion in 
capitalist profit. A report published last 
September indicates that the 643 
wealthiest billionaires in the US had 
already earned US$845 billion in six 
months. The world’s stock markets are 
agitated by convulsions whose origin is 
the flow of liquidity being poured out by 
central banks. Intended to “revive” the 
economy and employment, these sums 
are in fact helping the multinationals to 
restructure, in other words to axe tens 
of millions of jobs which they consider 
to be “unproductive” or insufficiently 
productive. But – and this is the 
contradiction – these mountains of 
liquidity must at all costs find the means 
to increase their value, and this despite 
the lack of recovery in consumption.  
The fundamental contradiction of the 
capitalist system in its phase of 
imperialist decay is expressed in this: on 
the one hand, the tendency towards an 
unlimited development of the 
productive forces capable of producing 
more than what humankind needs in 
order to live in decent conditions; and 
on the other hand, the drive for profit, 
which constantly involves the 
destruction of the productive forces, 
further reducing the capacity of the 
market to absorb everything it would be 
possible to produce.  
The crisis will undoubtedly remain in 
the entire history of capitalism as the 
most gigantic destruction of the 
productive forces on a global scale 
(apart from the two World Wars of the 
20th century). But at the same time, 
because profit must be made at all 

costs, burgeoning parasitic economic 
activity is experiencing a new upsurge, 
whether it is speculation, the debt 
economy, the destructive automation 
of workplaces or the arms economy. 
 
8. In the midst of the Covid-19 crisis, 
the five multinationals of the digital 
economy (Google, Amazon, Apple, 
Facebook, Microsoft) have posted 
record profits. Their market 
capitalisation is estimated today at 
US$7 trillion (which is equivalent to the 
GDP of Germany and France combined). 
As they all have virtual monopolies in 
their markets, they have benefited 
greatly from the pandemic through the 
growth in remote working and the 
digitisation of production processes. 
They are reassured by the affirmation of 
all governments that they are 
determined to continue on this path. 
They have seen their revenues increase 
by 40 per cent since the period before 
the pandemic. As for the fortunes of the 
CEOs of these groups, they are reaching 
new heights, exceeding US$500 billion.  
These monstrous records are all the 
more significant because at the same 
time the older oil, aeronautics and 
automotive sectors are collapsing. Also 
collapsing are the so-called service 
sectors, which a few years ago were 
assured that they would save jobs, and 
which today are cutting jobs by the 
millions. 
 
9. Marx’s analysis that “there comes a 
stage when productive forces are no 
longer productive but destructive 
forces” has been verified on an 
unprecedented scale – destructive 
forces at the forefront of which Marx 
placed “mechanisation and money.” 
Mechanisation, which itself replaced 
living labour (human labour, producing 
surplus-value) with dead labour (the 
machine that transfers part of its value 
without itself creating new value), has 
given way to a “super-mechanisation” 
that fulfils the same function, on a scale 
a million times greater.  
As with all technical and scientific 
progress, one could imagine that, freed 
from the diktat of production with the 
sole aim of profit and put at the service 
of a harmonious development of 
productive forces, the new techno-
logies would put an end to the physical 
and moral debasement of the worker, 
and would allow a reduction in 

necessary working time for everyone 
and free up time for self-fulfilment and 
leisure. But in this capitalist society, the 
illusion that the use of new 
technologies improves the lot of the 
working class is fatal. The reality is the 
opposite: The digital economy acts 
mainly as a mass destructive force of 
human labour. Hundreds of millions of 
jobs are being destroyed or threatened 
and the collective guarantees won 
though struggle by the working class are 
being destroyed on the altar of remote 
working, individualisation, outsourcing, 
contract-work and self-employment. 
All of the most basic human needs are 
subjected to this profit-making logic. 
Thus, the fierce struggle over who will 
first develop vaccines is not a struggle 
over who will save the human race from 
the pandemic; it is a struggle over 
whether or not to establish the 
hegemony of the main imperialist 
powers. It is a struggle between states, 
between multinationals whose only 
drivers are not the rescue of humankind 
but the monopolisation of new paths of 
profit. 
The same is true of the debt. According 
to a projection by the Standard & Poor’s 
rating agency, global debt on a world 
scale (public debt, personal debt, 
corporate debt) increased by 10 per 
cent in 2020 alone. It has now reached 
the astronomical total of US$200 
trillion, or more than two and a half 
years of the world’s GDP from the 
production of goods. The capitalist 
leaders are manufacturing this debt of a 
magnitude unprecedented in history by 
flooding the markets with trillions of 
fictitious dollars. In the immediate 
period, it is intended to inflate 
speculation. But beyond that, if the 
capitalist regime is not brought down 
first, it will be used for decades to crush 
the working classes, to dismantle all of 
their collective rights and to increase 
pressures on dominated nations. 
The fabric of the world debt can only 
last on the basis of the hegemonic 
military might of US imperialism. The 
debt is also a driving force of the arms 
economy, another destructive force. In 
October 2020, a NATO press release 
reported on the increase in military 
spending by the 30 countries that make 
up this alliance, led by the United 
States. In the midst of the recession, 
military spending has increased by an 
average of 4.3 per cent in NATO 
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countries. Together they now spend 
more than US$1 trillion. The goal (which 
once seemed difficult to reach) of 2 per 
cent of GDP committed to military 
expenditures by each NATO country is 
now exceeded in the United States, 
Greece, the United Kingdom, Estonia, 
Lithuania, Latvia, and France. This is not 
only because of the contraction of GDP, 
but also because of the absolute 
increase in arms spending.  
This widespread growth of the arms 
budgets is also related to the role of the 
parasitic flywheel of a bankrupt 
capitalist economy. The arms industry, 
the destructive force par excellence, 
must also be understood in relation to 
the increasing number of wars that are 
dislocating and dismembering nation-
states. 
The nation-state was constituted by the 
bourgeoisie in its ascendant phase, as a 
framework for the development of 
productive forces and the conquest of 
the world market. Decayed imperialism 
challenges the existence of nations, 
pushing for a policy of dislocation and 
dismemberment. This takes on various 
forms as, for example, in the Sahel 
region, the coalescence of terrorist 
groups and imperialist military inter-
ventions (France in particular). As for 
the Palestinian people, they are still 
denied the right to nationhood.  
The banner of the struggle for the sov-
ereignty of nations has definitively 
passed into the hands of the proletariat.  
The multiplication of armed conflicts 
prepares the possibility of wars at an-
other level. The workers do not forget 
that in 1945, US imperialism did not 
hesitate to destroy Hiroshima and Na-
gasaki with nuclear bombs, in order to 
assert its preponderant position glob-
ally. Today, regardless of the risks to the 
stability of capitalist domination, re-
course to widespread war may at some 
point be put forward as the only way to 
attempt to impose a solution to the cri-
sis that is strangling the capitalist sys-
tem.  
 
10. Another sign of capitalist barba-
rism can be seen almost daily, with the 
tens of millions of men, women and 
children thrown onto the roads to ex-
ile, their nations destroyed by the rav-
ages of imperialist-fomented wars, or 
IMF-World Bank “structural adjustment 
plans” and corporate “free trade” poli-
cies. The images are blood-curdling: 

tens of thousands of people from across 
Africa drowned in the Mediterranean; 
Rohingyas massacred and driven from 
their land; youth and workers jailed at 
the border between Mexico and the 
United States, with hundreds of their 
children held in cages, separated from 
their families; countless refugees from 
Syria and the Middle East held behind 
barbed-wire fences in Europe. The 
United Nations reports close to 80 mil-
lion people around the world forced to 
flee from their homes, while the global 
refugee population has more than dou-
bled in the past decade.  
 
11. On another level, similar threats 
are piling up with regard to the 
relationship between humankind and 
its environment. We, gathered in the 
Alarm Conference, fully support the 
founding document of the International 
Youth Alliance for Socialism (September 
2019), when it states that “socialism is 
not a utopia, it is quite simply the only 
possible way to protect humankind and 
its environment, and to once again open 
up the path to progress.” The survival of 
the capitalist system has unleashed 
destructive consequences in countless 
domains. The very existence of 
humankind is threatened, and there-
fore, inevitably, humankind’s environ-
ment is threatened. These two 
questions are inextricably linked. 
We reject any attempt to regard the 
threat to the environment as something 
unto itself, something separate from 
the forces that are destroying human-
kind, beginning with the destruction of 
human labour-power. Such separation 
leads inevitably to such phenomena as 
the “degrowth” movement, which 
blames “industrial society” and “over-
consumption” – not capitalism – for the 
destruction of humankind’s environ-
ment.  
This position leads, in the name of the 
fight against global warming, to the Sa-
cred Union with the capitalist class, the 
very force responsible for the prolifera-
tion of the forces that are destroying 
humankind and nature. 
The system based on private ownership 
of the means of production is organised 
on one fundamental inviolable princi-
ple: the inalienable right to realise profit 
by exploiting both the workers’ labour-
power and nature. This logic is only con-
cerned with short-term interest. The to-
tally anarchic unleashing of capitalist 

production has produced heinous con-
sequences at the environmental level. 
From neighbourhoods in big cities of 
Latin America, where people are living 
among piles of toxic refuse; to the dis-
aster at the Bhopal chemical factory in 
India; to the contamination of the water 
supply in Flint, Michigan in the United 
States; to the destruction of the Ama-
zon and other essential rainforests, 
which are key to preserving the ozone 
layer – all this expresses the fact that 
the only thing that matters is short-
term profit. 
Yet it is possible to imagine a society ca-
pable of taking into account not only 
humankind’s short-term needs, but also 
its historical, long-term needs. Such a 
society cannot be based on the drive for 
profit for the few; it must be based on 
the quest to meet human needs and de-
velop humankind in a totally different, 
harmonious, relationship with its envi-
ronment. This requires putting an end 
to the system of private ownership of 
the means of production. It requires 
putting the socialisation of the means of 
production, their collective ownership, 
on the agenda – and this poses the need 
for a government by the working class, 
by workers’ councils. It poses the need 
for a working-class revolution overturn-
ing the system based on exploitation. 
 
12. While they are undergoing dreadful 
attacks on their living conditions, 
threatened in their bodies and their 
very lives, workers are coming up 
against the anti-democratic measures 
against freedom of speech and the 
freedom to organise that are being 
taken by governments using the 
pandemic as an excuse. Their 
mobilisations have been repressed 
most brutally, whether in Algeria, 
Belarus, Russia, Mali, China and Hong 
Kong or in Catalonia in the Spanish 
State. And also, in a dramatic way, in the 
United States with the near-civil war 
situation encouraged by finance capital 
against the uprising of workers and 
youth protesting the murder of Black 
people targeted by institutional racism. 
This use of police and judiciary 
repression has also been spreading in a 
large number of imperialist countries 
said to be democratic. In a very large 
number of political regimes submitted 
to imperialism, the general trend is 
increasingly veering towards anti-
democratic, semi-dictatorial (falling 
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little short of totally dictatorial) 
measures. Everywhere these measures 
are linked to laws undermining the 
restrictions to unfettered exploitation 
which workers have imposed through 
many decades-long struggles. Every-
where, the laws that protect workers 
are being threatened or cancelled or 
made void through generalised 
deregulation. Thus, to give just a single 
example: in India, the Modi government 
has taken advantage of the situation 
created by the epidemic to make the 
laws and rules opposing lay-offs 
obsolete. 
 
13. On a different level, the recent 
months have been marked by the 
attempts by US imperialism and the 
State of Israel to finish off the 
Palestinian revolution once and for all 
in the name of the Trump-Netanyahu 
“Deal of the Century”, with the now-
open complicity of the reactionary Arab 
regimes. Paradoxically, this determi-
nation to expel the Palestinian people 
from their lands, down to the last man 
and woman, has dissolved the 
smokescreen of the so-called “two-
state solution”, which actually makes 
the prospect of a single secular and 
democratic state the only possible 
solution. 
 
14. But the fact is that the frightful acts 
of destruction and ravages which 
governments have imposed using the 
excuse of the pandemic are merely 
fanning the fires of revolt against 
existing governments. In recent 
months, such fires have erupted around 
the planet – from the protests against 
the murder of George Floyd and 
institutional racism in the United States, 
to the mass demonstrations in Belarus, 
to the marches in the Russian far-East, 
to the workers’ strikes in Brazil, to the 
Hirak in Algeria, to the strikes in the 
United States and in France, to the 
uprising in Lebanon, etc. 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. 
On the one hand, the failure of 
capitalism is plain for all to see. On the 
other hand, millions of workers and 

youth are every day becoming aware 
that what is at stake is the capitalist 
system itself. So, millions and millions 
feel encouraged, driven by the 
circumstances, to push ever-wider the 
resistance struggle against the blows 
they receive. It is this contradiction that 
undermines the governments’ situa-
tion. They have to both deal the most 
destructive of blows and avoid the 
major political destabilisation through 
which the masses will seek to 
overthrow them. The slogans “Govern-
ment out!”, “Down with the system!”, 
“They must go, all of them!” which were 
chanted in August in Beirut are finally 
making their way across the whole 
planet. They are becoming especially 
part of the deep-seated crisis that 
challenges the most powerful imperia-
lism, the United States. They are visible 
in the increased fragmentation of 
Europe; all European imperialist 
regimes, in a critical situation, are 
confronted with new contradictions 
between one another and in their 
relation to US imperialism.  
Across the globe, the capitalist system is 
wobbling on its foundations, caught 
between the anvil of its own decaying 
crisis and the hammer blows of the 
movement of the masses. This is why 
everything must be done, both from the 
point of view of imperialist govern-
ments and their direct supporters, as 
well as from the point of view of the 
apparatuses rooted in the old working-
class organisations, to conceal that 
what is going on is a class war. They have 
to try to give substance to the idea that 
the pandemic is a sort of natural 
disaster which one and all, bosses and 
workers, rich and poor have to face on 
an equal footing and that, conse-
quently, we have to join hands to 
support the emergency programmes 
that are showering thousands of billions 
on the capitalists to find the solution. 
This is the justification put forward by 
the majority of the leading apparatuses 
of working-class organisations to justify 
their rallying to a Sacred Union. And this 
also includes the renegades of the 
Fourth International who broke with it 
during the 2015 crisis and who, within 
the space of a few months, openly gave 
their support to the corrupt, Bona-
partist regimes lambasted by the 
masses (Bouteflika in Algeria as well as 
the Francoist monarchy against the 
Catalonian Republic), and who in 

practice gave their support to candidate 
Biden and to the Democratic Party in 
the United States, or who, in France, 
backed the joint implementation 
between the government and some 
union apparatuses of destructive 
attacks against the workers. 
 
15. Helping the working class find the 
path toward its emancipation requires 
fighting the Sacred Union. In the 24 
March statement, we wrote: “So, 
despite their resounding declarations 
and their current promises, all of the 
capitalist governments are guilty and 
responsible for the barbarism that is 
being revealed by the pandemic. In 
these conditions, is it not shameful to 
see the leaders of the political 
organisations that speak in the workers’ 
name rally round in a Sacred Union with 
the capitalist governments in several 
countries around the world? Is it not 
shameful to see parties that speak in the 
workers’ name support the existing 
capitalist governments, precisely at a 
time when the latter are passing ‘state 
of emergency’ measures in the various 
parliaments, measures that are 
extending the capitalist governments’ 
offensive against social gains and 
democratic rights? Although they know 
that health measures for slowing down 
the pandemic are necessary, never-
theless the workers do not conclude 
from this that they must fall into the 
trap that is being set for them in the 
form of a Sacred Union with the 
exploiters and their governments. The 
workers are entitled to demand of every 
organisation that speaks in their name 
that it immediately breaks with the 
Sacred Union which their leaders have 
established with the capitalist govern-
ments”. 
Nothing that is going on today would be 
possible outside of this Sacred Union, 
which in practice has been sealed 
internationally and in each country. The 
2020 Sacred Union does not always take 
the same forms as the one struck in 
1914-18 (though it sometimes does). It 
does not necessarily imply participating 
in imperialist governments (though this 
is the case in many countries). The 
Sacred Union, agreed to in practice 
today by the leaders of the official 
working-class movement in the 
majority of countries, is based on their 
submitting to the system of private 
ownership of the means of production. 
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But, the root-cause of the major crisis 
affecting humankind is precisely this 
system. The fact that the leaders of the 
working-class movement accept to 
recognise its power creates the 
framework in which devastating policies 
can be implemented. 
Are we exaggerating? In every part of 
the globe, the leaders of the major 
parties claiming to speak, more or less, 
on behalf of the workers have 
supported the programmes for bailing 
out capital and the banks. On 19 March 
in France, the Socialist Party and 
Communist Party members of the 
National Assembly voted unanimously 
in favour the programme proposed by 
Macron that awards 343 billion euros 
(since increased to 560 billion!) to the 
banks and the capitalists. In Britain, the 
Labour Party Members of Parliament –
 including the party’s left-wing –
 actively participated in the consensus 
for approving a similar “recovery plan” 
without even a vote in Parliament. In 
addition, the leadership of the Trade 
Unions Congress (TUC) – with the 
blessing of the Labour leadership – 
proposed to the Conservative 
government to set up a “National 
Recovery Council” that has only one 
purpose: to put the trade unions under 
the yoke of the employers and the 
government. In Germany, the SPD 
leadership has long been mired in the 
“Grand Coalition” with the bourgeois 
parties. In the Spanish State, it is the 
government of the “Socialist Party” 
PSOE, together with Podemos and what 
is left of the Communist Party, who are 
at the helm of the state, from where 
they are rescuing the capitalists at the 
expense of workers. This is true as well 
in Portugal, under the leadership of an 
SP government which has declared a 
state of emergency and banned strikes 
in the name of fighting the pandemic. 
And what can be said, in Brazil, of the 
vote of the Workers Party (PT), the 
Communist Party of Brazil and the PSOL, 
which supported the Bolsonaro-
Mourao government measures freezing 
the wages of public-sector workers, 
lowering the wages of private-sector 
workers and offering 1,200 billion reais 
to the banks and capitalists? Quite a 
number of other such examples could 
be given.  
 
16. It is up to those wishing to remain 
faithful to the historic fight of the 

working class to put forth, in each and 
every circumstance, the perspective of 
socialism, therefore of the workers’ 
government which will achieve the 
socialisation of the means of pro-
duction. Such a perspective, if it is to 
ensure the future of humankind, must 
incorporate an immediate emergency 
plan to safeguard the working masses. 
The proletarian revolutionaries are the 
only ones capable of raising this issue in 
its entire dimension. For instance, such 
a plan based on the needs of 
humankind and not on profit, 
necessarily raises the question of 
banning layoffs and job-cuts, 
underscoring the principle that the 
economy must be based on 
safeguarding each and every job. This is 
the time to put forward the slogan of 
the Transitional Programme, “Available 
work should be distributed among all 
available workers, and the working 
week determined in line with this. The 
average wage of every worker remains 
the same as it was under the old 
working week”, and to do this, if 
necessary, to confiscate capitalist 
profits or even the trillions that are 
being handed out by current 
governments; it is time to raise the 
question of “nationalisation without 
repurchase or compensation” – i.e. 
expropriation. 
The period that we have entered makes 
it a necessity for those who want to 
reconstitute the Fourth International to 
implement the method of the 
Transitional Programme, starting from 
the need to reorganise the whole of 
production and society on the basis of 
the right of working people to live. The 
plan of proletarian reconstruction 
prioritises the advance of scientific 
research, freed from the demands for 
profitability and profits, and the setting-
up of a nationalised industry to produce 
vaccines (as soon as they have come 
into being), to produce face masks and 
tests, to create hospital beds, and to 
ensure the training of nurses, 
healthcare personnel and doctors as a 
national priority. Let us build hospitals 
and re-open those that have closed. Let 
us kick-start production and ensure that 
all absolutely necessary means of 
transport are made available. Let us hire 
teachers and build schools, which 
would make it possible to have small 
groups of pupils and respect social 
distancing. Now is the time to 

manufacture more and more trains 
where they have been eliminated, and 
manufacture computers so that each 
child forced by the government to learn 
online can have a computer available to 
them, etc. 
From Lebanon to the United States, 
from Belarus to France, each mass 
mobilisation hears the word “revo-
lution” ringing from the marches. In this 
way, millions are expressing their 
pressing need to overthrow the current 
regimes and break with the existing 
institutions. Many of these processes 
underline the full relevance today of the 
Marxist theory of permanent revolu-
tion: the smallest democratic demand, 
the slightest demand for the national 
sovereignty of oppressed peoples 
collides head-on with decaying 
imperialism and makes the working 
class the only social force that can take 
the lead in the fight for democracy and 
sovereignty, linking those tasks with the 
tasks of the struggle for socialism. 
There is a chasm between the 
objectively proletarian nature of many 
current revolutionary processes and the 
awareness of those who are the actors 
in those processes. This chasm 
expresses the extent to which the 
solution to the crisis of humankind 
requires the solving of the crisis of 
leadership of the working class. As is 
affirmed in the Transitional Program-
me: “overcoming the contra-diction 
between the maturity of the objective 
revolutionary conditions and the 
immaturity of the proletariat and its 
vanguard (the confusion and 
disappointment of the older generation, 
the inexperience of the younger 
generation)”. This is what is at stake in 
the fight for the reconstitution of the 
Fourth International. 
 
17. During the first weeks of the 
Second Imperialist War, Trotsky 
formulated the following prognosis in a 
document entitled “The USSR in War” 
(September 25, 1939): “If this war 
provokes, as we firmly believe, a 
proletarian revolution, it must inevitably 
lead to the overthrow of the 
bureaucracy in the USSR and regene-
ration of Soviet democracy on a far 
higher economic and cultural basis than 
in 1918. (…) If, on the contrary, it is 
conceded that the present war will 
provoke not revolution but a decline of 
the proletariat, then there remains 
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another alternative: the further decay 
of monopoly capitalism, its further 
fusion with the State and the 
replacement of democracy wherever it 
still remained by a totalitarian regime. 
The inability of the proletariat to take 
into its hands the leadership of society 
could actually lead under these 
conditions to the growth of a new 
exploiting class from the Bonapartist 
fascist bureaucracy. This would be, 
according to all indications, a regime of 
decline, signalling the eclipse of 
civilisation. An analogous result might 
occur in the event that the proletariat of 
advanced capitalist countries, having 
conquered power, should prove 
incapable of holding it and surrender it, 
as in the USSR, to a privileged 
bureaucracy. Then we would be 
compelled to acknowledge that the 
reason for the bureaucratic relapse is 
rooted not in the backwardness of the 
country and not in the imperialist 
environment but in the congenital 
incapacity of the proletariat to become 
a ruling class. Then it would be 
necessary in retrospect to establish that 
in its fundamental traits, the present 
USSR was the precursor of a new 
exploiting regime on an international 
scale.” 
Taking up this same alternative 
prognosis in a different form, Trotsky 
stated: “If, contrary to all probabilities, 
the October Revolution fails during the 
course of the present war, or 
immediately thereafter, to find its 
continuation in any of the advanced 
countries; and if, on the contrary, the 
proletariat is thrown back everywhere 
and on all fronts – then we should 
doubtlessly have to pose the question of 
revising our conception of the present 
epoch and its driving forces. In that case 
it would be a question not of slapping a 
copy-book label on the USSR or the 
Stalinist gang but of re-evaluating the 
world historical perspective for the next 
decades if not centuries: Have we 
entered the epoch of social revolution 
and socialist society, or on the contrary 
the epoch of the declining society of 
totalitarian bureaucracy?” 
This alternative prognosis obviously did 
not come true in the form in which 
Trotsky had formulated it. This question 
remained more or less pending as long 
as the fate of the USSR had not been 
settled. It reappeared with some force 
after 1989-91, when it became clear 

that despite unquestionable workers’ 
uprisings, the working class of the 
former Soviet Union had not achieved a 
political revolution, overthrowing the 
bureaucracy and restoring democracy 
to the soviets. Trotsky’s prognosis was 
not realised in the form he had 
indicated – since proletarian revolution 
did not emerge victoriously from the 
Second World War, nor did political 
revolution in the former USSR – so then, 
should one conclude that the 
perspective of proletarian revolution 
was no longer on the agenda? Was it 
necessary to conclude that the Fourth 
International no longer had a reason to 
exist? 
Trotsky’s alternative prognosis deserves 
to be revisited. But first of all, let us 
remind those who would ironically 
point out Trotsky’s error of prognosis 
what Trotsky wrote precisely about 
prognoses: “Every historical prognosis is 
always conditional, and the more 
concrete the prognosis, the more 
conditional it is. A prognosis is not a 
promissory note that can be cashed on 
a given date. Prognosis outlines only the 
definite trends of the development. But 
along with these trends a different order 
of forces and tendencies operate, which 
at a certain moment begin to 
predominate. All those who seek exact 
predictions of concrete events should 
consult the astrologists. Marxist 
prognosis aids only in orientation.” 
(“Balance Sheet of the Finnish Events”, 
25 April 1940) 
True, the first term of the alternative 
(the victory of the proletarian 
revolution right after the Second World 
War) was not realised. But one has to 
acknowledge that the second term was 
not realised either: monopolistic capital 
has not merged with the State and 
democracy has not disappeared, 
replaced by totalitarian regimes, either 
– though, at the international level, the 
elements of political democracy are 
getting increasingly thinner and 
elements of totalitarian regime are 
growing in strength in developed 
capitalist countries. In the present 
phase, a privileged bureaucracy has not 
emerged either, nor has it asserted its 
hegemony. The bureaucracy as such has 
become disjointed after 1989-91 and 
has become a galaxy of mafia-style 
gangs more or less closely linked 
together and, above all, subordinated to 
world imperialism. It is not true either 

that after the Second World War the 
proletariat was set back on every front. 
On the basis of the facts of the historic 
process as it developed, we have to 
analyse why Trotsky’s prognosis failed 
to be realised and, on the other hand, 
establish a detailed development of the 
facts and their present consequences. 
A revolutionary proletarian process 
indeed took place on the world scale at 
the end of the Second World War: 
revolutionary outbursts, the formation 
of working-class organisations and 
structures over practically the entire 
European continent, the independence 
of India opening a cycle of 
decolonisation, the victory of the 
revolutionary process in China (true, 
with a political power immediately 
confiscated by the bureaucracy 
resulting from the Stalinist apparatus, 
but which nevertheless resulted from 
the expropriation of the capitalist 
property relations in the world’s most 
densely peopled country). The 
expropriation of capital through 
bureaucratic and military means was 
equally the norm in the Eastern half of 
Europe and, in other forms, processes 
similar to China took place in North 
Korea and Vietnam. 
In the capitalist countries themselves, a 
powerful revolutionary proletarian 
wave rose up, threatening capital’s rule 
in France and in Italy. Full counter-
revolutionary co-operation between 
imperialism and the Stalinist 
bureaucracy was needed to impose 
counter-revolutionary order through 
the division of Europe and the world 
into “zones of influence”. In the 
developed capitalist countries, the 
apparatuses – and especially the 
Stalinist apparatus, bestowed with the 
prestige of the victory against Nazism 
(in which the peoples of the Soviet 
Union had played a major part) – played 
an essential role in reinstating the 
bourgeois order. But to accomplish this, 
the bourgeoisie had to pay a price; it 
had to concede sizeable gains to the 
working class. That was the price to be 
paid for re-establishing the system of 
capitalist exploitation. But, contradicto-
rily and dialectically, this considerably 
boosted the proletariat’s social and 
political clout in all developed capitalist 
countries, which made it possible for 
them to win important gains which, 
seventy years later, have not been 
dismantled, far from it (though they 
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have sustained major blows since their 
inception). The effect of this process 
was to build, thanks to workers’ gains in 
wages and other fields, a consumers’ 
market in developed countries, which 
for a certain period fostered an 
expansion of production. 
At the international level, during the 
1940s and ’50s nearly half of the world’s 
population lived in countries where the 
relations of capitalist ownership had 
been expropriated. This provided 
support to the working-class move-
ment. Contradictorily, this process also 
resulted in strengthening Stalinist 
counter-revolutionary apparatuses, and 
more generally, the counter-
revolutionary apparatuses within the 
working-class movement, which gave 
them increased strength to contain and 
push back the revolutionary tides.  
Up until the end of the 1980s, impe-
rialism jumped on each opportunity to 
reinstate capitalism in every country 
where it had been expropriated, while 
maintaining a counter-revolutionary 
alliance with the Stalinist bureaucracy 
(because this was the price to pay to 
maintain the world order against the 
working class). 
And yet, it is well known that the 
Stalinist bureaucracy, whose fate 
depended on maintaining state 
ownership in the former USSR, proved 
incapable of defending it (here, in line 
with Trotsky’s prognosis). Faced with 
the processes of political revolution in 
Hungary, Poland and Czechoslovakia, 
and with the development of an 
increasingly proletarian movement in 
the former USSR itself, it was given the 
final death-blow by the development of 
the revolutionary process in Germany 
which, in 1989, imposed the unity of the 
German working class against the 
unholy alliance reached between 
imperialism and the Stalinist bureau-
cracy.  
At the same time, because of the 
absence of a revolutionary party of the 
Fourth International fighting for the 
socialist unity of Germany, the 
apparatuses managed to contain the 
revolutionary movement of the German 
proletariat. As the proletariat imposed 
unity, imperialism and the apparatuses 
took action to fit this unity into the 
extension of private ownership of the 
means of production to all of Germany 
(instead of the extension of state 
ownership). Consequently, the dismant-

ling of state ownership and privatisation 
resulted in dreadful acts of destruction.  
And yet, it must be stated that a 
bureaucratic caste did not emerge from 
this process spreading to the whole 
world, nor that capitalism was given a 
new boost. Quite the opposite (as was 
analysed during the Reproclamation 
Conference of the Fourth International): 
it was the onset of an accelerated 
decomposition process of capitalism. 
The mafias resulting from the former 
bureaucracy heralded a generalised 
mafia-style approach within the world 
economy. A parasitic and plundering 
economy has become the norm.  
Over the last three decades, faced with 
this decomposition, class struggle has 
more than assumed the role of history’s 
driving force.  
The current social system is still the 
exploitation of labour-power, the ex-
traction of surplus-value in increasingly 
tough conditions for increasing the 
value of capital. And more than ever, 
this exploitative system is fuelling 
resistance to exploitation.  
The laws of capital are working in 
increasingly difficult conditions, which 
increasingly sheds cruder light on the 
impasse of a capitalist system without a 
future, a capitalist system leading to 
barbarism, confirming Trotsky’s pro-
gnosis. 
But barbarism is not a done deal. More 
than ever, socialism based on the 
socialisation of the means of production 
appears to be the only alternative. Less 
than ever should the ground of the 
proletariat be deserted. Those who 
caused the split in 2015 rallied to 
reformism in its worst form, the one 
that goes along with counter-reforms 
and destruction.  
They rallied around Bouteflika in 
Algeria, the Democratic Party in the 
United States, Lula in Brazil and against 
the working-class movement, they 
joined movements like the “yellow 
vests” in France.  
But the working-class movement 
continues to point to the only option 
that offers a solution in the situation. 
This means that it is crucially important 
to give the necessary help towards the 
reconstruction of the working-class 
movement on a new axis, that of class 
independence. It is the specific role of 
activists who are fighting for the Fourth 
International on the grounds of 
Marxism to contribute to it. 

18. Relations between China and the 
United States have been marked by an 
increasing escalation in the period 
preceding the emergence of the 
pandemic. The roots of this escalation 
have to do with the very nature of the 
Chinese State. The People’s Republic of 
China was born out of a revolutionary 
process which in 1949 saw the 
revolutionary overthrow of the 
bourgeoisie’s rule. Its peculiarity is that 
from the moment the bourgeoisie was 
overthrown, political power was 
confiscated by a social layer removed 
from the control of working people: the 
bureaucracy that emerged from the 
apparatus of Stalinism.  
It is indisputable that this bureaucracy, 
especially in recent decades, has 
worked systematically to open up the 
Chinese economy – which since 1949 
has been based on a monopoly of state 
ownership – to penetration by impe-
rialism, especially by the US 
multinationals.  
The specific character of state 
ownership has been expressed in the 
very way the Chinese leadership has 
dealt with the pandemic. Forced to 
mobilise the immense resources of 
state ownership, the leadership of the 
Chinese Communist Party has in fact got 
people out of hospitals in a matter of 
days (which has not been the case in 
any of the capitalist powers of Europe 
and North America). But after 
mobilising these gigantic resources 
(which was made possible by the fact 
that the bureaucracy centralises state 
power, and the state itself still 
centralises ownership of large sectors of 
the productive forces), the Chinese 
bureaucracy hastened to make the 
working class pay for the consequences. 
The viewpoint of the Chinese 
bureaucracy is that above all the 
workers should not be allowed to see 
this as an encouragement to act 
independently on their own ground. In 
no way should the Chinese working 
class be allowed to seize the 
opportunity to intervene in its own 
name. Hence the particularly brutal 
measures taken by the bureaucracy 
against the workers and youth in Hong 
Kong, aimed at terrorising not only this 
component of the Chinese population, 
but through it, all sectors of the 
proletariat.  
This is especially the case because, 
contrary to all the self-serving 
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propaganda rhetoric which for years has 
presented China as a new El Dorado of 
capitalism, the brutality of the crisis has 
caused the destruction of 200 million 
jobs in China. Hence the entirely 
contradictory aspect of this situation. 
The Chinese bureaucracy, which has 
provided cheap labour with no rights to 
multinational corporations around the 
world, has created the conditions for a 
rapid and massive concentration of 
productive forces (at the cost of 
destroying productive forces in other 
countries). As a result, it has increased 
its dependence on the world market 
and, more precisely, on US finance 
capital. When the crisis arrived, the 
mass destruction of productive forces 
was projected directly onto China, 
whose goods (unlike during the 
previous phase) were no longer 
welcome in the entire world and whose 
labour was no longer needed. China was 
impacted directly by the dislocation of 
the global economy.  
This settles the question raised 
periodically by the capitalist press: Can 
US leadership in the world economy be 
jeopardised by “Chinese competition”? 
The answer is no, not in any way. Since 
capitalism reached its highest stage, 
imperialist powers have no longer 
tolerated the development of 
autonomous industrialisation in “emer-
ging” countries, whose economies 
should henceforth be only a part of the 
world division of labour controlled by 
international imperialism. The violence 
of Trump and his administration against 
China for years testifies to the fact that 
it is not acceptable to US imperialism 
that any economic development should 
be able to take place in any country, 
especially in a country whose economy, 
resulting from the 1949 Revolution, 
rests on the social basis of the 
expropriation of capital.  
The fact is that today China, with its 350 
million to 400 million proletarians, is 
being directly affected by the world 
crisis. In the previous phase, China 
played an essential stabilising role for 
imperialism by providing it with a super-
exploitable workforce controlled by the 
bureaucratic apparatus and its arsenal 
of repression. Nevertheless, this 
complex interdependence between 
China and the US has not, at this stage, 
destroyed the social base concentrated 
in state ownership.  
China’s crisis stimulus packages are 

confronted with the fact that an 
increase in production would require a 
call-up from the world market. The 
Chinese economy is too dependent on 
the world market for a stimulus plan to 
be based primarily or even mainly on 
boosting domestic consumption. The 
export sector is an indispensable and 
major driving force for the functioning 
of the economy as a whole. In this 
context, imperialism has been making 
threats – and is led to increase their 
number – including military threats, 
against China, aimed at destroying 
obstacles to the free movement of 
goods and capital, which, for the 
moment, keep preventing the definitive 
collapse of state ownership. It is not 
tolerable for US imperialism that this 
economy of considerable dimensions 
should be controlled by anything other 
than the quest for profit, and therefore 
the needs of US imperialism itself.  
For the Fourth International, it is clear 
that US imperialism’s offensive is aimed 
at the complete dismantling of state 
ownership in China, as it did in the past 
in relation to the Soviet Union. If it 
succeeds, it will be a major blow not 
only to the Chinese proletariat, but also 
to the world proletariat. This is why the 
Fourth International stands for the 
unconditional defence of China against 
US imperialism. Unconditional means 
without any “conditions” addressed to 
the bureaucracy. In giving this support, 
there is no illusion that the bureaucracy 
will somehow be bestowed with a 
historically progressive mission.  
The resistance of the Chinese working 
class puts the demand for democracy at 
its centre. This is why the Fourth 
International, which is unconditionally 
in favour of defending state ownership 
in China, does not entrust any historical 
mission to the bureaucracy and 
considers that the surest way to 
preserve the gains of the 1949 
Revolution is the struggle through 
which the Chinese working class in all its 
components seeks to impose its right to 
self-organisation, to build its inde-
pendent organisations. It is on the 
grounds of its independence (including 
from the bureaucratic state apparatus) 
that the Chinese working class will 
preserve its gains.  
For the Fourth International, the fate of 
the Chinese people cannot be disso-
ciated from the international class 
struggle. 

19. Our OCRFI Alarm Conference is 
being held the day after the US 
presidential election. Given the pre-
eminent role of US imperialism globally, 
this election is in itself an international 
event. 
Trump’s “America First” motto has 
guided all US foreign policy. This policy 
was not aimed at setting up a “world 
order”. It intended to affirm US 
capitalist hegemony by all means and in 
all forms. To this end, Trump turned his 
back on a whole series of multilateral 
international institutions: the UN, IMF, 
WHO, ILO, etc. Biden, Trump’s successor, 
is not going to turn back the clock on the 
unflinching determination to expand 
the economic power of US finance 
capital. But it is a fact that during his 
election campaign, he said he would 
take action in this direction by restoring 
the presence of the United States in a 
number of multilateral institutions of 
the old “world order”, with the aim of 
giving a semblance of legitimacy to this 
permanent effort to expand US 
imperialism. In the same way as Biden is 
going to attempt to reinstate 
“partnership” structures aimed on the 
domestic front at co-opting trade union 
leaders and cajoling them into 
accepting the destruction of jobs and 
social services in the United States, he 
said similarly that he would renew 
international alliances – this, so as to 
provide cover for the increasing 
onslaught of imperialism on the 
workers and oppressed peoples around 
the world.  
Thus, he announced that he would re-
join the Paris Climate Agreement, that 
he would restore the role of the United 
States in NATO and re-join the Trans-Pa-
cific Partnership. He said this renewed 
display would be reactive, in order to 
restore the position of US global leader-
ship and also – he pointed out – to repel 
the growing threats “to our national se-
curity”. 
Is Biden really going to implement this 
programme? Or is he going more or less 
to keep moving on the path opened by 
Trump? The answer to that question 
will be given later in connection with 
the newly-elected President’s need to 
defend the specific interests of US capi-
talism by all necessary means. 
Palestine is one of the questions at 
stake. Trump rejected any so-called 
“two-state solution” and moved the US 
embassy to Jerusalem. He gave carte 
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blanche to increasing attacks against 
the Palestinian people by the State of Is-
rael. He incited Arab states to recognise 
the Zionist State, which is also Biden’s 
policy. Is Biden going to revive the plan 
for the so-called “two-state solution” 
while sponsoring the strangulation of 
Gaza and the expansion of Israeli settle-
ments that actually create increasingly 
smaller Bantustans and drive Palestini-
ans off their land? Or is he going more 
or less to agree to consider what Trump 
had done as a fait accompli and, for ex-
ample, abandon bringing his Jerusalem 
Embassy back to Tel Aviv? We shall soon 
know about all these issues. 
In any event, and to put it briefly, Biden 
is going to try to impose US imperialist 
hegemony by all means necessary. 
 
20. It is in these conditions that helping 
towards the reconstruction of the 
workers’ movement on an inde-
pendent axis can and must take place 
from the starting point of the 
international situation of the working 
class. The relevance of the demands of 
the Transitional Programme – starting 
from the immediate demands and 
leading inexorably to the necessity for 
the working class to take power in its 
own hands – is today more crucial than 
ever. What follows from this is the need 
to work for the reconstruction of the 
political representation of the working 
class.  
Advancing towards the reconstitution 
of the Fourth International is insepa-
rable from helping the processes 
through which different currents, 
militants, groups, and organisations 
from different countries and continents 
and from different backgrounds can be 
led to pose the problem of building 
independent workers’ parties. The 
activists who come together on the 
programme of the Fourth International 
do not pretend to dictate their views. 
They aspire to be part of this process in 
a fraternal dialogue, in common action 
within the framework of the 
International Workers Committee for 
the Workers’ International, while 
preserving their independence in 
expressing and propagating the 
positions of the Fourth International. 
The organisations of the OCRFI will 
contribute, together with activists of all 
tendencies, to carrying out the 
international survey initiated by the 
IWC in preparation for the Second 

International Conference Against War 
and Exploitation. Starting from the 
consequences of the pandemic for the 
working class and the peoples of the 
world, it will help to establish on the 
basis of facts the responsibility of the 
capitalist governments and those who 
do their bidding. 
 
21. We have demonstrated this: The 
situation is marked by the fact that in 
all countries and on all continents, the 
leadership of the organisations which 
historically have been constituted by 
the working class, parties and trade un-
ions, are committed to a Sacred Union 
with the bourgeois governments. 
Affirming this does not mean that the 
workers have given up using these in-
struments historically derived from 
their class struggle to defend their inter-
ests. Situations differ from country to 
country according to the national tradi-
tions of the class struggle. But the fact is 
that although all of them are in one way 
or another part of the Sacred Union, po-
litical parties and trade unions do not 
have the same function. The trade un-
ions generally maintain a different rela-
tionship with the working class – of 
which they constitute “the elementary 
form of the united front” (Trotsky) – 
than the political parties. Whether they 
remain organically linked to workers’ 
parties in a number of countries or not 
in others, the fact is that the power of 
the class struggle leads the workers to 
seek to reclaim “from the bottom up” 
their trade union organisations. The 
“bourgeois worker” apparatus of most 
traditional trade union organisations is 
increasingly bourgeois (i.e. subordinate 
to the state) as it rises to the top. But it 
remains more and more working class, 
i.e. linked to the demands of the work-
ing class and its movement, when you 
move “downward” toward the rank-
and-file (which does not mean that 
even at the bottom, the workers are not 
subordinated to the bourgeois appa-
ratus. Total independence in relation to 
the state and to the capitalist class is 
only possible when the unions are led 
by militant activists consciously com-
mitted to the path of proletarian revo-
lution, therefore to the programme of 
the Fourth International).  
In all countries, the movement of the 
working class seeks to reclaim the trade 
union organisations for strikes and mo-
bilisations, including political struggles. 

In many cases, it forces the leading cir-
cles not to go all the way towards cor-
poratist co-optation and integration. It 
is this movement of the working class 
that preserves the working-class char-
acter of the trade union organisations. 
This is why, more than ever, it is crucial 
to adhere to the recommendation of 
the Transitional Programme regarding 
the unions. “This inviolable rule should 
be established: capitulationist self-isola-
tion from the mass trade unions, which 
is tantamount to betraying the revolu-
tion, is incompatible with membership 
of the Fourth International.” Let us re-
call what Trotsky wrote in his last text 
before he was assassinated: “Every or-
ganisation, every party, every faction 
which permits itself an ultimatistic posi-
tion in relation to the trade union, i.e. in 
essence turns its back upon the working 
class, merely because of displeasure 
with its organisations.”  We remember 
how Trotsky dealt with this question: 
“The trade unions of France, Great Brit-
ain, the United States and other coun-
tries support completely the counter-
revolutionary politics of their bourgeoi-
sie. This does not prevent us from label-
ling them trade unions, from supporting 
their progressive steps and from de-
fending them against the bourgeoisie.” 
So a union can be both led by a counter-
revolutionary apparatus that defends 
the bourgeoisie, and at the same time 
take progressive steps which lead us to 
defend it against the bourgeoisie. This is 
not contradictory. Trotsky went on: 
“From the point of view of our pro-
gramme, the trade union should be an 
organisation of class struggle. What 
then should be our attitude to the Amer-
ican Federation of Labor (the right-wing 
American union)? At its head stand 
manifest agents of the bourgeoisie, 
upon all essential questions… they carry 
out a political line directly opposed to 
the interests of the proletariat. (...) This 
apparatus has definitely become a reac-
tionary factor. But the AFL does not be-
cause of this cease to be an organisation 
of the trade unions.” And Trotsky ex-
plained: “The class character of the 
state is determined by its relation to the 
forms of property in the means of pro-
duction. The character of a workers’ or-
ganisation such as a trade union is de-
termined by its relation to the distribu-
tion of national income.” 
In other words, the trade union which 
only defends – even if it merely 
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defends – the share of the nation’s 
income that the working class wins is a 
factor in the defence of the working 
class, even if it adapts itself completely 
to the government for the rest.  And 
Trotsky added: “The AFL leadership, in 
order not to lose their base, must within 
certain limits (obviously, these last 
concentrate the problem) lead the 
struggle of the workers for an increase –
 or at least against a diminution – of 
their share of the national income. This 
objective symptom is sufficient in all 
important cases to permit us to draw a 
line of demarcation between the most 
reactionary trade union and an 
organisation of scabs thus we are duty-
bound to carry to defend the AFL.”  
This is because the working class is 
nothing without organisation.  
In the recent period, numerous political 
currents – the same ones that are 
abandoning the struggle to end the 
capitalist system – are calling for 
abandoning all forms of organisation of 
the workers’ movement (unions and 
parties), for dissolving into informal 
movements and dismissing any class 
character. The Fourth International 
unequivocally rejects all attempts to 
deny the need to build class-based 
organisations. 
  
22. “Make room for the youth! Make 
room for the woman worker!”  
This call, issued in the concluding pages 
of the founding programme of the 
Fourth International, finds its 
translation in the activity of the 
organisations of the OCRFI. 
Defending the specific rights of women 
workers is particularly important in the 
present situation. They are the first 
victims of governmental policies. The 
situation over the last few months 
confirms this: they have been in the 
front lines during the Covid-19 crisis due 
to the jobs they hold (in the sectors of 
homecare, hospitals, large-scale 
distribution, home-care, cleaning, etc.). 
Women workers also have had to face – 
due to the lockdown decrees esta-
blished in many countries – the 
difficulties caused by distance learning 
due to the absence or under-supply of 
computers, cramped housing, etc. 
In several countries in recent years, 
initiatives have been taken by OCRFI 
organisations to combat this specific 
double exploitation and double 
oppression, thus responding to the 

concerns of working women on the 
occasion of International Women’s Day 
in Pakistan, France, the United States, 
Italy, etc. In Mexico, the campaign 
against the murder of working women 
is linked to the struggle against capitalist 
exploitation, which is at the root of this 
barbarism. 
In light of these initiatives, the 
organisations of the OCRFI decided to 
give the utmost importance to this 
struggle and discussion of the initiatives 
to be taken, as well as to the 
implementation of a global campaign at 
the international level in favour of 
working women. 
In the same way, the organisations of 
OCRFI pay the greatest attention to the 
younger generation. It is significant that 
they have been in the forefront of class 
struggles and popular uprisings in the 
recent period, as they are the hardest-
hit by capitalist barbarism. From the 
revolt of Chilean high-school students 
against the increase in the price of 
subway tickets to the special role played 
by the youth in Mali in August when all 
the political forces called for a truce in 
the confrontation against the regime of 
Ibrahim Boubacar Keita, from the 
uprisings in Iraq to the mass 
mobilisations in Hong Kong, in various 
forms, a new generation of fighters is 
forging its weapons and experience in 
the confrontation against the capitalist 
regime, alongside the working class and 
its organisations. 
The OCRFI’s Third International 
Conference welcomes the formation of 
the Youth Alliance for Socialism, which 
brought together in August 2019 in the 
Paris region young people from Algeria, 
Azania/South Africa, Belgium, Brazil, 
France, Morocco, Mexico, Palestine, 
Russia and the United States. It is 
particularly positive that its Liaison 
Committee meets every month, with 
the participation of young people who 
are not necessarily OCRFI activists, and 
which is a framework for discussion and 
action, the elaboration of public 
statements, brochures, articles and 
permanent international campaigns. 
Thus, despite multiple attempts to 
divert it from the fight for socialism and 
confine it to specific issues separate 
from the working-class movement, the 
youth are resisting and fighting. They 
assert their right to a future.  
Young people all over the world, we 
summon you to join the ranks of the 

world party of socialist revolution.  
 
23. Determined to reconstitute the 
Fourth International on the basis of its 
historic programme, we do not ignore 
the fact that the class struggle, while it 
is international in its content, remains 
national in its form. We believe, how-
ever, that in all countries the question 
of the struggle for a government of the 
workers of the towns and countryside 
must be brought to the forefront in the 
face of the bankruptcy of all current 
governments unable to counter the 
pandemic, whether they are “classic” 
capitalist governments, or governments 
in which the old parties that emerged 
from the workers’ movement partici-
pate, or even governments composed 
essentially of those parties.  
With the Transitional Programme, we 
affirm: “The central task of the Fourth 
International is to free the proletariat 
from the old leadership, whose conserv-
atism is in total contradiction to the dis-
astrous situation of disintegrating capi-
talism and constitutes the main obsta-
cle to historical progress. The chief accu-
sation which the Fourth International 
makes against the traditional organisa-
tions of the proletariat is that they do 
not want to break away from the politi-
cal semi-corpse of the bourgeoisie”. 
With the Transitional Programme we 
say: “Of all the parties and organi-
sations which base themselves on the 
workers and peasants and speak in their 
name, we demand that they break 
politically with the bourgeoisie and 
enter the path of struggle for the 
workers’ and peasants’ government.” 
 
24. In our 24 March statement we said: 
“What measures appropriate to the 
situation would a government take if it 
was genuinely concerned to protect the 
health of the vast majority?” 
Such a government would place the 
entire production apparatus under state 
control and immediately direct it 
towards producing goods that are 
indispensable for stamping out the 
epidemic: masks, testing kits, 
disinfectant products, medicines, etc. It 
would organise the systematic testing of 
the whole population. To do so, it would 
not hesitate to requisition the big 
enterprises (starting with the pharma-
ceutical corporations) and the banks’ 
assets. Such a government would 
immediately reopen all hospital 
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facilities that have been closed down, it 
would requisition all available premises 
needed to house as soon as possible the 
hospital facilities and life support units 
that are indispensable for meeting 
current and future needs. Such a 
government would take the billions 
from where they are today, in order to 
ensure that medical care is free to all, 
and that the funding is there for all the 
medical staff and equipment that are 
needed to run hospitals properly. 
Such a government would organise the 
containment of the whole population, in 
particular by obliging businesses to 
guarantee the payment of wages to all 
employees who are isolating 
themselves at home. And in the 
dominated countries, where the vast 
majority of the workforce is in the 
‘informal sector’, without regular wages 
or guarantees, such a government 
would guarantee to each worker an 
income to live on satisfactorily during 
the period of confinement. It would 
organise the distribution of the 
foodstuffs and basic subsistence 
products needed by the population. 
Such a government would nationalise or 
renationalise basic research, and would 
allocate to scientific teams the funds 
needed for research into emerging 
viruses and other diseases. Such a 
government would proceed imme-
diately with the requisition of residential 
buildings and would house all homeless 
and badly housed people, for whom the 
‘containment’ measures that have been 
announced are meaningless as long as 
they do not have a home.  
Such a government would decree an 
immediate halt to evictions, it would 
declare a moratorium on the payment 
of rent and rental charges, it would 
decide to immediately ban lay-offs and 
job cuts. Such a government would 
order price controls on basic necessities 
and medicines, in view of the fact that 
the major retail chains and pharmacy 
chains are pushing up prices everywhere 
on the pretext of the pandemic and the 
economic crisis. Especially in order to do 
this, such a government would 
requisition the big powers’ military 
budgets, which today continue to fund 
imperialism’s military interventions 

against the peoples. More generally and 
irrespective of the country, such a 
government would redirect credits 
allocated to the military towards the 
needs of the hospitals.  
Such a government would immediately 
stop servicing both the domestic and 
external debt. It would confiscate the 
billions tied up in speculation (especially 
the speculation currently being carried 
out by the big corporations in relation to 
the fall in the value of their own shares!) 
and apply them to servicing the 
healthcare needs of the vast majority. 
Because a government that would take 
such measures which are needed for the 
survival of working people, measures 
that are contradictory to the demands 
of the capitalist class, would not 
hesitate to break with that class.  
For our part, organised in the OCRFI and 
fighting for the reconstitution of the 
Fourth International, in each of our 
countries we declare ourselves in favour 
of forming such governments that will 
exclusively serve the interests of the vast 
majority, and we will support any step 
by the working-class organisations in 
this direction. Governments that will not 
hesitate to requisition the pharma-
ceutical corporations, large companies 
and the enormous assets of the banks in 
order to fund measures for protecting 
the urban workers, rural workers and 
the youth.” 
 
25. Eight months have gone by; we 
have nothing to take away from this 
statement. Today, we must send out a 
cry of alarm. For eight months, all gov-
ernments, whether “left-wing” or 
“right-wing,” have shown their power-
lessness to fight the epidemic. In eight 
months, they would have had time to 
hire doctors and nurses to open more 
intensive care beds. Not only did they 
not do this, but in some countries they 
even went on closing beds, services and 
even entire hospitals. 
They had eight months to build schools, 
create classrooms, to hire more teach-
ers so as to reduce class sizes. They did 
nothing of the sort. While the govern-
ments and their virologists are every 
day lecturing people about each indivi-
dual’s “personal responsibility”, buses, 

trains and subways are packed with 
people who are totally unable to re-
spect social distancing. 
Eight months have gone by since the ep-
idemic first appeared, and no new bus 
or underground networks have been 
planned, no drivers or technicians have 
been recruited to use existing resources 
and increase service frequency 
One thing is very clear; the principle of 
capitalism, based on profit, is such that 
it is not able in any way to protect peo-
ple – and especially workers and their 
families – from a pandemic. The 
measures taken by all governments are 
marked by repression against the ma-
jority.  
They are only a pretext for measures 
against the workers and the rights that 
protect them such as the 8-hour day, 
the right to strike, and guarantees 
against layoffs and job-cuts. They serve 
as a pretext to undermine young peo-
ple’s gains, the right to education and 
work, free expression, the right to 
demonstrate and to organise. 
The most basic right – healthcare – can 
only be defended if bourgeois govern-
ments are driven out. Only govern-
ments of workers, of the majority of the 
population, can defend the interests of 
the majority. To achieve this, the unity 
of workers and their organisations is 
needed. Fourth International activists 
are committed to acting everywhere to 
promote the unity of workers and their 
organisations around the most urgent 
demands. 
The streets of every city in the United 
States have reverberated with the slo-
gan “Black Lives Matter”: the lives of 
Black people matter. Yes, the lives of 
Black people, the lives of workers, the 
lives of young people and oppressed 
peoples the world over matter. But in 
order for them to matter, they must be 
able to free themselves from capitalist 
exploitation. 
Workers, young people, working 
women, to liberate humankind from 
the chains of exploitation and 
oppression, to crush the hideous 
barbarism that capitalism in its death 
agony offers us as our only future, join 
the fight for liberating socialism, Join 
the fight for the Fourth International!

 
 
 
 
 



30 The Internationale no. 20 – November 2020 

 

Those who adopted the Manifesto: 
 
 

Afghanistan 
Delegation of OCRFI Afghan activists 

Algeria 
Organising Committee of Socialist 
Internationalists of Algeria (COSI) 

Azania/South Africa 
Azanian Section of the Fourth 
International (AS-FI) 

Bangladesh 
Bangladesh Section of the Fourth 
International  

Belgium 
International Socialist Organisation 
(OSI), Belgian section of the OCRFI 

Benin  
Liaison Committee of Trotskyists of 
Benin (CLTB) 

Brazil 
Internationalist Communist Organisa-
tion (OCRFI) 

Burundi 
Burundian Section of the Fourth 
International 

Canada 
Liaison Committee of Trotskyists of 
Canada (CLTC) 

China 
Guest from China 

Côte d’Ivoire / Ivory Coast 
Prof. Ouattara Mamadou, Vice Presi-
dent of the Steering Committee of the 
Reunification of Fractions of the 

Higher Education Union of Côte 
d'Ivoire (CNEC)  

France 
Internationalist Communist Tendency, 
French Section of the Fourth 
International 

Germany 
Julius Monath, Günter Rex and Max 
Schumacher, members of the German 
section of the OCRFI 

Greece 
Andreas Guhl, editor of Ergatika Nea 

Haiti 
Berthony Dupont, Haiti Liberté 

Hungary 
Supporters of the Fourth International 

India 
Spark Group 

Italy 
Dario Granaglia, Monica Grilli and 
Lorenzo Varaldo for the Internationa-
list Socialist Organization (OSI-OCRFI) 

Korea 
Korean delegation to the Third OCRFI 
International Conference, Sikhwa 
Jung, Korean activist 

Mexico 
Internationalist Communist League 
(LCI-OCRFI) 

Morocco 
Group of Moroccan supporters of the 
OCRFI 

Pakistan 

Pakistani Section of the Fourth 
International 

Palestine 
Guest from Palestine 

Peru 
Internationalist Socialist Group (GSI) 

Portugal 
A Internacional Group 

Romania 
Romanian Trotskyist Group and 
sympathizers 

Russia 
Group of OCRFI supporters in Russia  

Senegal 
Senegalese Group for Revolutionary 
Studies (GSER) 

Serbia 
Jacim Milunovic, worker activist 

Switzerland 
Wolfgang Eichenberger, on behalf of 
the Swiss delegation 

Togo 
Lawson Drackey Messan, activist of 
the Fourth International (OCRFI) 

Tunisia 
L., Tunisian activist 

Turkey 
Sosyalizm.  
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The 200th anniversary of the birth of Friedrich Engels 

The fight for an independent party  
of the proletariat, “one that is conscious  
of itself as a class party” 
 
 
 

By Max Schumacher 
 
 

 
 
Friedrich Engels was born 200 
years ago, on 28 November 
1820, in Barmen (which today 
is a suburb of the city of Wup-
pertal). He died 125 years ago, 
on 5 August 1895 in London. 
Those round figures (200 and 
125 years) have provided the 
opportunity for countless 
“tributes” to the great revolu-
tionary, whose name is most 
often associated with that of 
Karl Marx. The writings and ac-
tivities of both men are indeed 
closely linked. On the question 
of the party and how to build 
it, Marx and Engels always 
championed a clear position 
which for us, as members of 
the Fourth International, is still 
valid. Because it was the ques-
tion of reconstituting a policy 
of building the party, as a pre-
condition for intervening on an 
independent basis in the class 
struggle, which was at the 
heart of the “conflict” in 2015 
that led to a split. 

 

 

 

N A LETTER dated 18 December 1889 
to the Danish Social-Democrat Ger-
son Georg Trier, Engels wrote: “If 

the proletariat is to be strong enough to 
win on the crucial day, it is essential – 
and Marx and I have been advocating 
this ever since 1847 – for it to constitute 
a party in its own right, distinct from 
and opposed to all the rest, one that is 
conscious of itself as a class party.” (1) 
After indicating that this party can “oc-
casionally make use of other parties for 
its own ends”, he drew a clear line: 
“…provided the proletarian class char-
acter of the party were not jeopardised 
thereby. Thus far and no further I am 
prepared to go. You will find this policy 
propounded as early as 1847 in the 
Communist Manifesto; we pursued it in 
1848 in the International, everywhere.” 
(2) 

And for us members of the OCRFI, when 
we think back to the methods of the liq-
uidationists, Engels’s conclusion in his 
letter to Trier takes on special signifi-
cance: “No party can live and prosper 
unless moderate and extreme tenden-
cies grow up and even combat one an-
other within its ranks, and one which ex-
pels the more extreme tendencies out of 
hand will merely promote their growth. 
The labour movement depends on mer-
cilessly criticising existing society, criti-
cism is the breath of life to it, so how can 
it itself avoid being criticised or try and 
forbid discussion? Are we then asking 
that others concede us the right of free 
speech merely so that we may abolish it 
again within our own ranks?” (3) There 
is no need for us to add anything to 

that. As Engels said, Marx and he fought 
fiercely in favour of building the party. 
They fought just as fiercely against any 
questioning of the proletarian character 
of that party. This point alone deserves 
being developed at length, but in this 
article for The Internationale, we shall 
only comment briefly on two stages in 
that fight: the founding and activity of 
the First and Second Internationals.  
 

The International Workingmen’s 
Association (IWA)  
the First International 

The IWA brought together organisa-
tions “aiming at the same end; viz., the 
protection, advancement, and complete 
emancipation of the working classes”. 
(4) 
On 1 July 1864, Friedrich Engels became 
a partner in the textile company Ermen 
& Engels (he was the son of cotton in-
dustrialist Friedrich Engels Sr.). It is ob-
vious that this situation prevented him 
from “officially” being a leader of the In-
ternational. He lived in Manchester 
(England) until 1870. Marx lived in Lon-
don. This did not prevent them from 
communicating continuously.  
The IWA – the First International – was 
founded on 28 September 1864. Marx 
wrote to Engels on 4 November 1864: 
“A public meeting in St Martin’s Hall 
was called, for 28 September 1864, by 
Odger (shoemaker, President of the lo-
cal Council of All London Trades’ Unions 
and, in particular, also of the Trades’ 
Unions Suffrage Agitation Society, 
which is connected with Bright) and 

I 
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Cremer, a mason and secretary of the 
Mason’s Union. (These two had ar-
ranged the big Trade-Union meeting on 
North America chaired by Bright in St 
James’s Hall, ditto the Garibaldi mani-
festations.)  
A certain Le Lubez was sent to ask me if 
I would participate pour les ouvriers al-
lemands [on behalf of the German 
workers], and, in particular, whether I 
was willing to provide a German worker 
to speak at the meeting, etc. I provided 
them with Eccarius, who put on a splen-
did performance, and I was also present 
myself in a non-speaking capacity on 
the platform. I knew that on this occa-
sion ‘people who really count’ were ap-
pearing, both from London and from 
Paris, and I therefore decided to waive 
my usual standing rule to decline any 
such invitations. (…) At the meeting, 
which was chock-full (for there is now 

evidently a revival of the working-clas-
ses taking place) (…) it was resolved to 
found a ‘Workingmen’s International 
Association’, whose General Council is 
to have its seat in London and is to ‘in-
termediate’ between the workers’ Soci-
eties in Germany, Italy, France, and Eng-
land. Ditto that a General Working-
men’s Congress was to be convened in 
Belgium in 1865. A Provisional Commit-
tee was set up at the meeting, with 
Odger, Cremer and many others, some 
of them former Chartists, former Ow-
enites (5), etc., representing England, 
Major Wolff, Fontana, and other Ital-
ians representing Italy, Le Lubez, etc. for 
France, Eccarius and myself for Ger-
many. The committee was empowered 
to co-opt as many people as it chose. So 
far so good.” (6) 
Marx went on to outline various drafts 
of the IWA’s Declaration of Principles 

and its Provisional Rules. Before the 
General Committee met, Eccarius wrote 
to Marx to warn him of a danger. Marx 
was “really shocked” by the draft docu-
ments. “I remonstrated mildly, and, af-
ter prolonged debate, Eccarius pro-
posed that the Sub-Committee should 
subject the thing to further ‘editing’.” 
Marx was “absolutely determined that 
NOT ONE SINGLE LINE of the stuff 
should be allowed to stand if I could help 
it. (…) I could see it was impossible to 
make anything out of the stuff.” Marx 
revised everything thoroughly. “At the 
meeting of the General Committee my 
‘Address’, etc. (7), was adopted with 
great enthusiasm (unanimously). (…) It 
was very difficult to frame the thing so 
that our view should appear in a form 
that would make it acceptable to the 
present outlook of the workers’ move-
ment. (…) It will take time before the re-
vival of the movement allows the old 
boldness of language to be used.” (8) 
Engels replied by return mail on 7 No-
vember 1864: “I cannot wait to see the 
Address to the Workers, it must be a 
real masterpiece, to judge by what you 
tell me of the people involved. But it is 
good that we are again making contact 
with people who do at least represent 
their class, which is what really matters 
ultimately. (…)  
Incidentally, I suspect that there will 
very soon be a split in this new associa-
tion between those who are bourgeois 
in their thinking and those who are pro-
letarian, the moment the issues become 
a little more specific.” (9) 
In his “Inaugural Address of the Interna-
tional Workingmen’s Association”, 
Marx drew the balance-sheet of previ-
ous struggles:  

“To conquer political power has, there-
fore, become the great duty of the 
working classes. They seem to have 
comprehended this, for in England, Ger-
many, Italy, and France, there have 
taken place simultaneous revivals, and 
simultaneous efforts are being made at 
the political organization of the work-
ingmen’s party. (…)  

Past experience has shown how disre-
gard of that bond of brotherhood which 
ought to exist between the workmen of 
different countries, and incite them to  
stand firmly by each other in all their 
struggles for emancipation, will be 
chastised by the common discomfiture 
of their incoherent efforts. This thought 
prompted the workingmen of different 
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countries assembled on 28 September 
1864, in public meeting at St. Martin’s 
Hall, to found the International Associa-
tion.”  
He added: “Another conviction swayed 
that meeting” – the struggle against 
war, to which the call “Proletarians of 
all countries, unite!” was counterposed 
subsequently. 
The Manifesto of the Communist Party 
was therefore the starting-point for the 
First International, even though it was 
necessary to abandon “the old boldness 
of language” for an initial period. And 
the basic ideas of the Communist Mani-
festo featured in the IWA’s Provisional 
Rules. In them, Marx set the objectives 
of the struggle: 
“Considering, 
That the emancipation of the working 
classes must be conquered by the work-
ing classes themselves, that the struggle 
for the emancipation of the working 
classes means not a struggle for class 
privileges and monopolies, but for equal 
rights and duties, and the abolition of all 
class rule; 
That the economical subjection of the 
man of labour to the monopoliser of the 
means of labour – that is, the source of 
life – lies at the bottom of servitude in 
all its forms, of all social misery, mental 
degradation, and political dependence; 
That the economical emancipation of 
the working classes is therefore the 
great end to which every political move-
ment ought to be subordinate as a 
means; 
That all efforts aiming at the great end 
hitherto failed from the want of solidar-
ity between the manifold divisions of la-
bour in each country, and from the ab-
sence of a fraternal bond of union be-
tween the working classes of different 
countries;”. (10)  
Taking his situation in Manchester into 
account, Engels could not be a member 
of the IWA General Council. It was only 
after giving up his position as partner in 
his family’s cotton mill in 1869 that he 
could be elected as member of the IWA 
General Council, on 4 October 1870 – 
also as Secretary responsible for Bel-
gium, Italy, Spain, Portugal and Den-
mark – and he launched himself into the 
International’s work.  
Most of his focus was on the revolution 
by the workers of Paris. In the space of 
a few days, the General Council turned 
into the headquarters of support for the 
Paris Commune. On 18 March 1871, the 

red flag flew over Paris. But from the 
beginning, Marx and Engels saw the mi-
nority position of Communist repre-
sentatives on the Council of the Paris 
Commune – faced with Blanquists and 
Proudhonists – and the absence of a 
revolutionary party as a decisive weak-
ness.  
The Commune had confirmed in prac-
tice the position which Marx and Engels 
had formulated as early as 1848: after 
achieving power, the proletariat cannot 
content itself with “assuming manage-
ment” of the bourgeois state appa-
ratus; on the contrary, the proletariat 
must build its own state apparatus. 
The ruling classes of every country 
joined forces in the fight against the 
revolutionary workers’ movement and 
organised a massive offensive. Faced 
with this situation, the leaders of the 
British trade unions lined up on the side 
of the bourgeoisie and the Bakuninists 
(11) and redoubled their efforts against 
the International, linked to the Baku-
ninists’ position of rejecting all state 
power – even proletarian power – and 
going so far as to renounce the building 
of political parties. Engels replied to this 
in his speech during the London Confer-
ence (17-23 September 1871), entitled 
“On the Political Action of the Working 
Class”.  
In his speech on 21 September, he 
pointed out that the workers’ party ex-
isted as a political party and intended to 
take political action, that revolution is 
the supreme political act, and that 
“whoever wants it must also want the 
means – political action – which pre-
pares for it, which gives the workers the 
education for revolution and without 
which the workers will always be duped 
by the Favres and the Pyats the day af-
ter the struggle. But the politics which 
are needed are working class politics; 
the workers’ party must be constituted 
not as the tail of some bourgeois party, 
but as an independent party with its 
own objective, its own politics.” (12) 
The split occurred at the Hague Con-
gress in 1872.  
The First International could not recon-
cile the contradictory positions within 
its ranks: on one side, the champions of 
autonomy for the sections, and on the 
other the supporters of the necessary 
centralisation and organisation, in or-
der to be able to respond to the danger 
of gradually losing currents with diver-
gent orientations. In the view of Marx 

and Engels, the heterogeneous charac-
ter of the groups and organisations that 
formed the International required cen-
tralisation.  
The presence of Proudhonists, Lassali-
ans, Bakuninists and revolutionaries 
within a single organisation made a pro-
cess of clarification inevitable, espe-
cially when it was a question of promot-
ing a proletarian policy and creating or-
ganisations that would not be “the tail 
of some bourgeois party”. 
When Marx and Engels tried to make a 
stand against the centrifugal forces and 
achieve unity in the International, the 
first split between the revolutionaries 
and the anarchists occurred, at the 
Hague Congress in September 1872. 
The judgement formulated by Engels in 
1864 proved to be correct. 
The IWA’s General Rules reformulated 
at the London Conference expressed 
the fight for unity. Continuing the line of 
the Provisional Rules of 1864, they stip-
ulated: “1. This Association is estab-
lished to afford a central medium of 
communication and co-operation be-
tween Working Men’s Societies existing 
in different countries and aiming at the 
same end; viz., the protection, advance-
ment, and complete emancipation of 
the working classes. (…) 7. Since the suc-
cess of the working men’s movement in 
each country cannot be secured but by 
the power of union and combination, 
while, on the other hand, the usefulness 
of the International General Council 
must greatly depend on the circum-
stance whether it has to deal with a few 
national centres of working men’s asso-
ciations, or with a great number of small 
and disconnected local societies; the 
members of the International Associa-
tion shall use their utmost efforts to 
combine the disconnected working 
men’s societies of their respective coun-
tries into national bodies, represented 
by central national organs.” (13) 
Therefore, all members of the IWA had 
to do their utmost to contribute to-
wards unity.  
But as Engels showed in his “Report on 
the Alliance of Socialist Democracy Pre-
sented in the Name of the General 
Council to the Congress at The Hague”, 
the IWA was subjected to a splitting ma-
noeuvre: “The Alliance of Socialist De-
mocracy was founded by M. Bakunin to-
wards the end of 1868. It was an inter-
national society claiming to function, at 
the same time, both within and without 
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the International Working Men’s Asso-
ciation. Composed of members of the 
Association, who demanded the right to 
take part in all meetings of the Interna-
tional’s members, this society, never-
theless, wished to retain the right to or-
ganise its own local groups, national 
federations and congresses alongside 
and in addition to the Congresses of the 
International.  
Thus, right from the onset, the Alliance 
claimed to form a kind of aristocracy 
within our Association, or élite with its 
own programme and possessing special 
privileges.” (14) 

Engels demonstrated that alt-
hough the Alliance had given 
its solemn undertaking that it 
would dissolve itself, “it ex-
isted and was continuing to 
function as a secret society, 
using this underground organ-
isation to realise its original 
aim – that of domination. (15)  
And in “The General Council to 
All Members of the Interna-
tional Working Men’s Associa-
tion”, Engels wrote: “The Gen-
eral Council finds itself under 
the necessity of publicly de-
nouncing to you the existence, 
within the International, of in-
trigues which, although in full 
work for several years past, 
have never been even sus-
pected by the majority among 
you. In our private circular 
dated 5 March 1872, on ‘the 
pretended divisions within the 
International’, we were com-
pelled to call your attention to the ma-
noeuvres of the so-called ‘Alliance of So-
cialist Democracy’, manoeuvres aiming 
at the creation of discord in our ranks, 
and at the handing over, in an under-
hand manner, of the supreme direction 
of our Association to a small clique di-
rected by Michael Bakunin.” (16)  

As we have learned from our own his-
tory, the names change but the meth-
ods remain the same. Engels drew up 
the balance-sheet: “For the first time in 
the history of the working-class strug-
gles, we stumble over a secret conspir-
acy plotted in the midst of that class, 
and intended to undermine, not the ex-
isting capitalist regime, but the very As-
sociation in which that regime finds its 
most energetic opponent. It is a conspir-
acy got up to hamper the proletarian 
movement.” (17)  

Despite everything, today the resolu-
tions of the First International are still of 
great importance and are a factor in our 
struggle. For example, there is the Lon-
don Conference resolution on the crea-
tion of working women’s branches: 
“The Conference recommends the for-
mation of female branches among the 
working class. It is, however, under-
stood that this resolution does not at all 
interfere with the existence or for-
mation of branches composed of both 
sexes.” (18) In 1876, the IWA was offi-
cially dissolved. But the “resurrection of 

the International” was indispensable as 
far as Marx and Engels were concerned. 
On 27 September 1873, Marx wrote to 
Sorge: “Events and the inevitable devel-
opment and intertwining of things will 
of themselves see to it that the Interna-
tional rises again in an improved 
form.” (19)  
One year later, Engels wrote to Sorge 
that the First International had died at 
the Hague Congress, and at the same 
time he referred to the next Interna-
tional: “For ten years the International 
dominated one side of European history 
– the side on which the future lies – and 
can look back upon its work with pride. 
But in its old form it has outlived itself. 
(…) I think the next International – after 
Marx’s writings have been at work for 
some years – will be directly Communist 
and will openly proclaim our princi-
ples.” (20) 

The founding  
of the Second International 

“But even with the closing down of the 
International Association in the seven-
ties, the unifying role of Marx and En-
gels did not cease. On the contrary, it 
may be said that their importance as the 
spiritual leaders of the working-class 
movement grew continuously, because 
the movement itself grew uninterrupt-
edly.  
After the death of Marx, Engels conti-
nued alone as the counsellor and leader 

of the European socialists. His advice 
and directions were sought for 
equally by the German socialists, 
whose strength, despite government 
persecution, grew rapidly and stead-
ily, and by representatives of back-
ward countries, such as the Span-
iards, Romanians and Russians, who 
were obliged to ponder and weigh 
their first steps. They all drew on the 
rich store of knowledge and experi-
ence of Engels in his old age.” (21) 
In the First International, Marx and 
Engels carried out all of the leader-
ship functions of the General Coun-
cil.  

But after Marx’s death on 14 March 
1883, Engels alone was responsible 
for the work of linking up the various 
Socialist and Social Democratic Par-
ties on the eve of the founding of the 
Second International.  

In the late 1880s, workers’ parties 
existed in several countries, includ-
ing Belgium, Germany, France and 
Italy, and in other countries like Rus-

sia, there were Marxist groups. There 
had been an upsurge of the labour 
movement at the start of the 1880s, in 
which Engels had played a big part 
through his writings and practical polit-
ical work. One of his works, in both its 
full and abridged versions, serves as an 
illustration.  

Engels had written Anti-Dühring (22) in 
1877. This book “proved the best intro-
duction to the study of Capital. (…) For 
the dissemination of Marxism as a spe-
cial method and a special system, no 
book except Capital itself has done as 
much as Anti-Dühring.” (23) After publi-
cation of the work began in the form of 
a series of articles in Vorwärts [For-
ward] (24), Engels was strongly at-
tacked for his radical critique of 
Dühring’s positions by some members 
of the German Social Democratic Party, 
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notably by Bernstein, the future “head” 
of revisionism. The threat of preventing 
publication by passing resolutions ran 
the risk of provoking a scandal, and this 
was only avoided through a compro-
mise: the remaining articles would be 
published in a supplement to the cen-
tral organ. 
In the summer of 1880, Engels re-
worked Anti-Dühring, publishing it in 
Paris in the form of a pamphlet entitled 
Socialism: Utopian and Scientific. Marx 
ended his Introduction to the French 
Edition with: “In the present pamphlet 
we reproduce the most topical excerpt 
from the theoretical section of the book, 
which constitutes what might be 
termed an introduction to scientific so-
cialism.” (25) 
Socialism: Utopian and Scientific quickly 
sold as many copies as the Manifesto of 
the Communist Party.  
And these two works have lost none of 
their relevance today. As we convene 
the Third Conference of the OCRFI, we 
are also putting on the agenda the need 
to completely restructure the economy 
in order to respond to humankind’s 
needs. 
Engels wrote: “With the seizing of the 
means of production by society, produc-
tion of commodities is done away with, 
and, simultaneously, the mastery of the 
product over the producer. Anarchy in 
social production is replaced by system-
atic, definite organisation. The struggle 
for individual existence disappears. 
Then for the first time, man, in a certain 
sense, is finally marked off from the rest 
of the animal kingdom, and emerges 
from mere animal conditions of exist-
ence into really human ones.  
The whole sphere of the conditions of 
life which environ man, and which have 
hitherto ruled man, now comes under 
the dominion and control of man, who 
for the first time becomes the real, con- 
scious lord of Nature, because he has 
now become master of his own social 
organisation. The laws of his own social 
action, hitherto standing face to face 
with man as laws of Nature foreign to, 
and dominating, him, will then be used 
with full understanding, and so mas-
tered by him. Man’s own social organi-
sation, hitherto confronting him as a ne-
cessity imposed by Nature and history, 
now becomes the result of his own free 
action. The extraneous objective forces 
that have hitherto governed history 
pass under the control of man himself. 

Only from that time will man himself, 
more and more consciously, make his 
own history – only from that time will 
the social causes set in movement by 
him have, in the main and in a con-
stantly growing measure, the results in-
tended by him. It is the ascent of man 
from the kingdom of necessity to the 
kingdom of freedom.” (26) 
The German Social Democrats passed a 
resolution in 1887 asking for a workers’ 
international congress to be convened 
jointly with the organisations of other 
countries, in the autumn of 1888. The 
resolution had been motivated by the 
fact that the labour movement had 
grown. But since the work to implement 
this decision was barely progressing, 
Engels warned the German party’s lea-
dership: for an international congress to 
be successful, it had to be prepared very 
carefully, and the international struc-
ture needed to define itself clearly in re-
lation to opportunist currents that 
never remained idle. Responsibility for 
the united work to achieve this goal fell 
to the German and French activists, 
who were obliged to be the initiators of 
such a congress. 
In a letter dated 4 December 1888, En-
gels urged Paul Lafargue to “advertise 
your congress, make a bit of to-do in the 
socialist press of all countries, so that 
others may realise that the little chap’s 
still alive and kicking.” (27) 
Engels had an important motive for in-
sisting. The “old rift in the International, 
the old battle of The Hague” had 
emerged once again, as he pointed out 
in his letter to F.A. Sorge dated 8 June 
1889: “The antagonists are the same, 
save only that the anarchist flag has 
been exchanged for the Possibilist – 
principles sold to the bourgeoisie in re-
turn for concessions on minor points, 
more particularly in return for well-paid 
positions for the leaders (Municipal 
Council, Labour Exchange, etc.).” (28) 
On 14 July 1889, 407 delegates from 22 
countries gathered in the Petrelle Hall 
in Paris, which was decorated with ban-
ners: “Proletarians of the World, 
Unite!” and “Economic and Political Ex-
propriation of the Capitalist Class, So-
cialisation of the Means of Production”. 
Engels thought the Congress was “a bril-
liant success”. Although the Paris Con-
gress did not pass a formal resolution to 
constitute the Second International 
(the permanent International Socialist 
Bureau was only set up in the course of 

later Congresses), nevertheless it repre-
sented in practice the act of creation of 
the Second International, reviving the 
International Workingmen’s Associa-
tion, the First International.  
At the time of the founding of the Sec-
ond International, various groupings, 
revolutionary organisations, mass so-
cialist parties, workers’ associations and 
trade unions had come together.  
At the start of the 20th century, mass 
socialist parties became the central ele-
ment of the labour movement and the 
International. But it was clear from the 
beginning that the path for developing 
the International was difficult. In 1916, 
Lenin wrote in “‘Opportunism and the 
Collapse of the Second International”: 
“The struggle between the two main 
trends in the labour movement – revolu-
tionary socialism and opportunist so-
cialism – fills the entire period from 
1889 to 1914. Even today, there are two 
main trends on the attitude to war in 
every country.” (29) 
Faced with the increasing integration of 
the national parliamentary groups into 
bourgeois parliaments under the influ-
ence of the opportunists, the Second In-
ternational finally broke apart in 1914 
due to the vote by the French and Ger-
man socialists in favour of war credits. 
Lenin characterised the opportunist 
leaders who enjoyed privileges and 
were corrupted by the ruling class as 
“labour aristocracy”.  
But this rupture, the “old rift” as Engels 
had called it in his 1889 letter to Sorge, 
had already become apparent previ-
ously, and not only over the war ques-
tion. It had already been the case, for 
example, in 1905. Workers’ councils 
and the political mass strike had 
emerged as a method during the 1905 
Russian Revolution. The political lead-
ers who had been integrated into the 
machinery of parliamentarism and the 
trade union leaders who all insisted that 
the workers’ situation could only im-
prove gradually within the framework 
of the capitalist system – all of whom, 
as Engels had said to Sorge, were in 
volved in “principles sold to the bour-
geoisie in return for concessions on mi-
nor points, more particularly in return 
for well-paid positions for the leaders” – 
were already seeking in 1905 to practice 
what would be called the “Sacred Un-
ion” in 1914, since workers’ councils 
and the political mass strike were unac-
ceptable to them.  
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German Social Democracy attempted 
the impossible at the Mannheim Con-
gress in 1906, under the leadership of 
Bebel for the party and Legien for the 
trade unions.  
At the Jena Congress in 1905, the party 
had characterised the mass strike as 
one of the most effective methods in 
the working class’s struggle; limited, 
however, to defending the right to vote 
and the right to form coalitions. At the 
Mannheim Congress in 1906, Legien de-
scribed the general strike as “general 
nonsense”, and the Fifth Trade Union 
Congress in Cologne in 1905 had re-
fused any discussion on the mass strike. 
And now, there was a pretence that the 
two resolutions were not contradictory. 
Rosa Luxemburg had clearly under-
stood what was at stake: 
“We shall just have to reckon with the 
inevitable resistance of such people if 
we want to lead the masses on. (...) Our 
task is now simply to counteract the 
stagnation caused by these experts by 
being as blunt as possible in our protest, 
knowing that we are likely, depending 
on circumstances, to have not only the 

opportunists but also the Executive and 
August [Bebel] fighting against us.” (30) 
The Sacred Union – a variant of which 
we are witnessing today, with the re-
sponse of the opportunists’ descend-
ants to the profound crisis of the capi-
talist system (“Covid 19 crisis”) and the 
blows being delivered by that system 
against the gains of the working class – 
led to the definitive failure of the Se-
cond International and the fight for the 
Third International, towards which the 
first step was the First Zimmerwald 
Conference (5-8 September 1915). This 
First International Socialist Conference 
against the World War brought to-
gether 38 delegates from 11 countries, 
who declared in the Zimmerwald Mani-
festo (written by Leon Trotsky): “In this 
unbearable situation, we, the represent-
atives of the Socialist parties, trade un-
ions and their minorities, (…) we who 
stand, not on the ground of national sol-
idarity with the exploiting class, but on 
the ground of the international solidar-
ity of the proletariat and of the class 
struggle, have assembled to retie the 
torn threads of international relations 

and to call upon the working class to re-
cover itself and to fight for peace.” 
The developments that occurred be-
tween 1889 and 1914 do not in any way 
change Engels’s assessment of the con-
ference that began in the centenary 
year of the French Revolution as “a bril-
liant success”.  
While the task of the First International 
had been to rally together the various 
forces of the labour movement on the 
basis of revolutionary socialism and to 
create the conditions needed for the 
birth of proletarian parties nationally, 
the Second International focused on the 
development of mass parties of the pro-
letariat. Its programmatic demands and 
its objectives established a continuity 
with the First International, which had 
developed within a fierce confrontation 
with the anarchist and reformist cur-
rents.  
The Second International picked up 
where the First had left off in 1872. It 
declared at its founding Congress that 
“the emancipation of labour and hu-
manity can only be achieved by the in-
ternational proletariat organised as a 
class, which will take political power in 
order to carry out the expropriation of 
capitalism and the social possession of 
the means of production” (31). 
The Fourth International, founded on 
the Transitional Programme, is based 
on the gain represented by the First In-
ternational. It is located in the continu-
ity of the Second International and the 
first four Congresses of the Third Inter-
national, their gains and experiences 
against the opportunists and the Stalin-
ists, which – in 1914 and 1933 respec-
tively – passed over to the side of de-
fending bourgeois society. In 1922, five 
years after the October Revolution and 
inspired by it, David Riazanov wrote a 
series of lectures on Marx and Engels, 
aimed at the Russian workers. At the 
end of his ninth and final lecture, he 
said: “Both friends have left behind  
them a monument stronger than any 
granite, more eloquent than any epi-
taph: the international Communist 
movement of the proletariat, which 
marches on with firm steps under the 
banner of Marxism and revolutionary 
communism, towards the triumph of 
the world socialist revolution.” (32) 
This man, who had devoted his energy 
to publishing the Complete Works of 
Marx and Engels, was arrested in 1930 
and internally exiled to Saratov in1931. 
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He was arrested again in 1937, then 
condemned to death and shot on 21 
January 1938 after a secret trial. 
 

M. Schumacher 
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A short index of the activists mentioned in this document 
 
 

Gerson Georg Trier (1851-1918): Danish; teacher and translator; leader of the revolutionary minority of the Social 
Democratic Party of Denmark (SDPD); fought against the reformist policy of the party’s opportunist wing; translated 
Engels’s writings into Danish. 

George Odger (1820-1877): Shoemaker; one of the reformist leaders of the British trade unions; co-founder of the 
London Trades Council and its Secretary from 1862 to 1872; member of the IWA General Council (1864-71) and 
President of the International (1864-7); opposed the Paris Commune and the Address of the General Council on the 
Paris Commune written by Marx (The Civil War in France) in 1871 and resigned from the Council on this account. 

William Randal Cremer (1838-1908): Carpenter; one of the leaders of the British trade unions; supporter of the 
pacifist movement; co-founder and leader of the Amalgamated Federation of Carpenters and Joiners; one of the 
organisers of the founding meeting of the IWA on 28 September 1864 in St. Martin’s Hall, London; member of the 
IWA General Council and General Secretary (1864-6); delegate to the London Conference in 1865 and the Geneva 
Congress in 1866; later a member of the Liberal Party. 

Victor (Pierre) Le Lubez (1824-96): French immigrant in London; was linked to bourgeois republican and radical 
elements in France and England; participated in the founding meeting of the IWA; member of the IWA General 
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Council (1864-6); Corresponding Secretary for France (1864/5); delegate to the London Conference in 1865; ex-
pelled from the Geneva Congress in 1866, then from the General Council for defamation.  

Giuseppe Fontana (1840-76): Participant in the 1848 Revolution in Italy, then emigrated; one of the leaders of the 
Associazione di Mutuo Progresso [Association of Mutual Progress], an organisation of Italian workers in London; 
member of the IWA General Council (1864/5); Corresponding Secretary for Italy. 

Johann Georg Eccarius (1818-89): Tailor from Thuringia (Germany); a comrade-in-arms of Marx and Engels; mem-
ber of the League of the Just, the Communist League, and the Central Authority of the Communist League from 
1847; one of the leaders of the German Workers Educational Association in London; spoke at the founding meeting 
of the IWA; member of the IWA General Council (1864-72); General Secretary of the Council (1867-71); Correspond-
ing Secretary for the USA (1870-2); delegate to all IWA Congresses and Conferences until 1872; advocated Marx’s 
line until 1872, then joined the leaders of the British trade unions. 

Mikhail Alexandrovitch Bakunin (1814-76): Russian revolutionary, later one of the main representatives of anar-
chism; participated in the 1848/9 Revolution in Germany; ideologically influenced the popular movement in Russia; 
member of the IWA, where he was a fierce opponent of Marx and Engels; expelled from the IWA at the Hague 
Congress for splitting activity. 

Friedrich Adolph Sorge (1828-1906): Close friend and comrade-in-arms of Marx and Engels; participant in the 1849 
revolutionary uprising in the Palatinate and Baden; emigrated to the United States in 1852; co-founder of the New 
York Communist Club (1857), a section of the IWA (1867), the Social Party of New York and vicinity (1868), the 
General German Workers’ Association in New York (1869), and the North American Central Committee of the IWA 
(1870); delegate to the Hague Congress in 1872; General Secretary of the General Council after its transfer to New 
York (1872-4); worked for the labour movement for the rest of his life. 

Paul Lafargue (1842-1911): Doctor; French socialist; member of the IWA General Council; Corresponding Secretary 
for Spain (1866-8); co-founder of IWA sections in France (1869-70), Spain and Portugal (1871-2); delegate to the 
Hague Congress in 1872; founder of the French Workers’ Party with Jules Guesde (1880); delegate to almost all of 
the Congresses of the French Workers’ Party and the Second International; married Laura Marx (Karl Marx’s daugh-
ter) in 1868. 
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