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“For a revival of Internationalism!”
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Despite the decline of its relative
economic power, the United States is
trying to fully restore its capacity for
international political and military
action, which had been limited for a
long time by its defeat in Vietnam in
the 1970s and the victory of the
revolution in Nicaragua. The invasion
of Grenada, the military operations
against Libya, the intervention in
Panama, the support given to the
Nicaraguan counter-revolution, the
increased support given to the Zionist
state confronted by the Palestinian
intifada and the threats against Cuba,
all show the USA’s desire to bring the
peoples of Latin America - and those
of Asia, Africa and the Pacific - into
line. The Arab-Persian Gulf crisis gives
the USA an opportunity to reaffirm its
role as the world police.

The gravity of this situation should not
be underestimated. Never since the
Vietnam war have the imperialist
powers brought together such military
resources in one theatre of operations.
Never since the Korean war have they
been able to deploy them under
United Nations cover. Never have they
been able to intervene on this scale
with the backing of the USSR and
China. And social democracy (through
different Western governments) is
participating directly in this operation
at a scale, in many respects,
unprecedented.

An ability to
mobilize against
imperialist
interventions

All those who continue to fight for
internationalism must face up to
bigger responsibilites today. They
must deal with the most urgent tasks:
imposing an end to the war and the
withdrawal of imperialist troops form
the Gulf region. But they must also
prepare for new outbreaks of
aggression in other parts of the world
by bringing together a substantial
ongoing force to mobilize against such
attacks.

Numerous western military bases
have been established, from Asia to
Africa and Latin America. Among
others, they shelter American, British
and French troops. Rapid intervention
forces have been set up in the
imperialist metropolitan centres, able
to take themselves anywhere -
particularly to the Third World. If we
want to avoid the endless repetition of
bloody interventions, continuous since
the Second World War, this worldwide
mechanism must be dismantled.

The world economic crisis accentuates
these tensions, thereby making more
probable new military adventures in
the dominated countries. Attacks on
economic, social and political rights

are stepped up. Western governments
are imposing austerity on workers.
Hunger riots are multiplying in the
Third World. Bureaucratic repression,
as in the USSR and China, remains a
threat. It will, of course, take time to
overcome the disorientation caused by
the experience of Stalinism, by its
crimes and by its failure. In these
conditions there is a great danger of
the peoples’ and workers’ movements
becoming demoralized, thrown onto
the defensive, and revolutionary
struggles isolated. There is a great
danger that still more social and
political struggles will become
disoriented and be led astray,
degenerating into the blind alley of
ethnic, communal or religious
confrontations.

The obligation of
solidarity

To face up to this situation, it is urgent
to begin new internationalist solidarity
actions.

Internationalism is a duty (of
solidarity) towards all the exploited,
all the oppressed, all those who
struggle. It is necessary for their fight.
They should be able to count on it -
both before and after victory - because
the pressure exercised by imperialism
never lets up, as was illustrated yet
again by the policies followed by
Washington against revolutionary
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Vietnam and Nicaragua.

Nothing is more dramatic than to see
a Third World people rising up
courageously for national and social
liberation remain isolated in the face
of imperialist intervention. Or to see a
young victorious revolution worn
down by a diplomatic and economic
blockade by Western powers, bled dry
because the international workers’
movement measures out aid with an
eyedropper. Or to see big workers’
strikes suffocated because the
bourgeoisie has been able to find
elsewhere what the workers in its own
country refused it, because the trade-
union movement has been incapable
of uniting in international action.

The duty of solidarity recognises no
frontiers.The upheavals that have
shaken Eastern Europe since the end
of 1989 demonstrate the extent to
which the democratic character of the
socialist project must be fully restored
to give it renewed vigour. This cannot
be done without maintaining constant
support for the struggle by the
workers of these countries, the Soviet
Union and China, for political and
social rights. The bankruptcy of
Stalinism should make it possible to
end the identification of socialism with
bureaucratic regimes, thus giving new
inspiration to the whole international
struggle.

The Western powers have been able to
take advantage of the crisis of the
Eastern European regimes, as is
illustrated by the capitalist
reunification of Germany. The
economic collapse, the brutal
abandoning of social protection
measures, the uncontrolled expansion
of the market and of unemployment,
the activity of the multinationals, are
likely to give birth to a new Third
World in the heart of Europe. But the
opening of borders favours links
between workers’, feminist, ecologist
and anti-war organizations. This is a
unique opportunity to develop a battle
in which solidarity goes beyond the
line of East-West division inherited
from the Second World War.

Against the most

backward
prejudices

For all those working to radically
transform our societies,
internationalism is not just a practical
requirement. It remains an essential
value :the antithesis of xenophobia; of
racism and chauvinism; of hatred of
others: a fundamental component of
all socialist and humanist culture.
Internationalism is an ethical
commitment as much as a political
one.

Internationalism thus starts in one’s
own country, in the struggle against
the most backward prejudices: in
intransigently taking up the defence of
male and female immigrant workers
and of oppressed communities, their
political rights, their cultures and
their languages. In fighting for the
real right of nations to decide their
own fate.

Pressures in the
world today

Internationalism is also an answer to
the pressures of today’s world
realities.

Going beyond countries and
continents, the world today is
characterized by a growing
interdependence on the economic
front, of ecological balance, of military
relations, of the nuclear threat. The
brutal changes that repeatedly occur
within the world market have
increasingly devastating social effects.
New forms of technological and
financial dependence bear down on
the Third World. Man-made “natural”
disasters multiply and have more and
more serious consequences. The big
questions of our time - from
imperialist domination to poverty,
from the danger of war to the
destruction of the environment - are,
from the outset, posed at an
international level.

The bourgeoisies of the imperialist
countries have made no mistake in
this respect. They multiply the
consultations and institutions that
allow them to act in concert to stifle

revolutionary struggles and to
maintain their domination over the
dependent countries. The “G7
Summit” of the seven richest countries
acts as a real world board of directors.
The International Monetary Fund uses
debt as blackmail to dictate economic
measures to the governments of the
Third World, condemning whole
populations to scarcity and famine. In
order to undermine the combativity of
workers in struggle, the multinationals
threaten to move their investments to
other countries. The European powers
are consolidating the Europe of
Capital against the struggles and
social needs of the working class.
They all agree that workers should be
made to pay the cost of the economic
crisis. They all agree that the gains of
previous workers’ struggles, whether
social security, maintaining their
buying power, job protection or trade-
union rights should be challenged.

The European bourgeoisie talks about
ensuring the free circulation of
products and people inside the “single
market”. But at the same time it is
reinforcing security and authoritarian
measures that restrict the right of
non-Europeans to enter Community
territory. The hunt for immigrants will
be fiercer than ever. Despite the
humanitarian proclamations of heads
of state, the status “political refugee”
has already been seriously attacked.
And Western police forces are
cooperating more closely than ever in
the struggle against “terrorism”. The
imperialist bourgeoisie is preparing
for us a world that will be even less
free than it is today.

We are confronted with a paradoxical
situation. A century ago, the workers’
and socialist movements was the
bearer of the “new idea” of
internationalism. Today, these
movements seems to be even
incapable of effectively coordinating
social struggles for elementary rights
for men and women workers. Today it
is the bourgeoisie, despite the sharp
contradictions which set its different
national components against each
other, which is, increasingly,
organizing itself on an international
level.



An alternative
policy

Those countries with bureaucratically-
centralized economies, from China to
the USSR, after an initial period of
growth, are being hit hard. For many
people, the socialist perspective has
lost its credibility. The very hope for a
more just and humane society is now
being challenged. The ideologues of
the established order take advantage
of this to laud the virtues of the
capitalist market at the very time
when the right to work and to health
for all is at question in the imperialist
countries and a real crisis of
decomposition is threatening in a
growing number of capitalist societies
in the Third World.

To give socialism back its credibility,
the false dichotomy between capitalist
market economy and bureaucratic
planning must be broken. There must
be another form of growth which gives
working men and women real control
over socio-economic priorities and
whose driving force is the satisfaction
of human needs. This third, truly
socialist and democratic, road implies
a profound change in international
relations, and not simply in national
policies of economic development.

Internationalism is indispensable to
the application of such an alternative
growth policy.

It is possible to move forward along
this road today. In Europe this means
to counterpose to capitalism’s choice -
the 1992 Single Market - the workers’
choice; fighting together for the
social, cultural and political rights of
all the people’s of the continent, East
and West. It means giving a new
stimulus to the fight against debt - a
yoke that now hangs around the neck
of East European as well as dependent
countries - which is an essential
element of the international economic
crisis. It means deepening the fight for
the rights of workers and young
people, for women'’s liberation, for
equality between nations, for the
defence of the environment, against
nuclear power and the danger of war.
And it means defining a different aid
policy for the Third World in the
imperialist countries.

The Western policy of “aid” to the so-
called developing countries is defined
in terms of the interests of the
multinationals. It aims to consolidate
the alliance between the imperialist
metropolises and the neo-colonial
bourgeoisie, who grow fat on
corruption and embezzlement of
public funds. It thus perpetuates
dependencies... dependency of the
dominated countries within the world
market and dependency of the people
on the existing regimes It is in Africa,
perhaps, that the consequences of this
situation are worst. This because the
balkanisation of the continent means
division into mini-states incapable of
ensuring their own economic survival.
Revolutionary socialists in Africa must
coordinate their forces to renew a
militant anti-imperialist pan-
africanism, to counterpose to the
current development a free
confederation of the peoples of Africa.

In Latin America we are witnessing a
new offensive by US imperialism
under cover of the Bush Plan, which is
supposedly setting up a “free trade”
zone from Alaska in the north to
Tierra del Fuego in the south. This
project aims at profiting from the
defensive situation of the continent’s
workers in order to consolidate US
hegemony. Its consequences will be
disastrous for the entire working class
in this part of the world, including in
the USA and Canada. A united fight
has to be undertaken on a continental
scale to stop this plan being put into
operation, and to defend and extend
social conquests.

1992 will be the 500th anniversary of
the start of the conquest of Latin
America. In opposition to those who
want to use this occasion to
rehabilitate colonialism, it is important
to show, particularly in the
metropolitan centres of the former
world empires, that anti-imperialist
solidarity remains on the agenda. It is
also important to make more widely
known the struggle led by the
indigenous communities of the
continent against the destruction of
their natural environments, against
repression and super-exploitation and
the disintegration of their
communities and cultures... or even
indeed direct genocide.

The responsibility
of revolutionaries

The internationalist fight is not an
easy one. It comes up against
considerable obstacles. The
synchronization and convergence of
struggles does not happen naturally;
the situation differs too much from
one country to another. Each political,
social and revolutionary movement
has its own history, its own framework
of national development.

In particular, the workers’ movement
does not currently possess any form of
organization which can stand up to
that of the big multinationals. The
bourgeoisie knows perfectly well how
to play on divisions among the
proletariat to try systematically to
break their capacity for international
solidarity. It uses, and abuses, the fear
of unemployment and competition
between wage earners. This is
particularly dangerous today, in a
situation where the crisis, already
ravaging the peoples of the Third
World, is now bearing down on the
working class in the West, leading to a
revival of ethnic or religious conflicts
and of the most irrational forms of
racism.

This internationalist struggle is all the
more difficult as it has to be fought
against the stream. Revolutionary
internationalism has been in decline
for a long time. It has been buried by
the social-democratic parties, which
turned back to the nation states and
supported colonial or world wars
involving their own bourgeoisies. It
has been condemned by the
bureaucratization and Stalinization of
the Comintern, by the subordination of
the Communist parties to Moscow’s
diplomatic interests, by the division of
the world communist movement - as
well as by the dramatic isolation in
which too many national liberation
struggles have found themselves. The
“tragic solitude” of the Vietnamese,
faced with the American bombings,
denounced by Che Guevara (in his
vibrant Tricontinental appeal)
continues in the “tragic solitude” of
the Palestinians and many other
peoples in struggle today.

The truth is that workers’ and



progressive organizations pay far less
attention to coordinating their
struggles than do the bourgeois
governments. The European trade-
union movement has not yet been
capable of undertaking an overall
campaign within the EC to defend
workers’ interests, despite the
preparations for the Single European
Market, and indeed its imminence.

A living tradition

But internationalism is not a wild
dream. It is a real possibility. It
showed its strength during the major
struggles of this century. Just after
World War I, an extraordinary upsurge
of internationalism followed the
victory of the Russian Revolution and
the formation of the Third
International. The Spanish Civil War
(1936-39) represented a real tragedy.
The victory of Francoism and the
march towards world war were made
more possible by the international
isolation of the Republican camp. But
the epic of the International Brigades,
formed by activists from all
progressive and revolutionary
currents, fighting alongside the
peoples of the Iberian peninsula
(regardless of the specific political
orientations of their members)
remains a real example for us all.

Since then, despite slowness, failures
and abandonment, anti-imperialist
solidarity has more than once brought
real help to national liberation
struggles: the aid networks for the
Algerian revolution; the worldwide
mobilization against the US war in
Vietnam; and, more recently, the
movement against apartheid in South
Africa and the support for the Central
American revolutions. Workers’
solidarity has been demonstrated
more than once, such as in the
defence of the Polish workers’
movement in 1980 and (although it
was unfortunately insufficient in
relation to what was at stake and what
was necessary) during the big British
miners’ strike in 1984-85. The vigour
of the anti-missiles and anti-war
movement in the first half of the 1980s
also testifies to the internationalist
resources that we can count on.

1968 - the year of the Tet offensive in
Vietnam, of student struggles in

Mexico and Argentina, of the general
strike in France, of the big workers’
struggles in Italy and of the “Prague
Spring” in Czechoslovakia
symbolized the internationalist spirit
of the 1960s’ youth radicalization. This
receptiveness of young people to
internationalism is a precious
potential. It is still shown today in a
number of countries: in the anti-racist
and Third World solidarity
movements; in the Nicaraguan work
brigades and in the campaigns against
debt.

Today, the living tradition and
potential of internationalism are
expressed as much in the development
of new social movements, in the
international meetings of the women’s
movement, in the immediately
international dimension of anti-
nuclear, pacifist and ecologist
mobilizations, in the coordination of
the struggle against debt in Latin
America, in the regional initiatives
taken by progressive movements in
Asia and in the Pacific. In a number of
regions of the world it is also
expressed in a new feeling of
solidarity between indigenous
communities and peoples suffering
from oppression and cultural
genocide, in the active development of
the Christian base communities and in
support for the final anti-colonial
struggles such as that of the French-
dominated Kanaks.

Despite all the difficulties, the fight to
revive internationalism is one that is
both necessary and realistic. It
plunges its roots into a venerable and
living workers’ tradition. It is enriched
through new experiences. It benefits
from considerable potential resources
among young people, the women'’s
movement and contemporary
struggles.

It is our duty to carry this fight
forward in the best way possible.

Organizing
ourselves

To do so we have to organize.

Without concerted action,
internationalism will be stillborn. In
order to act together, the largest

number of people must be involved.

In the trade unions, international
relations must not be solely the
prerogative of the federal and
confederal leaderships. Meetings of
direct workers’ representatives from
the same multinational or sector
should be organized. Inter-union
solidarity that ignores frontiers should
become the rule.

The same goes for the social
movements, meetings between non-
governmental and popular
organizations, peasant and community
associations, feminist movements,
student and youth movements should
be stepped up.

A dense network of international
relations should be formed at all
levels: from grass-root groups to
national structures; from associations
to parties; from North and South and
from East to West

Internationalism
and International

What is true for trade unions and
associations is true for political
parties. To nurture an internationalist
consciousness and a truly
internationalist practice they also
need an international organization.

For a long time the sections of the
Fourth International have been
involved in building such an
International. Not because they all
want to be the same. Each national
organization has its own political
profile, its own united front relations
and its own responsibility and
competence to make decisions. Each
tries to learn from the history and
tradition of struggles of its own
people.

Our organizations joined the Fourth
International, because they are
internationalist and because they
pursue the same goal - all of them
fight for socialist democrary. This in
order that:

- the essential lessons of the history of
the workers’ movement are not lost,
but transmitted to new generations, in
new countries;



- activist organizations from all
continents meet on an equal footing,
and so that new experiences of
contemporary struggles are shared by
everybody;

- they can educate themselves in an
internationalist spirit and express this
essential element of an overall
revolutionary perspective in action;

- they can better defend organizations
hit by repression and give more help
to developing revolutionary forces
where these are still non-existent or
embryonic;

- and so they can orientate themselves
politically, given the necessity of
having a militant knowledge of world
reality in order to understand the
upheavals that are taking place.

It is also to prepare the future, to
make a first step towards the goal of
building an International with member
organizations that are revolutionary
parties with a real mass implantation.
We know that we are not that
organization. Our sections are too
weak to claim that. But we hope that,
thanks to our political traditions and
our international structure, we will be
able to play an active role in preparing
for this future International.

This, building a new international, is
probably the most difficulet of all
internationalist tasks to achieve and
the one that will take the most time.
No revolutionary current is sufficiently
strong today on a world scale to do it
alone. But we think that it is also one
of the most important tasks. This is
why we want to win other
revolutionary organizations and
political currents to this perspective.
To work together to build a
revolutionary International rooted in
mass struggles in every continent.

In solidarity and
unity

The first internationalist act is active
solidarity. There is no point in waiting
before acting together. It is in this
spirit that the Fourth International is
launching an appeal for united action
to all revolutionary and progressive
oganizations and to all activists.

Internationalist
solidarity is united
by nature

Our sole guide should be:
effectiveness. Effectiveness demands
unity: to defend those who struggle,
those who suffer, those who are hit by
repression we must bring together our
forces.

Solidarity should enable each of us to
go beyond ideological and
organizational sectarianism in action.
Over and above political divergences,
it should bring all organizations and
movements, all those who are ready to
be involved, together in common
campaigns.

Faced with repression, in defence of
human rights and struggles, nothing
should divide solidarity.

Solidarity should be united in its forms
and in its objectives, giving support to
all those who fight, without deepening
the divisions that sometimes exist in
the different components of a popular
struggle.

Solidarity must be
lasting

Long-term solidarity activity must
correspond to the protracted struggles
of the oppressed and exploited
peoples of the world. Unity must
guarantee dynamism and the
continuing nature of an
internationalist engagement.

Solidarity must be
free of state-
imposed
constraints

In today’s world, state apparatuses
have great weight. Like popular
movements, revolutionary
organizations can be led to try either
to win the support of foreign
governments or to obtain their
neutrality. In this field as in others the
solidarity movement must help them.

Solidarity should not depend on the
ups and downs of the diplomacy of a
capital of the so-called socialist camp,
whether Moscow or Beijing, or of
European social democracy. To prove
that it really expresses
internationalist, revolutionary, values
and that it is not simply at the service
of the particular interests of a
government or a party, it must be
really independent of governments.

Popular struggles must be supported
unconditionally: whether these are
liberation struggles in Salvador, in the
Philippines, in the Basque country or
Eritrea; or workers’ struggles against
capitalist Europe; or the anti-
apartheid fight of Black people in
South Africa; or Polish, Russian or
Chinese workers’ struggles for their
political and social rights.

For all that, solidarity should not hide
reality. To fight effectively today
against the imperialist war policy in
the Middle East in a spirit of
internationalism, it is necessary to
have denounced and to continue to
denounce the liquidation of opponents
and the massacre of Kurds by the
Iraqui dictatorship. The crimes of
Saddam Hussein must not be covered
over.

Learning from
each other

Internationalism is an irreplaceable
occasion for learning from each other.

Each organization has to draw lessons
from the history of the international
workers’ movement, of national
liberation struggles, of the success
and failures of popular struggles, of
revolutions and counter-revolutions.
Political discussion and the exchange
of experiences between different
movements and national parties are
indispensable.

We are convinced that our programme
and analyses deserve to be known.
They express a living, militant
international reality, a historical
continuity that we consider to be
precious. But we also know that we
are indebted to the experiences of
other currents, that we have learned
from other movements, for example in



the recent period, from the ideas of
feminism and the thinking of the
ecology movement.

International cooperation should make
it possible to compare analyses and
orientations, strategies and
programmes which will be an
enriching experience for all. This was
the imperative need expressed at the
major meeting of Latin American left
organizations held in July 1990 in
SAfo Paulo, Brazil.

Internationalism demands respect for
the political and organizational
integrity of each national party, it
requires reciprocal relations and
mutual support. Political differences

are often important between different
political organizations. They cannot be
ignored, in order to be overcome them
they must be discussed. Joint action
should help to overcome them. Over
and above the differences and
divergences we all belong to the same
camp, that of the exploited and
oppressed.

A school of
democracy

By acting together in solidarity, we
will show that we know how to respect
pluralism in the progressive and

revolutionary movement and how to
overcome factional practices that have
been so damaging. Through unity we
will learn to have more respect for the
democracy and autonomy of the
workers’ and other people’s
organizations.

Then, through example, we will
contribute to give a new credibility to
the socialist project.

Real internationalism is a living school
of socialist democracy.

Bring together our forces!

Fight together to give new life to
true internationalism!

A Manifesto: Only socialism can ensure the
survival of humanity

1 January 1996

Despite nuclear arms-reduction
measures, the arms race continues.
The weapons accumulated end up in
use, with all the barbarous
consequences that ensue. There have
been more than 80 so-called local
wars since 1945 causing more than 20
million deaths. Imperialism’s brutal
aggression against Iraq revealed the
full murderous consequences of this
arms race.The existence of enormous
military stockpiles, the development of
biological and chemical weapons and
the proliferation of nuclear power
stations likely to be transformed into
so many nuclear explosions, could
physically wipe out the human race.
The multiplication of fatal “technical”
accidents is evidence of the dangers
inherent in the capitalist profit logic,
as it is of bureaucratic irresponsibility.
The greenhouse effect, the destruction
of the ozone layer, the devastation of
tropical rain forests, the poisoning of
oceans, rivers and reservoirs and air
pollution - all these threats combine to
endanger humanity’s physical
survival.

Famine increasingly threatens entire

peoples - not because agricultural
productivity is inadequate, but
because it is too high to guarantee
sufficient profits for agro-business and
the big farmers in the richest
countries. In these countries, the state
hands out subsidies to systematically
reduce farmland “in order to sustain
prices”, at the risk of eliminating the
whole of humanity’s grain reserves
after several successive bad harvests.

The long international economic
depression since the beginning of the
1970s has been disastrous for the
living conditions of the peoples in
nearly all the Third World. Absolute
pauperization has often gone beyond
that experienced in the 1930s, and is
less and less cushioned by subsistence
agriculture. The purchasing power of
wage-earners has been reduced by
around 50%. In the poorest countries,
the calorie intake of half the
population is often falling towards
levels that existed in Nazi
concentration camps.

In the imperialist countries, the effects
of the crisis have been checked until

now by the social protection won by
decades of workers’ struggles, and the
social strength of the working class.
Nonetheless, unemployment has shot
up: there are now 40 million
unemployed in the richest countries,
compared with 10 million at the
beginning of the 1970s. Millions of
“new poor” represent 10% to 25% of
the population, depending on the
country. Growing instability,
marginalization and insecurity in
society are expressed on the political
terrain by the trend towards a strong
state and the restriction of democratic
freedoms (particularly trade-union
rights), as well as by the growth of
racism, xenophobia and the
resurgence of a neo-fascist extreme-
right. Torture and state terrorism are
systematically used in more than 60
countries in the world, among them
some imperialist countries.

The convulsions towards which
international capitalism is heading will
combine with the specific crises in the
USSR, the People’s Republic of China
and Eastern Europe. The growing
awareness of the damage done by
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bureaucratic mismanagement and the
acknowledged impasse of
authoritarian and irrational economic
“planning” have reinforced the idea
that there is no viable “alternative
social model” to capitalism. Not only
ideological and political currents, but
social forces - the new middle
bourgeoisie and currents within the
nomenklatura and the intelligentsia -
are engaged in a struggle for
privatisation and the restoration of
capitalism.

But the reawakening of mass activity,
above all by the working class, shows
that nothing is decided yet, except in
East Germany where capitalism has
been restored by the absorption of this
country into imperialist West
Germany. Anti-establishment forces
are emerging from the crisis in a
double-pronged fight: against the
remaining power of the bureaucracy
and against privatization of the
economy.

The division of the world that came
out of World War II is now past
history. It is no longer possible to
present the dividing line in the heart
of Europe as a natural frontier
between two permanently estranged
worlds. Simultaneously, the lead
weight of Stalinism that weighed so
heavily on the workers’ movement and
on the mass movement the world over
is lifting. This double thaw will
gradually liberate enormous energies
once suppressed by the subordination
of the exploited and oppressed
masses’ interests to those of states,
“camps”, blocks, diplomatic
manoeuvres and specific interests. In
the short-term, the disarray within the
workers movement caused by the
collapse of the Stalinist regimes in
Eastern Europe, which did not lead to
the victory of the anti-bureaucratic
political revolution, gives backing to
the capitalist ideological and political
offensive on an international scale.
But this will be gradually counter-
balanced by the effects of the
economic crisis, the increase in
tensions between imperialism and the
“Third World”, and the upturn of the
mass movement in several countries,
as has been strikingly confirmed by
the Gulf war.

In the longer term, the
internationalization of production and

the division of labour, cultural
exchanges and the rebellion of
oppressed nationalities are breaking
up the framework of existing states.
The world political system is being
shaken up at the same time as the
American imperialist and Soviet
bureaucratic leaderships have
increasing difficulty in dominating the
whole world as they would like, in
spite of their agreements.

The exploited and oppressed will not
let themselves be passively dragged
towards the catastrophes that
threaten their future and even their
survival. In the last few years, millions
of women and men have participated
in mobilizations against war and
nuclear weapons, for the defence of
the environment, for the right to
abortion, for the self-determination of
oppressed nations, against racism,
against austerity and unemployment,
against imperialism, famine and the
scourge of the Third World debt,
against the privileges and
dictatorships of the bureaucracies.

We must struggle for a way out of the
crisis that safeguards the possibilities
of social emancipation and completely
fulfils the liberating ideal of human
rights. This includes not only civic and
political rights, but also social rights -
the right to work, to a decent standard
of living, to healthcare, education and
housing. Neither the capitalist jungle
nor bureaucratic dictatorships can
meet this challenge. Only through
their revolutionary overthrow can the
unfolding possibilities of a socialist
and internationalist solution to the
crisis of civilization - based on the
potential for struggle and innovation
of the proletariat and the oppressed -
be successful. The idea that patient
sacrifices and sensible reforms are
enough to ward off these dangers is an
illusion. Reformist preachings have
never prevented crises, avoided wars
or contained social explosions.
Resignation has always been infinitely
more costly than struggle.

II. There is no easy
capitalist solution

to the crisis

The illusions of those intoxicated by
the post-war boom, who put all their
faith in a social and peaceful
capitalism guaranteeing full
employment and continuous rises in
real wages, have been destroyed.
Those who believe in a gradual way
out of the depression through more
patience and more sacrifices by the
exploited do not understand the
intimate link between the
catastrophes threatening us and the
intrinsic logic of the generalized
market economy. This is the very
essence of capitalism: exacerbated
competition with no regard for its
effects on society overall; the never-
ending pursuit of short-term profits
and the accumulation of wealth,
without taking into account the human
costs of this mad race and the
irreparable damage that it inflicts on
nature; the extension of competitive
and aggressive behaviour in
relationships between individuals,
social groups and states; generalized
egoism and corruption, the law of the
jungle and the “weakest to the wall!”.

The long depression that started at
the beginning of the 1970s is the
result of this pitiless logic. It does not
exclude phases of economic upturn.
But these upturns mean an ever-
growing transfer of the cost of the
depression onto the Third World and
the most destitute in the imperialist
countries. They do not succeed in
reducing unemployment even in the
rich countries. The long drawn-out
nature of the depression is already an
endless nightmare for the poor and
those left on the scrap heap. A new,
long-term expansion would depend on
soaring capitalist profits, a major
defeat of the working class, the total
reintegration of Eastern Europe, the
USSR and China in the world market
and a qualitative advance in the
economic efficiency of the bourgeois
state. None of this has happened.
None of it is going to happen in the
foreseeable future.

It is the technological development
subject to the whims of competition
and profit or to bureaucratic
irresponsibility that is likely to lead us
into disasters, and not the
“uncontrollable perversity” of



technology or of science in and of
themselves. The subordination of
science to the narrow imperatives of
short-term profit expectations
provokes an apparently irresistible
craze for technology and the growth of
intrinsically dangerous technologies. A
combination of a partial, fragmented
and mutilated rationality and
increasingly explosive global
irrationality is winning out alongside
capitalism in every domain. Humanity
does not need less science or less
technology. It needs more science that
is in harmony with an awareness of
long-term social and historic interests,
technology that is subject to the
collective understanding and control
of the associated producers. It needs
collective control over the economy
and the future of society through
conscious decision-making, based on
the knowledge of men and women and
not on a resigned submission to “the
natural course of events”, to
supposedly eternal economic laws or a
return to obscurantist superstitions
and myths.

The struggle to win human rights on
all continents is at the heart of this
battle. In this struggle, there is no
Chinese Wall between the conquest of
civil and political rights and of social
and economic ones. In a society where
the ruling principle is respect for
capitalist property and the priority of
profit, it is impossible to guarantee
that everybody fully and totally enjoys
basic democratic rights. The workers’
movement must become the most
resolute supporter of democratic
freedoms, turning the campaign for
human rights against the bourgeoisie.
But it will only win confidence and
authority if these same principles are
applied in its own ranks and if it
refuses to accept any violation of
these rights in the countries in which
it is in power.

Powerful interests are opposed to
universal general disarmament, to
preventing air, sea and land pollution,
to ending the hunger, misery and
desperate anxiety of daily life or to
overcoming its increasingly
murderous antidotes, such as alcohol
and drugs. There is no lack of
knowledge and resources for putting
an end to these plagues. But the
interests opposing this have state
power at their disposal. The

bourgeoisie tries to keep one step
ahead by regulating the right to strike,
limiting trade-union freedoms for
whole categories of workers,
controlling the freedom of the press
and reinforcing the prerogatives of its
political executive, repressive forces
and secret services in the name of
“internal and external security”. The
power of the world’s masters must be
overthrown. The economic strength on
which it rests must be taken from
them in order to safeguard the future
of the human race.

It is illusory to imagine capitalism
without crises of overproduction -
veritable insults to humanity given the
hundreds of millions of human-beings
whose most basic needs are not
satisfied. It is illusory to imagine
capitalism without unemployment,
without poverty, without
discrimination against women, young
people, the aged, immigrants and
national minorities, without racism or
xenophobia. Since the beginning of
the industrial era, periodic crises of
overproduction (22 since 1825!) have
been inherent to the capitalist mode of
production. They cannot be avoided
tomorrow any more than they were
yesterday. In the face of these lessons,
blindness is impermissible. Refusing
to clearly see the current dangers is
just as irresponsible or as cowardly as
it was before Auschwitz and
Hiroshima.

III. Catastrophe is
already looming in
the Third World

The dangers hanging over humanity
are already clearly apparent in the
dependent countries. Here, barbarism
is already at work. Capitalism cannot
be judged simply by looking at the
living conditions of a small minority of
the world’s population - the middle
classes and the highest paid workers
in the richest countries - while closing
one’s eyes to the living conditions of
the large majority of people in the
capitalist countries.

Apart from a few exceptions, the semi-
colonial and dependent countries have
suffered a disastrous decline in living
standards over the last ten years. A

regularly employed wage-worker often
earns each year the equivalent of an
average monthly or even weekly wage
in the imperialist centres.

In the Third World countries, 15
million children die every year from
hunger, malnutrition and the lack of
healthcare and medicines. Every six
years, this silent massacre is causing
as many victims as World War 1I,
including the holocaust and
Hiroshima. The equivalent of several
world wars against children since
1945: this is the balance-sheet of
capitalism’s survival. The resources to
feed, care for, house and educate
these children certainly exist on a
world scale. On condition that they are
not squandered on arms spending. On
condition that they are redistributed
to help those most in need. On
condition that their allocation is no
longer entrusted to the grasping
interests of chemical, pharmaceutical
and agro-industry multi-nationals, and
to arms manufacturers’ thirst for
enrichment.

Pollution is now being deliberately
exported from the imperialist
heartlands to Third World countries,
which are becoming a cheap dustbin
for dangerous, non-recyclable
industrial waste. This means growing
desertification, faster destruction of
tropical rain forests and the transfer
to these countries of industries that
are particularly harmful to the
environment, which rapidly creates
even worse ecological disasters than
those already affecting the richer
countries.

The search for hard currency to
finance debt interest and the
systematic development of export
agriculture to the detriment of
producing basic foodstuffs worsen
trends of undernourishment and
famine. The poor countries are now
exporting capital to the rich ones, not
to mention the effects of corruption
and embezzling of funds and public
grants by the ruling classes in the
Third World for private gain. A
concentrated expression of a relapse
into dependence and under-
development, the debt’s iron vice thus
strangles above all the poorest of the
poor. The struggle against paying the
debt begins with day-to-day opposition
to the policies of wage austerity,



which put a terrible pressure on
purchasing power; to the massive cuts
in public education and health budgets
and the dismantling of the public
sector; to ecological damage linked to
uncontrolled capital penetration and
to the absolute priority given to
exports to the detriment of food
cultivation.

Workers, peasants and the
underprivileged of the towns and
shantytowns are resisting this
unbearable deterioration in their
living conditions. In Latin America,
Asia and Africa there have been
successive waves of strikes, land
occupations, peasant revolts and
urban explosions of pauperized and
marginalized masses. There have also
been electoral victories, general
strikes, attempts at political and trade-
union organization independent of the
state and the bourgeoisie, as well as
some pockets of armed resistance.

IV. The crisis of
the non-capitalist
bureaucratized
societies

This crisis has been maturing for
years in the USSR, China and Eastern
Europe. Mikhail Gorbachev’s policy
did not provoke it, but simply brought
it out into the open. In the USSR and
Eastern Europe, this crisis is seen
particularly in a slowdown of
economic growth, in increasingly
pronounced technological
backwardness, in social stagnation
and regression, in the appearance of
new, widespread poverty, in deep
moral and ecological crises, in the
brutal loss of credibility of political
institutions, in the renaissance of
independent political opinion, and in
the first independent political
demonstrations by sections of the
masses.

Reformist tendencies then appeared
inside the ruling bureaucracy. They
are striving to save the bureaucracy’s
power and privileges by means of
sometimes radical reforms in the
economic as well as in the political,
social and cultural arenas. The
regime’s crisis is neither a crisis of

capitalist overproduction, nor a crisis
of socialism. Real socialism is
inseparable from the greatest possible
democracy for the largest numbers of
people, the free confrontation of ideas,
the independence of mass
organizations from the parties and the
state, the exercise of power by the
masses themselves and self-
management. It has never existed in
these countries. Associating the word
socialism with Dbureaucratic
monstrosities - such as the Gulag,
growing inequalities, generalized
corruption, and bureaucratic control
of young people, science and literary
and artistic creation - was not the
least of Stalin’s crimes.

But still less do these countries
represent any variety of capitalism.
The crushing weight of a privileged
and parasitical bureaucratic layer
usurping workers’ power in
transitional societies produces a
specific form of crisis. There is an
increasingly explosive contradiction
between the potential for social
progress and the economic chaos,
inequality, oppression and corruption
resulting from Dbureaucratic
dictatorship.

To save its political power, the source
and ultimate basis of its privileges, the
bureaucracy can undertake reforms.
But, in spite of their initial success,
the attempted reforms of Tito,
Khrushchev, Mao and Deng have all
ended in a dead end. Gorbachev’s
efforts are doomed to the same fate.
They have already made possible a
deep social differentiation, including
within the bureaucracy, with the
emergence of political and social
forces inclined towards capitalism on
the one hand, and a reawakening of
mass activity at the base of the
workers’ movement, unprecedented in
the USSR since the Stalinist counter-
revolution, on the other.

Confronted by a dramatic slow down
in economic growth and alarming
indicators of social regression, and
fearing an increase in irreversible
technological backwardness in
relation to the richest imperialist
countries, the bureaucratic leaders
are in an equally weak position in
relation to both imperialism and to the
masses in their own countries. This is
the root of the contradictions in their

policies.

Thus, disarmament initiatives are
positive, even if they are determined
by an attempt to reduce the burden of
military spending on the Soviet
economy rather than an
internationalist policy. We support de-
Stalinization. We support the rejection
of the doctrine of “limited
sovereignty” - the pretext for Soviet
military interventions into East
Germany, Hungary or Czechoslovakia.
We welcome the de facto recognition
of basic political freedoms - even if
they are limited and partial - which
the workers can and must seize in
order to widen the democratic
opening and build their own unions
and organizations independent of the
bureaucracy.

But at the same time we denounce the
negotiations and summits between the
“big powers”, carried out on the backs
of peoples in struggle and often with
the shared concern of snuffing out
centres of revolutionary resistance in
Central America, Southern Africa or in
Palestine. We fight against the so-
called free-market economic reforms,
which, sooner or later, will lead to
increased social inequality, a
resurgence of mass unemployment
and the social scourges resulting from
it. We fight any - even limited - return
to authoritarianism and repression, for
example in relation to the nationalities
in rebellion.

By crushing basic democratic
freedoms and individual liberty, the
bureaucratic regimes have given all
bourgeois political institutions -
identified with democracy - a new
value in the eyes of the masses. But
the attempts at economic
liberalization and the openings to
international capital mean austerity
policies and inequality, provoking
opposition from significant sectors of
young people and workers. Faced with
this resistance, the supporters of out
and out economic liberalization - far
from identifying it with a pursuit for
democratic openness - will be tempted
to resort to new restrictions of rights,
indeed to authoritarian repression if
the balance of forces permits.

The generalization and consolidation
of democratic rights requires
institutionalized people’s power,



soviet power, which includes the right
of workers to determine priorities in
terms of allocating resources: self-
management combined with
democratic planning and the power of
councils.

V. “Market
socialism” is
impossible

Faced with a massive economic crisis
in the USSR and Eastern Europe,
significant sections of the working
population - East and West - are today
resigned to the idea that massive
recourse to market mechanisms is a
lesser evil than bureaucratic chaos.
From that to extolling a “market
socialism” is only a step, one that has
been taken by nearly all the Western
reformist ideologues and by a number
of “economic experts” and ideologues
of the bureaucracy in the East.

But the idea of “market socialism” is a
contradiction in terms. In a truly
socialist society, freely-associated
producers will themselves determine
what they produce, how they produce
it and how they distribute it.
Democratic management of the
economy, conscious and collective
determination of what priorities to
satisfy and the means to get there, is
incompatible with the blind rule of the
market and competition.

Before the communist society of
abundance - that is the fulfilment of all
rational needs - comes into being, any
economic system will always be
constrained by a relative shortage of
productive resources. This means that
certain needs are met at the expense
of others. Those who control the social
surplus product- ruling classes or
castes like the Soviet bureaucracy -
have the power to decide, in the final
analysis, the priorities in the use of
relatively scarce resources.

In capitalist society, these decisions
are decided by the big companies and
the very rich, that is by the imperative
needs of profit and accumulation of
capital. The “laws of the market” are
refracted by these constraints and
necessities. Luxury second homes are
built, while there are millions of

homeless people even in the so-called
rich countries. Massive investment is
made in producing less and less useful
- sometimes dangerous - gadgets while
even the most elementary needs of
hundreds of millions of human beings
remain unsatisfied.

In the bureaucratically-dominated
Soviet economy and similar
formations, these priorities in the use
of resources were imposed in a
despotic and arbitrary manner, which
led to enormous and growing waste
and lack of proportion.

In a socialist economy managed by the
producers/consumers/citizens, these
priorities will be democratically
decided by the toiling masses. The
priority needs thus determined will be
the basis of the plan. Socialist
planning is indispensable for ensuring
that these priorities are respected.
Market mechanisms subordinated to
the plan will give consumers the
greatest possible control in order to
ensure a free choice of high quality
consumer goods. But this
subordination to the plan should
prevent trends in economic
development flowing from laws which
impose themselves “spontaneously” on
the workers but ensure that they are
consciously decided, particularly in
questions of employment, and the
duration and intensity of work, in
growing equality, in priorities in
health, education, protection of the
environment and culture.

It is this relationship between
democratic, planned self-management
and the satisfaction of consumer
needs which makes a genuinely
socialist economy superior to the
capitalist economy, including in its
“welfare state” form.

The associated producers will set free
an enormous creative and inventive
potential of careful and thrifty
managers, when they see in practice
their ability to ensure that high quality
goods and services are freely
available. From this point the
“enterprise spirit”, in the rational
sense of the term, which under the
capitalist regime and the rule of the
market is the preserve of a small
minority of private property owners
(usually less than 10% of the active
population in the most industrialised

countries), will be extended to the vast
majority of the producers. Basing
itself on the enormous potential of
computer technology, further
encouraged by the possibility of a
radical reduction in the working day
and week, taking on board all
ecological considerations, the self-
managed, democratically-planned
socialist economy will show itself to be
more efficient, more rational and more
humane than the most advanced
capitalist economy however much its
worst features are ameliorated by the
“Welfare State”.

The Yugoslav experience has tragically
confirmed that workers’ self-
management - even limited to one firm
- and market economy are mutually
exclusive in the long term. Workers
could benefit from important
prerogatives at a factory level,
including the power to sack their
manager. But as soon as the factory’s
future depends on its market
performance, which in turn depends
on a myriad of factors independent of
the workers’ decisions (among others,
the initial technological level, the
extent of the product’s monopoly, the
differentiated access to credit, the no
less differentiated access to hard
currency allowing the import of
machines, raw materials and spare
parts), these workers can find
themselves penalized by the market
regardless of their efforts. Their
workplace may even be driven to
bankruptcy. What will then remain of
self-management, except the workers’
“right” to sack themselves?

In the transition from capitalism to
socialism, recourse to market
mechanisms remains necessary,
including in sectors where an
insufficient objective socialization of
work ill prepares collective ownership:
handicraft industries, some
distribution and service sectors (such
as repairs), and so on. They can serve
to eliminate shortage by breaking
monopolies that are not encouraged to
take consumer needs sufficiently into
account in agriculture, the retail trade
and certain services, on condition that
private monopolies do not substitute
for state monopoly.

But this is only conceivable in the
framework of a conscious effort to
gradually reduce market relations and



the adoption of political democracy as
the main regulatory factor. The use of
money and the partial and provisional
functioning of the market must
therefore take place within a
democratically planned economy - that
is, within an overall political decision-
making structure that ensures that
partial market mechanisms do not
exacerbate social inequalities, do not
operate to the detriment of the least
well-off in the population and do not
cut into the system of social protection
that assures the satisfaction of the
basic needs of all citizens. It presumes
a strengthening of democratic socialist
mechanisms, of public control over all
the structures of economic and social
life.

Without real political control by the
workers, even the partial
strengthening of market criteria - far
from going in the direction of
openness and democratization - will
reinforce bureaucratization and
corruption in the state apparatus, the
political expropriation of the
proletariat by privileged layers.

VI. Only authentic,
democratic and
pluralist socialism
can solve the world
crisis

A radical solution of the world crisis
involves challenging the generalized
market economy, private ownership of
the means of production, the
sovereignty of nation states and the
bureaucratic grip over systems of
social protection. It implies the
perspective of a democratic, pluralist,
self-managing Democratic World
Socialist Federation.

The potential for progress inherent in
science and human intelligence can
only blossom under a truly socialist
and democratic regime, where science
and technology are at the service of
men and women, and submitted to
open and critical public control.
Culture and further education will be
completely open to everyone for the
first time. This will not only result in a
boom in the consumption of culture,

but also in cultural creation, the
liberation of a gigantic reserve of still-
unexplored energy. Scientific
development could contribute to
liberating women and men from the
burden of fragmented, repetitive,
mechanical, monotonous work which
is physically and mentally destructive.
But this demands that technology is
used creatively, which is inconceivable
without accountable, collective
behaviour of freely-associated
producers and without generalized
self-management.

There is constance resistance by the
exploited to the illdoing of captialism.
But it is hampered by the idea that
there is now no longer any viable
“model of society” beyond capitalism.
This idea is fed by two things. First,
the prejudices that have been
propagated for thousands of years by
the ruling classes: “there have always
been rich and poor”, “without the
incentive of private profit, nobody
would work”; and for two centuries by
the bourgeoisie: “the market is a good
thing because it is natural”.... As if the
market was not a human institution,
only recently generalized and forged
out of the pillage and violence of
primitive accumulation!

Already today significant minorities
are challenging “the work ethic” and
the unlimited accumulation of material
goods as the supreme goal of social
life. For millions of workers, for many
young people and intellectuals,
working less to live their lives
differently is more important than
working long hours in order to
consume more. For millions of men
and women conscious of ecological
dangers, the quality of life, protection
of the environment and respect for the
nature of which we are part are more
important than the unlimited
accumulation of possessions.

The second factor, more difficult to
overcome, is not bourgeois ideology
but the painful experiences endured
by the international working class.
After the double failure of Stalinism
and social-democracy, with its
pretension of changing capitalism
gradually and peacefully, the
international working class will not re-
appropriate the revolutionary socialist
project through a simple battle of
ideas, necessary as that is. It will only

succeed through new formative
experiences, new practices and new
partial victories capable of throwing
off the weight of past defeats and
disillusions. A society of free and
equal women and men, liberated from
the constraints of wage slavery,
oppression and exploitation, is more
than ever necessary and possible. On
condition that productive resources,
human and material, are redistributed
according to criteria of solidarity
incompatible with the dictatorship of
the market; and on condition that this
redistribution goes alongside a new
technological revolution that respects
sources of wealth (natural and
human).

A radically different motivation of
economic behaviour could be based on
the interests of all in a continuous
reduction of mechanical, repetitive
work, which is experienced by most
producers as forced labour. The
realization of a new citizenship, for
the first time establishing society’s
control over a state and administrative
apparatus fated to wither away,
supposes a radical reduction in
working hours, in fact by half. A pilot
measure for all socialist revolutions,
this demand is not a demagogic pipe-
dream. Even conservative sources
estimate that at least 50% of the total
productive potential is unused or used
for destructive and harmful ends
(arms production), or simply wasted.
With the rational use of these
resources for productive and useful
ends for humanity it would be possible
to move towards the abolition of
poverty and under-development in the
Third World, while at the same time
qualitatively improving workers’ living
standards in today’s advanced
countries. By using all available
human resources, this objective is
perfectly compatible with a radical
reduction in working hours on a world
scale, thus giving everyone the
necessary time to participate fully and
actively in democratic self-
management and self-administration.

Initially, planning - even bureaucratic -
allowed the USSR to be transformed
in the space of only two generations
from an under-developed country into
the second-strongest power in the
world. What has failed in the USSR
and Eastern Europe is not socialist
planning. It is the hybrid combination



of  bureaucratically-centralized
“planning”, the survival of important
market mechanisms and the search for
private consumer privileges by the
bureaucratic managers of the state
economy. This is the root of the chaos
and the growing social injustice.

Pluralist and living socialist
democracy, the free confrontation of
different priorities, the independence
of political and social organizations
from the state apparatus are not
luxuries reserved for the richest
countries that the poorest countries
must put off until better times. For all
socialist revolutions they are a
functional necessity for overcoming
contradictions in the economy,
reducing inequalities and conquering
injustices by developing the means to
overcome difficulties through
collective awareness. Men’s and
women’s civic and social rights, a
state based on law, unrestricted
political democracy, democracy of the
associated producers, democratically-
centralized planning and the
necessary but limited recourse to
market mechanisms are all
complementary for building a socialist
society. Just one missing link in this
chain is enough to pervert the whole
process.

VII. The struggle
for socialism is
based on the
united
mobilization of the
proletariat and its
allies

Men and women wage workers, forced
to sell their labour power, represent
the only social force capable of
paralysing and overthrowing capitalist
society and building a society based
on the cooperation and solidarity of
the vast majority of the population.
This is why only the working class in
the broad sense of the term can be the
backbone of all the exploited and
oppressed in the struggle for
socialism.

During the past few decades social

movements such as those around
feminism, ecology, peace, anti-racism
and gay and lesbian liberation, have
developed on the fringe of - or even in
contradiction with - the workers’
movement. They reply to the new or
worsened contradictions caused by
the effects of the crisis in capitalist as
well as in bureaucratic societies. They
express a deeper and broader
awareness of the multiple facets of
oppression, and have succeeded in a
positive way in incorporating very
large popular sectors into the
struggle, in particular young people.
The feminist movement is a response
to the oldest oppression known by
humanity. It defends the interests of
more than half the human race. It is
an essential dimension of all struggles
for human liberation. The socialist
society that we want must satisfy the
demands and objectives advanced by
the social movements: real equality
between women and men, sexual
freedom, respect for the environment
and the establishment of harmonious
relations with nature. The working
class must fully take up these
struggles.

The fact that this has not been the
case is the responsibility of the
traditional workers’ organizations, but
is also due to the weakness and errors
of the revolutionary vanguard.
Actively participating in these
movements, we fight for their
convergence with workers’ struggles
and for the workers’ movement to
become conscious of the legitimacy
and subversive potential of these
movements, at the same time
respecting their autonomy.

More numerous and qualified than
ever before, the proletariat now
comprises more than a billion human
beings. The dominant tendency is for
the expansion, and not the
contraction, of waged work
everywhere in the world, including in
the most developed countries. Of
course, this expansion is not the same
in every country, region or industrial
sector or branch. Growth in one
country or sector is always
accompanied by a relative decline in
another. But the overall result of these
movements is in the direction of an
expansion and not of a decline.

In each sector of the world lesbians

and gay men have organized
autonomously in defence of their
rights, against state and street
violence, ideological repression and
heterosexist attitudes and practices
that permeate all of society. Often
taking the form of struggles for
democratic rights, the dynamic of
lesbian and gay liberation struggles
can strike further than simple legal
equality for sexual minorities. It is a
challenge to the patriarchal family and
the imposed sexual division of labour
that are pillars of women’s oppression
and a mainstay of social control in
both the advanced and dependent
capitalist countries as well as in the
bureaucratic societies.

The heterogeneity of the proletariat
has existed since the origins of wage
labour. It is accompanied by divisions
which result from the segmentation of
the labour market. Along with the
intentions of the bourgeoisie and its
states, the combined and uneven
development of productive forces have
always resulted in maintaining and
reinforcing this division of the working
class. It is expressed from one end of
the planet to another in wage
differentials, the differences between
old and young, men and women,
workers and unemployed, “nationals”
and immigrants, skilled and unskilled,
manual workers and intellectuals.

But the internationalization of the
productive forces, the advent of
multinational corporations and the
third technological revolution are
promoting the gradual convergence of
struggles between workers in the
Ruhr or Los Angeles, in SAfo Paulo or
Bombay. On the other hand, the crisis
leads to deepening differences and
inequalities. The explosion of youth
unemployment in a number of
countries produces a sub-proletarian
layer that has never worked, that is
marginalized and outside the
traditions of proletarian solidarity.

The beginnings of a dual society, or
something even more fragmented,
with an unprotected part of the
proletariat reduced to unstable
conditions of existence similar to those
of 19th century cities or the Third
World today, corresponds to a
deliberate plan by capital to weaken
the labour movement once and for all.
Opposing this with the demand for



reabsorption of unemployment via a
radical cut in working hours without
loss of pay or work speed ups is a
central task.

The proletariat - that is, all those
forced to sell their labour power -
includes the mass of agricultural
workers, of whom there are several
hundred million in the world. Their
social weight has declined relative to
the total active population, but their
absolute numbers are rising in
countries like India, Indonesia, Brazil,
Egypt, Pakistan and Mexico. A blurred
frontier both separates and unites the
proletariat in the cities and the semi-
proletariat in the fields (independent
peasants who do not have enough land
to earn their living all year round, and
are forced to take on temporary paid
work), including poor peasants. The
potential for mobilizing these social
classes has already been
demonstrated in the growing
movement of land occupations, indeed
in putting land to productive use. This
will be an integral part of the socialist
revolution in these countries.

The same goes for the vast mass of
marginalized semi-proletarians in the
cities of the Third World, who
represent one of the most explosive
forces at odds with the social order.
They can serve as a base to be
manoeuvred by populist, reactionary
forces. But, although the workers’
organizations and the proletariat as a
class have until now seldom acted as
defenders of these disinherited,
defending their material and social
interests and stimulating and helping
their own self-organization, the fight
for “urban reform” can become one of
the motor forces of the permanent
revolution in the under-industrialized
countries, alongside the fight for
agrarian reform.

In a number of key capitalist countries
- notably the USA, India, Mexico,
Argentina, Egypt and Iran - the
proletariat has not yet won its political
class independence. Overwhelmingly,
it remains politically structured by
populist forces, if not traditional
bourgeois ones. In these countries, the
struggle to win this political
independence remains the primary
task.

In the imperialist heartlands, as in

Third World countries and the
bureaucratic states, the proletariat -
alongside the poor peasantry - is the
only force capable of laying the basis
for a new society. However, while the
bourgeoisie is better organized
internationally than in the last
century, a mass workers’ International
no longer exists. It is necessary to
overcome this crisis of political
leadership via the development of new
generations of militants, the
assimilation of lessons from the past,
the accumulation of new partial
victories that can help them to regain
confidence, the re-establishment of
dialogue - interrupted for too long -
between workers in the capitalist
countries and those in the
bureaucratized societies, and a
thoroughgoing reorganization of the
mass movement and its political
vanguard.

VIII. The struggle
against women’s
oppression

Women make up 53% of the world’s
population and, counting both
domestic work and waged work, carry
out the majority of working hours
realized in the world. On the other
hand, when it is remunerated,
women’s work is very largely
undervalued in comparison to men’s.
In addition, women’s economic
decision-making power bears no
relation to the work they do. They are
kept in a subordinate position and are
not even able to control their own
situation. The responsibility for the
care and upbringing of the next
generation falls on women’s
shoulders. They do this without the
necessary economic and practical
means, and most of the time without
men’s support. This situation puts
women in a very vulnerable position
economically and socially, subject to
degradation, health hazards, violence
and sexual abuse.

Although the situation of women
varies from country to country, it is
still true to say that women
everywhere are victims of economic
exploitation and political subjugation.
They are the first to be hit by all sorts
of disasters: droughts, poverty, war,

economic austerity measures. Women
are the most vulnerable section of the
toiling masses. Thus, women and
children make up 85% of all the
refugees in the world. The fight
against women’s oppression is a
fundamental part of the social
struggle. It is not simply a question of
democratic demands or civil rights -
however important these aspects.
Ending women’s oppression is an
essential part of any successful
struggle for a better society. This
includes the absolute right for women
to control their own bodies, the right
to abortion on demand, full equality at
work and in training, sexual freedom,
freedom from sexual abuse and
violence, and ending their exclusive
responsibility for domestic work.

We unstintingly support the struggle
and the self-organization of women for
ending their subordination. We
unreservedly recognize the right of
women to decide their own fate. This
battle is an integral part of the
struggle for socialism: No women'’s
liberation without socialism - that is,
without the abolition of both capitalist
and patriarchal private property. No
socialism without women'’s liberation:
while half of humanity is oppressing
the other half, neither will be free.
Revolutionary socialists, men and
women, must fight for the feminization
of all the bodies which run society,
including those of the workers’
movement and their own political
organizations.

IX. The struggle
against national
oppression

The national question remains one of
the most explosive in the world. In the
Third World countries, beyond those
remaining colonies (Puerto Rico,
Antilles, Kanaky ...), “decolonization”
has not led to full national sovereignty
for the countries concerned. Under
forms going from direct politico-
military domination to financial,
technological and cultural
dependence, they remain subjected to
imperialist hegemony. These
countries’ dependence - with all its
implications (policies of
privatization/denationalization) - is



tending to worsen under the yoke of
the debt. Under the pretext of fighting
against drug trafficking, imperialism is
redeploying its direct military
presence in Latin America, a
phenomena that is likely to be
extended to other regions of the
world. The control of audio-visual
communication by the multinationals
and the imperialist states, with the
production and diffusion by satellite of
programmes, gives them growing
means for cultural manipulation. The
colonial carve-up of Third World states
and the specific formation of ruling
elites, as well as the nationalist elites
set up by imperialism, leads to the
existence of nations that have been
carved up and oppressed national and
ethnic minorities.

Even in the imperialist heartlands
where the process of forming nation
states has continued for more than a
century, oppressed national minorities
exist (Black Americans, the peoples of
Quebec and Ireland, the oppressed
peoples in the Spanish state...). In the
case of Ireland or the Spanish state,
this oppression has fuelled powerful
mass national liberation movements.
The attempts of the British or Spanish
governments to resolve these
problems through a combination of
brutal repression and limited political
reforms have come up against the
refusal of the peoples concerned. The
idea according to which these
questions can be resolved in the
framework of re-jigging the European
Community is an illusion. On the
contrary, it is possible that the
economic, social and territorial
imbalances provoked by the Single Act
will create a resurgence of unresolved
or badly solved national demands.

The current crisis of the non-capitalist
bureaucratic regimes 1is also
expressed by an explosion of demands
and mass national movements. They
show the incompatibility between
national democratic rights and a
bureaucratic and police dictatorship of
which chauvinism has been an integral
part. The continuing forms of national
oppression in the countries in question
are extremely varied: domination of
peripheral nations by the bureaucracy
of the majority nation; constraints
exercised by a “big brother”
bureaucracy over neighbouring states
of the same nature; oppression of

national or ethnic minorities by
majority nations inside states or
federated republics that are
themselves dominated... The masses’
anti-bureaucratic aspirations have
found a global political expression in
national demands, in which linguistic,
cultural, economic, ecological
aspirations and the demand for
national sovereignty are invested.

Concrete political solutions cannot be
defined in a general way, but only
case by case, starting from
revolutionary democratic principles.
Revolutionary Marxists are above all
internationalists. They always defend
the common interests of workers of all
nationalities, without subordinating
them to particular interests. They fight
against all forms of racism,
xenophobia, chauvinism, hatred and
ethnic contempt and discrimination,
whatever their objective roots or
subjective motivation. But the starting
point of all real internationalist
policies must be the radical distinction
between the nationalism of the
oppressed and the nationalism of the
oppressors, on the basis of an
irreconcilable opposition to the latter
and unconditional solidarity with the
struggle of the oppressed against their
oppressors, while unceasingly
combating the deadly poison of
chauvinism. This attitude must be
translated into the unconditional
defence of the right to self-
determination of oppressed nations -
that is, their right to independence or
to organize themselves in a sovereign
way in a federal or confederal
fr