
world revolution
International Communist Current in Britain   Winter 2021   Nº388   £1             en.internationalism.org

workers of the world, unite!

Inside this issue
British capitalism clobbered by Covid and   
Brexit ��  �� 
Labour divisions underline bourgeoisie’s grow-
ing loss of control ��
Anti-Covid vaccines: Health is just a commodity 
for capitalism 3
USA: the struggle of the workers’ movement 
against slavery and racism (Part 1) 4
Covid: The “Swedish Strategy” and the fiction of 
the welfare state 5
Strike of agribusiness workers in Peru                6                       
Life of the ICC + Virtual public meeting ad  7
Understanding the phase of decomposition: 
Report of an ICC contact meeting 8
Australia A$2.25, Canada C$1.50, Europe €1.3, India 10 rupees, Japan¥300 USA 90¢

Continued on page 5 

Biden presidency: 
The US and world capitalism 
on the road to nowhere

In preparation for the inauguration, 
Washington is under military occupation

The Trump administration had already caused 
a series of humiliating but lethal fiascos for the 
US bourgeoisie – not least by actively worsening 
the Covid pandemic ��0��0 - but there was always 
hope among the saner factions of the American 
ruling class that having an incompetent narcissist 
in supreme power was only a passing nightmare, 
from which they would soon awake. But the elec-
toral victory of the Democratic Party wasn’t the 
landslide that was hoped for – either for the new 
administration of Joe Biden or for the new Con-
gress.

Worse still, a televised riot took place in the 
Capitol, the sacred venue of US democracy, in-
cited by the outgoing head of state who rejected 
the official, validated, results of the presidential 
election! A mob attempted to violently prevent 
the democratic succession, encouraged by the sit-
ting president himself – as in a banana republic as 
George W Bush recognised. Truly it is a political-
ly defining moment in the decomposition of world 
capitalism. The populist self-harming of the UK 
through Brexit may look merely absurd to other 
countries, because Britain is a secondary power, 
but the threat of instability represented by the in-
surrection on Capitol Hill of the US has caused 
shock and fear throughout the international bour-
geoisie.

The subsequent attempt to impeach Trump for a 
second time may well fail again, and in any case 
it will galvanise the millions of his supporters in 
the population, including a large part of the Re-
publican party.

The inauguration of the new President on Janu-
ary ��0th, usually an occasion for a show of na-
tional unity and reconciliation, won’t be: Trump 
will not attend, contrary to the custom with outgo-
ing presidents, and Washington DC will be under 
military lockdown to prevent further armed re-
sistance from Trump supporters. The perspective 
then is not the smooth, long term re-establishment 
of traditional democratic order and ideology by 
a Biden administration, but an accentuation - of 
an increasingly violent nature – of the divisions 
between classical bourgeois democracy and popu-
lism, the latter not disappearing with the end of 
the Trump regime.

The US – from the world‘s biggest 
superpower to the epicentre of 
decomposition

Since 1945 US democracy has been the flagship 
of world capitalism. Having played a decisive role 

in the Allied victory in World War II, and mak-
ing a major contribution to reducing Europe and 
Japan to ruins, it was then able to drag the world 
out of the rubble and reconstruct it in its own im-
age during the Cold War. In 1989, with the defeat 
and disintegration of the rival totalitarian Russian 
bloc, the US seemed to be at the apex of its global 
dominance and prestige. George Bush Snr an-
nounced the coming of a New World Order after 
the collapse of the Russian bloc in 1989. Wash-
ington thought it could maintain its supremacy by 
preventing any new power emerging as a serious 
contender for its world leadership. But instead, the 
assertion of its military superiority has accelerated 
a world disorder with a series of pyrrhic victories 
(Kuwait, the Balkans in the 1990s) and expensive 
foreign policy failures in Iraq, Afghanistan and 
Syria. The US has increasingly undermined the 
alliances on which its former world leadership 
rested and this has encouraged other powers to act 
on their own account.

Moreover US power and wealth has been un-
able to attenuate the increasing convulsions of the 
world economy: the spark of the ��008 crisis ema-
nated from Wall Street and engulfed the US and 
the world in the most serious downturn since the 
open crisis re-emerged in 1967.

The social and political consequences of these 

US reverses, and the absence of alternatives, is 
that the divisions and disarray in the bourgeois 
state, and in the population generally, has been 
increased, leading to the growing discredit of the 
established political norms of the US democratic 
political system.

The previous presidencies of Bush and Obama 
failed to forge a lasting consensus for the tradi-
tional democratic order among the population as a 
whole. Trump’s ‘solution’ to this problem was not 
to resolve this disunity but to accentuate it even 
more with a raucous and incoherent policy of 
vandalism that further shredded the political con-
sensus domestically and ripped up military and 
economic agreements with its former allies on the 
world stage. All this was done under the banner of 
‘America First’ - but in reality it served to increase 
the USA‘s loss of status.

In a word, the ongoing political crisis of US de-
mocracy, symbolised by the storming of the Capi-
tol, complements the chaotic and self-destructive 
consequences of US imperialist policy and makes 
it clearer that the still-strongest world power is at 
the centre of, and the major player in, the decom-
position of world capitalism at all levels.

China can’t fill the vacuum
China, despite its increasing economic and mili-

tary power, won’t be able fill the vacuum of world 
leadership created by the disorientation of the 
US. Not least because the latter is still capable of 
and determined to prevent the growth of Chinese 
influence as a major objective with or without 
Trump. For example one of the plans of the Biden 
Administration will be to step up this anti-China 
policy with the formation of a D10, an alliance of 
the democratic powers (the G7 plus South Korea, 
India, and Australia). The role this will play in the 
worsening of imperialist tensions need hardly be 
explained.

But these tensions cannot be channeled into the 
formation of new blocs for obvious reasons. The 
worsening decomposition of capitalism makes the 
possibility of a generalised world war increas-
ingly unlikely.

The dangers for the working class
In 1989 we predicted that the new period of 

the decomposition of capitalism would bring in-
creased difficulties for the proletariat.

The recent events in the US vindicate this pre-
diction again.

The most important of these in relation to the 

present US situation is the danger that sections 
of the working class will be mobilised behind the 
increasingly violent contests of the opposing fac-
tions of the bourgeoisie, ie, not just on the elec-
toral terrain but in the streets. Parts of the working 
class can be misled into choosing between popu-
lism and the defence of democracy, the two false 
alternatives offered by capitalist exploitation.

Connected to this is the fact that in the present 
situation other layers of the non-exploiting popu-
lation are increasingly propelled into political ac-
tion by a whole series of factors: the effects of the 
economic crisis, the worsening of the ecological 
catastrophe, the strengthening of state repression 
and its racist nature, which leads them to act as 
a conduit for bourgeois campaigns such as the 
Black Lives Matter movement, or as a medium 
for inter-classist struggles.

Nevertheless the working class internationally 
in the period of decomposition has not been de-
feated as in the manner of the 1930s. Its reserves 
of combativity remain intact and the further eco-
nomic attacks on its living standards that are com-
ing - which will include the bill for the economic 
damage done by the Covid pandemic - will oblige 
the proletariat to respond on its class terrain.

The challenge for revolutionary 
organisations

The revolutionary organisation has a limited but 
very important role to play in the current situation 
because, while it has little influence yet, and even 
for a lengthy period to come, the situation of the 
working class as a whole is nevertheless bringing 



2 British situation

British capitalism clobbered by Covid and Brexit

World-wide there have more than 100 million 
cases of Covid-19, with a death toll of at least 2 
million and still rising. This is the impact of the 
pandemic at the human level, with overwhelmed 
hospitals, lives on hold during lockdown, people 
in isolation and greater poverty, the whole uncer-
tainty of the situation, even with the arrival of the 
vaccines, and the unpredictability and incompe-
tence of many governments’ policies.

For capitalism the effect of the health crisis is 
keenly felt at the level of the economy. The IMF 
has estimated that the global economy shrank by 
4.4% in ��0��0 and that the decline was the worst 
since the Great Depression of the 1930s. While 
this is a blow for capitalism internationally, it has 
also had a massive effect on the working class. 
The International Labour Organisation (ILO) has 
estimated that workers world-wide have lost as 
much as £��.7 trillion in earnings.

While every major country has been affected, 
the crisis has not had a uniform impact. The UK 
for example, with more than 100,000 deaths, has 
one of the highest coronavirus death rates in the 
world and, throughout ��0��0, the shadow of Brexit 
hung over the economy, with negotiations con-
tinuing for months until the British bourgeoisie fi-
nally broke the “shackles” of the EU at the start of 
��0��1. The combination of pandemic and Brexit is 
hitting a country that already had one of the weak-
est recoveries from the ��008 financial crisis.

Recession, deficit and 
unemployment.

Measured by the fluctuations of GDP the Brit-
ish economy is probably already in a double-dip 
recession, its first since the 1970s. In the second 
quarter of the current financial year British GDP 
fell 19%, the biggest fall in history. Even after 
some months of growth it is currently estimated 
that the economy is still 8.5% below its pre-pan-
demic level. The IMF estimates a 10% contrac-
tion in the UK economy for last year, the largest 
decline of any of the G7. Whatever the final mea-
sure, it’s not been since the Great Frost of 1709, 
when Britain’s GDP dropped by 13% (and did not 
fully recover for another 10 years) that the econo-
my has experienced anything similar.

As for government debt, the figures from the Of-
fice for National Statistics (ONS) show that UK 
government borrowing was the highest ever for 
December as spending went up in response to the 
coronavirus and a fall in tax receipts. “Borrowing 
reached £34.1bn last month, about £28bn more 
than the same month a year ago. The increase 
took the government’s budget deficit … to nearly 
£271bn for the first nine months of the financial 
year, a rise of more than £212bn compared with 
the same period last year. The Office for Budget 
Responsibility … has estimated borrowing will hit 
£394bn by the end of the financial year in March, 
which would be the highest peacetime deficit in 
history. Borrowing is already higher than during 
the worst of the 2008 financial crisis.…  Decem-
ber’s borrowing pushed the national debt – the 
sum total of every deficit – to £2.1tn at the end 
of December, or about 99.4% of gross domes-
tic product (GDP), the highest debt ratio since 
1962.”  (Guardian ����/1/��1).

In 2019, the IMF already pointed out that the 
level of corporate debt in the UK was so high that 
almost 40% of it would not be able to survive in 
the event of a recession just half as deep as ��007-
2008. During this Covid-19 crisis hospitality has 
been particularly badly affected and there are 
warnings that tens of thousands of pubs, restau-
rants, bars and hotels could disappear. Apart from 
furlough the government has adopted various 
measures and implemented various schemes to 
keep businesses afloat. Like any other state capi-
talist measures (generally supported by the left 
and leftists as “socialist”), sooner or later some-
one will have to pay, and that means the working 
class in the first place. If for example, Covid-19 
rescue schemes are wound up it could mean that 
some 1.8 million firms in the UK are at risk of 
insolvency, 336,000 of them at high risk of going 
bust. Whenever furlough is removed there is no 
saying which industries will be capable of reviv-
ing.

Before the government’s U-turn in December to 

extend furlough there were a record number of re-
dundancies, with around 370.000 people made re-
dundant in the period August-October ��0��0 alone. 
Predictions of hundreds of thousands of jobs be-
ing at risk with the end of furlough are common.

Since November ��0��0 the number of jobs on 
furlough has doubled to about 5 million. These 5 
million are not currently employed. The predic-
tions for the period after the furlough scheme 
is wound down is that unemployment will peak 
at 7.5%, ��.6 million people. In February ��0��0, 
before the advent of the pandemic, the official 
unemployment figure was 4%. According these 
official figures the unemployment rate rose to 
5% in the three months to the end of November 
��0��0, representing more than 1.7 million people 
–the highest level since August ��016. But the real 
figures for unemployment are much higher than 
the official figures indicate. At least 300,000 out-
of-work people are estimated not to appear in the 
figures (even though other evidence points to their 
existence), and many have given up claiming to be 
unemployed because of discouragement. Of those 
not benefitting from the furlough scheme millions 
are struggling to get by on Universal Credit. So, 
when you read that unemployment in the UK has 
reached the highest level for more than four years, 
it’s certainly much higher.

Brexit means more taxes and 
barriers to trade 

Even before the final deal was concluded be-
tween Britain and the EU in December the thou-
sands of lorries stranded in Kent were a telling 
foretaste that Brexit would not mean frictionless 

trade. As ��0��1 began businesses were reporting 
hold-ups to supplies and customers reported extra 
customs duties, Value Added Tax (VAT) and other 
additional charges on things they had bought from 
within the EU. There might initially be a no-tariff 
agreement with the EU but there are significant 
non-tariff barriers to trade with the EU. The leader 
of the Liberal Democrats said “This is the only 
trade deal in history that erects trade barriers, not 
remove them. It leaves Britain with a trade bor-
der both in the North Sea/English Channel and 
the Irish Sea. It means an end to frictionless trade 
with the EU and requires a lot of paperwork and 
bureaucracy and numerous joint committees to 
oversee its functioning”. When the deal was done 
there were hardly any measures agreed to reduce 
the need for customs checks and control.

On top of that, the agreed deal does not include 
services, which account for 80% of the UK econ-
omy, with 1��% going to the EU. All we know is 
that negotiations will continue. This shows that 
the government’s celebration of a ‘great’ deal is 
delusional as none of the outstanding problems 
will be easily managed and resolved in the short 
term. 

According to the analysis of Moody’s (the credit 
ratings agency), the Christmas Eve deal is skewed 
in the EU’s favour.

 The British government’s estimate suggests 
that, with the agreed deal between the EU and 
the UK, the output will only be 5% lower in 15 
years. Economists at Citigroup however think that 
the UK economy will produce ��% to ��.5% less 
in ��0��1 than if it hadn’t left the EU and if had 
extended its links with the EU. In general, they 

expect the UK to be at least in a better position 
than it would have been under a ‘hard Brexit’ - 
in which the UK and EU would have used World 
Trade Organisation rules for trade. The Organisa-
tion for Economic Co-operation and Development 
(OECD) on its turn has offered a more pessimistic 
outlook. It predicts that the British economy will 
grow by 3.5% less than if Britain had stayed in 
the EU. 

One thing that optimistic forecasters are agreed 
upon is the idea that the UK economy will begin 
to recover once the vaccines are widely available. 
But with trade becoming costlier and tied up in 
“red tape”, with immigration decreasing, the im-
pact of Brexit will have deep and prolonged ef-
fects and will reveal all the weaknesses of Brit-
ish capitalism. Nicholas Bloom, an economist at 
Stanford, said “Brexit is like death by a thousand 
cuts.” In comparison “Covid is like being hit three 
times by a baseball bat. In the long run Brexit is 
seen as far worse.”

The economic consequences of the pandemic 
are far-reaching, but the negative effects of Brexit 
will continue for the foreseeable future. Together 
they pose enormous problems for the bourgeoisie 
and the working class. Both are products of the 
period of decomposition, which is not a positive 
factor for either class. In the future we can expect 
the ruling class to mount an attack on the living 
conditions of the exploited class. A unified, con-
scious struggle in response, based around immedi-
ate defensive demands but opening up a perspec-
tive beyond them, is the only positive prospect for 
the working class.  Car 28/1/21

Labour divisions underline bourgeoisie’s 
growing loss of control

The British Conservative government’s disas-
trously incompetent handling of the Covid-19 
pandemic, its incoherent undertaking of the Brexit 
negotiations, its U-turns over the health crisis, the 
economic crisis and growing conflicts with the 
EU, have not been met with an oppositional on-
slaught by the Labour Party. The British bourgeoi-
sie has been losing control of its political appara-
tus and one of Labour’s historic roles is to pose as 
an alternative to a government that has pursued 
populist policies that have undermined the effec-
tive functioning of British state capitalism. It has 
largely failed to take up the task.

Certainly, Starmer has declared that Labour is a 
pro-American party, its foreign affairs spokesper-
son has said that President Biden is an inspiration, 
and the shadow chancellor, Anneliese Dodds, has 
made a major speech in which she contrasted at 
length Labour’s commitment to being a respon-
sible government, with sensible fiscal policies, 
and the importance of establishing a “resilient” 
economy, as opposed to the irresponsibility of the 
Tories. However, the divisions within Labour’s 
ranks have grown with a wave of expulsions and 
suspensions as the pro- and anti-Corbyn factions 
come into conflict.

When Labour massively lost the 2019 election it 
started an inquest into the reasons for the defeat, 
looking for someone to blame. Its incoherence 
over Brexit, the row over anti-Semitism, and its 
neglect of traditionally Labour-voting areas were 
all cited. It wasn’t until April that it decided to 
replace Corbyn by Starmer. One of his earliest at-
tempts to stamp his authority on the party came 
with the sacking of Rebecca Long-Bailey for neg-
ative remarks she had made about the Israeli state. 
Far from trying to avoid conflict over the ques-
tion of anti-Semitism, Starmer accepted the report 
of the Equality and Human Rights Commission, 
which investigated anti-Semitism in the party, in 
its entirety, and made it clear that no criticisms 
of its conclusions would be allowed. Corbyn was 
suspended from the party for expressing reserva-
tions. He has been reinstated to the party, but not 
to the parliamentary fraction. The Labour Party 
leadership then banned local parties from passing 
any motions of solidarity with Corbyn, although 
this has not stopped the protests about the treat-

ment of the ex-leader and those who have been 
expelled. Corbyn is now going to establish a Proj-
ect for Peace and Justice, a faction that will de-
fend the policies that Starmer is trying to distance 
himself from. The divisions within the Labour 
Party mirror the divisions throughout the Brit-
ish bourgeoisie. Similarly, with the unions, some 
have rallied to Starmer, and some have remained 
loyal to Corbyn.

Johnson won the 2019 election with his prom-
ise to Get Brexit Done. In the year that followed, 
the negotiations with the EU stumbled on with 
the prospect of no deal resulting. After many Tory 
concessions, and the sacking of Dominic Cum-
mings, who was considered to be an obstacle to 
an agreement, a deal was finally agreed on Christ-
mas Eve. When it came to a parliamentary vote 
Starmer insisted that Labour MPs support the 
deal, while voicing some limited criticisms. 36 
Labour MPs abstained and one voted against. Be-
cause of the feebleness of the opposition, it was 
no surprise that, as the first opinion polls of ��0��1 
appeared, that Labour and the Tories were neck 
and neck, despite a year of government incompe-
tence, U-turns and irresponsibility. 

At a time when social decomposition is accel-
erating and as an expression of the bourgeoisie’s 
loss of control of its political apparatus, Labour is 
riven with divisions and is not presenting itself as 
a coherent opposition, despite Starmer’s attempts 
to appear as a figure of sanity against the chaos 
of Johnson’s government. As the Labour purges 
continue, groups like the Socialist Workers Party 
are saying that people should leave Labour, while 
other groups, embedded in the party, continue 
their perpetual work to stop Labour’s ‘drift to the 
right’. 

Labour, once a party of the working class, 
changed camp and performed an important role 
for British capitalism during the First World War 
when it supported British imperialism and was 
part of the recruitment drive to enlist workers for 
the slaughter. When the Labour Party adopted its 
constitution in 1918, its famous Clause IV con-
firmed its commitment to the management of 
British state capitalism. Whether in government 
or opposition and regardless of whether its leader 
has come from right or left of the party, it has 

continued to play an essential role in the British 
bourgeoisie’s political apparatus. In opposition 
it can pose as an alternative to the government, 
in government it pursues policies appropriate to 
the needs of capitalism. When the Labour Party is 
divided, the working class has no interest in sup-
porting it, and revolutionaries warn workers not to 
support any of the squabbling factions. Instead, it 
is necessary to show how Labour acts against the 
interests of the working class and expose its role 
in the service of capital.

Back in the 1970s and 80s the bourgeoisie was 
able to deploy its parties in response to, or in an-
ticipation of the struggles of the working class. 
With the decomposition of capitalism over the 
last 30 years, there has been a strong tendency for 
capital to lose control of its political machinery. 
In recent years, across Europe, as an expression 
of this tendency, we have seen many social demo-
cratic parties in decline and/or disarray. In Britain 
we are not only seeing the chaotic approach of the 
government but also a social democratic opposi-
tion which, because of its divisions, is having the 
greatest difficulty in fulfilling the role required of 
it by capital.  Car 28/1/21

as a panacea for the health crisis; above all it is 
presented to us by the ruling class today as the 
only means of beating the economic crisis and 
the accelerating deterioration of living conditions 
which everywhere are being aggravated. This 
campaign is trying to mask the impasse, the insur-
mountable contradictions, engendered by capital-
ist relations of production.

Because what is presently hitting humanity is not 
caused by bad luck but it is a product of a system 
at the end of its road whose decomposition threat-
ens to drag us all down with it. Consequently, the 
negligence of the bourgeoisie is not the result of 
the incompetence of some leaders but of the inca-
pacity of the dominant class to contain the effects 
of the decay of its system: this class can do noth-
ing other than act in the defence of its own inter-
ests. And as long as such logic remains in place, 
humanity will not escape from the scourges that 
flow from it.  GD  6.1.21

Continued from page 3



3Vaccine wars

Anti-Covid vaccines: Health is just a commodity for capitalism

The article that follows was written before 
the current row between Britain and the EU 
over supplies of the Oxford-AstraZeneca 
vaccine. The EU, responding to AstraZene-
ca’s delays in supplying the agreed quanti-
ties of its version of the vaccine, threatened 
to respond by restricting supplies of the 
Pfizer vaccine to the UK, by taking Astra-
Zeneca to court, and by suspending its own 
rulings about trade with Northern Ireland. 
The British minister for vaccines, Nadhim 
Zahawi, hit back: “Vaccine nationalism is the 
wrong way to go. No one is safe until we’re 
all safe”�.
Noble sentiments indeed. But as our article 
shows, “vaccine nationalism” is precisely the 
way that nations and companies are going 
because they cannot escape the laws of 
profitability and the sharpening tendency of 
“every man for himself” in international rela-
tions. Zahawi’s own government is tireless in 
its rhetoric about safeguarding “the country” 
or “the British people” as if there could really 
be “Covid safety in a single country”. The 
richer countries are racing ahead of the 
poorer countries in producing and distribut-
ing the vaccines among themselves. The 
pharmaceutical companies vie to be top 
dog on the vaccines market. Israel is hailed 
as a world leader in the number of citizens 
vaccinated, but accepts no legal responsibil-
ity for immunising the Palestinian non-citi-
zens under its military occupation, while the 
Palestinian Authority insists on going its own 
way by ordering cheaper (and very poorly 
tested) Russian vaccines. 
No one is safe until we’re all safe. But 
capitalism, a system which is genetically 
incapable of going beyond national competi-
tion, will never ensure that we can be kept 
safe from the succession of disasters it is 
visiting upon humanity. 

When the World Health Organisation 
(WHO) declared in May ��0��0 that the 
vaccine against the SARS-CoV-�� would 

be for the “world’s public good”, you could only 
believe that by clinging to illusions in the capacity 
of the capitalist world to play a positive role for 
humanity in the midst of an unprecedented world 
crisis. Similarly, calls for compulsory licensing�� 
only show a naive utopianism.

In fact, there is nothing to lead one to think that 
the anti-Covid 19 vaccine would escape the laws 
of capitalism and their consequences: competition, 
races for markets, espionage, theft of technology, 
etc., even when it’s a matter of saving millions 
of human lives. And for good reason, because the 
health crisis comes at a time when the world is 
prey to the decomposition of the capitalist system 
of production. The pandemic, while being the di-
rect fruit of this process of decomposition, further 
contributes to its acceleration.

From the beginning of the sickness and the dis-
covery of its infectious agent, a virus unknown up 
to now, the scientific community knew that only a 
vaccine could bring it under control. Elements of 
the pharmaceutical industry were happy to work 
in their own corners in the race to be the first to 
deliver the precious vaccine. But beyond the con-
siderable commercial stakes for research labora-
tories and pharmaceutical groups, there was an 
evident political bonus for states able to access it.

Human health is a market...
From the first moments of the pandemic the war 

of vaccines began, just as it did in preceding epi-
demics or pandemics. There are numerous exam-
ples but we can cite two of them: Firstly AIDS.3 
The battle began in the research for the agent re-
sponsible for this unknown illness. The teams of 
Luc Montagnier at the Pasteur institute were fol-
lowed by those of Robert Gallo of the National 
1. EU Covid vaccine supply row deepens as minister 
Nadhim Zahawi warns against ‘nationalism’, Evening 
Standard
��. Necessary procedures for medical discoveries of 
a treatment or a vaccine allowing the manufacture 
of generic copies, which means a more rapid and 
widespread access at a lesser cost.
3. See for example, “AIDS: the war of laboratories”, 
(February 7, 1987) on lemonde.fr.

Cancer Institute in the United States. The driving 
force of these teams was evidently not to rapid-
ly identify the agent in order to begin the fight 
against it, but to be the first to be able to claim 
property rights over it and take a step forward on 
future treatments and vaccines.

In January 1983, the French team won by a short 
head. But the war had only just begun and it re-
ally took off around the question of tests, where 
this time the Americans took their revenge. It was 
the Abbot Laboratory which positioned itself best 
in this promising market, potentially offering the 
possibility of providing billions of tests likely to 
be made around the world in a few years. The war 
of treatments then followed where the greatest 
contempt for human life was shown; France in 
particular was out for revenge after its defeat in 
the war of tests. As soon as the first hopes were 
raised around the drug Cyclosporine, the Health 
Minister at the time, Georgina Dufoix, publicly 
gave it the “French label”, before seeing those 
hopes finally dashed by the first tests undertaken 
on the molecule. On the other side of the Atlan-
tic, the Deputy General Secretary of Health an-
nounced the miracle solution of AZT while test 
results were still inconclusive.

there were 259 proposed vaccines in the world, 
of which ten were in Phase 3 (the last phase be-
fore the drug is authorised prior to being put on 
the “market”). That’s 259 teams each working 
in their own corner, keeping a wary eye out for 
the advances of others so as to not double up, and 
looking not for efficiency but for exclusivity of 
process. The first to make a move, Pfizer and Bi-
oNTech announced 90% efficiency for their vac-
cine. A few days later Russia announced an effi-
ciency rate of... 92%. Modena put its nose in front 
by announcing its vaccine’s 94% efficiency. Never 
mind that, Pfizer declared that it had reviewed its 
calculations and announced a final efficiency rate 
of 95%! Who’s the best? This cynical bidding-up, 
both chilling and appalling in the promotion and 
marketing of these products, while dozens of mil-
lions of victims’ lives are at stake, sums up the 
deadly functioning of this rotten society. 

... and an issue of war between states
Many denounce this race for the financial wind-

fall that a future vaccine implies, but they are mis-
taken when they lay the blame at the feet of “Big 
Pharma”, the few giant laboratories fighting each 
other over the health market. Also mistaken are 

the industry aimed to produce four million doses 
from now to the end of ��0��1, the furtively made 
reservations amount to five billion, solely des-
tined to a few countries: the United States, China, 
the European Union and some of the less wealthy 
countries trying to come out of their miserable lot, 
like Brazil for example. 

Today only the British Oxford-AstraZeneca vac-
cine is available to COVAX, less costly than its 
competitors but whose proven efficiency up to 
now has not gone beyond 6��%7. The poorest coun-
tries, notably lacking the necessary means for the 
conservation and transportation of the Pfizer and 
Moderna vaccines, will have to be content with 
what stocks Britain has left.

Capitalism’s logic of death
In the meantime people die... and the bourgeoi-

sie continues to be overwhelmed by events, con-
tinuing to react day-by-day, sometimes hour-by-
hour with the same negligence, the same health 
and logistical shortages, the same irresponsibility 
it’s shown with the two successive waves of the 
pandemic. At the very heart of the great industrial 
countries the vaccination campaign is severely 
hampered by logistical deficiencies in member 
countries of the EU, such as Germany where 
transportation and distribution of the vaccine has 
been disrupted in several towns following doubts 
about the temperature-controlled transport chain 
of thousands of doses that have been held up in 
Spain for example. In the United States, despite 
the impressive logistical mobilisation led by the 
army, “There have been misfires” according to 
the celebrated Dr. Fauci and only a little more 
than 4.�� million people have received the first 
dose of one of two vaccines authorised by the 
state (Pfizer and Moderna), far from the ��0 mil-
lion people vaccinated before the end of the year 
promised by Trump who left it up to the initiative 
of each state governor. And when the pandemic 
broke daily records for contamination and deaths 
in saturated hospitals8 (close to ��1.5 million cases, 
more than 360,000 deaths to January 4 this year) 
those responsible for the programme, in order to 
increase the numbers involved in the campaign, 
raised the possibility of administering the vaccine 
in ... half doses!. The British decision to widen the 
gap between the administration of doses by some 
weeks is also quite irrational from an immuno-
logical point of view. Vaccination procedures are 
excessively slow and totally inadequate given the 
urgency and the crying needs created by an ever-
mutating virus. In a caricatural manner, France 
declared the last week of December to be “Opera-
tion Media” with televised vaccinations of some 
old ladies while dozens of millions of others wait-
ed until the end of January to receive their first 
injections, with unlikely excuses such as “it will 
take time to vaccinate the elderly”. It is no secret 
in France that if some EHPAD (nursing homes) 
residents who were prioritised over health profes-
sionals, it is because that there weren’t enough 
doses for the latter!

The latest “health scandals” only show, once 
again, the incapacity of capitalism to react other-
wise than through “each for themselves”, for the 
defence of its short-term interests, with unpre-
paredness and improvisation. In France this has 
ended up with a functioning that relies on the good 
will of pharmacies and doctors who are limiting 
logistical costs and setting up the strict minimum 
of super-freezers in hospital pharmacies and cen-
tralising transport in town pharmacies, who must 
organise themselves in order to then distribute the 
flasks in the establishments.

Under these conditions we are nowhere near the 
end of this health crisis. And after that, there will 
be others...

But the most fraudulent aspect of the campaign 
around vaccinations is that it is not just promoted 
7. https://www.thelancet.com/journals/lancet/article/
PIIS0140-6736(��0)3��661-1/fulltext. And see: “Covid-
19: Why the Oxford AstraZeneca vaccine authorised by 
the United Kingdom could change the deal”.
8. In Los Angeles for example, the rationing of 
oxygen and beds in emergency departments is such 
that ambulances are asked to no longer transport some 
patients to hospital, i.e., those with cardiac arrest or 
those with a faint chance of survival.

These scandalous announcements incarnate the 
stark interests of these two competing states in ad-
dition to a total disinterest in the thousands of sick 
people who had put their hopes in a rapid treat-
ment saving them from certain death. But each 
state only counted on the necessity to be the first 
in the race to lead the world.

The “blood contamination scandal” in France in 
the 1980’s4 revealed that the state had sat on blood 
donor screenings of HIV and Hepatitis C for six 
months, while, as an American study showed, this 
technique was in place by late 1984. The “war of 
tests” and the obsession with budget cuts led to 
the maintenance of deliberately criminal practices 
of contaminated blood transfusions given to hae-
mophiliacs and other patients in order to get rid 
of old stocks and make economies whatever the 
cost, provoking the death of thousands between 
1984 and 1985.

Today, the war around the AIDS virus vaccine 
continues even if lack of profitability as a long-
term treatment (lifelong in fact) dictates that re-
search has slowed greatly under the impulse of 
austerity, leading states to scrape the bottom of 
the barrel by considerably reducing basic research 
budgets.

In 2019 in Africa, the situation was somewhat 
similar around the epidemic of the Ebola virus5 in 
a climate of accusations about the diversions of 
funds towards the Congolese leadership but also 
against the WHO regarding the choice of one vac-
cine over another. While the German laboratory, 
Merck, had proposed an efficient vaccine but in 
insufficient quantities, the American laboratory, 
Johnson & Johnson announced another, comple-
mentary to it but never tested on humans! The 
fight was on to introduce this newcomer with lob-
bying operations and other means of pressure.

The present situation goes along the same lines. 
While the grand speeches and announcements 
around international cooperation about creating 
a vaccine abound, while “good common sense” 
would have you think that the coming together of 
international forces of pharmaceutical research 
would bring about a more rapid and efficient re-
sult, reality is quite different. In November ��0��0 
4. A scandal which affected at least tens of thousands 
of people in Canada, Iran, Iraq, Italy, Japan, Portugal, 
the USA and Britain where the state used the most 
Draconian measures in order to cover up its criminal 
responsibility. 
5. See “RDC, the war of vaccines affects the fight 
against Ebola” on lesoir.be.

those that demand public authorities regulate the 
situation and “constrain” the industry to cooperate 
for the public good.

Because what is at stake here isn’t the greed 
of some players but a logic which embraces the 
whole planet, all human activity: the logic of 
capitalism. Scientific research does not escape the 
laws of capitalism; it needs money to move for-
ward and money only goes where profits can be 
expected: you only lend to the rich!

Should individual states bring in regulation in 
this world-wide free-for-all? But these same capi-
talist states are at the heart of such wrangles and are 
the first to direct research according to their own 
financial resources In a world beset by imperialist 
rivalries, it is of course in the field of defense and 
armaments that research is the best funded. But 
the health sector is not exempt! After the Septem-
ber 11 attacks of ��001, the US authorities revised 
their strategies on vaccine research which up to 
then they had neglected, in order to finance re-
search into the so-called “large-spectrum” vaccine 
capable of immunising against several viruses 
in the concern to combat a growing threat from 
bio-terrorism. In another vein, the very active Chi-
nese health policy in Africa these last decades is 
animated solely by its imperialist interests6. Any-
thing goes in getting a foothold and increasing its 
influence on the planet. China has been increas-
ing its presence in Africa: investments, economic 
implantation, political and military support, “hu-
manitarian” assistance and... health.

Today all states are behind their own laboratories 
and all are defending their own interests without 
the least concern for principles. With a constant 
contempt for the bloody consequences of the dis-
ease, states are fighting each other in order to get 
hold of the maximum number of vaccines, know-
ing that in this battle only the richest will do well 
out of it and that, consequently, the greater part of 
humanity will not have access to the vaccines, or 
very slowly at least. Last April, the COVAX plat-
form was set-up, a multilateral platform dedicated 
to the purchase and distribution of future vaccines 
and promising equitable access for all. All state 
leaders have congratulated themselves over this 
cooperation. But, underhandedly, each of them 
has entered into bi-lateral agreements with labora-
tories in order to reserve their own doses. Whereas 

6. China’s health assistance to Africa: opportunism 
or altruism? Globalization and Health, Full Text 
(biomedcentral.com) Continued on page 2
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USA: the struggle of the workers’ movement against slavery and 
racism (Part 1)

The campaign around “Black Lives Matter” (BLM) 
has led many people to look for references in the 
history of the struggle against the oppression of and 
violence against black people. Among the most well-
known black activists are Marcus Garvey, Malcom X, 
and Martin Luther King. But communists do not base 
their political orientation on activists fighting for equal 
rights within capitalism. For communists the goal of 
the struggle lies beyond the limits of the present mode 
of production. The real abolition of all forms of racial 
oppression can only be achieved through the fight of 
the international working class for communism. The 
crucial question is: what does that mean concretely, 
except for the fact that communists reject the anti-rac-
ist campaigns, which look for answers in the frame-
work of bourgeois politics? 

In order to be able to respond to this question we 
have to base ourselves on the theoretical achieve-
ments of marxism. Therefore we must examine how 
the political vanguard pf the workers’ movement con-
ducted the theoretical-political combat with regard 
to the “Negro question” in the history the U.S. Why 
the U.S.?  Because in the U.S. from the first days the 
workers’ movement faced the biggest obstacles to the 
unification of its struggle because of the racial ideol-
ogy which had systematically presented black people 
as inferior to white people. 

Against this background the workers’ movement in 
the U.S., throughout its history, has been challenged 
with working out a clear position on this question, 
and with taking the necessary steps to integrating 
black workers into the struggle of the whole work-
ing class. The first step was made in the second half 
of the 19th century, beginning with the “American 
Workers League” (AWL); the second step was made 
after 1901 by the “Socialist Party of America” (SPA); 
and the third was made by the different communist 
organisations after the founding of the Third Inter-
national, to begin with the “Communist Party of the 
USA” (CPUSA).

On the basis of a critical examination of these theo-
retical-political positions, acquired in the course of the 
history of the marxist movement in the U.S., this short 
series intends to make a thorough critique of the posi-
tions of more recent political expressions of the work-
ers’ movement, in particular those of the Trotskyist 
Left Opposition of the 1930s. 

The marxist position on slavery 
in the U.S.

In the Communist Manifesto Marx and Engels 
emphasized that as long as oppression exists any-
where in the world, nobody will be free: “Now-a-
days, a stage has been reached where the exploited 
and oppressed class (the proletariat) cannot attain 
its emancipation from the sway of the exploiting 
and ruling class (the bourgeoisie) without, at the 
same time, and once and for all, emancipating 
society at large from all exploitation, oppression, 
class distinction and class struggles.” (Karl Marx 
and Friedrich Engels, The Communist Manifesto) 

The first proletarian organisation in the U.S.A. to 
recognise that the abolition of slavery was a pre-
condition for the emancipation of wage labour was 
the “American Workers’ League” (AWL), founded 
in 185��. One of its most prominent members was 
Joseph Weydemeyer. At a meeting of the AWL, 
on 1 March 1854, his proposed resolution was 
passed with the following sentence: “Whereas, 
this [Nebraska] bill authorizes the further exten-
sion of slavery, we have protested, do now protest 
and shall continue to protest most emphatically 
against both white and black slavery” (Karl Ober-
mann, Joseph Weydemeye, Pioneer of American 
Socialism; https://www.redstarpublishers.org/
Weydemeyer.pdf) 

In 1863, one year before the founding of the 
International Workingmen’s Association (IWA), 
workers in Great Britain expressed their support 
for the abolition of the slavery, as they rallied in 
London and Lancashire and drafted letters and 
other declarations of support for the Union side in 
the American Civil War. Under the slogan “all for 
one, and one for all” they remained steadfast in 
their support for the struggle against the any gov-
ernment “founded on human slavery”. The meet-
ing in London, which was attended by 3000 work-
ers, passed a resolution declaring that “the cause 
of labour and liberty is one all over the world”.

Nearly twenty years after the publication of the 

Communist Manifesto Marx repeated, in different 
words, his position on the impossibility of free-
dom for all if some are still oppressed. In his letter 
to François Lafargue he wrote that with regard to 
the “Negro question” “Labour cannot emanci-
pate itself in the white skin where in the black it is 
branded”. (1�� November 1866) This idea became 
the inspiration for one of the most famous ideas 
of the International Workingmen’s Association 
(IWA) in the expression of its solidarity with the 
oppressed in the world, in particular with the black 
slaves in the New World: as long as the labour of 
the Negroes is so shamefully exploited, that of the 
whites will never be emancipated either.

Marx and Engels stressed the “revolutionising” 
influence of the American Civil War on the devel-
opment of the workers’ movement in the US. Even 
if they did not characterize it as a revolutionary 
war, they believed that it really advanced the cause 
of the working class, and opened the perspective 
for a united struggle of the workers, black and 
white alike. “In the States themselves, an indepen-
dent working class movement, looked upon with 
an evil eye by your old parties and their profes-
sional politicians, has since that date sprung into 
life”. (“IWMA: Address to the nation labor union 
of the United States”; May 12, 1869; https://www.
marxists.org/history/international/iwma/docu-
ments/1869/us-labor.htm) 

Chattel slavery in the “New World”
Slavery existed already in the U.S. before the 

first ship with black slaves arrived in 1619. Under 
British colonial rule “so-called ‘persistent rogues’ 
were banished to ‘parts beyond the seas’, which 
meant that tens of thousands of men, women and 
children (…) were simply rounded up and shipped 
off to work in the tobacco fields of Virginia, where 
many were worked to death or tortured if they 
tried to escape. The largest single group were 
convicts; (…) who could be granted royal mercy 
in exchange for transportation to the colonies.” 
(“Notes on the early class struggle in America - 
Part I”; https://en.internationalism.org/worldrevo-
lution/201303/6529/notes-early-class-struggle-
america-part-i)

Just like the white slaves, the first black people 
to arrive in U.S. were indentured slaves - persons 
bound to an employer for a limited number of 
years. But in less than one hundred years after the 
arrival of the first ��0 blacks, the British colonial 
rule inaugurated a barbaric system of chattel slav-
ery. Chattel slaves were not thought of as people, 
but as objects, as property, like livestock. This sys-
tem was much worse than the slave systems that 
normally existed in previous centuries. The final 
stage of the establishment of chattel slavery in all 
the British colonies was concluded in 1750.

Under the specific conditions of chattel slavery 
“The methods the bourgeoisie used to control its 
growing black slave army [were] refined into a sys-
tem of much greater and more sophisticated bar-
barity, specifically designed to ensure the slaves’ 
psychological destruction, demeaning, degrading 
and humiliating them in every way to prevent them 
from identifying with their own interests against 
their exploiters. (“Notes on the early class struggle 
in America - Part I”; https://en.internationalism.
org/worldrevolution/201303/6529/notes-early-
class-struggle-america-part-i)

While chattel slavery was generalised in the 
course of the seventeenth century, Marx linked the 
introduction of chattel slavery to the development 
of the cotton industry on a massive scale. “Whilst 
the cotton industry introduced child slavery in 
England, it gave in the United States a stimulus 
to the transformation of the earlier, more or less 
patriarchal slavery, into a system of commercial 
exploitation. In fact, the veiled slavery of the wage 
workers in Europe needed, for its pedestal, slavery 
pure and simple in the new world.” (Karl Marx, 
Capital Volume I, Chapter XXXI: “Genesis of the 
Industrial Capitalist”)

Chattel slavery was mainly introduced where the 
labour done was relatively simple, but extremely 
labour-intensive, requiring field hands to spend 
long hours bending over plants under the blazing 
hot sun. It was most common on plantations based 
on the large-scale growing of a single crop, like 
sugar and cotton, in which output was based on 

economies of scale. Systems of labour, such as the 
gang system (continuous work at the same pace 
throughout the day), were to become prominent 
on large plantations where field hands were moni-
tored and worked with factory-like precision.

But the economics of slavery could only exist for 
centuries by means of a whole culture of control 
with political, social, and ideological formulations 
to hold dominance over the enslaved blacks and 
to keep the indentured whites in line. To accom-
plish the subjugation of the slaves to the system 
of chattel slavery the slave-owner used “the disci-
pline of hard labor, the breakup of the slave fam-
ily, the lulling effects of religion (…), the creation 
of disunity among slaves by separating them into 
field slaves and more privileged house slaves, and 
finally the power of law and the immediate power 
of the overseer to invoke whipping, burning, mu-
tilation, and death.” (Howard Zinn, A People’s 
History of the United States; Chapter ��: “Drawing 
the Color Line”; https://www.historyisaweapon.
com/defcon1/zinncolorline.html)

The ideological justification of black 
chattel slavery 

Given the fact that black Africans were subjugat-
ed by white Europeans, the most obvious culture 
of control was along colour-oriented lines. “Slav-
ery could survive”, wrote Winthrop Jordan, “only 
if the Negro were a man set apart; he simply had to 
be different if slavery were to exist at all”. (Cited 
by: Harold M. Baron; “The Demand for Black La-
bor: Historical Notes on the Political Economy of 
Racism”; https://repository.library.brown.edu/stu-
dio/item/bdr:89216/pdf/) “New World” slavery 
thus wedded skin colour to class in ways never 
seen before.

Slavery in the ancient and the early medieval 
world was not based on racial but on religious dis-
tinctions. 

The shift from religion to colour as justification 
emerged in European thinking after 1450, begin-
ning with the Spanish and Portuguese. As late as 
the 17th century, slavery in North America still did 
not automatically mean black slavery since there 
were also 100.000s indentured white slaves de-
ported to the U.S. It was only in 1680s and 1690s 
that the British began to specify that Africans were 
doomed to a slave existence because of their co-
lour. For this cause they no longer emphasised 
their religion and begin to call themselves white, 
emphasising division by colour.

To justify the forcible enslavement of Africans 
in the “New World”, racism - the ideology that 
marked people as inferior by observable differenc-
es such as skin colour - was fashioned. “Pre-exist-
ing derogatory imagery of darkness, barbarism, 
and heathenism”, wrote Winthrop Jordan, “was 
adapted to formulate the psychology and doctrines 
of modern racism.” (Cited by: Harold M. Baron, 
“The Demand for Black Labor, Historical Notes 
on the Political Economy of Racism”; https://re-
pository.library.brown.edu/studio/item/bdr:89216/
pdf/) And with one purpose only: the debasement 
and the dehumanisation of black people. BlackBlack 
people had to be seen as inferior to white people 
and so deserved to be slaves. The colour of theircolour of their 
skin became a brand that kept them, and all of their 
children, enslaved for generations.

At the end of the 18th century, when voices for 
the abolition of slavery began to be raised, pseu-
do-scientific racism was even called upon to jus-
tify chattel slavery of black people. One of these 
voices was Thomas Jefferson, slave owner and the 
third president of the U.S. He called for science to 
determine the obvious “supremacy” of the white 
people, which was regarded as “an extremely 
important stage in the evolution of scientific rac-
ism”. (https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Racism_in_
the_United_States) The stronger the forces voices 
for abolition, the more the Southern white ruling 
class deliberately fostered race hatred to prevent 
poor whites from identifying with black slaves.

The system of repression was thus not only phys-
ical, but also psychological. In the South, white 
wage slaves were pushed to see themselves as su-
perior to chattel slaves while they were co-opted 
into policing the slave system. The black slaves on 
the other hand “were impressed again and again 
with the idea of their own inferiority to ‘know their 

place’, to see blackness as a sign of subordination, 
to be awed by the power of the master, to merge 
their interest with the master’s, destroying their 
own individual needs”. (Howard Zinn, A People’s 
History of the United States; Chapter ��: “Drawing 
the Color Line”; https://www.historyisaweapon.
com/defcon1/zinncolorline.html)

The emotional and physical traumas of slavery 
were devastating. Generations of slavery had de-
prived the black people of their identity, their own 
language and their traditional way of life. Most 
often they didn’t know their date of birth and their 
own name. Instead they identified with and were 
given the name of their slave-owner. The conse-
quences of this dehumanisation were not remedied 
overnight with the abolition of slavery on 1 Janu-
ary 1863. The legacy of race-based chattel slavery 
produced distinct trauma over many generations 
of black people in the U.S. 

Segregation as a form of neo-slavery 
of the black people

Despite the victory of the Union over the Con-
federation of the South, the Civil War did not 
mean the end of the exploitation, oppression and 
terrorising of black people in the Southern States. 
For when slavery officially was abolished - by the 
Thirteenth Amendment of Lincoln - various forms 
of “neo-slavery” (“Slavery by Another Name”) 
and forced labour continued across the United 
States and its territories.

Colored National Labor Union Convention, 1869

One of these forms was convict labour, taking 
the place of slavery with shocking force. A new set 
of laws, called the Black Codes, made it possible 
to criminalise previously legal activity for African 
Americans, such as violating the prohibition of va-
grancy. After being arrested, they were compelled 
to work without pay for the same white slave plan-
tation owners, in the coalmines of Alabama, or in 
the famous “chain gangs” for the development of 
massive road projects. They were also forced to 
function as strike-breakers in the Alabama coal 
miners’ strike of 1894.

After the Civil War black people were subjected 
to what was known as the Jim Crow laws, a bru-
tal system of segregation and discrimination. Un-
der these laws, black people were still treated as 
second class citizens just as under the regime of 
“Apartheid” in South Africa. Whites could beat, 
rob, or even kill black people at will for minor in-
fractions, which they actually did on a large scale. 
Under Jim Crow the reign of terror was firmly es-
tablished with the widespread evolution of white 
supremacist militias, such as the KKK. The South 
became a prison-like landscape wherein surveil-
lance, punishment, and policing forced the black 
body into a constant state of furtiveness and fu-
gitivity. 

“The legal system of segregation protected and 
encouraged a parallel, supposedly ‘popular’ sys-
tem (thanks mainly to the fanaticism of the white 
petty bourgeoisie) of aggression, collective kill-
ings, and systematic lynchings. The petty bour-
geoisie, especially in the Southern States, but not 
only there, unleashed their destructive fury with 
metronome regularity to terrorise the proletarians 
of slave origin. (“Slavery and racism, tools of cap-
italist exploitation”; https://en.internationalism.
org/content/16886/slavery-and-racism-tools-capi-
talist-exploitation). Actually the situation of black 
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people under segregation was just as precarious as 
under the regime of enslavement. Racism and the 
rejection of others is a characteristic of all class 
societies, but in the case of the U.S. it is embedded 
in the bowels of society.

The workers’ organisations fighting 
the segregation of black workers

It is clear that the working class in the U.S. faced 
great obstacles in its struggle for unity. In 1935 
W.E.B Du Bois would write that “The theory of 
race was supplemented by a carefully planned and 
slowly evolved method, which drove such a wedge 
between the white and black workers that there 
probably are not today in the world two groups 
of workers with practically identical interests who 
hate and fear each other so deeply and persistent-
ly and who are kept so far apart that neither sees 
anything of common interest.” 

(Du Bois; “Black Reconstruction in America”; 
Cited in: A History of Reconstruction after the 
Civil War; 4 May 2019; https://brewminate.com/
a-history-of-reconstruction-after-the-civil-war/)

The first attempt after the Civil War to close the 
gap between white and black workers came from 
Friedrich Adolph Sorge after the founding of the 
Central Committee of the North American section 
of the International Workingmen’s Association 
in December 1870. The American sections of the 
IWA defended the principle of racial equality, al-
lowed black workers to participate in their rallies 
and set up a special committee to organize black 
workers into trade unions. In September 1871 the 
New York Section of the IWA organized a demon-
stration of ��0,000 workers, including a company 
of black workers, supporting the combatants of 
the Paris Commune and demanding an eight-hour 
day. 

In 1866 the first national union federation, the 
“National Labour Union” (NLU), was organised. 
Its founding convention unanimously urged the 
organisation of all workers into the unions: “all 
workingmen be included within its rank, without 
regard to race or nationality”. The second con-
vention, in 1867, already decided to integrate the 
demand for the abolition of the system of convict 
labour. The NLU gained the admiration of Karl 
Marx and after harsh debates it actually accepted 
black unions in 1869, but only in the form of sepa-
rate unions that could be affiliated with the NLU.

In 1869 the African Americans, who were de-
nied full access to the NLU, came together to form 
the Colored National Labor Union (CNLU). The 
CNLU welcomed all workers no matter what race, 
gender, or occupation. Isaac Myers, who was ap-
pointed as their president, stated that the CNLU 
was a “safeguard for the colored man”. And about 
the segregated groups he said: “for real success 
separate organization is not the real answers. The 
white and colored must come together and work 
together. (…) The day has passed for the establish-
ment of organizations based upon color.”  (https://
enacademic.com/dic.nsf/enwiki/3931900)

In the end, as both the CNLU and the NLU began 
to decline, they paved the way for the “Knights of 
Labor”.

The “Knights of Labour” became a mass organi-
sation in 1881 (after developing from a “secret so-
ciety” founded in 1869). Intended to overcome the 
limitations of craft unions, the organization was 
designed to include all those who toiled with their 
hands. Under the slogan, “an injury to one is the 
concern of all”, it unfurled the banner of workers’ 
unity and aspired to unite all wage-earners into a 
single organisation regardless of skill, race, or sex. 
The Knights organised tens of thousands of black 
workers, although not without a struggle against 
segregation within the organisation. Thus, it had 
to tolerate the segregation of assemblies in the 
South. 

With these first efforts the unification of the 
struggle between the black and the white workers 
was still far from being achieved. 

In the second part we will take a closer look 
at the theoretical and political struggle that took 
place in the political parties of the proletariat in 
the first two decades of the ��0th century and how 
these parties, in particular the Socialist Party of 
America, were able to enrich and deepen the ac-
quisitions developed since the AWL of Weyde-
meyer.  Dennis 23.1.21

The “Swedish Strategy” and the fiction of the 
Welfare State

The International media always try to depict 
Sweden as a “paradise on earth”, a Welfare State 
with almost total equality among the citizens. 
Nothing could be further from the truth. For more 
than three decades, privatisations and outsourc-
ing of schools, hospitals, GP surgeries, as well as 
other sectors, like care for the elderly, has created 
a situation where the health sector has suffered 
from increased cuts. The corona crisis has clearly 
shown the cracks in this illusion. Today, the num-
ber of hospital beds in Sweden has decreased to 
one of the lowest levels in Europe.

Just as in the rest of the world, the development 
of the corona crisis in Sweden gives us a clear il-
lustration of decomposing capitalist society in 
general, as well as of the criminal negligence of 
the bourgeoisie. Because Sweden has been regard-
ed as a model for the “Welfare State” historically, 
the present crisis is the last nail in the coffin of 
this illusion.

Today, when Sweden is in the middle of the 
second wave of the pandemic, the chaos is in-
creasing, with hospitals and Intensive Care Units 
overburdened. More than half a million have been 
infected by the virus and more than 10,000 dead 
in a population of around 10 million, spread over 
a vast geographical area. This is a clear contrast 
to countries like Norway and Finland, despite 
geographical similarities. The so called “Swedish 
strategy” with lesser restrictions and lock-downs, 
has certainly not spared the population. Today, the 
chaos is accelerating. The state and government 
are blaming the regions, responsible for provid-
ing health care, and the regions are blaming the 
local councils. In the midst of this stand the health 
workers, who just a couple of months ago were 
threatened by new lay-offs, when the first wave 
ended in the summer.

The roots of the present situation are to be found 
in the continuous slaughter of the health sector in 
Sweden since the 1990s. The process of “de-regu-
lation” and privatisation of hospitals, all over the 
country but especially in Stockholm, has meant 
continuous cuts in hospital beds and staff. Protests 
among hospital workers and the local population 
have been common, especially in the North where 
local hospitals have been closed, where all kinds 
of patients, including pregnant women, must trav-
el long distances to get to the nearest hospital.

The same development has been seen with the 
pharmacies, which has meant that essential stocks 
of medicines had disappeared from hospitals and 
pharmacies, largely due to the privatisation of the 
former state pharmacy monopoly (and a prolifera-
tion of private pharmacies), leading to disappear-
ance of vital medications. The same development 

can be seen with the national stocks of essential 
medicines for crisis situations – this disappeared 
around the millennium. 

At the same time, the situation in the elderly care 
sector has been worsening for decades (this has 
been the responsibility of the local councils since 
the beginning of the 1990s) and there have been 
lots of “scandals” in the media, often focusing on 
the situation in privatised nursing homes where 
basic hygiene routines have been neglected be-
cause of the overburdening of the workers. Many 
workers in these institutions have a precarious 
work situation, are called in at short notice and 
do not have a steady sickness insurance – so they 
can’t stay home if they are sick.

In fact, during the autumn 2019, massive pro-
tests took place in the hospitals in Stockholm after 
an announcement of major staffing cuts (doctors 
and nurses), protests that were gaining sympathy 
from the general public, both in Stockholm and in 
the rest of the country. 

This was the situation in Sweden in the begin-
ning of the year when the corona virus hit the 
country. The state and the responsible authorities, 
the regions (greater councils) and local councils 
were totally unprepared for the outbreak. Basi-
cally, there was no preparation, no stocks of medi-
cine, masks or shields, no possibilities for testing 
and tracing. 

Was there a conscious Swedish 
strategy?

The Swedish authorities’ strategy of avoiding 
lockdown has been both criticised and hailed in 
the rest of the world. In the beginning, the epide-
miologists thought that there would not be any 
risk of the virus spreading outside Asia, then they 
discussed –behind closed doors– the possibility of 
acquiring a “herd immunity” in the population on 
the basis of models of influenza viruses (some-
thing they later denied) and adopted the policy of 
“recommendations” instead of “restrictions”. The 
Swedish Strategy has been marked by a certain 
‘scientific arrogance’: “We are doing it right and 
the rest of the world is doing it wrong”. The main 
spokesman for this policy, former state epidemi-
ologist Johan Giesecke, talked about “allowing” 
the virus to pass through the population– although 

he never talked about “herd immunity”. He was 
later got rid of because it turned out that he was, at 
the same time, on the payroll for advising certain 
“interested” corporations…

This whole approach led to a massive spread of 
the virus, especially in the care homes, and the 
workers were blamed. Those who were most ex-
posed, such as bus and taxi drivers, had no protec-
tion and the virus spread rapidly in the immigrant 
communities in the suburbs. The authorities talked 
about “lack of information” and problems of hous-
ing, but no measures were taken to protect these 
workers. The main theme of this so-called strategy 
is that you, yourself, have the responsibility and it 
is your own fault if you get infected!

Now the authorities are trying to blame each an-
other – the government blames the greater coun-
cils, and vice versa. Scientific experts openly 
criticise the Public Health Authority and the state 
epidemiologist for not recommending masks. As 
in the rest of the world, to “work from home” is 
only possible for professionals and a minority 
of employees, while the majority of the working 
class must use overcrowded public transport sys-
tems to go to work. 

The myth of the Welfare State
Sweden has always been seen as an example of 

a smooth functioning Welfare State, with a history 
of social reforms, high levels of public spending 
and high levels of “trust” in authority and gov-
ernment. The corona crisis has revealed massive 
cracks in this façade, due to decades of cutting 
down and privatisations in the public sector. The 
cynicism of the Swedish bourgeoisie towards the 
elderly population reminds us of the dark side of 
the Swedish modernity project, when cynical ex-
periments and sterilisation programmes were car-
ried out until the 70s. The “Swedish strategy” has 
proved to be another cruel experiment. Today, all 
parts of the national bourgeoisie are happy about 
the good effects of the Swedish strategy for the 
Swedish economy – at the same time as unem-
ployment is peaking at unprecedented levels. As 
usual, it is the working class that takes the blow, 
both at the level of disease and death, and on the 
level of attacks on its living conditions.  
Svensson January 2021

Continued from page �

humanity depends? It will be necessary in future 
public meetings to return to the great historical 
struggles of the workers’ movement such as the 
Paris Commune in 1871, the 1917 revolution in 
Russia or, closer to home, the biggest workers’ 
strike in France in May 1968.

On the immediate situation several speakers 
asked the question: where is the class struggle? 
One participant pointed out that, despite the wors-
ening of the pandemic, “the working class has not 
been fooled”. For another participant, “the CGT 
[a French union confederation] has played its role 
in diverting the interests of the working class”. 
Finally, another intervention stressed that “on 18 
November there was a strike at the Ministry of 
National Education. In the hospital sector strikes 
took place too”. For this comrade, movements 
have arisen, but they cannot develop at the mo-
ment. On the current dynamics of the class strug-
gle, despite the concerns present in the discussion, 
this very important aspect could not be sufficiently 
developed, for lack of time. 

We need to return to these issues in subsequent 
discussions. We call on all those who wish to do 
so to read our numerous articles on our website 
and in the printed press. It is obvious that we 
should not underestimate the profound impact of 
the acceleration of decomposition on the working 
class. Likewise, it is essential to be able to analyse 
and understand the general dynamics of the class 
struggle in the present historical period. These are 
all concerns and points of view that we propose to 
discuss in our next sessions.

The November meeting involved a very rich 
discussion with a collective dynamic of debate, 
despite the fact that it took place online. The will-
ingness and ability of the participants to listen and 

respond to each other with seriousness and respon-
sibility must be underlined. At the end of the meet-
ing, the participants stated that they were very sat-
isfied with the discussion. All of them expressed 
their willingness to continue it.

A number of comrades explicitly wished to de-
velop the debate on the following themes:
- How can we distinguish the period of decadence 
of capitalism from its ultimate phase which is de-
composition?
- Why do nations use state capitalism?
- Can capitalism go beyond the national frame-
work?
- How can we understand the tendency to strength-
en state totalitarianism and the tendency for the 
bourgeois class to lose control?
- How serious is the global economic crisis today 
and what are its repercussions in the life of the 
working class?
- To what extent does the brutal acceleration of 
the decomposition of capitalism affect the work-
ing class?

The ICC welcomes the concerns of the partici-
pants during the meeting. We have begun to de-
velop the analyses of the ICC on the central issues 
addressed. However, as requested by the partici-
pants, the ICC will ensure that we continue the 
discussion on these themes during our next ses-
sions.

We also encourage all our readers to send us let-
ters expressing their questions, analyses and que-
ries on all subjects of concern to them. We will 
publish these letters from readers, together with 
our response if necessary, so that the debate can 
also continue through the press.

The ICC warmly thanks all the participants who 
animated the November meeting and will tell them 
the date of the next one.  Albin 28/12/20

a small minority to revolutionary class positions, 
notably in the US itself.

The successful work of transmission to this mi-
nority rests on a number of needs. Significant in 
the present context is the combination, on the one 
hand, of a long term programmatic rigour and clar-
ity, linked on the other hand to the ability of the or-
ganisation to have a coherent, developing analysis 
of the entire world situation: its historical setting 
and perspectives.

The world situation over the past year has in-
creasingly broken new records in the putrefac-
tion of world capitalism - the covid pandemic, the 
economic crisis, the political crisis in the US, the 
ecological catastrophe, the plight of refugees, the 
destitution of ever-larger parts of the world popu-
lation. The dynamic of chaos is speeding up and 
becoming more unpredictable, offering new, more 
frequent challenges to our analyses and requiring 
an ability to change and adapt them according to 
this acceleration without forgetting our fundamen-
tals.  ICC, 16.01.2021
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6 Class struggle

 

Strike of agribusiness workers in Peru

The living conditions of agricultural 
workers 

Following the introduction of the agrarian Re-
form implemented by the military government 
at the end of the 1960s1, in the mid-1990s there 
began a process of transferring the ownership of 
land into the hands of a number of bourgeois in-
dustrial companies, which have, since then, dedi-
cated it to the lucrative business of exporting fruit 
and vegetables to the North American and Euro-
pean markets.  The largest of these companies are 
located in the north (La Libertad, Lambayeque, 
Ancash) and in the south (Ica) of Lima, and these 
agrarian capitalists currently own almost half a 
million hectares of land and water in those areas, 
and enjoy rich financial incentives and tax breaks 
granted by successive governments.

Peruvian agribusiness has become the poster 
child and flagship of the Peruvian economy (tradi-
tionally monopolised by mining) and it now gen-
erates the biggest profits with the help of financial 
incentives and juicy tax breaks from the state. The 
workers who work in these factories and on the 
land are migrants from the surrounding villages, 
and with the boom in the agricultural sector, the 
demand for labour increased. So many workers 
were hired that the bourgeoisie talked about Ica 
being a “model region with full employment”, a 
kind of economic showcase that the rest of the 
country should aim to copy. However, such pro-
paganda from the state and the agrobusiness cor-
porations could not hide the oppressive conditions 
of exploitation of the agricultural workers.

These workers are paid poverty wages of 39 
soles (1�� euros) or less per day; no CTS support�� 
or bonuses; there is continued pressure and black-
mail to boost productivity and production quotas 
and long working days that last from 3 am until 
late at night; they work under a burning hot sun 
and the work is physically demanding and harm-
ful to health; they suffer mistreatment by foremen 
who bark orders at them and are made to work 
in silence to prevent them from supporting and 
showing solidarity to each other. With the in-
creased demand for labour power, even children 
are hired for the harvesting and, of course, the 
threat of dismissal or loss of pay hangs over them 
if any complaints are raised against these miser-
able working conditions.

The agrarian strike in the current 
Peruvian political situation

Since the departure of Pedro Pablo Kuczynski 
at the end of ��017, four presidents to date have 
passed through Congress. The penultimate one 
was in position for just a week. In addition, the 
current “transitional government”, which has not 
yet completed its first month in office, has already 
had three interior ministers. The corruption that 
spreads uncontrolled like a cancer eating away at 
bourgeois institutions is “denounced” continually 
in the media, and is little more than an aggravated 
expression of the historical phase of decomposi-
tion of the capitalist system3 . And all the while, 
as this happens, the profits of big Peruvian capi-
tal continue increasing, reaching levels that see 

1. The government of General Velasco Alvarado (1968-
1975) presented itself as a “government of the people” 
with strong nationalist and popular demagogy
��. CTS: Compensación por Tiempo de Servicio 
(Compensation for Time of Service), provides 
some compensation for dismissal or termination of 
employment. It is a measly amount.
3. The phase of capitalist society’s decomposition is 
thus not simply the chronological continuation of those 
characterised by state capitalism and the permanent 
crisis. To the extent that contradictions and expressions 
of decadent capitalism that mark its successive phases 
do not disappear with time, but continue and deepen, 
the phase of decomposition appears as the result of an 
accumulation of all the characteristics of a moribund 
system, completing the 75-year death agony of a 
historically condemned mode of production. (...) But 
the signs of society’s total lack of perspectives today 
are still more evident on the political and ideological 
level. We only need to consider: the incredible, and 
prosperous, corruption of the political apparatus, 
the deluge of scandals in most countries, as in Japan 
(where it is more and more difficult to distinguish the 
government apparatus from gangland) (…)” (“Theses 
on decomposition”; International Review no.107 - 4th 
quarter ��001; https://en.internationalism.org/ir/107_
decomposition)

their rich financiers with no reason to have regrets 
about the unfolding pandemic.

However, with this situation dragging on, on 
top of the economic and social impact of the 
pandemic and the failure to introduce new health 
measures to stem the tide of the contagion, and 
then the bourgeois factions at war with each other 
in the congress ending in the departure of former 
president Martin Vizcarra, it proved to be the final 
straw that broke the camel’s back. An explosion of 
social outrage culminated on 14 November with 
the death of two young people and there was in-
creased pressure on the government leaders, who 
would have, if needed, not hesitated to take more 
lives. It was in this atmosphere of protest and re-
sistance that the agrarian strike emerged. All the 
indications were that they chose this moment to 
raise their demands as things were already com-
ing to the boil. Moreover, although the capitalist 
system is mired in the economic crisis and the Pe-
ruvian bourgeoisie does not escape its effects, it 
has been able, to date, to keep some control over 
the social situation.

It is true that one of the dominant tendencies of 
decomposing capitalism is for the bourgeoisie to 
lose control over its political apparatus; however, 
the bourgeoisie was quick to see that it could end 
up in a similar situation to that as in other coun-
tries, such as Chile 4 . So, the inflexible attitude 
taken under the short-lived government of Meri-
no, gave way to a government of a more “concil-
iatory” kind, one more “attentive to the demands 
of the people”. Yet, instead of proposing a Con-
stituent Assembly or a reform of the Constitution, 
as an immediate palliative, the idea put forward 
was to wait until the next year’s elections, to let 
the “transitional government” complete its busi-
ness successfully. So, right now, this government 
is selling the lie that the workers’ demands will be 
listened to and that there will be some recompense 
for the injustices committed.

Some evidence of this is in the repeal of the Ag-
ricultural Promotion Law, and, in order to prevent 
social unrest led by the workers, the Congress 
gave its approval to refunds to contributions to 
the pension system (ONP), it passed a law to for-
malise collective taxes, as well as taking the deci-
sion to remove parliamentary immunity, a bour-
geois political approach that emerged long before 
the arrival of the pandemic. There are other events 
in addition, such as the National Police reforms 
and the retirement of some of the police high 
command. This seems to indicate that the faction 
of the bourgeoisie which is now at the head of 
the state, and some of the parties in the Congress, 
are focusing their efforts on pursuing a populist 
strategy, in order to achieve successful partici-
pation and support for a new power structure in 
��0��1’s elections. This shows that the bourgeois 
factions have been able to momentarily set aside 
their differences and act in a coordinated manner 
when the workers make their presence felt and the 
bourgeoisie’s economic interests and profits are 
threatened.

It also shows that their ideological weaponry and 
deceptions are not exhausted and that the workers 
must avoid falling into their traps, believing their 
promises. We must be aware that, in the end, the 
ruling class will not be able to resolve the seri-
ous social problems nor can it stop exploiting the 
proletariat; nor will it be able to avoid confron-
tations within its own ranks, as each faction will 
continue to defend its own privileges and power 
tooth and nail. Only the united organised action of 
the workers, putting into practice the methods of 
struggle fundamental to the workers’ movement, 
will put an end to this nightmare of decomposing 
capitalism.

The workers’ strike was fully on a 
class terrain

We can state that, unlike the citizen mobilisa-
tion in Lima, this strike of the workers of the 
agro-industrial enterprises had a clear class basis. 
The proletariat shows its strength and capabilities 
when it struggles directly against exploitation. The 
workers of Ica began by protesting against the un-

4. See “The dictatorship/democracy alternative is 
a dead-end” | International Communist Current 
(internationalism.org)

bearable and tormenting working conditions and 
they halted work and went on to the Pan-Ameri-
can Highway to make their voices heard.

The strengths:
- The strike is the main weapon of the workers’ 

struggle. This was understood by the workers on 
the various estates and in the companies when 
they organised a widespread stoppage and took 
their action onto the road. Likewise, the workers 
led the struggle directly with no intermediaries; 
giving form to various forms of self-organisation 
such as picket lines and communal fund raising. 
Inside Ica, the absence of trade unions meant there 
was no possibility of the strikers being subject to 
manoeuvres to deflect or derail the struggle as is 
practised by trade unionism.

- There was a strong class identity and a call to 
other workers to show solidarity and participate 
in the struggle. We heard things such as “We, the 
workers, produce the wealth so ‘they’ can line their 
pockets”; or “down with exploitation”, “we want a 
pay increase”, etc. This is in total contrast to the 
citizen’s mobilisations in Lima two weeks earlier, 
for example. All the workers’ demands and ban-
ners displayed slogans AGAINST CAPITALIST 
EXPLOITATION. There were no pro-democracy 
calls for “a new constitution”, “Citizen’s rights” 
or “Defend our fatherland” during the 5 days of 
workers’ struggle.

And despite the short duration of the strike, the 
workers of Ica received solidarity from their class 
brothers in the valleys of Moche and Viru in the 
North, who, in turn, came out on strike in their 
area where a heavy deployment of police led to 
one worker being killed.

The weaknesses:
- Despite the strong organised class instinct that 

marked the strike, the weaknesses that the world 
proletariat face today could also been seen in this 
struggle. For example, there were legalist and de-
mocratist illusions, a belief that the repeal of the 
Agrarian Promotion Law was a “victory” when in 
reality legal measures can never change the ob-
jective situation of capitalist wage labour and the 
class exploitation by the bourgeois state. Work-
ers were not aware of this. The strike was not 
able to go beyond the stage of demands, which 
is a necessary first stage but not enough, which 
only highlights the current difficulties facing the 
international working class in the context of the 
serious problems that face the whole of oppressed 
humanity.

- There were some expressions of nationalism, 
with Peruvian flags on some of the barricades, 
but very few in comparison with those displayed 
in the patriotic orgy of the “citizen’s marches” in 
Lima.

Although these protests in the agricultural sec-
tor have the same political and social context, one 
of conflicts between the different factions of the 
bourgeoisie and the social and economic back-
ground of the pandemic, they are different from 
those that took place in the days around November 
14. They have nothing at all to do with the hapless 
lament of the citizen’s movement and the resent-

ment of a petty bourgeoisie who feel squeezed 
and threatened by the crisis, and see themselves 
sliding deeper and deeper into poverty, like the 
other exploited strata that rest their hopes on an 
impossible “moral renewal” of the degenerate po-
litical elite.

The struggle of the proletariat is the antithesis of 
the whining of the whole body of journalists, in-
tellectuals and politicians, who demand strong in-
stitutions “to restore order”, to suppress any dem-
onstration of protest or rebellion of the population, 
by force of arms. Nor does its struggle resemble 
the desperate and sterile actions of terrorism or 
putschism, the methods favoured by the fanatical 
voluntarism of petty-bourgeois ideologies, that 
also imagines them imposing their own interests 
and taking control of the state to continue exploit-
ing the workers. In the end, the final goal of the 
proletariat is to destroy the capitalist system, with 
all its institutions, not to change one executioner 
for another, one management for another, which 
would leave intact the machinery that perpetuates 
social misery and threatens the very existence of 
humanity.

State repression was not long in 
coming

At the time of writing, the agrarian workers have 
renewed their actions, this time to demand that the 
Congress throws out legislation proposing a new 
labour law. They blockaded the South Pan-Ameri-
can Highway for one day because their demands 
for a wage increase of 45% of the monthly sal-
ary that is 73 soles (��3 euros) per day excluding 
bonuses and CTS were rejected. The strategy of 
the bourgeoisie is to draw the struggle into a bu-
reaucratic labyrinth, until it is exhausted and the 
workers demoralised; and this is a well-used trick 
to lessen the impact of the workers’ initiative that 
will find the trade unions as willing accomplices.

While there has been some degree of self-organ-
isation, there have also been weaknesses. There is 
a great determination to struggle, but there have 
been no assemblies and/or a strike committee to 
centralise the struggle. The negotiations have been 
entrusted to “leaders” and they have passively sat 
back and put things on hold for 15 days. When 
they heard that the Congress had not approved 
their demand for a wage increase, the workers im-
mediately went out to ask why they were being 
cheated and they went back on strike.

The workers are now also calling for the dis-
missal of the current President and in the scuffles 
with the police ��6 policemen were injured, with 
the Ministry of the Interior demanding that dem-
onstrators clear the road and were warned of a 
possible “iron fist” response.  In an act of provo-
cation some infiltrators set an ambulance on fire 
in order to lay the blame on the protesters, part 
of a strategy, encouraged by the media, to turn 
the population at large against the protesters. Fi-
nally, the Sagasti government did unleash a brutal 
repression against the workers, smothering the 
communities in the surrounding areas in tear gas, 
even using firearms against the demonstrators and 

Continued on page 7
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workers of the world, unite!

International Communist Current 

Manifesto on 
the October revolution, Russia 1917 

The world revolution is
humanity’s only future

Congress of Soviets, Petrograd 1917

In October 1917, after three years of unspeakable 
carnage on the battlefields, a beacon of hope in the 
fog of war: the Russian workers, having overthrown 
the Tsar in February, now deposed the bourgeois 
Provisional Government which had replaced him 
but which insisted on carrying on with the war 
“until victory”. The Soviets (workers’, soldiers’ 
and peasants’ councils), with the Bolshevik party 
at the fore, called for an immediate end to the 
war and appealed to the workers of the world 
to follow their revolutionary example. This 
was no idle dream because there were already 
rumblings of discontent in all the antagonistic 
countries – strikes in the war industries, mutinies 
and fraternisation at the front. And in November 
1918, the outbreak of the German revolution 
obliged the ruling class to call a halt to the war for 
fear that any attempt to prolong it would only fan 
the flames of revolution. For a brief period, the 
spectre of “Bolshevism” – which at that moment 
symbolised working class solidarity across all 
frontiers, and the conquest of political power by 
the workers’ councils – haunted the globe. For the 
ruling class, it could only mean chaos, anarchy, 
the breakdown of civilisation itself. But for the 
workers and revolutionaries who supported it, 
the October insurrection contained the promise 
of a new world. In 2017, the Russian revolution 
remains a pivotal event in world history, and its 
centenary brings back uncomfortable memories 
for the powers that rule the world.   In Russia 
itself, the Putin regime is having a hard time 
getting the right note for its commemoration: after 
all, Stalin’s mighty USSR, whose empire Putin 
(trained by the KGB) dreams of restoring, also 
claimed to be the heir of the October revolution. 
But alongside (in fact, diametrically opposed to) 
this nationalist interpretation is the internationalist 
vision of Lenin and the Bolsheviks, the idea that 
the loyalty of the Russian working class should 
not be to Mother Russia but to the workers of the 
world.  In the “democratic” countries of the West, 
there will also be a confusing mixture of analyses 
and explanations, but of one thing we can be sure: 
if they come from the political, media or academic 
mouthpieces of capitalism, they will all serve to 
distort the meaning of the Russian revolution.

Is the class war over?

What are the main lines of this ideological 
attack, this attempt either to bury or pervert the 
memory of the working class?

First line of attack: this is all ancient history, of 
little relevance to the modern world. We no longer 
live in the times portrayed in the jerky black and 
white films of the day, where cavalry charges 
were still a feature of warfare and where peasants 
still tilled the land with horse-drawn ploughs (if 
they were lucky enough to own a horse). Even the 
big factories like the Putilov works in Petrograd 
(today St Petersburg) where tens of thousands 
of workers were exploited to the hilt every day, 
have largely disappeared, from most western 
countries at least. Indeed, not only are there many 
less peasants, but is there really any such thing as 
the working class, and if there is, is this still an 
exploited class when you can claim welfare from 
a benevolent state and can afford to buy (even if 
on credit) all kinds of items which would have 
been far beyond the reach of the Russian workers 
in 1917? Are not super-modern companies like 
Uber closer to the mark when they categorise their 
workforce as self-employed individuals rather 
than as some kind of collective force capable of 
acting together in their own interests? Are we all, 
whatever job we do, not better defined as citizens 
of a broad democratic order?

And yet: we are told day after day that capitalism 
(mainly in its current “neo-liberal” form) dominates 
the planet, whether this is presented as a good 
thing or not. And it is indeed true that capitalism 
dominates the planet like never before – it is truly 
a world system, a global mode of production that 
rules every country in the world, including those 
like Cuba and China that still call themselves 
“socialist”. But the fact remains that where there 
is capital, there is a class which produces it, which 
labours, and which is exploited because capital is, 
by definition, based on the unpaid labour extracted 
from those who work for a wage – whether they 
work in factories, offices, schools, supermarkets, 
hospitals, transport, or at home. In short, as Marx 
put it, in a pamphlet precisely called Wage Labour 

and Capital: “capital presupposes wage labour, 
and wage labour presupposes capital”. Where 
there is capital, there is a working class.

Of course the shape of the world working class 
has changed a great deal since 1917.  Entire 
industrial complexes have shifted to China, or 
Latin America, or other parts of what was once 
called the “Third World”. In large portions of 
the economy in the “industrialised countries” of 
western Europe, workers have stopped producing 
material goods on the factory floor and instead 
work at computer screens in the “knowledge 
economy” or the financial sector, often in much 
smaller workplaces; and with the decimation of 
traditional industrial sectors like mining, steel 
and ship-building, the equivalent working class 
residential communities have also been broken 
up. All this has helped to undermine the ways in 
which the working class has identified itself as a 
class with a distinct existence and distinct interests 
in this society. This has weakened the historical 
memory of the working class. But it has not made 
the working class itself disappear.

It’s true that the objective existence of the 
working class does not automatically mean that, 
within a substantial part of this class, there is still a 
political project, an idea that the capitalist system 
needs to, and can be, overturned and replaced by 
a higher form of society.  Indeed, in 2017, it is 
legitimate to ask: where are the equivalent today 
of the marxist organisations, like the Bolsheviks 
in Russia or the Spartacists in Germany, who were 
able to develop a presence among the industrial 
workers and have a big influence when they 
engaged in massive movements, in strikes or 
uprisings? In the past few decades, the period 
from the “collapse of communism” to the upsurge 
of populism, it often seems as though those who 
still talk about the proletarian revolution are at best 
viewed as irrelevant curiosities, rare animals on 
the verge of extinction, and that they are not only 
seen in this way by a hostile capitalist media. For 
the vast majority of the working class, 1917, the 
Russian revolution, the Communist International 
– all that has been forgotten, perhaps locked 
away in some deep unconscious recess, but no 
longer part of any living tradition. Today, we have 
reached such a low in the capacity of the workers’ 
movement to recall its own past that the parties of 
the populist right can even present themselves – 
and be represented by their liberal opponents – as 
parties of the working class, as the true heir of the 
struggle against the elites that run the world.

This process of forgetting is not accidental. 
Capitalism today, more than ever, depends on the 
cult of newness, on “constantly revolutionising” 
not only the means of production, but also the 
objects of consumption, so that what was once 
new, like the latest mobile phone, becomes old 
in the space of a couple of years and needs to be 
replaced. This denigration of what’s “out of date”, 
of genuine historical experience, is useful to the 
class of exploiters because it serves to produce a 
kind of amnesia among the exploited. The working 
class is faced with the danger of forgetting its 
own revolutionary traditions; and it unlearns the 
real lessons of history at its peril, because it will 
need to apply them in its future struggles. The 
bourgeoisie, as a reactionary class, wants us either 
to forget the past or (as with the populists and the 
jihadists) offer us the mirage of a false, idealised 
past. The proletariat, by contrast, is a class with 
a future and for this very reason is capable of 
integrating into all the best of humanity’s past into 
the struggle for communism. 

The working class will need the lessons of its 
historic past because capital is a social system 
doomed by its own internal contradictions, and the 
contradictions which plunged the world into the 
horrors of World War One in 1914 are the same 
which threaten the world with an accelerating 
plunge into barbarism today. The contradiction 
between the need for a planet-wide planning of 
production and distribution and the division of 
the world into competing nation states lay behind 
the great imperialist wars and conflicts of the 20th

century, and it still lies behind the chaotic military 
confrontations which are wrecking whole regions 
in the Middle East, Africa and beyond; and the 
same contradiction – which is just one expression 
of the clash between socialised production and its 
private appropriation – is inseparable both from 
the economic convulsions which have shaken 
world capitalism in 1929, 1973 and 2008, and 
the accelerating ecological destruction which is 
threatening the very basis of life on Earth.

Capitalism has outlived 
itself

Aleppo 2016
In 1919, the revolutionaries who gathered 

together in Moscow to found the Third, Communist 
International proclaimed that the imperialist war 
of 1914-18 signalled the entry of world capitalism 
into its epoch of obsolescence and decline, an 
epoch in which mankind would be faced with the 
choice between socialism and barbarism. They 
predicted that if capitalism was not overthrown 
by the world proletarian revolution, there would 
be wars even more devastating than that of 1914-
18, forms of capitalist rule more monstrous than 
any that had yet appeared. And with the defeat 
of the international revolutionary wave, with its 
consequence of the isolation and degeneration of 
the revolution in Russia, they were proved only 
too right: the horrors of Nazism, Stalinism and 
the Second World War were indeed worse than 
anything which had preceded them.

It’s true that capitalism has repeatedly surprised 
revolutionaries by its resilience, its capacity to 
invent new ways of surviving and even prospering. 
World War Two was followed by over two 
decades of economic boom in the central capitalist 
countries, even if it was also accompanied by the 
menace of nuclear annihilation at the hands of 
the two world-dominating imperialist blocs. And 
although this boom gave way to a renewed and 
prolonged economic crisis at the end of the 1960s, 
since the 1980s capitalism has been coming up 
with new formulae not only for staying alive but 
even for expanding into areas that had previously 
been “underdeveloped”, such as India and China. 
But this very development, which has to a large 
extent been fuelled by huge injections of credit, 
has piled up enormous economic problems for the 
future (of which the financial crash of 2008 was 
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International Communist Current online public meeting

Covid-19 Pandemic, assault on the 
Capitol in Washington: two 

expressions of the intensification 
of capitalist decomposition

The past year has been marked, once again, by a series of disasters, including a global pandemic that 
has so far claimed more than �� million lives and has meant a significant deepening of the economic crisis 
of capitalism, plunging millions of people into misery and precariousness. The year ��0��1 has only just 
begun, but it was immediately marked by a new event of historic significance: the assault on the Capitol 
by fanatical Trumpist hordes. These two events are not separated from each other. On the contrary, for 
the ICC, they both reveal an intensification of social decomposition, the ultimate phase of the decadence 
of capitalism. This public meeting will therefore be an opportunity to put forward this analytical frame-
work, to identify its relevance but also to question it through the prism of the facts and the historical 
evolution of capitalist society.

In order to prepare this meeting, participants can already refer to the following text:
“Theses on decomposition” (International Review n° 107, 4th semester ��001). Theses on decomposi-

tion, International Communist Current (internationalism.org)

This is part of a series of virtual public meetings being held internationally by the ICC. The meeting for 
English-speaking comrades will be held at two different times: 

10am (UK time) on Saturday 13 February, and 
6pm (UK time) on Sunday the 1�th February. 
The Saturday meeting time should be easier for comrades in Asia and Australasia, the Sunday for com-
rades in Europe and North America. 
if you are interested in taking part, please write to us at uk@internationalism.org and we will let 
you know how to gain access to the meeting. Please indicate which day suits you best. 

inflicting injuries; and helicopters and tanks were 
used in support of a huge contingent of police and 
military forces that had no hesitation in unleash-
ing their fury against a defenceless population, ac-
cusing them of not being demonstrators but “van-
dals” who want to damage vehicles and attack the 
properties of big businesses.

The agricultural companies suspended their 
operations, calling for the “restoration of public 
order, security and free passage” in La Libertad 
and Ica, saying that the firms will remain closed 
“until the rule of law is restored”. These actions 
were aimed, firstly, at portraying the protest as 
chaotic, disastrous and pointless, to demonise it, 
and secondly, to divide the workers, using black-
mail, by saying that the stoppages would mean 
a loss of income and employment for 100,000 
workers. Not content with this, the big companies 
have tried to offload all the resentment that the 
workers feel for the exploitation they suffer onto 
other smaller companies, saying that “many work-
ers in the countryside have had their rights vio-
lated for many years by fraudulent companies”5  , 
with which they aim to deflect attention from their 
own direct responsibility for the precariousness 
of workers’ wages and living conditions, which 
is so hypocritical, since they fail to mention that 
they reduce their own cost of production from the 
contracts they give to these small intermediary 
companies.

One of the central aspects of the bourgeoisie’s 
strategy is to focus its effort to keep the workers 
entangled in the democratic circus 6, under the il-
lusion that the state is not the apparatus for the 
domination by the capitalists over the working 
class but more a kind of arbiter, a neutral power 
5. https://elcomercio.pe/economia/peru/firmas-
agricolas-anuncian-suspension-de-operaciones-para-
evitar-violencia-contra-sus-instalaciones-nndc-noticia/
6.  “This naive and idyllic vision of democracy is a 
myth, something that has never existed. Democracy is 
the ideology which masks the dictatorship of capital 
in its most developed regions. There is no fundamental 
difference between the various models that capitalist 
propaganda presents as opposing each other. All 
the supposedly different systems which democratic 
propaganda has presented as its opponents since 
the beginning of the century are expressions of the 
dictatorship of the bourgeoisie, of capital. They 
may differ in form, but not in kind. (…) In the most 
sophisticated form of capitalist dictatorship, that of 
‘democracy’, the capitalist state must maintain the 
belief that the greatest liberty reigns. Brutal coercion, 
ferocious repression, must, whenever possible, be 
replaced by subtle manipulation to give the same 
result without the victim seeing it.” (“Bourgeois 
Organisation: The Lie of the ‘Democratic’ State’”; 
International Review no.76 - 1st quarter 1994; https://
en.internationalism.org/content/3588/bourgeois-
organization-lie-democratic-state)

overseeing the classes which can be pressurised 
and made to intercede and adopt laws granting 
benefits and wage increases to the workers.

Of course this perspective is one cultivated by all 
the organisations of the left of the capital, such as 
the agricultural federations and trade unions and 
the NGOs such as CONVEAGRO (Convención 
Nacional del Agro Peruano), the CGTP (Confed-
eración General de Trabajadores del Perú), left-
wing members of the Congress and some leaders 
of the struggling workers themselves who, like 
firemen, are negotiating with the employers and 
the Ministry of Labour with the concern to not 
to do too much harm to the profits of the agro-
industrial bourgeoisie, keeping down the wage 
increase to 54 soles (17 euro), which then has 
caused discontented workers to take to the streets 
in Ica and the northern valleys once more. The 
workers sensed that a fresh swindle was in the 
pipeline, cooked up at these high levels of the ne-
gotiations and that they were being “deceived”, 
without clearly understanding that these “leaders” 
that claim to negotiate in their name are also part 
of the exploiting class.

Although the workers cannot give up their strug-
gle for demands, this is a moment for them to dis-
cuss and draw some lessons. They have to under-
stand that they cannot win if they are not able to 
go beyond this level when the struggle will only 
be trapped in the dead end of legal chicanery and 
respect for the Constitution. The real liberation 
of the workers will arise when they are able to 
bring down the bourgeois order, with its laws, its 
constitutions and its unions, thus heralding a real 
transformation that will also free humanity from 
this decomposing social system.
Internacionalismo; Section in Peru of 
the International Communist Current 
2�/12/2020
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World revolution is the section in Britain of the 
international Communist Current which defends the 
following political positions:

 
* Since the first world war, capitalism has been a deca-
dent social system. It has twice plunged humanity into 
a barbaric cycle of crisis, world war, reconstruction and 
new crisis. In the 1980s, it entered into the final phase 
of this decadence, the phase of decomposition. There is 
only one alternative offered by this irreversible histori-
cal decline: socialism or barbarism, world communist 
revolution or the destruction of humanity.

* The Paris Commune of 1871 was the first attempt 
by the proletariat to carry out this revolution, in a 
period when the conditions for it were not yet ripe. 
Once these conditions had been provided by the onset 
of capitalist decadence, the October revolution of 1917 
in Russia was the first step towards an authentic world 
communist revolution in an international revolutionary 
wave which put an end to the imperialist war and went 
on for several years after that. The failure of this revo-
lutionary wave, particularly in Germany in 1919-23, 
condemned the revolution in Russia to isolation and to 
a rapid degeneration. Stalinism was not the product of 
the Russian revolution, but its gravedigger.

* The statified regimes which arose in the USSR, 
eastern Europe, China, Cuba etc and were called 
‘socialist’ or ‘communist’ were just a particularly 
brutal form of the universal tendency towards state 
capitalism, itself a major characteristic of the period of 
decadence.

* Since the beginning of the ��0th century, all wars are 
imperialist wars, part of the deadly struggle between 
states large and small to conquer or retain a place in 

Political positions of the ICC
the international arena. These wars bring nothing to 
humanity but death and destruction on an ever-increas-
ing scale. The working class can only respond to them 
through its international solidarity and by struggling 
against the bourgeoisie in all countries.

* All the nationalist ideologies - ‘national in-
dependence’, ‘the right of nations to self-determination’ 
etc - whatever their pretext, ethnic, historical or 
religious, are a real poison for the workers. By calling 
on them to take the side of one or another faction of 
the bourgeoisie, they divide workers and lead them to 
massacre each other in the interests and wars of their 
exploiters.

* In decadent capitalism, parliament and elections 
are nothing but a masquerade. Any call to participate 
in the parliamentary circus can only reinforce the lie 
that presents these elections as a real choice for the ex-
ploited. ‘Democracy’, a particularly hypocritical form 
of the domination of the bourgeoisie, does not differ at 
root from other forms of capitalist dictatorship, such as 
Stalinism and fascism.

* All factions of the bourgeoisie are equally re-
actionary. All the so-called ‘workers’, ‘Socialist’ and 
‘Communist’ parties (now ex-’Communists’), the leftist 
organisations (Trotskyists, Maoists and ex-Maoists, 
official anarchists) constitute the left of capitalism’s 
political apparatus. All the tactics of ‘popular fronts’, 
‘anti-fascist fronts’ and ‘united fronts’, which mix up 
the interests of the proletariat with those of a faction of 
the bourgeoisie, serve only to smother and derail the 
struggle of the proletariat.

* With the decadence of capitalism, the unions every-
where have been transformed into organs of capitalist 
order within the proletariat. The various forms of union 

organisation, whether ‘official’ or ‘rank and file’, serve 
only to discipline the working class and sabotage its 
struggles.

* In order to advance its combat, the working class 
has to unify its struggles, taking charge of their ex-
tension and organisation through sovereign general 
assemblies and committees of delegates elected and 
revocable at any time by these assemblies.

* Terrorism is in no way a method of struggle for the 
working class. The expression of social strata with no 
historic future and of the decomposition of the petty 
bourgeoisie, when it’s not the direct expression of the 
permanent war between capitalist states, terrorism has 
always been a fertile soil for manipulation by the bour-
geoisie. Advocating secret action by small minorities, 
it is in complete opposition to class violence, which 
derives from conscious and organised mass action by 
the proletariat.

* The working class is the only class which can 
carry out the communist revolution. Its revolutionary 
struggle will inevitably lead the working class towards 
a confrontation with the capitalist state. In order to 
destroy capitalism, the working class will have to over-
throw all existing states and establish the dictatorship 
of the proletariat on a world scale: the international 
power of the workers’ councils, regrouping the entire 
proletariat.

* The communist transformation of society by the 
workers’ councils does not mean ‘self-management’ 
or the nationalisation of the economy. Communism 
requires the conscious abolition by the working class 
of capitalist social relations: wage labour, commodity 
production, national frontiers. It means the creation 
of a world community in which all activity is oriented 
towards the full satisfaction of human needs.

* The revolutionary political organisation constitutes 
the vanguard of the working class and is an active 

factor in the generalisation of class consciousness 
within the proletariat. Its role is neither to ‘organise 
the working class’ nor to ‘take power’ in its name, but 
to participate actively in the movement towards the 
unification of struggles, towards workers taking control 
of them for themselves, and at the same time to draw 
out the revolutionary political goals of the proletariat’s 
combat.

 
our aCtiVitY

 
Political and theoretical clarification of the goals and 
methods of the proletarian struggle, of its historic and 
its immediate conditions.

Organised intervention, united and centralised on 
an international scale, in order to contribute to the 
process which leads to the revolutionary action of the 
proletariat.

The regroupment of revolutionaries with the aim of 
constituting a real world communist party, which is 
indispensable to the working class for the overthrow of 
capitalism and the creation of a communist society.

 
our oriGins

 
The positions and activity of revolutionary or-
ganisations are the product of the past experiences of 
the working class and of the lessons that its political or-
ganisations have drawn throughout its history. The ICC 
thus traces its origins to the successive contributions of 
the Communist League of Marx and Engels (1847-5��), 
the three Internationals (the International Working-
men’s Association, 1864-7��, the Socialist International, 
1884-1914, the Communist International, 1919-28), 
the left fractions which detached themselves from the 
degenerating Third International in the years 1920-30, 
in particular the German, Dutch and Italian Lefts.

Discussion in the proletarian milieu

Continued on page 5

As ��0��0 drew to a close, the health crisis contin-
ued inexorably. As we have already affirmed, our 
organisation continues its intervention towards 
the proletariat and its most politicised minorities. 
Indeed, we must fight against the isolation and at-
omisation imposed on us by the bourgeoisie with 
lockdown measures and curfews. We therefore 
held an online meeting on ��1 November ��0��0, fol-
lowing on from an earlier one that took place on 
17 October. There were fourteen people present at 
the earlier meeting, who were very keen for the 
discussion to continue. In the November meeting 
there were ���� people present and participating in 
the discussion. The willingness to discuss with the 
ICC, to clarify and understand the evolution of the 
global and historical situation was thus confirmed 
by the growing number of participants. The dy-
namic of the discussion also strongly confirmed 
this willingness to discuss.

The participants’ questions, queries, analyses, 
and points of view were not very different from 
those raised in the October meeting. However, the 
interventions showed that their concerns were ad-
dressed in a more in-depth and well-argued man-
ner than during the previous meeting.

A very dynamic start to the 
discussion

The discussion began with two interventions on 
struggles in the health sector and on the lockdown, 
with a comrade putting forward the idea that only 
one third of the French support it. The same com-
rade also put forward the idea that it might not 
be in the interest of the working class to support 
the lockdown because it does not reduce poverty: 
“The lockdown makes us poor. It strengthens the 
police state. And there would be no possibility 
of seeing the correlation between the number of 
deaths and the lockdown”. Some participants re-
plied that all the national bourgeoisies were forced 
to resort to the lockdown, which corresponds to 
measures against the epidemic worthy of the Mid-
dle Ages. Negligence, growing irresponsibility, an 
inability to manage the immediate situation on the 
part of the capitalist state were all elements that 
several participants pointed out.

The ICC intervened to state that the global situ-
ation was going through an acceleration of social 
decomposition and an economic crisis of a very 
serious and historically far-reaching nature. We 
reiterated that the pandemic and the lockdown are 
consequences of the decomposition that has deep-

Understanding the phase of decomposition: 
Report of an ICC contact meeting in France, November 2020

ened brutally and violently. The whole of society 
is dramatically affected: the economic crisis, the 
life of the bourgeoisie, and the dynamics of the 
class struggle. 

Therefore, a first part of the discussion focused 
on what the phase of decomposition of capital-
ism is. Many speakers supported this fundamental 
analysis of the ICC to characterise the histori-
cal period that has been underway for more than 
thirty years. Some comrades wanted to know why 
class societies in history had also experienced ele-
ments of decomposition, but not a phase of de-
composition as in capitalism. These fundamental 
questions about the decadence and decomposition 
of capitalism are extremely important for the fu-
ture of humanity and the historical struggle of the 
proletariat.

Understanding why this phase of decomposi-
tion is at the heart of decaying capitalist society 
was therefore an integral part of the discussion. 
The harmful and destructive effects on society 
were addressed against the background of the 
development of the pandemic and the responses 
of the bourgeoisie to the global health crisis and 
the major economic crisis that lies ahead. Several 
interventions showed the growing irrationality 
that is hitting the bourgeois class, especially in 
the health sector. They also identified the rise of 
“each against all” in the economic and trade war 
that is looming.

The central questions posed during 
this meeting

The question of the spectacular rise of “each 
against all” led to serious questions and interven-
tions focussed on the following themes:
- Can capitalism go beyond the national frame-
work?
- What is the significance of the questioning of 
multilateralism?
- What role does populism play in the tendency to 
disengage, particularly on the economic level?
- Does the increasing loss of control by capitalist 
states mean a weakening of state capitalism?
- What does the increased repression by capitalist 
states mean?
- What level of economic crisis will we experi-
ence? How will it affect the life and struggle of 
the proletariat?

The questions and interventions of the partici-
pants on these subjects were within the frame-
work of the phase of decomposition of capitalism 

and completely in line with the efforts of revo-
lutionaries to understand the development of the 
historical situation. We clearly supported these 
types of political concerns. Indeed, all the inter-
ventions were concerned with the gravity of the 
evolution of the world situation. And in the first 
place about the consequences of this aggravation 
of the situation for the class struggle. Faced with 
the consequences of the aggravation of the harm-
ful effects of decomposition, precarious and mass 
unemployment looming on the horizon, how will 
the proletariat be able to react? The ICC did not 
have the time to answer all these questions during 
the meeting.

However, as we developed in our interventions, 
an in-depth reflection on these subjects, is in con-
tinuity with the October meeting. On state capi-
talism, we emphasised that it did not develop in 
the ascendant period of capitalism, but only in its 
period of decadence. This tendency to the devel-
opment of state capitalism has imposed itself on 
the whole bourgeois class all over the world. To 
understand why and in what forms this tendency 
could only be reinforced throughout the deca-
dence of capitalism is a very important question 
for the future of the class struggle, its minorities 
and its revolutionary organisations. The capital-
ist state is the means par excellence to preserve 
the domination of the bourgeois class over all the 
strata of society and in particular over the work-
ing class.

The entry of capitalism into its period of deca-
dence becomes an obstacle to the possible, nec-
essary and harmonious development of human 
civilisation. The state must then inevitably take 
over the entire life of society in an increasingly to-
talitarian manner. The survival of capitalism itself 
is at stake. For example, as the crises of capitalism 
in the twentieth century have shown, it is the state 
that has provided the means to ensure that capi-
talism does not become paralysed. Likewise, the 
capitalist state is the permanent but also ultimate 
bulwark against any attempt at a revolutionary 
challenge to capitalist society. This is seen in the 
current historical situation with the reinforcement 
of the means of coercion and repression by the 
capitalist state. 

One comrade intervened to show, above all, 
that in the face of the epidemic and the economic 
crisis, “we leave the power to the state over our 
lives... we must try to wake people up... the danger 
of the virus is very low... Something is being hid-

den from us”. This echoed another intervention 
which emphasised that power is in the hands of 
the big pharmaceutical companies. It is true that 
the bourgeois class is a class of liars. Marx had 
stressed that part of the dominant ideology, con-
veyed by the bourgeois class and its states, is the 
maintenance of its class rule. The bourgeoisie is 
undoubtedly the most machiavellian class of all 
the ruling classes in history.

But, in our view, these interventions require a 
deepening of the following questions: What is 
capitalism? What is the bourgeois state? What 
is state capitalism? It is normal that young ele-
ments in search of proletarian positions need to 
appropriate these fundamental questions from 
the heritage of the workers’ movement. The ICC 
intervened to explain that the institutions that 
capitalism gradually acquired after the end of the 
Second World War and during the period called 
“globalisation” allowed the bourgeoisie to defer 
the development of the internal contradictions of 
the capitalist economy.

But the bourgeoisie has not been able to remove 
an impassable barrier for capitalism: the barrier 
of the nation-state. The international cooperation 
and other institutions that capitalism set up after 
World War II to limit as much as possible the 
fierce competition and permanent trade war have 
certainly been able to curb their most destructive 
effects until today. But the effects of the brutal ac-
celeration of decomposition and the global eco-
nomic crisis are now calling into question this 
capacity with all the effects this will have on the 
living conditions of the working class. 

Another participant stated that: “workers could 
refuse the lockdown”. Another replied that “the 
working class had no choice. If they had the 
choice, they wouldn’t go on buses, subways, sourc-
es of viruses... It’s the state that has an interest in 
having proletarians go to work, even in these con-
ditions. The proletarians are simply obliged to go 
there in order to live”. The working class lives in 
conditions imposed on it by the exploiting class 
and its state. It is only on its class terrain, through 
struggles defending its own interests and oriented 
towards the perspective of communist revolution, 
that the proletariat can oppose the bourgeoisie.

How does the working class defend itself as an 
exploited class? How can it assert itself concrete-
ly as a revolutionary class on which the future of 


