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Editorial 

The main articles for this edition are around the Numsa United Front, a critique of the SACP’s justification of 
the expulsion of Numsa from Cosatu and we begin a comradely discussion on the essence of the National 
Democratic Revolution (NDR) and the Freedom Charter, explaining why these cannot be the basis for a United 
Front, nor indeed for any new workers’ party. We also include an extract from Trotsky’s History of the Russian 
Revolution (Volume 3, Appendix II, which we encourage readers to study in full- it is available on the Marxist 
Internet Archive). This extract deals with a number of quotations from Lenin on the importance of the 
international Socialist revolution as opposed to the Stalinist vision of national socialism. Thus far, the Numsa 
leaders have not broken from both the NDR and a national vision of Socialism which they have inherited from 
the SACP. It is necessary to break from a nationalist vision of the struggle for Socialism if we are build a truly 
revolutionary working class party. Capital organises itself and its production chains on an international basis 
and it follows that the fight to expropriate them must be on an international level, otherwise we are stepping 
back from current developments in history. Socialism in one country is a Stalinist notion and should be rejected 
from the outset. This aspect will be tackled more definitively in our next edition.  
 
We also expose the class forces around the spread of Ebola and how capitalism is the root cause of its spread.  
We comment briefly on a number of other important developments: 
 
The Eskom blackouts 
In 2008 we wrote about the Eskom scam, where blackouts were deliberately created to beat the masses into 
submission to accept massive hikes in electricity tariffs. The main arguments in the article have been proven 
correct. Since then the price of electricity has increased by more than 300%. Eskom has collected trillions of 
Rands more. Yet once again, Eskom is dumping the masses into blackouts. Why?  
We have to look at the international crisis of capitalism to see what is happening. The world economy is 
stagnating. There are no new industries and permanent unemployment is on the rise. So a new fake industry is 
being created out of a previously nationalised electricity provision. The electricity tariffs have been deliberately 
hiked to prepare for privatization. The focus is on coal and nuclear as they need a permanent supply of coal 
and Uranium, and provide a permanent cash cow for monopolies to milk. Thus solar and wind power make up 
only a tiny fraction of the overall supply (wind and sunlight are free and thus not open to capitalist exploitation 
on the same scale). The Numsa United Front should raise the demand for the opening of the books of Eskom 
to find out what happened to the trillions of Rands collected; for the lowering of electricity prices; for the 
building of massive solar and wind programme and the phasing out of coal and nuclear; indeed, for the 
nationalisation of Eskom and the entire supply chain, under workers’ control.  
 
As an aside, the expulsion of Numsa and the fracturing of Cosatu presents a greater opportunity for the 
capitalists to accelerate their plans for the privatization of electricity ( through among other things, public 
private partnerships and so called independent power producers).  
 
Some thoughts on the falling prices of oil and other commodities 
Normally when there are wars or uprisings in oil and gas regions, the price of oil rises. Yet it is falling as are 
other commodity prices. Why? Firstly, we can see that the actual prices have nothing to do with supply and 
demand, as the capitalist is always preaching to us. The prices are purely speculative and are dictated by the 
violence of the world capitalist system and the imperialist armies. The prices are as high as what big capital 
can get away with.  
 
Against this background, the fact that prices are falling must mean that the intensity of the revolt is such that 
the capitalists are forced to drop prices as one of the means to prevent the system from being overthrown. The 
capitalists are cold and calculating; they show no concern for the masses at all- they would not lower prices, 
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that is, give up some of their profit, just out of caring. This is a desperate measure of the capitalist to postpone 
the widespread revolt they are facing. The situation is crying out for a revolutionary working class international 
to unite the vanguard fighters.  
 
The Numsa United Front and other working class formations around the world should also take up the 
campaign for lower food prices. 
 
 The killing of the 43 student teachers in Mexico, the police killing of Michael Brown, Eric Garner and 
others in the USA, Kenyan police hit squads, the killing of Tatane and the 3 Numsa shopstewards 
The release of the Senate Committee report on the CIA reveals what we already know. In fact the real picture 
must look much worse. The question is why now? The recent elections in the USA showed the lowest support 
for the structures of state in the past 72 years. If the masses have lost faith in the structures of state this 
creates a huge problem for the capitalist class. If the masses have lost faith in the state, the next step is for the 
masses to take their fate in their own hands, ie an open revolt against the system. Thus in a bid to rebuild the 
shattered credibility in the state, the Senate report on the CIA, heavily censored, makes its appearance. This is 
an attempt to pre-empt more whistle-blowers, such as more Bradley Mannings and Edward Snowdens from 
appearing.  
 
But the mask of capitalism-imperialism has fallen. The report on the CIA confirms its true violent nature, the 
essence of the current capitalist dictatorship, is further exposed. While on the one hand imperialism has been 
forced to begin making concessions, on the other, the report shows that capitalism is based on the use of brute 
force to snuff out any hint of revolt. The systemic violence of capitalism will be further emphasized as none of 
the torturers will be arrested, nor will any of them face jail time. Rather predictably, at best one official will be 
re-assigned to another branch of the terror state apparatus and another, equally brutal functionary will be 
appointed in his place.  
 
The murder of Michael Brown and Eric Garner (who was choked to death) by the police and the refusal of the 
state apparatus to put the murderers behind bars, demonstrates the true nature of the capitalist state as an 
organ of terror against the masses. It has nothing to do with colour (this is just the fig leaf) and everything to do 
with class domination and control. The system has to keep the police out of jail, otherwise the jails would be 
overflowing with police. This is an international characteristic of the capitalist state as is also shown by the SA 
state’s handling of the Marikana massacre, for example.  
 
The Mexican state is totally under the thumb of US imperialism. This state kidnapped and killed 43 leftist 
trainee teachers. They cynically left one of the bodies in a bin as if the killing had been the work of a drug 
cartel. Such is the hatred of the Mexican masses for its regime that the state executed a group of Socialist 
youth in order that the masses would remain leaderless. There is a long history of imperialism committing 
mass murder and then making the bodies disappear. Tens of thousands of activists were killed and 
disappeared in Chile, Argentina, Brazil and many other places.  The method of making political opponents 
disappear or having them killed off, has been pushed back by mass resistance, but it is very much part of the 
method of capitalist control. Thus the revelation that the Kenyan police run death squads to kill off political 
opponents, is also no surprise. The murder of the 3  Numsa shopstewards in Kwazulunatal and the failure of 
the state to even conduct a proper investigation into this, shows that the capitalist state is an instrument of 
violence against the masses.  
 
All these confirm, that in the struggle for Socialism, the old state apparatus has to be disbanded, it cannot be 
used as the basis for workers’ democracy.  
 
Syria 
A recent imperialist ‘peace’ conference on Syria for the first time has raised that the stepping down of Assad 
was no longer a condition of a ‘settlement’. Thus we have a direct indication that imperialism backs Assad to 
remain in power. When a puppet govt shows itself incapable of controlling the masses, imperialism often opts 
for other horses that they always prepare in reserve. Imperialism has back the Free Syrian Army and the SNC 
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(Syrian National Council) and in the past period, imperialism has supported both the Al Nusra and Isis 
groupings. The recent creation of Isis (Islamic state in Iraq and Syria), which was partly formed by Assad 
releasing hundreds of criminals (murderers and rapists) to become part of them, shows that imperialism and 
the Assad regime are co-operating in smashing the masses. The creation of Isis  is to divert the struggles in 
Iraq and Syria away from the regime and onto the religious plane, thus promoting  worker fighting worker, 
instead of uniting against the capitalist regimes. Arms and funding from imperialism is flowing to Isis to build it 
up. The resistance to the Iraqi and Syrian regime is being cast as if it is Isis that is leading it. This is to mask 
and isolate the mass revolts that are taking place against these regimes. It is part of a strategy of imperialism 
to keep control.  
 
The Iranian regime has long sent their military ‘advisors’ to help defeat the mass revolt in Syria. Now we see 
that the Iranian regime is now openly joining sides with imperialism, to bomb ‘Isis’, but in reality, imperialism 
and the Iranian regime are continuing to work together to crush the masses in Syria.  
 
The bombing by Israel of a couple of  so-called military targets of the Syrian govt is just a publicity stunt. The 
capitalists often launch fake ‘attacks’ on  their own friends or even arrest them in order to build up their 
credibility in the eyes of the masses. These attacks are in the same light, to build up the so-called anti-israel 
credentials of Assad whereas his regime have long working relations against the masses in the region. This is 
part of the imperialist plan now to boost Assad so that he can continue to play the role of leader of the Syrian 
regime and agent of imperialism. Next to Isis, Assad appears as a hero as most of the Syrian masses are 
secular and not religious. The creation of Isis is to attempt to divide the masses. Isis does not have mass 
support and they are given an artificial life by imperialism, to do their dirty work.  
 
Palestine 
Palestinian govt minister (against the wall), Abu Ain, was murdered on 10th December by the Israeli fascist 
army while he was at a peaceful demonstration against yet another land grab by the Zionist regime. True to the 
nature of any capitalist state, the soldiers who killed him will not face any sanction by the Israeli state. These 
soldiers will probably be promoted.  On the other hand, the PA (Palestinian Authority) will not do anything 
about this murder. This shows that the PA is nothing else but a Bantustan administration dressed up as a govt.  
It is no coincidence that a few months ago Isis was set up as a means to divide the masses in Iraq and Syria 
and to divide these masses from the rest of the masses in the imperialist centres and elsewhere. Now we have 
the decision by the Israeli regime to convert itself from a secular state to a Jewish state (JSIS- Jewish state of 
Israel). Both the creation by imperialism of ISIS and JSIS is a despeate ploy of imperialism to divert  the 
struggle into inter-religious fighting, to make the masses divert their struggle against the Zionist regime into a 
fight among the masses. This is why imperialism has deliberately launched  several provocations against 
Muslim worshippers at the Al Aqsa mosque. There is a growing sentiment among Israeli masses that their 
enemy is the Zionist state; there are growing signs that more and more Jews on an international scale are 
developing sympathy towards Palestinians  and are actually support a unitary state with them. Further, the 
recent genocidal attacks in Aug and Sept on Gaza by the Zionist state has led to a groundswell of hatred 
among the masses of the world against the Zionist state and active support for Palestine. More than half the 
youth in the USA and more than 1/3 of the population support a 1-state Palestine. Thus there is massive 
growing rejection of imperialist support for Israel.  
 
This support of Palestine by the masses in the USA goes hand in hand with the loss of faith of most of the 
masses in the state institutions there. On a global scale the support for a 1-state Palestine has increased 
among the masses. This places not only the existence of the Zionist state at risk but puts the main mechanism 
of control by imperialism in the Middle East, under direct threat. The issue threatens to become an issue 
around which the masses revolt against their own regimes. Thus the entire capitalist system is under threat by 
growing support among the masses for Palestine.  
 
Thus to pre-empt and neutralise struggles on home soil various capitalist states, one by one, are adopting 
resolutions supporting a Palestinian state. These same regimes also support Israel, thus their support is not for 
a truly free Palestine but for a Palestinian Bantustan. These are publicity stunts to appease the masses on 



 

 5

home soil and give them credibility in the eyes of their own masses. This step is also to cover their own role in 
supporting the genocide against Palestinians.  These steps are also to give life to the totally discredited PA so 
that it can continue to play its role in controlling the masses.  
 
In the last days of the old ‘apartheid ‘ regime, imperialism also came with various strategies of tricameral 
parliaments (a parliament for whites, coloured and Indians), of recognition of Bantustan regimes. The masses 
resisted these and demanded a unitary state. These were the last desperate measures as the masses united 
in struggle against the old apartheid regime, as indeed they are increasingly doing in historic Palestine. Now is 
the time to firmly reject Bantustan 2-state ‘options’, to stick to the demand for a unitary state and for the 
unconditional return of all refugees. But we also need to draw the lessons of the mistakes of the SA revolution, 
namely that the workers’ parties ties themselves to a bourgeois nationalist party that took seats in government  
and was co-opted, instead of building a united revolutionary working class party, that led the struggle for 
working class power.  

 

 
43 students were kidnapped and killed by the Mexican state 

 

 

 
Eric Garner was choked to death by the police in the USA 
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Towards a new, revolutionary working class party and a 

united workers’ action front 

We pose the question quite deliberately that we have to consider both these issues together, namely that of the 

establishment of a revolutionary working class party, as well as of a united, workers action front. We cannot establish 

one without the other. A party has to be tested and grounded in real struggle, otherwise it is purely self-declaratory. On 

the other hand, to form a united front as an end in itself, will lead to defeat and a reformist dead-end. No capitalist state 

will end itself due only to mass pressure of a workers’ united front.  The essence of any capitalist state is that it is the 

dictatorship of the capitalist class, with all its repressive organs, the police, the army, security apparatus, prisons, 

judiciary, etc.  The working class cannot use the old apparatus to exercise its rule; working class rule needs to be built 

from scratch.  The revolutionary working class vanguard needs to be consciously united into a fighting entity that leads 

the working class to take political power through its own mass action methods. The workers’ united front, of necessity, 

needs to be broad and will unite the working class, which means that it will unite all workers even those who are not 

necessarily of Socialist consciousness but who feel the need to unite in struggle against the capitalist class. The task of 

the united front is to win over those remaining workers who are still tied in some way or another or have illusions in the 

capitalist parties such as ANC, DA, IFP, Cope, EFF, etc. The task of the revolutionary working class party is to lead the 

struggle for working class power. Thus the 2 go together; the one needs the other, if we are to advance to a workers’ 

government and Socialism.  

We ask in advance, forgiveness for a long explanation, as we need to clarify a number of essential issues.  

How the ANC task team prepared the way for the expulsion of Numsa while at the same time trampling on working 

class independence 

When the ANC task team talks of a United Cosatu, what they really mean is that as many of the working class should be 

united in Cosatu so that the ANC can exercise political control and domination over them.  

Just imagine, the mining magnates and labour brokers on the ANC task team were lecturing to Cosatu that there was 

agreement on implementation of Congress resolutions. In practice however, Numsa has been implementing Cosatu 

Congress resolutuions but the Cosatu leaders have not.  There is a Cosatu resolution against the youth subsidy, Numsa 

organised a strike, Cosatu leaders did not support it. The ANC has implemented the youth slave subsidy and to add insult 

to injury, the bulk of the subsidy has been paid out to labour brokers by the ANC govt. Thus in practice, the ones 

supporting the Congress resolutions has been Numsa, the ones opposing these has been the ANC and Cosatu leaders.  

The Special Cosatu CEC statement of 11th Nov 2014 declares the following: ‘the current request for a special national 

congress ….may lead to a split in Cosatu’. Thus the ANC was justifying that in order to protect the ‘unity’ of Cosatu, 

Numsa should be expelled. In other words, in order to preserve the unity of Cosatu it should be split! How does one 

explain this apparent contradiction from the ANC task team? What the ANC leaders really mean is that in order for 

Cosatu to remain tied to the ANC as a whole (‘unity’) the very influence that threatens to convince the majority of 

workers to break the alliance with the ANC, namely the Numsa members, should be removed.  

This is further shown by the words in Conclusion seven of the ANC task team report in the CEC minute: ‘The timing of the 

Congress, its precise agenda and purpose, will all be influenced by the outcome of the current internal process within 

Cosatu and the engagement with the ANC task team’.  
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In other words, if the point of breaking the alliance with the ANC is on the agenda, the Special Congress will not go 

ahead. If the breaking of the alliance is not on the agenda, then the ANC will allow the Special Congress to go ahead. 

Thus the ANC not only tramples on workers’ democratic decision making processes, but they demonstrate, without a 

doubt, that they are the ones who are behind the expulsion of Numsa from Cosatu.  

Conclusion eight indicates that the disciplinary processes against Vavi should continue. 

Conclusion nine threatens all the Cosatu staff not to support Numsa, failing which they will face disciplinary action.  

Thus, far from standing for unity, the ANC task team is preparing a purge, a definitive split in Cosatu so that they can 

have control of the Cosatu apparatus to continue to use it as a conveyor belt into parliament and a life of privilege.  

The appointment of the ANC task team  as a ‘mediator’ in this discussion in Cosatu was a fundamental breach of the 

founding principle of Cosatu, namely workers’ control. Who is the ANC to tell workers what we may or may not discuss?  

Conclusion ten is thus rendered hollow- it proclaims that Cosatu should unite around a ‘fighting programme’ but in 

reality, it self-limits the programme so that workers’ action must not extend to fundamentally challenge the dominance 

of the ANC govt. Thus the programme cannot be extended to challenge the mines and the banks as the ANC leaders are 

on their boards or are in joint ventures with these capitalists.  

Conclusion eleven dictates that political differences must first be agreed in the Alliance; thus any decision of Cosatu 

workers to break from the ANC and SACP must first be agreed by the ANC and SACP. This is how the ANC leaders treat 

Cosatu members as if workers are immature, under-age children.  

The CEC minute does not give reasons why Numsa should be expelled. The Cosatu leaders are as bad as apartheid 

bosses who dismiss workers without reasons. The only reasons given in the Cosatu CEC minute are the 11 conclusions of 

the ANC task team and thus it can only be taken that this is the real basis for the expulsion of Numsa. Rather than lose 

control of the whole Cosatu, the ANC purges the very ones who have become a threat to their lives of privilege. The only 

thing which is sacrosanct to the Cosatu leaders is the alliance with the labour brokers and mining magnates of the ANC.  

While at face value it appears that the ANC is behind the split in Cosatu and the expulsion of Numsa, it is the SACP that is 

the spearhead of this process. We explain below.  

How the SACP plays the major role in splitting Cosatu and Numsa while covering their tracks with calls of ‘Maximum 

unity’ 

On the 20th Nov 2014, the SACP issued a statement ‘ Maximum Unity rather than separatism, divisions and disunity: The 

way forward by the SACP’.  The real heading of this SACP document should have been : ‘Split Numsa and join Mawusa!’ 

We explain below. The article is very significant as it exposes the class basis and real mechanics of the Stalinist notion of 

the ‘National Democratic Revolution’. We thank the SACP for helping to expose its true capitalist nature. 

The central argument in this document is the following: ‘The SACP strategy is not to break away and go a separate route 

when there are policy differences in the Alliance.  FACT: for the Party, MAXIMUM UNITY among the historically oppressed 

and the working class is sacrosanct. This is the condition for the success of the National Democratic Revolution and the 

struggle for socialism.’  

A clearer statement on the true nature of the ‘National Democratic Revolution’ will be hard to find.  
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The first point is that irrespective of policy differences, the SACP will maintain its alliance with the ANC. This means that 

it does not matter that the ANC adopted the anti-worker Gear programme, or the anti-worker NDP, or that the ANC govt 

instructed the police to commit the Marikana massacre, the SACP will not break its alliance with the ANC. It does not 

matter to the SACP leaders that the ANC allows most diamonds mined by Anglo American to go to Israel for cutting and 

polishing. The ANC has paid out most of the youth subsidy to labour brokers, but the SACP is still committed to the ANC. 

Instead of decent work, in practice the ANC govt is promoting youth slavery but the SACP is not concerned. No policy 

disagreement will lead to the SACP breaking from the ANC. The SACP is not directly represented in parliament, so this 

means that the SACP is permanently tied to implement any and all capitalist policies of the ANC. Even if the SACP were 

on its own in parliament but still maintained the policy of the NDR, they would still tie themselves and the workers who 

support them, to the tail strings of the ANC and thus of monopoly capital.  

In fact the SACP regards this link with the ANC as being sacrosanct. In other words, no worker or SACP member can even 

question this link, ever. Not only that but this permanent link to the ANC and its policies is the SACP’s  condition for 

success not only of the NDR but also of the struggle for Socialism. It follows directly from this that the SACP will never 

launch a struggle for workers’ power, a pre-condition for any advance to a workers’ state and thus for a first step 

towards Socialism. This is because the SACP places as its first premise a defence of the ANC govt and will stand against 

any and all workers’ uprisings against the capitalist state headed by the ANC.  

The ANC is capitalist 

The history of Africa shows that every ‘national liberation movement’ upon attaining political power, has openly sided 

with the imperialists. SA is no different.  

The SACP argues that the heritage of colonialism and ‘apartheid’ is to blame for the basis of the extreme poverty 

conditions. They argue that the ANC cannot be held responsible for this. Yes, capitalism is the root cause of poverty and 

yes, it well pre-dates ANC rule; that much is given. But since 1994 the track record has not been of eradicating poverty 

nor of tackling the root of the problem, the capitalists and their system. The ANC in govt has a track record of 

entrenching capitalism: 

Over the past decades, the mining companies have been stealing from SA and Southern Africa through transfer pricing 

and mislabelling (these are mechanisms which allow mining companies to set up fake companies on offshore islands 

(like the Cayman islands) which then submits a high charge for some fake service provided- on the books it  looks as if 

the mining company has made little profit which means they pay much less tax than they would normally; also the mine 

bosses label expensive minerals with the name of a cheaper mineral- thus Platinum can be mislabelled as Palladium, 

then much less tax is paid). Now here is our point. Ashman, Fine and Newman have shown in research they have done 

(Journal of Southern African Studies), that the stealing of wealth by mines has increased since 1994 and reached a peak 

of 20% of GDP in 2007. This means that the mines stole R600 bn just in 2007. If we add up the totals, it runs into 

trillions of Rands since 1994. The ANC govt is aware of this theft but turns a blind eye to this and all the theft before 

1994. Not only that but the ANC leaders are on the boards of Anglo American and other mines; Even further, BEE 

companies with ANC leaders like Sexwale and Ramaphosa are set up on the mines; Ramaphosa and the Zuma family 

provide labour broking and private security services on the mines. When workers rose up to challenge the high level of 

theft by mining bosses, the ANC govt shot them down at Marikana. Not a single cent of the trillions stolen by Anglo 

American and other mining bosses has been recovered by the ANC bosses. Instead they have taken a stake in the 

system. Most of the leading causes of death are diseases of poverty( StatsSA 2013 report that TB, flu, pneumonia, 

respiratory disease, HIV, infectious intestinal disease, immune disorders, hypertensive disorders, preventable diseases at 
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birth, amount to more than 30% of all recorded deaths). The money that the mines stole could have provided decent 

houses for all, free quality healthcare and education, for decent work for all. The SACP insults workers by saying we must 

be grateful for homes the govt built that hardly even fit the definition of a house, that are so small, you cannot even 

change your mind in it. The funds stolen by imperialism is so huge, there would have been no unemployment (workers 

would not have to live a near animal existence on the scraps dressed up as grants; our children would be well fed from 

the productive employment of their parents and guardians and would not have to rely on bread and peanut butter 

sandwiches parading as meals from ANC govt; workers would have had not only electricity connections but low cost 

electricity that was actually connected and not disconnected and leaving most of the masses in the dark).  

The SACP wants to brush these points aside: they are mere ‘tactical differences’, they claim, whereas they are deep 

programmatic differences.  

The SACP is the champion of big capital 

The SACP claims it is fighting for Socialism. However, they have launched no campaign whatsoever against transfer 

pricing and the massive theft by the mining monopolies. Not a single penny that the mining bosses stole, has been 

recovered by efforts by the SACP.  The SACP blames the low wages and poor conditions on the mines, on the deep 

capitalist crisis of 2008 and in this way covers up for Anglo American. Shame, Anglo was losing profits, so the SACP felt 

sorry for them. No, they say, workers cannot nationalise the mines nor challenge the mass theft by the bosses- all 

hardships are due to the crisis which is in the air but does not have an address where workers can complain. This is bad 

enough, but the SACP goes further.  

While the biggest mineworkers revolt in our history was happening, based on a working class challenge to the high levels 

of exploitation on the mines, the SACP went into partnership with Impala Platinum, a notorious and brutal mining 

company, one that is also involved in transfer pricing and mass theft. Implats bosses and the SACP leaders formed a joint 

partnership to open up a Platinum mine, Tamboti (Kameni) Platinum. Thus the SACP leaders show that they indeed have 

no programmatic differences with the mining magnates in the ANC leadership. In theory the SACP claims to be fighting 

for Socialism but in practice, they have not only taken a stake in the capitalist system, they have also sided with the very 

perpetrators of the Marikana massacre.  

It is no accident therefore that the natural career path of SACP leaders go into govt and/or heads of big business. Charles 

Nqakula is Chairman of Sovereignty capital which has dealings with Mining, mining exploration and Uranium mining 

companies. The slogan of this company is ‘capital for change- capital unlocks change in the world’. The class struggle is 

for holiday speeches for the SACP, while in reality, the SACP leaders have taken a stake in the capitalist system and in 

the brutal exploitative conditions that still persist on the mines. Nqakula is still an MP, a deployee from the SACP. This is 

what is really meant by ‘radical transformation’ it is the radical filling of the pockets of the ANC and SACP elite while the 

state apparatus is increasingly more militarised to commit more Marikana massacres. It is not for nothing that Nqakula 

moves seamlessly from SACP leadership to Minister of Police to Chairman of a capitalist company where capital is his 

force for ‘change’.  

The essence of the National Democratic Revolution 

In fact when direct colonial rule or in the case of SA, direct rule by means of slave capitalist relations, became no longer 

possible (in that the masses would no longer tolerate it), the ‘national democratic revolution’ became the new mode for 

capitalist exploitation and imperialist plunder to continue.  
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This is because the working class was permanently tied behind  a  capitalist party and doomed to never ‘imposing a 

maximum programme’, in other words, doomed to never raise socialist demands and to always bury workers’ interest 

and to promote the interest of the indigenous middle class and aspirant capitalists. The Communist Party and the 

workers’ movement associated with it, was, through the NDR, using its legitimacy and its association with the heroic 

Russian revolution of October 1917, to hold the masses in check  behind the pro-capitalist indigenous middle class and 

to keep the system of exploitation by imperialism, intact.  

The NDR is thus a partnership between the Stalinist Communist parties and world imperialism (it must be said that the 

CP’s are the junior partners in this relationship as they pick up the crumbs from the master’s table). The CP’s keep the 

masses under control for the price of a few crumbs and imperialism continues its profiteering.  

The SACP insists that the path to Socialism is through a permanent tie to the capitalist ANC programme. Thus it follows 

that the SACP will never reach the Socialist stage as they are tied to a party, the ANC, that has permanent policy 

differences with that of a real working class programme.  

Indeed there are class differences among the formerly oppressed- ranging from the middle class and tiny capitalist class, 

to the working class. The upper layers of the oppressed are now on the payroll of imperialism. On the other hand, the 

permanent division that the NDR made, was to put the white worker in the camp of the enemy, whereas they were also 

exploited by the capitalist class, albeit that they were bought off.  What the NDR does is put the interest of the black 

capitalist above that of the white worker. It places unity with the black capitalist above that of unity with the white 

worker. The black capitalist sent an elite team of the police to execute mineworkers at Marikana, such was the greed for 

crumbs from the master’s table. The white worker? Some joined the strike while others did not actively go into 

opposition against the striking workers. Who is our ally? The worker or the capitalist? The SACP says that the alliance 

with the mining magnate and labour broker is more important than alliance with the white worker. We only have to 

recall a few years ago when the train drivers went on strike. When the white workers joined, the strike had won its 

demands within 3 days. Such is a glimpse of the power of a united working class against the capitalists and their state. 

The NDR places a permanent obstacle in the way of unity of the working class, it says that unity with the black capitalists 

are more important than links with our fellow worker. Thus the NDR is an instrument of dividing the working class and of 

advancement of the black middle class.  

The stalinist origin of the National Democratic Revolution 

The SACP is proud that the policy of the national democratic revolution comes from 7 years after its formation, that is, it 

started in 1928. This was during the time of Stalin, who developed the 2-stage approach to revolution for colonial 

countries. This Stalin policy called for Communist parties to go into alliance with the national liberation movements, for 

the national liberation movements to be put in power, which meant that workers would not seize power as their had 

done in Russia in October 1917. Once the local middle class and capitalist class were in power, according to the Stalinist 

policy, there would be a gradual development into Socialism. All over the world, the Stalin policy was applied and in all 

cases the national middle class openly sided with imperialism. In China in 1926, for example, the Chinese Communist 

Party went into alliance with the Kuomintang, the party of the Chinese middle class. When the Kuomintang came into 

power they shot down thousands of workers and Communists. This forerunner of the Marikana massacre also played 

itself out around the world, directly as a result of the treacherous policy of Stalinism.  

All those who opposed the Stalin policy of 2-stage revolution, or national democratic revolution followed by an 

indefinitely postponed Socialist revolution, were expelled from the Communist International, many were killed. Stalin 
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killed off most of the original leadership of the Bolshevik party who had led the October 1917 revolution. The killing of 

the 4 Numsa shopstewards in Kwazulunatal is a rather chilling echo from the Stalin era. Trotsky and many others were 

expelled from the Communist International. Today Numsa is expelled from Cosatu for breaking from the ANC, which is a 

de facto break from the national democratic revolution (even though the wording of the Numsa Special Congress 

resolutions reflect that the break from stalin policy is not yet complete). In fact the persistence of the Numsa leaders 

with the notion of the national democratic revolution, shows that there are contending forces within Numsa: on the one 

side the base, who have broken from reformism, who want the Socialist revolution, on the other, there are those who 

insist on the national democratic revolution and who have not broken from reformism, in other words, they still put 

their faith in the middle class and a section of ‘progressive’ capital, and whose vision, much like that of Cope, see the 

parliamentary road comprised of disgruntled ANC and SACP middle class members at the head. Their conception  is of 

an alliance with the disgruntled middle class currently cut out from the feeding trough of privileges- they have the 

conception of a multi class United Front, indeed a Popular Front, where once again, just as happened in the old UDF 

days, the middle class and aspirant capitalist class will ride on the backs of the working class, into lives of privilege.  

Thus when the SACP talks about ‘tactical differences’ between them and Numsa and other unions, they are speaking 

about that faction in Numsa and other unions, who have not broken from reformism, who really cling to the national 

democratic revolution. They are right. The real problem that this faction in Numsa and the SACP have, is the base of 

Numsa, who have made the bold and definitive break from reformism and who are embarking on the path towards the 

workers’ seizure of power.  

The Freedom Charter is an expression of the Stalinist national democratic revolution 

The Numsa NEC statement on the crisis in Cosatu (27th Oct 2014) as do other Numsa documents declare that the 

Freedom Charter is the basis for the fight against capitalism. This is what the NEC statement says: ‘We are forging ahead 

to implement a long standing resolution of Cosatu- to build a United Front of social forces united behind the banner of 

the Freedom Charter and against neoliberal capitalism.’ This is highly problematic as the Freedom Charter is the 

embodiment of the Stalinist notion of the NDR. We explain.  

The Freedom Charter talks about ‘the people shall govern’, ‘the people shall share’, ‘SA belongs to all who live in it’,etc. 

Nowhere does the Freedom Charter talk about an equal share nor does it talk of abolishing class differences.  The 

Freedom Charter thus defends the right of dollar billionaires, Oppenheimer, Rupert and Wiese, to their ‘share’ of the 

wealth. In other words, inherent in the Freedom Charter is that class inequality will continue and be protected. In fact 

the Freedom Charter guarantees that class inequality will continue as the Oppenheimers and others have a right to their 

‘share’. In fact the Freedom Charter also guarantees that the rich capitalists will have their voices guaranteed in 

government (the people shall govern and clearly the ‘people’ includes the capitalists). 

In fact, what follows from this is that any ‘nationalisation’ will be on a capitalist basis precisely because the rich 

capitalists are entitled to their ‘share’. In fact, expropriation of the capitalists without compensation would be against 

the terms of the Freedom Charter as this would take away the ‘share’ that the rich have. Thus the Freedom Charter is 

only speaking of capitalist nationalisation, that is, that leaves the capitalist nature of the economy intact. Zambia 

nationalised its copper mines, Britain nationalised its coal mines, Obama nationalised some of their banks. All these 

cases left the capitalist structure in place while in essence providing a state subsidy to the capitalist and imperialist class. 

In October 1917 in Russia, the workers’ expropriated the major industries, without compensation and placed these 

under workers’ control, something the Freedom Charter does not envisage (as the capitalists, who are part of the 

people, would lose their share). Thus the Freedom Charter envisages nationalisation but on conditions that maintain the 
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wealth of the capitalists. In other words, the Freedom Charter is a broad BEE programme. A new branch of black 

capitalists will emerge but only on the basis of what the current capitalists (who control all the wealth) are prepared to 

share. This is exactly the BEE programme of the ANC in govt since 1994.  

That this was the original plan is confirmed by the words of Mandela himself in the June 1956 Liberator newspaper. We 

give the entire quote: 

Whilst the Charter proclaims democratic changes of a far reaching nature, it is by no means a blueprint 
for a socialist state, but a programme for the unification of various classes and groupings amongst the 
people on a democratic basis. Under socialism the workers hold state power. They and the peasants 
own the means of production, land, the factories and the mills. All production is for use and not for 
profit. The Charter does not contemplate such profound economic and political changes. Its declaration 
“The people shall govern!” visualizes the transfer of power not to any single social class but to all the 
people of the country be they workers, peasants, professional men or petty-bourgeoisie. 
 It is true that in demanding the nationalisation of the banks, the gold mines and the land the 
Charter strikes a fatal blow at the financial and gold-mining monopolies and farming interests that have 
for centuries plundered the country and condemned its people to servitude. But such a step is 
absolutely imperative and necessary because the realisation of the Charter is inconceivable, in fact 
impossible, unless and until these monopolies are first smashed up and the national wealth of the 
country turned over to the people. The breaking up and democratisation of these monopolies will open 
up fresh fields for the development of a prosperous Non-European bourgeois class. For the first time in 
the history of the country the Non-European bourgeoisie will have the opportunity to own in their own 
name and right mills and factories, and trade and private enterprise will boom and flourish as never 
before. To destroy these monopolies means the termination of the exploitation of vast sections of the 
populace by mining kings and land barons and there will be a general rise in living standards of the 
people. It is precisely because the Charter offers immense opportunities for an overall movement in the 
material conditions of all classes and groups that it attracts such wide support.’ 

 
(See also our article- Marxist Critique of the Freedom Charter, July 2008) 

Thus the Freedom Charter stands for the monopolies to be unbundled and whatever the imperialists are prepared to 

share, to be handed over to the aspirant black capitalists. The Freedom Charter is not a workers’ programme but that of 

the radical black middle class and aspirant capitalists, so confirms Mandela himself.  

That the Freedom Charter is the programme of the radical middle class and aspirant bourgeoisie is also shown by the 

clause which calls for the freedom to trade and manufacture. This clause excludes the vast majority of the working class. 

Which worker has the funds or machinery to start to manufacture? Thus it is clear that the Freedom Charter includes the 

rights of the middle class and capitalist. It follows that the Freedom Charter is not proposing abolishing class differences 

but on the contrary, is proposing its continuation.  

The Freedom Charter is thus the political embodiment of the national democratic revolution, that uses the masses as a 

conveyor belt for the radical incorporation of black middle class into the capitalist system. As the national democratic 

revolution perspective has done, through the decades, its aim is to parasite itself on the struggles of the masses while 

placing the radical black middle class at its head. This is what happened from 1983 to 1990 through the multi-class 

Popular Front formation, the UDF and it is what some in Numsa want to do, yet again, with the broad masses who have 

broken from the ANC.  

Not surprisingly, the Freedom Charter was actually drafted by the SACP. The ANC went through a sham process to get 

support among the masses but the final document was really the NDR dressed up in a deliberately vague manner. 
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The Freedom Charter has a number of progressive democratic demands, but the central question is who is going to 

implement it 

The Freedom Charter has a number of progressive demands such as the abolition of slums and the building of decent 

housing; a 40 hour week; sharing of the land among all who work it, etc. However, the structure of the Freedom Charter 

and the National Democratic Revolution places a fundamental obstacle in the way of the attainment of the full 

democratic demands. The Freedom Charter places the attainment of the democratic programme in the hands of a 

‘people’s government’, which unites worker, middle class and capitalist in one regime. This is exactly the same 

formulation as that of the National Democratic Revolution (NDR) which places a government of the worker, the middle 

class and capitalist at the head of the struggle for the democratic demands.  

History has already provided its answer to this question, namely that the middle class and capitalist class are so tied to 

capitalist relations and have a stake in the system, that they are incapable of completing any single democratic demand. 

For example, the capitalist monopolies own the best land and they oppose the re-distribution of land as this would 

mean giving up of their profits. A simple implementation of a 40 hour week would mean higher wages for workers but 

lower profits for the capitalists. Thus a multi-class Popular Front government, such as the ANC-SACP-Cosatu alliance, is 

structurally incapable of meeting any single democratic demand as within the government, the reactionary factor is the 

middle class and capitalist class, who have vested interest in maintaining class inequality.  

The Bolsheviks were not part of the February 1917 democratic government in Russia. Their starting point was no 

confidence in the government, while the starting point of the SACP is that the alliance with the ANC govt is sacrosanct. 

The Bolsheviks mobilised workers’ structures outside of parliament and against it; the SACP joins the ANC structures, 

becomes part of the ANC govt and maintain links with it even in the case of policy differences.  

Lenin’s April (1917) thesis proclaimed that the middle class and capitalist class were incapable of attaining the 

democratic programme and thus it was necessary to mobilise for working class power. Lenin realised that only the 

working class in power was capable of attaining the full democratic programme. This contrasts with the vision of the 

Freedom Charter and the NDR, that places the attainment of democratic demands in the hands of a multi-class ‘people’s 

government’. The progamme of Lenin and the NDR are indeed separate and opposing each other. The slogan is the NDR 

is that the ANC leads (the middle class and capitalist lead, drawing the workers behind them) while the Bolshevik 

programme was of the working class leading and the broader democratic forces following behind or lending support. 

The Freedom Charter’s ‘the people shall govern’ is thus an obstacle to the attainment of the very democratic demands it 

contains.  

In opposition to the Freedom Charter, we propose the consideration of the development of a Workers’ Charter, based 

on working class demands, both democratic and Socialist, of a programme for working class power and a workers’ 

government. Let us cast off the old clothes and prepare the basis for a new revolutionary working class party.   

The SACP call for unity is actually a call for splitting Numsa and any other union opposing ANC policy 

The slogan of ‘Unity of the oppressed’, used today, hides class divisions and has turned into a reactionary opposite, as it 

actually means unity with the black capitalist and burying working class interest. Is Ramaphosa oppressed? No.  

So when the SACP says that their strategy (note, not tactic, but their permanent approach, their strategy), is of unity 

with the ANC, irrespective of any capitalist policy they may adopt, then unity, to them means, uniting with whoever 

supports the ANC, even if they are capitalist or upper middle class. They are aware of the Numsa Congress decision to 
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break from the ANC and thus, to them, unity means winning back all workers in Numsa, who support the ANC. In other 

words, now that they failed to persuade Numsa to go back on its Congress decision, the aim of the SACP is to split 

Numsa. This is why they have set up Mawusa (formed by the ex-Numsa president) in order to provide a home for dead 

souls in Numsa who long for being used over and over again as a conveyor belt for ANC and SACP leaders to get into 

lives of privilege.  

The attempted expulsion of Numsa, by the forces of the SACP and ANC in Cosatu, is a victory for the capitalist class. They 

rejoice at seeing the working class divided. They lick their lips at the new attacks against the working class which is now 

made easier by this expulsion. The SACP does not care- unity with the ANC is sacrosanct, even if workers are split and 

massacred by the capitalists, the SACP leaders are happy- their lives of privilege, of crumbs from the table of the 

capitalist masters is all they want and at any cost. They have shown this at Marikana. 

The SACP proudly declares they are the ‘defence wall’ of the ANC and that they are the ones who consistently supported 

the ANC intervention in Cosatu. Indeed the concept of the NDR comes from the SACP. It follows thus that the political 

basis for the expulsion of Numsa from Cosatu, comes directly and indeed first and foremost from the SACP.  

Numsa’s break from the ANC is actually a split in the SACP 

Since 1994 Numsa has been one of the bastions of the SACP; when the Socialist left wanted to raise discussions critical 

of the alliance, they were harassed and hounded by these very Numsa leaders. But as the capitalist programme of the 

ANC became clearer to workers and in the period of the Marikana massacre, the industrial base of Cosatu broke from 

the ANC, the workers in Numsa forced a political break at a Congress and their leaders had to follow suit (in order to 

maintain their leadership positions). The Numsa Congress formalised a split of the base of the SACP. The SACP leaders 

are desperate to regain their lost foothold. Thus the SACP present a desperate argument for the SACP to be the only 

workers’ party, trying to win back their base in Numsa that have split with them and that have begun to move in an 

independent direction, to the left. 

The SACP quotes from the Communist Manifesto: ‘The Communists do not form a separate party opposed to other 

working class parties.’ So the SACP pleads to the Numsa leaders and the departing SACP members within Numsa, not to 

form a new working class party. The SACP pleads with them to stay within their ranks.  

Thusfar, the Numsa leaders appear to be heeding the call not to press ahead immediately with the formation of a new 

working class party. In fact the leaders of Numsa appear to be heeding the policy of the SACP but without the SACP. The 

Numsa leaders base themselves on the NDR and the Freedom Charter.  

But the SACP are clinging to outdated formulas, parroting Marx and Marxism out of context. The Communist 

International accepted the formation of the German Communist party of Rosa Luxembourg which was formed out of a 

split from the German Social Democratic party. The forerunner of the Russian Communist Party, the Russian Social 

Democratic Labour party, the Bolsheviks (which split from the Menshevik faction of their party), broke from the entire 

Second International, which comprised many workers’ parties. The Second International adopted resolutions to support 

their local bourgeoisie in the first world imperialist war, and the Bolsheviks broke from them and rightly so. The 

Bolshevik position was to oppose the imperialist war and to turn the struggle into a war against the local capitalist class, 

indeed to turn the struggle in the direction of the struggle for working class power.  
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Most of the Communist Parties, in their healthy, earlier days before Stalinisation, were formed out of splits from the 

Socialist parties. Thus it is not historically correct to say that real Communist parties are not formed in opposition to 

other workers’ parties.  

The Communist workers in Numsa have identified the ANC as capitalist and have broken from the SACP notion of 

permanent support for it. Thus the Communist workers in Numsa are breaking from the SACP and rightly so. The SACP is 

the party of the defenders of the perpetrators of the Marikana massacre. There is literally a river of blood between the 

ex-SACP members and revolutionary Socialists in Numsa on the one hand  and the current SACP leaders, on the other.  

What is urgently needed are discussions on the programmatic basis for a new, revolutionary working class party, locally, 

regionally and internationally. In the absence of this and to limit in advance that the United Front will be based on the 

Freedom Charter, will result in a movement  or party, if it is set up, that will be nothing else but the policies of the SACP 

without the SACP.  

Let us cast off the dirty clothes of Stalinism and begin programmatic discussions on a new, revolutionary working class 

party and its programme. This will provide a revolutionary pole within the United Front, that has as its task, the winning 

of the rest of the working class, including the rest of the progressive base of the SACP and ANC.  

Otherwise the Numsa United Front will become a home of outcasts and breakaways from the ANC, SACP and the rump 

of Cosatu. The struggle will be misdirected into a fight for union membership and lead to worker fighting worker, instead 

of uniting as a working class against the capitalist, their attacks and their state.  

Towards a workers’ united action front 

The capitalist elements in the leadership of Cosatu were being threatened by the growing threat of workers breaking 

from the ANC. These trends were reflected in the study done for the Cosatu Congress in 2012 but never presented 

there. This study showed that more than 60% of Cosatu members supported a break from the ANC and setting up of a 

new workers’ party. This why the ANC stood against the mineworkers who broke from it. The ANC set out to crush those 

who dared challenge their dominance in NUM, even if it meant massacring them at Marikana. [The NUM has historically 

been the bastion of ANC within Cosatu]. Many workers in the chemical sector, in the transport sector, in many other 

sectors, were driven out of Cosatu when they challenged the ANC stranglehold. Now that an entire union, Numsa, has 

formally broken from the ANC, the ANC and SACP leaders have moved quickly to get rid of this influence because of the 

threat of the whole of Cosatu breaking from the ANC. This break would consign the ANC to the dustbin of history and 

their only hope of surviving would be to formally go into alliance with the DA. [in practice, the economic policy of the DA 

is essentially the same as the ANC].  

Thus the ANC in its life and death struggle for crumbs from the master’s table, requires a split in the working class. The 

ANC leaders need a base to justify their usefulness to imperialism (as they have managed to control the masses for the 

past 20 years and they hope to do so for the next 20 or until the ‘second coming’!). They do not care about the 

consequences, namely that it makes it easier for the capitalists to attack the masses.  

In the light of the ANC-engineered split in Cosatu, what are our tasks? Surely we need to build unity in action. We need 

in practice to demonstrate who is for unity and for is splitting the working class. Thus the tactic of the Workers’ United 

Front becomes important. It is a mechanism to unite, in concrete struggle, all the masses and at the same time it is a 

mechanism to expose the treacherous leaders in Cosatu. For every struggle against the state, and against the capitalists, 

not only should we involve communities and grassroots organizations, but the union leaders in all Cosatu affiliates and 
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Cosatu itself, should be invited. Thus if the these leaders do not come, it provides a valuable lesson to their base where 

their leaders’ class interests lie. It opens the path for unity from below, uniting the entire base of Cosatu against the 

capitalist and against the state. If the Cosatu leaders do come, then it opens up the way for unity in action of the entire 

base of Cosatu and the leaders, kicking and screaming, against their will, are dragged from their comfort zones into 

direct conflict with their real partners, the capitalists and their state.  

Thus the United Front has to be a workers’ action front and not a permanent structure that invites the middle class and 

black capitalist elements to parasite on workers’ struggles.  

The struggle for workers’ power and a workers’ government 

It is revealing that the SACP sees the 2008 world economic crisis as an excuse to bow to the bosses’ attacks (the 

Rustenburg mineworkers’ payslips do not lie). Nowhere does the SACP lead the life and death revolt of the working class 

in this crisis period. They have become the party of capitalist reaction.  

Across the world, in almost every country, the masses have broken into open revolt against their regimes. However, in 

all cases, the absence of an experienced revolutionary leadership and revolutionary party, has led to a vacuum that has 

been filled by pro-capitalist elements, some directly sponsored by big capital and some, although arising spontaneously, 

have stopped short of the struggle for working class power and allowed capitalist forces to restore capitalist regimes, 

albeit with a new face at the head. There have been uprisings in Tunisia, Libya, Egypt, Bahrain, Yemen, Iraq, Syria, Mali, 

Zambia, Burkina Faso, Nigeria, China, Greece, Thailand, Turkey, Spain, USA, Mexico, Bolivia, Ukraine, Sudan, 

Mozambique, etc. These revolutionary uprisings have also reached South Africa.  

The first spark, besides the community revolts for decent housing, was the march to the Union buildings in 2009 of the 

thousand soldiers who were so fed up with terrible working and living conditions. These soldiers remain suspended up 

until today which reflects that the entire base of the military was among the first to begin to break the alliance with the 

ANC. This is no small development and today the soldiers are more loyal to the ideals of the struggle for radical 

transformation than they are to the anti-worker ANC. [This is also why the state has militarised the police as they know 

that the soldiers would not be so willing to carry out their massacres]. The struggle for the reinstatement of these 

soldiers continues.  

The break from the ANC was further demonstrated in the mineworkers revolt in 2012-214, which saw new forms of 

struggle emerging, with workers’ committees  being set up, which united in strikes, across union affiliation, permanent 

and labour broker workers as well as unemployed workers of the communities. These were waves of political strikes 

against the partnership of the ANC and Cosatu leaders with the big capitalists. These strikes were the biggest in the 

history of SA. What was missing was the presence of a revolutionary working class party to unite the strands of isolated 

struggles into a torrent against the capitalists and their state. 2014 has also seen the biggest strike on the mines and the 

biggest march in the history of SA of 200 000 to parliament in support of Palestine and against the genocide in Gaza. 

Unfortunately, the left was not strong enough to direct the mineworkers to stay in NUM and overthrow their leadership 

and force a special congress. Tens of thousands of mineworkers left NUM for Amcu and their struggle was directed into 

an economic fight for wages and not against the system of capitalist slavery that depends on cheap labour on the mines 

and the rest of the economy. Imagine the possibilities if both NUM and Numsa passed resolutions breaking from the 

ANC and calling for a workers’ party. The basis would have been set for a united struggle of the working class for 

working class power. This would have had international consequences and have inspired the working class around the 

world.  
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The Palestine march to parliament was hijacked by the ANC, courtesy of the ANC-aligned BDS and NC4P movements. 

Nevertheless, as shown by the setting up of workers committees in other struggles and most recently in the Post Office 

strike, the flame of resistance against the capitalists and their state is far from over.  

Numsa missed the opportunity to build the united front in all of these struggles. Workers need to pose the question why 

the leadership stood apart from these struggles. Is this a reflection that the United front will be a parliamentary front? If 

so, the members of Numsa and vanguard workers need to oppose this and ensure that the United Front becomes a 

fighting structure that aims to win the masses to united action against the capitalist system, for working class power and 

for a workers’ government. 

The United Workers’ Action Front needs to support all these struggles but as recent events show us over and over again 

that unless it goes hand in hand with the formation of a revolutionary working class party, the heroic struggles of the 

masses risk being hijacked by forces of reaction or at best, end up being isolated and turned into a parliamentary road.  

Lenin in his State and Revolution, wrote: 
 

“A democratic republic is the best possible shell for capitalism, and therefore, once capital has gained 
control (through the Palchinskys, Chernovs, Tseretelis and Co) of this very best shell, it establishes 
power so firmly that no change, either of persons, or institutions, or parties in the bourgeois republic 
can shake it.” 
 

We need a revolutionary party , not a parliamentary one.  

Lenin  wrote in April 1917:  
 

“Whoever talks now only of a ‘revolutionary –democratic dictatorship of the proletariat and the 
peasantry’ is lagging behind life. He has by that very fact gone over to the bourgeoisie against the 
proletarian class struggle. Him we must put away in the archives of ‘Bolshevik’ pre-revolutionary 
curiosities (you might call them the archives of the ‘old Bolsheviks’).” 

 
Whoever still talks of the NDR, of permanent alliance between the black middle class and the working class, should be 

placed in the museum of antiquity. 

 

Lastly, Trotsky wrote in his Permanent revolution, that, in colonial countries, the attainment of the most basic 

democratic demands can only be achieved by the working class in power. The entire history of Africa and the neo-

colonial world is testimony of the consequences of the working class not taking power, of it being held back by the NDR 

which placed the indigenous middle class in political power and the resultant inability to complete the most basic 

democratic demands.  The middle class and capitalist class have in all cases sided with the imperialists.  

 

The way to achieve the most basic democratic demands lies in the working class taking power through its own mass 

action methods. The attainment of the very ‘minimum programme’ such as the Freedom Charter, lies in the working 

class taking power, on its own, supported by other progressive forces. Thus would the path to Socialism be opened. But 

for this to happen we need a revolutionary working class party. Let’s set to work through a conference of the Left and 

then let us take the United Front to the next level. 

 

This is our contribution to the debate and struggles around the current crisis in Cosatu. 

 
30 Nov 2014 (amended 9 Dec 2014) Workers International Vanguard Party; Email workersinternational@gmail.com 

website www.workersinternational.org.za ph or sms 0822020617 
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The ANC and SACP are behind attempts to split Cosatu  
For weeks ANC leaders have been attempting to ‘mediate’ between Numsa and the ANC/SACP faction within Cosatu. 

What they were really trying to do is to get Numsa to give up on its Congress resolution to break with the ANC and SACP 

and to form a workers’ party.  

The ANC-SACP leaders have no concern for workers’ unity nor for respecting workers’ democratic processes; they only 

have self-interest at heart. Put simply, The ANC-SACP leaders need to continue to use Cosatu as a conveyor belt so that 

their own privileges from parliament and business can continue. Now that the ANC and SACP leaders realize they cannot 

persuade the Numsa members to go back on their decision, they are fighting for their lives. Without Cosatu, the ANC is 

dead; they will be nothing else but a black DA or a new COPE. Thus the ANC and SACP leaders are fighting tooth and nail 

to prevent a special Congress of Cosatu. Imagine if the Congress sits and not only removes the current leadership but 

also breaks the alliance with the ANC and SACP, and sets up a new workers’ party. If the EFF could gain a million votes 

within a few months from the fringes of the ANC and without deep roots in the workers movement, what would a 

Cosatu-formed workers party get? It could almost overnight become the ruling party and the path would be open for 

expropriation of the commanding heights and Socialism would be placed on the agenda. [The support for a workers’ 

party is confirmed through the study commissioned by Cosatu in 2012, which started before the Marikana massacre, 

which showed that more than 60% of Cosatu would support a workers’ party against the ANC. With each passing attack 

by the ANC government, the support for a new workers’ party is likely to grow]. 

Imperialism supports the split in Cosatu and the expulsion of Numsa 

Due to the danger that a Cosatu workers’ party would pose, big capital, imperialism, supports the split of Cosatu. Thus, 

instead of being faced with a Cosatu-formed workers’ party, imperialism would be faced only with a Numsa-led workers’ 

party. This would be a significantly smaller threat and would mean that the advanced layers of the working class would 

be split. This further split of the advanced layers of the working class is necessary for the imperialists to carry out their 

plans of extensive attacks on the masses. It is no accident that the recent Medium term Budget statement of the ANC 

govt carries within it plans for massive attacks against the working class. It is also no accident that the ANC plans to 

spend an extra R3 bn to further militarise the police.  Imperialism knows that by next year Cosatu will be further split 

and weakened and thus unable to launch a sustained campaign of defence.  

Some of the planned attacks by the ANC govt on behalf of big capital are as follows: 

• Large scale privatization of state-owned entities, including water and electricity; 

• Further youth slavery in labour brokers [it has emerged that most of the 219 000 youth subsidies paid out by the 

state so far, have gone to labour brokers] 

• Handing over of workers’ providend funds to the banks and denial of access of workers to their own funds until 

the age of 65; 

• Cutting of thousands of vacant posts in the public sector  

• The cutting of public sector salaries in real terms  

• Ensuring that the pace of housing construction is slow enough to maintain the high house prices, benefiting the 

construction monopolies and banks. 

 

Drawing some of the lessons of a multiclass alliance- Cosatu-ANC-SACP 

The alliance of the workers movement, the Communist parties and nationalist-multiclass parties has its origin in the days 

of stalin when Communists were directed to form ‘people’s fronts, bury working class interests and to put the interest of 

the local lumpen bourgeoisie ahead of it. This was part of a trade-off with imperialism to allow the Stalinised Soviet 
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Union to exist, while Communist parties spearheaded the betrayal of revolutions to prevent the working class from 

taking power on a global scale. This is the origin of the ANC-SACP-Cosatu alliance that has successfully allowed 

imperialist rule to continue for the past 20 years in SA.  The local lumpen bourgeoisie (Ruperts, Oppenheimers, 

Motsepes, Ramaphosas, etc) has identical interests with imperialism.  

The way forward 

The 7th Nov 2014 Cosatu Central Executive Committee (CEC) has as its first point, a charge that Numsa should explain 

why it should not be expelled. This shows that the ANC is directly behind the expulsion of Numsa and thus the split of 

Cosatu. Numsa has no case to answer. On the contrary, the leadership of Nehawu, Popcru, Sadtu and other affiliates, 

should be explaining why they should still be in the leadership of their own unions. These ANC and SACP union leaders 

should explain to the masses why they still support a regime which has carried out the Marikana massacre and which is 

planning more massacres; They should explain why Cosatu still maintain links with the ANC regime which has openly 

declared its dedication to maintain links with Israel and which supports bantustans for Palestinians and which has just 

indicated that they will not prosecute SA citizens which serve in the genocidal Israeli army. Why do they maintain links 

with the ANC regime that is dumping our youth into labour broker slavery. Why do they maintain links with a regime 

that is sabotaging service delivery so that private companies can benefit. Why are they expelling Numsa when in the 

previous public sector strike, it was only the threat of a secondary strike by the industrial sectors, led by Numsa, that 

forced the ANC regime to agree to workers’ demands?   

Even if you support the ANC, what right has the Nehawu, NUM, Popcru and Sadtu leaders to give an ultimatum to 

Numsa to give up on its democratic Congress decision or face expulsion? Surely what should be done is the calling of a 

Special Congress of Cosatu so that workers can debate and reach their own conclusion.  

We call on workers from all affiliates of Cosatu, and all the masses suffering from poor service delivery and 

unemployment, to go to the Cosatu head office on the 7th Nov to demand an end to the victimization of Numsa and to 

support the calling of a special Congress.  

If the ANC still goes ahead and splits Cosatu, we propose the following measures: 

1.  We call for the setting up of workers’ committees in every workplace, which would unite workers irrespective of 

union and political affiliation; it is not a question of a numbers game of recruiting more members to Numsa or to 

the rump of Cosatu, but of building and maintaining the maximum unity in action. We should avoid, at all costs, 

to fall into the trap that imperialism is setting for us, namely for worker to attack worker, or for this to become a 

terrain for inter-union rivalry and recruitment. Thus we would oppose the formation of a rival federation as this 

would only entrench divisions among the working class.  

2.  The Numsa United Front should invite workers in Cosatu to join up with its structures, not by joining Numsa but 

as members of their Cosatu unions, as they have done with other unions up to now. Thus, even if expelled, 

Numsa should still offer solidarity to the public sector, or any other affiliate of Cosatu when they go on strike 

next year or in the future;  thus there would still be de facto unity of Cosatu members as an organised force, 

despite the divisive efforts of the ANC and SACP leaders. We call for a new way of policy formulation through 

discussions determined from the shopfloor upwards.  

3. But the central call should be for all workers to join up in discussions with Numsa to help shape and form a 

revolutionary working class party as part of a new International to be set up in future. There is a long history of 

advanced workers in unions supporting a workers’ party. This party should be set up based on the lessons of the 

past experience of the pro-capitalist multi-class alliance of the ANC-SACP-Cosatu. The working class fighters 

need to be united in a revolutionary working class party to face off the coming massive attacks by big capital. 

Unions are limited in their scope and often, when a period of radicalism passes, tend to become the best 

defenders of capitalism.   The history of the MDC in Zimbabwe, the PT in Brasil, the Bolivarian parties in South 
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America, and their role in sustaining capitalism, needs to be learnt from. Imperialism will try everything to 

weaken a new workers’ party, including from within, but this should not deter us from actively working for a 

truly revolutionary working class party, the only chance we have to ensure a decisive advance to Socialism.  

26.10.2014  

Workers International Vanguard Party, WIVP, ph or sms 0822020617, email workersinternational@gmail.com website 

www.workersinternational.org.za 1st Floor, Community House, 41 Salt River rd, Salt River, 7925. [We are also on 

facebook].  

The Ebola crisis and capitalism 

At the time of writing this article, 29.10.2014,  the official death toll from the Ebola epidemic, mostly in part of West 

Africa (Guinea, Sierra Leone and Liberia), is 4922. The actual death toll may be substantially higher as many people are 

being sent home to die. Past outbreaks were largely localised to rural DRC, which made it easier to contain as the areas 

were isolated and cut off from the larger towns due to poor infrastructure. But is it simply that the latest outbreak is 

within a greater urban setting, with more transport infrastructure, that has led to its rapid spread? No. We argue that 

the very nature of capitalist relations in Africa is primarily responsible for this.  

The case of Sierra Leone 

In 1930 diamonds were discovered in Sierra Leone and it is estimated that up to 1996 about $15Bn (about R150 bn) 

worth were extracted. Yet the govt of Sierra Leone only gets about 3% of the declared profits and only 0.1% of the 

declared profits are directed to all social services, of which a tiny part goes to health care. Thus it is not true that Sierra 

Leone lacks resources; the country is being plundered by capitalist monopolies and only the spare change is used to prop 

up the health care system. De Beers/Anglo American controls the world diamond market and thus is directly responsible 

for the high rate of plunder of Sierra Leone.  

De Beers had set up its International Diamond Security Organization, a bunch of mercenaries, to hunt down artisanal 

diamond miners until they gained total control of the diamond market in Sierra Leone (and a few other places like the 

DRC/Zaire).  

During the periods of civil wars in Africa (when Savimbi controlled 75% of Angola’s diamond fields; when dictator 

Mobutu Sese Seko took over after the assassination of Lumumba in Zaire; after Laurent Kabila had come to power in 

Zaire/DRC; during the civil war in Sierra Leone from 1991 to 2002, when the mercenary group, the Revolutionary United 

Front, RUF, controlled most of the diamond fields in Sierra Leone), De Beers processed these diamonds, much of it 

through Israel.  Today Israel has deals with the govts of Sierra Leone, DRC, Namibia, Botswana, SA and others, for the 

shipment of diamonds to them for cutting and polishing.  

The sham Kimberley Process which was set up by De Beers as a cover to maintain control of the world diamond market, 

classifies conflict diamonds as ‘uncut diamonds’ that are used as funding to overthrow governments. Once a diamond is 

cut, however, there is no way of saying where it has come from; De Beers and Israel have always opposed a full audit of 

where they source their diamonds from.  

If De Beers really had no control over the blood diamonds, it would have reflected in a decline in the world prices. No 

such trend has ever been observed.  
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Once the diamond supply started to dry up, the capitalists turned their efforts to mining iron ore, aluminium, Titanium 

and other metals. The diamond companies started up African Minerals, which is a BEE (Black Economic Empowerment) 

company. Gibril Bangua, a local capitalist who kept diamond plundering by De Beers going during the civil war years was 

rewarded with a 2% stake in African Minerals, AML. Standard Bank has financed the mining by African Minerals  of the 

Tonkolili iron ore mine, which has proven reserves of 10 000 million tons, the biggest find in the world in the past 20 

years. In the first half of this year, while thousands were dying of Ebola, this mine showed a profit of almost $ 9 million. 

Within the ownership of African Minerals is Timis Diamond corporation, one of its biggest shareholders, which is listed in 

Bermuda. Thus African Minerals makes use of fake companies to export the wealth from Sierra Leone and, on paper, 

reduce the profits, by inflating the costs, just as many mining companies, like Lonmin and others do. The wealth from 

the Tonkolili mine could have been used to set up, overnight, a whole network of isolation wards with all the necessary 

care, but profits for Anglo American, Standard bank and other capitalists, was more important. Incidentally, London 

Mining also operates in Sierra Leone.  

As a result of the plunder of Sierra Leone by the international banks and mining monopolies, the public health system is 

in collapse: Not a single public hospital has a constant supply of electricity. Some have no electricity; Most times, if you 

go to hospital/clinics you have to bring your own medicine.  

There are no production facilities for medicines, thus all has to be imported. This places the entire population at the 

total mercy of the unscrupulous major pharmaceutical companies.  

As a result of the massive exploitation of the masses, sanitation and running water is scarce. Thus the conditions, 

created by capitalist plunder, has caused a disaster waiting to happen- the abject poverty conditions are fundamentally 

what has laid the basis for a rapid spread of Ebola.  

When the outbreak started in Jan-Feb this year, all the private hospitals closed down; the very ones who had the means 

to set up sanitary isolation units, with the necessary expertise, prevented an early clamping down on the disease. This 

shut down literally placed profits before life.  

The functioning health centres are NGO hospitals. The biggest is the Emergency Hospital which is Italian company-

funded. These NGO hospitals can pay almost 50% more than what the state health units can. Thus, while the country 

and region is being plundered, the health care is kept completely at the mercy of the small change that the capitalists 

deem fit. Italian companies control huge fields for rubber (which ships 250 tons per month to the Firestone factory in 

neighbouring Liberia); Italian companies are also active in construction, fishing, food processing and other areas. These 

capitalist take out far more than what is handed back to the NGO hospitals.  

The deployment of troops by the govts of the UK, US and Germany, to West Africa 

There are a number of reasons why troops from the imperialist centres have been deployed to West Africa. The first aim 

is to prevent the govts of Guinea, Sierra Leone and Liberia from being overthrown by the masses. These govts are the 

main instruments for keeping the high rate of exploitation in place for world imperialism capitalism to benefit. Thus the 

deployment of troops was to prevent the masses from getting a permanent basis of good health care and was to 

maintain the capitalist basis not only for health to be commodified but for the continued domination by world 

imperialism capitalism of this region.  
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Secondly, seeing that in recent times, the deployment of troops by the imperialists have been opposed vigorously by the 

masses on home soil, this is an opportunity for the capitalist to re-assert their use of troops on foreign soil. Thus it is also 

a public relations exercise to roll back the gains of the mass movement of the recent period.  

Thirdly, seeing that the US govt owns the patent to Ebola since 2008, the various drug companies are vying with each 

other to use the masses in West Africa as guinea pigs for untried vaccines. This partially explains why the Sierra Leone 

govt, according to the Economist, delayed for 1 month, the use of medicines and beds, which were sitting in many 

containers at the main port. If the disease had been contained too soon, there would be no market for a global vaccine, 

which would translate into hundreds of billions of dollars of profits for the drug monopolies. Rather chillingly, the Israeli 

govt has sent mobile clinics to Sierra Leone. The question, in the light of their ongoing genocidal attacks on the 

Palestinians, whether their motives are to help or use the masses as guinea pigs for an untested vaccine- the question 

thus arises whether the Israeli and possibly some of the other clinics set up by imperialist forces are deliberately 

infecting the masses with trial versions of ebola, all in the name of developing a so-called vaccine from the drug 

monopolies can make mega millions. The presence of Israeli mobile clinics is also the height of cynicism considering that 

the high rate of theft of blood diamonds from the region by Israel was a major factor in their being negligible health 

facilities and poor basic infrastructure and widespread poverty in the first place. [is it a coincidence that the Economist 

reported that a vaccine that worked on animals infected with Ebola, was developed by GlaxoSmithKline before this 

current outbreak? Is it also just a coincidence that very quickly, that the arch reactionary Economist is promoting a 

vaccine, as if this is the only way to deal with this outbreak? In other words, they propose to give everyone a dose of 

Ebola as a ‘preventative’. This is how sick and barbaric that world capitalism is today. The second biggest industry in the 

world today is the drug industry. For it to grow, they need the constant new development of new diseases. Too far-

fetched? Wars since 1900 have killed over 100 million people. The biggest industry is the arms industry.  [a critical, 

grounded study into the real role of the MSF- Doctors without Borders, is necessary. Suffice to say that the massive rate 

of exploitation in Africa is what makes a volunteer agency, which provides 2000 health personnel to West Africa, yet 

another saving to the imperialist masters, who do not have to dish out funds for health care for even the most minimum 

requirements; whether MSF was infiltrated and deliberately spread the disease initially, requires further study. Any drug 

company could have paid a doctor to go and do their dirty work- with capitalism, such barbaric acts are possible.]  

The deliberately collapsed health care services across Africa may be a factor in the rapid spread of ebola 

The International Journal of STD and Aids reported a study in 2002, Volume 13, pp 657 -666, by David Gisselquist PhD, 

Richard Rothenberg MD, MPH, John Potterat BA and Ernest Drucker PhD that the rapid spread of HIV in South Africa was 

not explained by sexual transmission or accidents; they concluded that there was strong evidence that the collapse of 

the health system which resulted in unsanitary practices such as the re-use of syringes, was a key factor.  

Considering the high rate of plunder across Africa by imperialism, and the resultant collapse of health systems on the 

continent, it is likely that the public clinics in Sierra Leone, Guinea and Liberia, unwittingly, became centres of infection 

of the masses. By extension, if the ebola virus were to reach the rest of sub-Saharan Africa, there could be a massive 

leap in the infections. That Nigeria has, for the moment, brought their infections under control, was because the govt 

was forced to act quickly.  

How the semi-colonies subsidize the imperialist centres 

The US state likes to project its ‘green card’ project as an act of humanity. The opposite is true. More than half the 

health care workers and professionals in the USA were trained outside the country. Thus the cost of support and training 
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was borne by the masses of other countries, a substantial saving to imperialism. There are a number of health care 

workers and professionals from Africa that work in Europe and the USA, again a substantial saving to the imperialist 

centres. Further, many of these immigrants are prepared to work longer hours and for less pay than their counterparts 

in the imperialist centres- an even further cost saving to the imperialists.  

When USAid and other imperialist agencies fund health training in the semi-colonies, this is often linked to the recipients 

going to work in the USA and the respective imperialist centres- thus this is a part subsidy for their own benefit.  

The capitalist structure of the semi-colonies and the alliance with the local lumpen bourgeoisie is what keeps Africa 

dependent 

The imperialist monopolies are the ones who control the wealth in the semi-colonies; thus they determine what 

happens to the savings and investments; they are the ones who dictate that Africa remains a producer of raw materials 

and that there is no broader development. Real local development would bring it into conflict with the profits of the 

imperialists who control world wide chains of production. The local lumpen bourgeoisie are in alliance with imperialism 

and have identical interests. The conduct of the Sierra Leon regime, by permitting the massive rate of plunder, is but one 

example.  

World capitalist production is based on profits and not on what the needs of the masses are. That is why private clinics 

in Sierra Leone would offer surgery for breast cancer, while the rate of children dying at birth is the highest in the world, 

more than 250 per 1000 births, mostly through lack of basic health equipment.  

The structure of capitalist society is on the creation of debt through car production, televisions and other commodities 

rather than what society needs. The resources in the country are diverted away from what is needed towards pure 

capitalist profit for the monopolies and banks. The structure of capitalism in West Africa results in a life expectancy of 26 

years, this is even before the Ebola epidemic.  

What we need 

What West Africa needs is not charity but an immediate end to the capitalist system that steals the life away from the 

masses. The ebola crisis merely highlights this. The legacy in Africa is a result of the continuation of capitalism by the 

partnership of the local lumpen bourgeoisie, the very essence of what the stalinist national democratic revolution leads 

to. [ie the placing of the local middle class at the head of the struggle for Socialism, instead of the working class seizing 

power in its own name through mass action methods]. 

What is needed in Guinea, Sierra Leone and indeed any other country where ebola is spread, for the masses to march on 

the mines and banks, to occupy them and place them under workers’ control. The demand should be for imperialism to 

bring back the wealth that they stole over the decades. There should be protests at the embassies of the US, France, UK, 

Germany, Japan, Israel, to demand that the stolen wealth be returned.  

What is needed is for the working class to organise revolutionary working class parties as part of a revolutionary 

International and overthrow the world system of capitalism. Socialism or death! 

29.10.2014  
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Workers International Vanguard Party-WIVP; ph or sms +27 822020617 ; email workersinternational@gmail.com 
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Socialism in a Separate Country? 
 

“The industrially more developed country shows the less developed only the image of its own future.” This statement of 

Marx which takes its departure methodologically not from world economy as a whole but from the single capitalist 

country as a type, has become less applicable in proportion as capitalist evolution has embraced all countries regardless 

of their previous fate and industrial level. England in her day revealed the future of France, considerably less of 

Germany, but not in the least of Russia and not of India. The Russian Mensheviks, however, took this conditional 

statement of Marx unconditionally. Backward Russia, they said, ought not to rush ahead, but humbly to follow the 

prepared models. To this kind of “Marxism” the liberals also agreed. 

 

Another no less popular formula of Marx – “No social formation disappears before all the productive forces have 

developed for which it has room” – takes its departure, on the contrary, not from the country taken separately, but from 

the sequence of universal social structures (slavery, mediævalism, capitalism). The Mensheviks, however, taking this 

statement from the point of view of the single state, drew the conclusion that Russian capitalism has still a long road to 

travel before it will reach European or American level. But productive forces do not develop in a vacuum! You cannot 

talk of the possibilities of a national capitalism, and ignore on the one hand the class struggle developing out of it, or on 

the other its dependence upon world conditions. The overthrow of the bourgeoisie by the proletariat grew out of actual 

Russian capitalism, thereby reducing to nothing its abstract economic possibilities. The structure of industry, and also 

the character of the class struggle in Russia were determined to a decisive degree by international conditions. Capitalism 

had reached a point on the world arena where it ceased to justify its costs of production – understanding these not in 

the commercial but the sociological sense. Tariffs, militarism, crises, wars, diplomatic conferences and other scourges, 

swallow up and squander so much creative energy that in spite of all achievements in technique there remains no room 

for the further growth of prosperity and culture. 

 

The superficially paradoxical fact that the first victim to suffer for the sins of the world-system was the bourgeoisie of a 

backward country, is in reality quite according to the laws of things. Marx had already indicated its explanation for his 

epoch: “Violent outbursts take place sooner in the extremities of the bourgeois organism than the heart, because here 

regulation is more possible.” Under the monstrous burdens of imperialism that state must necessarily fall first which has 

not yet accumulated a large national capital, but to which world competition offers no special privileges. The collapse of 

Russian capitalism was a local avalanche in a universal social formation. “A correct appraisal of our revolution,” said 

Lenin, “is possible only from an international point of view.” 
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We have attributed the October revolution in the last analysis not to the fact of Russia’s backwardness, but to the law of 

combined development. The historical dialectic knows neither naked backwardness nor chemically pure 

progressiveness. It is all a question of concrete correlations. The present-day history of mankind is full of “paradoxes,” 

not so colossal as the arising of a proletarian dictatorship in a backward country, but of similar historic type. The fact 

that the students and workers of backward China are eagerly assimilating the doctrine of materialism, while the labour 

leaders of civilised England believe in the magic potency of churchly incantations, proves beyond a doubt that in certain 

spheres China has outstripped England. But the contempt of the Chinese workers for the mediæval dull-wittedness of 

Macdonald, does not permit the inference that in her general development China is higher than Great Britain. The 

economic and cultural superiority of the latter can be expressed in exact figures. The impressiveness of these figures 

does not however, preclude the possibility that the workers of China may win the power before the workers of Great 

Britain. A dictatorship of the Chinese proletariat in its turn will be far from entailing the building of socialism within the 

boundaries of the Great Chinese Wall. Scholastic, pedantically, single-track, or too short national criteria are no good in 

our epoch. World development forced Russia cut of her backwardness and her Asiatieness. Outside the web of this 

development, her further destiny cannot be understood. 

 

The bourgeois revolutions were directed in similar degree against feudal property relations and against the particularism 

of the provinces. Nationalism stood beside liberalism on there liberating banners. Western humanity long ago wore out 

such baby-shoes. The productive forces of our time have outgrown not only the bourgeois forms of property, but also 

the boundaries of national states. Liberalism and nationalism have become in like degree fetters upon world economy. 

The proletarian revolution is directed both against private property in the means of production and against the national 

splitting-up of world economy. The struggle of the eastern peoples for independence is included in this world process 

and will subsequently merge with it. The creation of a national socialist society, if such a goal were in a general way 

attainable, would mean an extreme reduction of the economic power of men. But for that very mason it is unattainable. 

Internationalism is not an abstract principle but the expression of an economic fact. Just as liberalism was national, so 

socialism is international. Starting from the worldwide division of labour, the task of socialism is to carry the 

international exchange of goods and services to its highest development. 

 

No revolution has ever anywhere wholly coincided with the conceptions of it formed by its participants, nor could it do 

so. Nevertheless the ideas and aims of those engaged in the struggle form a very important constituent element of a 

revolution. This is especially true of the October revolution, for never in all the past have the conceptions of a revolution 

in the minds of revolutionists approached so closely to the actual essence of the events as in 1917. 

 

A work on the October revolution would remain unfinished if it did not answer with all possible historic accuracy the 

question: how did the party in the very heat of the events represent to itself the further development of the revolution, 

and what did the party expect from it? This question acquires a greater significance, the more past days become 

darkened by the play of new interests. Policies are always seeking support in the past, and if they do not get it as a 

voluntary offering they not infrequently undertake to extract it by force. The present official policy of the Soviet Union 

rests upon the theory of “socialism in a separate country” as the alleged traditional viewpoint of the Bolshevik party. The 

younger generations, not only of the Communist International but indeed of all other parties, are being brought up in 

the conviction that the soviet power was won in the name of the creation of an independent socialist society in Russia. 

Historic reality has nothing in common with this myth. Up to 1917 the party never admitted even the idea that the 

proletarian revolution might be achieved in Russia before it was achieved in the west. For the first time in the April 

conference, under pressure of circumstances then completely laid bare, the party recognised as its task the seizure of 

power. Although opening a new chapter in the history of Bolshevism, this recognition had nothing in common with the 

perspective of an independent socialist society. On the contrary, the Bolsheviks categorically rejected as a caricature the 

idea imputed to them by the Mensheviks of creating a “peasant socialism” in a backward country. The dictatorship of 

the proletariat in Russia was for the Bolsheviks a bridge to a revolution in the west. The problem of a socialist 

transformation of society was proclaimed to be in its very essence international. 
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Only in 1924 did a change occur upon this fundamental question. It was then first proclaimed that the building of 

socialism is wholly realisable within the limits of the Soviet Union independently of the evolution of the rest of mankind, 

if only the imperialists do not overthrow the soviet power by military intervention. This new theory was immediately 

endowed with retroactive force. If in 1917 – declared the epigones – the party had not believed in the possibility of 

creating an independent socialist society in Russia, it would have had no right to take the power. In 1926 the Communist 

International officially condemned the non-acceptance of the theory of socialism in a separate country, extending this 

condemnation to the whole past, beginning with the year 1905. 

 

Three series of ideas were thenceforth declared hostile to Bolshevism: 

1. denial of the possibility of the Soviet Union’s maintaining itself for an indefinite length of time in a capitalist 

environment (problem of military intervention); 

2. denial of the possibility of its overcoming with its own power, and within its national boundaries, the 

contradiction between city and country (problem of economic backwardness and agrarian problem); 

3. denial of the possibility of creating a shut-in socialist society (problem of the worldwide division of labour). 

 

It will be possible, according to the new school, to defend the inviolability of the Soviet Union even without revolutions 

in other countries by way of the “neutralisation of the bourgeoisie.” The collaboration of the peasantry in the sphere of 

socialist construction must be acknowledged as assured. Dependence upon world economy has been liquidated by the 

October revolution and the economic successes of the soviets. A refusal to accept these three propositions is 

“Trotskyism” – a doctrine incompatible with Bolshevism. 

 

The task of the historian here becomes one of ideological restoration. He must dig out the genuine views and aims of 

the revolutionary party from under subsequent political accumulations. Despite the briefness of the periods succeeding 

each other, this task is very much like the deciphering of a palimpsest, for the constructions of the epigone school are by 

no means always superior to those theological ingenuities for whose sake the monks of the seventh and eighth centuries 

destroyed the parchment and papyrus of the classics. 

 

In general, throughout this book we have avoided burdening the text with innumerable quotations, but the present 

essay, owing to the essence of its task, will have to supply the reader with the genuine texts, and that too, on a sufficient 

scale to exclude the very idea of their having been artificially selected. We must let Bolshevism speak with its own 

tongue. Under the régime of the Stalin bureaucracy it is deprived of this possibility. 

 

The Bolshevik party was from the day of its birth a party of revolutionary socialism. But it necessarily saw its immediate 

historic task in the overthrow of czarism and the inauguration of a democratic structure. The principal content of the 

revolution was to be a democratic solution to the agrarian problem. The socialist revolution was pushed away into a 

sufficiently remote or at least indefinite future. It was considered irrefutable that this revolution might take its place 

practically upon the order of the day only after the victory of the proletariat in the west. This postulate, forged by 

Russian Marxism in its struggle with Narodnikism and anarchism, was one of the solidest possessions of the party. There 

followed certain hypothetical considerations: In case the democratic revolution assumes a mighty scope in Russia, it may 

give a direct impetus to the socialist revolution in the west, and this will enable the Russian proletariat to come to power 

afterward with a swifter pace. The general historic perspective remained unchanged even in this more favourable 

version. The course of development was only accelerated and the dates brought near. 

 

It was in the spirit of these views that Lenin wrote in September 1905: “From the democratic revolution we will 

immediately begin to pass over, and in the exact measure of our strength, the strength of a conscious and organised 

proletariat, we will begin to pass over to the socialist revolution. We stand for a continuous revolution. We will not stop 

half-way.” This quotation, surprising as it may be, has been employed by Stalin in order to identify the old prognosis of 

the party with the actual course of events in 1917. It only remains incomprehensible why the cadres of the party were 

taken unawares by the “April theses” of Lenin. 
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In reality the struggle of the proletariat for power was to develop – according to the old conception – only after the 

agrarian problem had been solved within the framework of a bourgeois-democratic revolution. The trouble was that the 

peasantry, satisfied in their land hunger, would have no impulse to support a new revolution. And since the Russian 

working class, being an obvious minority in the country, would not be able to win the power with its own forces, Lenin 

quite consistently considered it impossible to talk of a dictatorship of the proletariat in Russia before the victory of the 

proletariat in the west. 

 

“The complete victory of the present revolution,” wrote Lenin in 1905, “will be the end of the democratic overturn and 

the beginning of a decisive struggle for the socialist revolution. A realisation of the demands of the contemporary 

peasantry, the complete shattering of the reaction, the winning of a democratic republic, will be the complete end of 

the revolutionism of the bourgeoisie, and even of the petty bourgeoisie. It will be the beginning of the real struggle of 

the proletariat for socialism.” By petty bourgeoisie is here meant primarily the peasantry. 

 

Under these conditions whence arises the slogan “continuous” revolution? Lenin answers as follows: The Russian 

revolutionists, standing on the shoulders of a whole series of revolutionary generations in Europe have the right to 

“dream” that they will succeed in “achieving with a completeness never before seen the whole democratic 

transformation, all of our minimum programme ... And if that succeeds – then ... then the revolutionary conflagration 

will set fire to Europe ... The European worker will rise in his turn and show us ‘how it is done’; then the revolutionary 

rising of Europe will have a retroactive effect upon Russia and the epoch of several revolutionary years will become an 

epoch of several revolutionary decades.” The independent content of the Russian revolution, even in its highest 

development, does not transcend the boundaries of a bourgeois-democratic revolution. Only a victorious revolution in 

the west can open the era of the struggle for power even for the Russian proletariat. That conception was fully in force 

in the party up to April 1917. 

 

If you throw aside episodic accumulations, polemical exaggerations and individual mistakes, the essence of the dispute 

about the question of permanent revolution from 1905 till 1917 reduces itself, not to the question whether the Russian 

proletariat after winning the power could build a national socialist society – about this not one Russian Marxist ever 

uttered a peep until 1924 – but to the question whether a bourgeois revolution really capable of solving the agrarian 

problem was still possible in Russia, or whether for the accomplishment of this work a dictatorship of the proletariat 

would be needed. 

 

What part of his earlier views did Lenin revise in his April theses? He did not for a moment renounce either the doctrine 

of the international character of the socialist revolution, or the idea that the transfer to the socialist road could be 

realised in backward Russia only with the direct co-operation of the west. But Lenin did here for the first time declare 

that the Russian proletariat, owing to the very backwardness of the national conditions, might come to power before 

the proletariat of the advanced countries. 

 

The February revolution proved powerless to solve either the agrarian problem or the national problem. The peasantry 

and the oppressed peoples of Russia in their struggle for democratic goals were obliged to support the October 

revolution. Only because the Russian petty-bourgeois democracy was unable to carry out that historic work performed 

by its older sister in the west, did the Russian proletariat gain access to the power before the western proletariat. In 

1905, Bolshevism intended only after the achievement of the democratic tasks to pass over to the struggle for 

dictatorship of the proletariat. In 1917 the dictatorship of the proletariat grew out of the non-achievement of the 

democratic tasks. 

 

But the combined character of the Russian revolution did not stop there. The conquest of power by the working class 

automatically removed the dividing line between “programme-minimum” and “programme-maximum.” Under the 

dictatorship of the proletariat – but only there! – the growing over of democratic into socialist problems became 

inevitable, notwithstanding that the workers of Europe had not yet succeeded in showing us “how it is done.” 
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This change of revolutionary order between west and east, with all its importance for the fate of Russia and the whole 

world, has nevertheless a historically limited import. No matter how far the Russian revolution skipped ahead, its 

dependence upon the world revolution has not disappeared nor even decreased. The possibility of a growth of 

democratic into socialist reforms is directly created by a combination of domestic conditions – chief among them the 

interrelation of the proletariat and the peasantry. But in the last instance the limits of socialist transformation are 

determined by the condition of economy and politics on the world arena. No matter how great the national spurt, it 

does not make possible a jump over the planet. 

 

In its condemnation of “Trotskyism,” the Communist International has attacked with special force the opinion that the 

Russian proletariat, having come to the helm and not meeting support from the West, “will come into hostile conflicts ... 

with the broad masses of the peasantry with whose co-operation it came to power ...” Even if you consider that the 

historic experiment has completely refuted this prognosis – formulated by Trotsky in 1905, when not one of his present 

critics even admitted the idea of a dictatorship of the proletariat in Russia – even in that case, it remains an indisputable 

fact that this view of the peasantry as an unreliable and treacherous ally was a common property of all Russian Marxists 

including Lenin. The actual tradition of Bolshevism has nothing in common with the doctrine of pre-determined 

harmony of interest between workers and peasants. On the contrary the criticism of this petty-bourgeois theory was 

always a most important element in the long struggle of the Marxists with the Narodniks. 

 

“Once the epoch of democratic revolution in Russia is past,” wrote Lenin in 1905, “then it will be ridiculous even to talk 

of the ‘united will’ of proletariat and peasantry ...” The peasantry, as a land-owning class will play the same treacherous, 

unstable rôle in this struggle (for socialism) that the bourgeoisie is now playing in the struggle for democracy. To forget 

that is to forget socialism, to deceive oneself and others about the genuine interests and tasks of the proletariat.” 

 

In working out for his own use in 1905 a scheme of the correlation of classes during the course of the revolution, Lenin 

characterised in the following words the situation which must be formed after the liquidation of landlord proprietorship: 

“The proletariat is already struggling to preserve the democratic conquests for the sake of the socialist revolution. This 

struggle would be almost hopeless for the Russian proletariat alone, and its defeat would be inevitable ... if the 

European socialist proletariat did not come to the help of the Russian proletariat ... At that stage the liberal bourgeoisie 

and the well-to-do (plus a part of the middle) peasantry will organise a counter-revolution. The Russian proletariat plus 

the European proletariat will organise the revolution. In these circumstances the Russian proletariat may win a second 

victory. The cause is then not lost. The second victory will be the socialist revolution in Europe. The European workers 

will show us ‘how it is done.’” 

 

During approximately the same days Trotsky wrote: “The contradiction in the situation of a workers’ government in a 

backward country with the peasant population an overwhelming majority can find its solution only on an international 

scale, in the arena of the world revolution of the proletariat.” It is these words that Stalin subsequently quoted in order 

to show “the vast gulf separating the Leninist theory of the dictatorship of the proletariat from the theory of Trotsky.” 

The quotations testify however that, in spite of indubitable differences between the revolutionary conceptions of Lenin 

and Trotsky at that time, it was exactly upon the question of the “unstable” and “treacherous” rôle of the peasantry that 

their views already in those far days essentially coincided. 

 

In February 1906 Lenin writes: “We support the peasant movement to the end, but we ought to remember that this is 

the movement of another class, not that class which can and will achieve the socialist revolution.” “The Russian 

revolution,” he declares in April 1906, “has enough forces of its own to conquer. But it has not enough forces to retain 

the fruits of its victory ... for in a country with an enormous development of small-scale industry, the small-scale 

commodity producers, among them the peasants, will inevitably turn against the proletarian when he goes from 

freedom toward socialism ... In order to prevent a restoration, the Russian revolution has need, not of a Russian reserve; 

it has need of help from outside. Is there such a reserve in the world? There is: the socialist proletariat in the west.” 
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Internationale 

  Arise ye workers from your slumbers 

  Arise ye prisoners of want  

  For reason in revolt now thunders  

  And at last ends the age of cant.  

  Away with all your superstitions  

  Servile masses arise, arise  

  We'll change henceforth the old tradition  

  And spurn the dust to win the prize.  

     

  So comrades, come rally 

  And the last fight let us face  

  The Internationale unites the human race.  

  So comrades, come rally  

  And the last fight let us face  

  The Internationale unites the human race.  

     

   No saviour from on high delivers 

  No faith have we in prince or peer  

  Our own right hand the chains must shiver  

  Chains of hatred, greed and fear  

  E'er the thieves will out with their booty  

  And give to all a happier lot.  

  Each at the forge must do their duty  

  And we'll strike while the iron is hot.  

 

 
Image from the first Intifada 1987 
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