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New cycle of resistance to neoliberalism Argentina 

 

Emilio Taddei1 

In Argentina, the beginning of 2017 was marked by an increase in social conflict and 

protest action by the marginalised in a context marked by the sustained deterioration of 

the living conditions of the working and middle classes. This situation results from the 

implementation of the neoliberal shock policy of the government of President Mauricio 

Macri since the beginning of his administration, sixteen months ago. The official 

socioeconomic policy seeks to consolidate a cycle of capital accumulation based on 

financial speculation, tightening the wages of the working classes, de-industrialization, 

and the increasing privatization of natural commons in favor of large transnational 

capital. 

A brief reference to the recent evolution of the social unrest cannot ignore the impact of 

labour conflicts at the start of wage salary negotiations. There were serious trade union 

conflicts in the first months of 2017, linked largely to the rejection by numerous trade 

unions to the government’s goal of fixing a limit of 18% to wage increases, way below 

the inflation rate (which is standing at between 30 and 35% for the current year, 

according to different sources). The ongoing trade union conflict in both the private and 

                                                      
1 Emilio Taddei is a social activist and a professor at the University of Buenos Aires. Extract published in Amandla! 

September 2017. Translated by Rachel Mash  
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public sectors( the long strike by public education workers for wage increases started on 

March 6th), was combined with important actions and demands  by different land 

movements, women’s and human rights movements, amongst others. These are in turn an 

expression of the spread of discontent of broad social sectors. Much of the recent and 

ongoing popular demands and struggles express more solidarity and convergence of 

movements than was seen in the stage of the social protest during the first year of the new 

regime. The rejection of the socio-economic policies of the government and the resulting 

impoverishment show a qualitative leap forward from the dynamics of the protest action 

of 2016. 

Among the most noteworthy facts of the social protest, we can mention the start of the 

strike of trade unions representing both public and private educators that began on March 

6th and 7th. This was accompanied by a huge march (March 6 with 70 000 people) in the 

City of Buenos Aires. The next day an important demonstration of the CGT (national 

trade union)[1]   also took place in Buenos Aires in front of the Ministry of Trade and 

Industry during which competing sections of the  trade unions  pressured the central 

leadership of the union  to set the date for  a general strike call. 

On March 8, the first international women’s strike took place in Argentina, with the 

participation of trade unions, popular movements, human rights movements and students. 

This action culminated in a gigantic march in Buenos Aires, with similar protests in other 

cities of the country in which the slogan #NiUnaMenos (not one less) against femicides 

was combined with the rejection of the social policy of the government. On March 

15  the National Day of Protest spread nationwide with roadblocks and soup kitchens, 

picketing organizations[2] and popular movements  driven by the CCC (with a 

communist ideology) [3], the Confederation of Workers of  Popular Economics (CTEP) 

and Barrios de Pie (a social movement for the unemployed)[4], which were joined by 

more than 40 social organizations throughout the country. 

With these actions, the land reform organizations demanded the effective implementation 

of the approved Social Emergency Law and rejected neoliberal economic policy. The 

next day other left wing social organizations marched to the Ministry of Social 

Development, demanding genuine increases and the expansion and nationalization of 

cooperative programs. Under the extended educational conflict, an Educational Federal 

March was called on the 21 March in support of a new national 48-hour 

strike.  Organized by the major teacher unions marches took place nationwide and from 

the south, center and north of the country they converged in an enormous protest in Plaza 

de Mayo (Central square) [5]. On March 24, the massive march convened by human 

rights organizations commemorated the 41st anniversary of the 1976 coup d’état that 

brought together 200,000 people in a demand for memory, truth and justice, and in 

solidarity with the ongoing struggles. On March 30, the national strike promoted by the 

two sides of the Central de Trabajadores Argentinos (argentine workers central) (CTA, 

which is in a process of unification) took place, culminating in a huge march and protest 

in demand of a change of economic policy and Social security. 

http://aidc.org.za/new-cycle-of-resistance-to-neoliberalism-in-argentina/#_ftn1
http://aidc.org.za/new-cycle-of-resistance-to-neoliberalism-in-argentina/#_ftn2
http://aidc.org.za/new-cycle-of-resistance-to-neoliberalism-in-argentina/#_ftn3
http://aidc.org.za/new-cycle-of-resistance-to-neoliberalism-in-argentina/#_ftn4
http://aidc.org.za/new-cycle-of-resistance-to-neoliberalism-in-argentina/#_ftn5
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These events constituted the “street prelude” of the CGT’s first general strike against the 

Macri government that took place on April 6, accompanied by pickets and roadblocks 

promoted by anti-bureaucratic and combative unions and leftist parties. The great concern 

around unemployment, which also had the support of some representative organizations 

of small and medium enterprises, was a strong expression of social unrest. Debates and 

internal disputes also arose in the CGT between the sectors wanting to call for dialogue 

with the government and those calling for direct confrontation with the official socio-

economic policies... In the immediate future, these tensions are likely to have an impact 

on potential union regrouping in the face of the growing questioning of neoliberal 

policies. 

Apart from the aforementioned quantitative increase in the number of protests, it is also 

important to consider the increase in the qualitative aspect of the conflicts, which 

contrasts with the fragmentation of the many protest actions of 2016.  There is a greater 

capacity of the different movements and groups to join together in joint street actions, 

based both on the growing questioning of the social economic policies of the Macri 

government and also as a result of the official tendency to repress and criminalise the 

social movements, in a general context which is still characterized by defensive actions. 

Government officials who are trying to transform the legal framework in an increasingly 

punitive manner to deal with the so-called “social question”. This worrying focus on 

“security” and repressive turn of official policies is combined with the dissemination of 

media discourses that encourage the criminalization of poverty and the legitimacy of 

“social fascist” processes. This strategy seems to be gaining ground in the electoral 

strategy of the ruling party leading up to the legislative elections of October of this year. 

On the other hand, this reality reveals to the social organizations the urgent challenge of 

consolidating the processes of convergence and unity of action of the popular struggles 

and of solidarity between the organizations that lead a new cycle of resistance to 

neoliberalism in Argentina. 

We end up by referring to the hardening of the repressive politics of the government 

opposing the increasing social unrest and the persistence of a recessive economic 

scenario that contradicts the enthusiastic official promises of economic recovery. This 

expresses itself in the profusion of official speeches tending to stigmatize and 

delegitimize the popular claims and the trade union activity (particularly visible in the 

educational conflict), in the criminalization and the judicialization of the protest, in the 

increase of repressive actions and in the official initiatives that try to transform into an 

increasingly punitive focus the current juridical frames in the treatment of the “social 

question”. 
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Reinventing the World Social Forum? 

 

 
Boaventura de Sousa Santos1 

 
The World Social Forum (WSF) met for the first time in Porto Alegre in 2001. This was 

an event of extraordinary importance. It signaled an alternative form of globalization to the 

globalization being promoted by global capitalism, at a time when capitalism was 

increasingly assuming it is most exclusive and antisocial version: neoliberalism. This was 

not its first signal, but it was unquestionably its most consistent one. It put on the 

international agenda the struggles of the movements and social organizations fighting all 

over the world against the many faces of social exclusion: economic, racial, ethno-cultural, 

sexist, religious, etc. The WSF was, at the same time, both a symptom and a potentiality of 

the hope harbored by the oppressed social groups. It emerged as a world vocation in Latin 

America, because the subcontinent was then the world region where the popular classes 

were more consistently translating hope into forms of progressive government. Such hope, 

both utopian and realistic, had been recently reignited in Hugo Chavez’s Venezuela, from 

1998 onwards, and would go on sparking with the new governments of Lula da Silva 

(Brazil) and Nestor Kirchner (Argentina), in 2003, and, in the following years, Rafael 

Correa (Ecuador), Evo Morales (Bolivia), Manuel Zelaya (Honduras), Fernando Lugo 

(Paraguay), and Pepe Mujica (Uruguay). With the WSF a decade of hope was inaugurated 

and, starting from the subcontinent, projected throughout the whole world. Only in the 

subcontinent made it sense then to speak of “21st-century socialism,” even if the concrete 

political practices had little to do with the discourses.  

 
The great novelty of the WSF and its most precious asset was that it facilitated relations of 

mutual knowledge among the social movements and organizations involved in all kinds of 

struggles in different countries and according to historically very distinct political cultures. 

At the beginning, such an objective was well served by a culture of free and consensual 

discussion, as well as by the refusal of the WSF, as such, to make any political decisions. 

Which does not mean that, from the very beginning, there was no political debate among 

the more committed activists, a debate that became increasingly intense in the course of 

years. Here are some of the main issues. Could the WSF be a truly world, progressive 

forum if the big ONGs were in control to the detriment of the small ones and grassroots 

social movements? If those in more need for the solidarity of the WSF could not afford to 

                                                      
1 Activist of the WSF from the very beginning, a member of The International Council as a representative of the 

Popular University of the Social Movements, author of The Rise of the Global Left. The World Social Forum and 

Beyond (2006). London: Zed Books. 
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participate? If the dominant forces in the WSF did not fight against capitalism, rather 

fought, at most, against neoliberalism? Could there be, behind the ideology of consensus, 

the iron hand of some entities, individuals, or positions? If no political decisions were 

allowed, what would the point be of continuing to meet and repeat ourselves? Since there 

were no structures to organize the debates, those who felt troubled by these issues gradually 

withdrew. Nonetheless, the genius of the WSF was to go on attracting, over more than ten 

years, new movements and organizations.  

However, by the end of the first decade of 2000 the international conjuncture had changing 

in ways that were dramatically opposed to the objectives of the WSF. Undermined by their 

own internal contradictions, the progressive governments of Latin America were in crisis. 

US imperialism, which had been focusing on the Middle East for a decade, came back in 

force to the continent. The first signal was the forced resignation, in 2009, of President 

Manuel Zelaya, a democratically elected president. It became the first test of a new kind of 

institutional coup under democratic guise. It would repeat itself in Paraguay in 2012 and 

Brazil in 2016. Neoliberalism, fully backed now by global financial capitalism, invested 

strongly against every policy of social inclusion. The financial crisis provoked the social 

crisis and, as a result, the movements had to focus on national and local struggles. Actually, 

these struggles were increasingly more difficult because of repression and persecution. 

Under the excuse of the “war on terror,” the paranoia of surveillance and security rendered 

extremely difficult even the international mobility of activists, as witness Montreal 2016, 

when more than 200 visas were refused to activists of the global South.  
 

Under such circumstances, what would the viability and usefulness of the WSF be? At a 

time when not only social policies but also democracy itself were at risk, would the 

continuity of the WSF be sustainable, a WSF reduced to a mere forum of debate and self-

prevented from making decisions at the exact moment when neofascist forces were taking 

power? Such questions indicated an existential crisis of the WSF. The crisis reached its 

utmost at the meeting of the International Council (IC) in Montreal, when this organ 

refused to take a position against the impeachment of President Dilma Rousseff. I left the 

meeting feeling that the WSF was at a crossroads: either it would change or it would perish. 

For the past months, I have been thinking that it would agonize and slowly perish. Lately, 

however, as I watch the dynamism of the preparation of the WSF of Salvador (March 13-

17, 2018), I concluded that the possibility of change is there, and that the WSF may yet 

adjust to the dramatic conditions and challenges of the present time.  
 

What are the necessary changes?  
 

Proposal 1 
During the forthcoming WSF in Salvador, a plenary assembly will be convened with only 

one item on its agenda: alteration of the Charter of Principles. Proposals will be accepted 

up to the previous day. The assembly board composed of three members of the local 

Salvador committee and two members of the IC will be in charge of organizing the vote. 

The Popular University of Social Movements (PUSM), of which I am a representative, is 

preparing to present the following proposal: “According to its terms, the WSF proclaims 

to be an organization and a process committed to defending and strengthening democracy, 

and claims competence to make political decisions whenever democracy is in danger. 
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Concrete political decisions are made by the movements and organizations in charge of 

promoting each meeting of the WSF, whatever their geographic or thematic scope. The 

political decisions are valid within the geographic and thematic scope in which they are 

made.”  

 
Proposal 2  

The current IC moves to suspend itself and open itself to a refoundational debate to be 

concluded in the plenary assembly of Salvador. The proposal being prepared by the PUSM 

addresses the following items:  
 The IC is hereupon to be composed of permanent members (those who are already 

and have declared to wish to continue to be permanent members) and an equal 

number of members elected at the Salvador WSF from among organizers and 

participants, bearing in mind diversity of countries, cultures, and struggles. Such 

will be the composition of the IC until the next WSF. The following WSF will have 

sovereignty to vote other proposals.  
 The IC is an organ for reflection, guidance, and facilitation. It has competence to 

decide, among several proposals, the venue of the next meetings of the WSF.  

 
Proposal 3  
The decisions of the WSF will be made at the plenary assemblies of the different Forums 

and will concern the scale and topic that presided over the meeting. The Salvador WSF is 

perhaps more needed today than the Porto Alegre one was at the time. Will there be 

conditions not to squander this (last?) opportunity? 

 

The Crisis in Catalonia 

 
 

A Dangerous Turn 

Oscar Reyes1 

 

The case against direct rule from Madrid is massively undemocratic, and it means 

Catalonia will for now be ruled by the PP (governing right-wing party), which got just 

8.5% of the vote here in the last elections. The Spanish Senate, whose second string 

politicians woke up for once to actually pass this direct rule vote, was able to find just 1 

Catalan senator to vote in favour of the motion. 

The DUI is a disaster too. It really seems like a premature ejaculation by over-eager 

politicians who have not yet built a broad social consensus for independence. The DUI 

will lead to inevitable disappointment and seems to pass up the opportunity (which 

would require years of careful political work) to build a broader "democratic" front 

against the Spanish state, which is not short on giving away political opportunities for 

that to occur. It looks to me like a disastrous miscalculation on the part of politicians 

trapped by their own rhetoric. What will actually happen now, alongside a whole lot of 

repression, will be direct rule, which will try to dismantle aspects of Catalan institutions, 

                                                      
1 Oscar Reyes is an Associate Fellow at the Institute and lives in Barcelona. 



7 
 

followed by elections on 21 December. There will be a lot of state repression that needs 

to be resisted, and they will likely take a bunch more political prisoners. 

It's not clear yet who will stand (or even be allowed to stand) in the December 

elections, but the agenda from Spain’s right wing parties looks like it always looks: cuts 

and privatization. What they do not achieve through direct rule they will hope to achieve 

via some kind of pro-Spanish Bantu sham government. Encouraging big banks (and 

other large companies) to re-register their headquarters outside Catalonia will be used to 

justify cuts: the Spanish government will use these “moves” to claim Catalonia is less 

productive, thereby squeezing revenues that go to the Generalitat. Call it what you will: 

austerity, shock doctrine or simply a punishment beating. However, please consider that 

before you start cheering. Please also consider what is at stake: the Generalitat (Catalan 

gov't) that was just taken over by Madrid controls a €24 billion budget (including €4.8 

bn education, €8.8 bn health). 

Cuts and endless repression are not the only possible outcome. It is just about possible 

to imagine positive scenarios, if you wear glasses that have a sufficiently rosy tint. 

Maybe Catalunya en Comú stands for election, does well and absorbs a lot of support 

from pro-independence and pro-referendum (not the same thing) voters, just as En Comu 

Podem did in the last national elections. Maybe a stronger route will emerge for 

continuing the fight for self-determination in Catalonia, and a constituent process across 

Spain. According to the latest polling, there is a clear majority of support for socially 

and economically progressive parties here in Catalonia, although whether that will find 

expression in any election called by Madrid (which would require a lot of tactical nose 

holding) remains doubtful. 
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Destruction and Opportunity 

Miguel Urban and Teresa Rodriguez 1 

 

The new Catalan Republic faces internal challenges that cannot be ignored in a country 

where a significant section of the population does not feel represented by the pro-

independence movement. The first challenge for the process is to work to overcome this 

division, integrating the popular sectors not supportive of independence into a project 

for the country, avoiding the social confrontation that only benefits the forces of reaction 

while at the same time organising a movement capable of resisting the repression of the 

State. The constituent process must be an instrument operating in that direction, 

integrating the demands of the popular classes that go beyond the national question, 

putting social issues in the centre and radically democratising Catalonia. 

In the Spanish State, we are living through a complex wave of reaction. Many people, 

including people on the left, feel hurt and torn by events in Catalonia. While it is true 

that a good part of this feeling is channeled into a Catalanaphobic reaction, heir of the 

worst sentiments of the Franco regime, and also into the violent expressions of the 

extreme right on the street, a large section of the population is honestly concerned about 

what is happening in Catalonia and puts its trust in dialogue and negotiation, in a return 

to politics. 

From our point of view, what is fundamentally at stake is the possibility of people 

deciding their future. If the Catalan people suffers defeat and is crushed by the PP and 

its accomplices, when a territory, a town council, a community or a social sector decide 

to commit itself to a position on any issue it will be crushed with the same logic with 

which today the PP and the state are seeking to crush Catalonia. This is the central issue, 

which goes beyond the national question and puts the issue of popular sovereignty front 

and centre: it is the people who have the right to decide – such is the basis of 

democracy—and the law must be at the service of democracy and not vice versa. 

On the other hand, there are other solutions and forms of relationship between peoples 

that go beyond those traditionally imposed in the Spanish State. The strategy of opening 

constituent processes has as its central idea developing a project for society that is carried 

out by the working and popular classes, by women, by migrants, by all the people who 

do not have political and economic power but who are indispensable. But it can also be 

a method to solve the historical problems of the Spanish State on the national level: a 

way of re-articulating relations between the peoples on the basis of equality, where the 

goal – out of respect for the right to decide and its outcomes – is to build bridges that the 

current top-down and authoritarian relationship of the central state destroys, developing 

from below forms of cooperation and dialogue among the people in order to build an 

alternative society to that of political and economic elites. An opportunity to build a new 

framework of fraternal coexistence that allows us to aspire not only to recover but also 

to conquer new social and democratic rights for the popular classes. 

 

 

                                                      
1 Miguel Urban and Teresa Rodriguez are with the Anticapitalistas faction of PODEMOS. 
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Strategic Choices 

Borja de Rique1 

 

It is quite clear that we must participate in the elections of December 21 although the 

government in Madrid has called them. Not to participate would be an act of folly. We 

would run the risk that Ms. Arrimadas [leader of the Catalan Citizens party] would 

become president of the Generalitat and that this institution would then be converted into 

a type of provincial office subject to the directives of the Spanish government. Today 

the political dividing line is situated between those who support the application of article 

155 and those who are opposed; between those who think it is fundamental to demand 

the democratic right of the Catalan people to decide their future and those who argue 

that the citizens of Catalonia do not have that right. 

A few days ago, I was defending the formation of a unitary candidacy, similar to 

Solidaritat Catalana, including persons from the political formations and the citizens’ 

organizations that have declared themselves in favor of the right to decide. Faced with 

the difficulties that this can involve, I think that at a minimum it will be necessary to ask 

them to include the following three demands as common and priority elements of their 

programs. First, the release of those detained and the stay of proceedings in all of the 

criminal charges, fines and sanctions of a political character. Second, the demand for 

immediate repeal of the application of article 155. And finally, the demand for a binding 

referendum with guarantees concerning the future of Catalonia. It may also be necessary 

to think about a program for government with broad parliamentary support that after the 

electoral victory will rigorously ensure that this program is carried out. We have to be 

realistic: even after a hypothetical victory, we will face a long period of tensions with 

the government in Madrid and their international counterparts. Nor should we discount 

the need for a unitary Catalan strategy of intervention in Spanish politics to try to get 

Mariano Rajoy and the PP out of the government in Madrid and create a political 

scenario more favorable to negotiation. 

Things being what they are, it is necessary to avoid the political confrontation 

being centered on the Catalan Republic, the proclamation of which was questionable. 

That is not the dilemma that must be put to citizens in the forthcoming elections. The 

pro-sovereignty movement must go on increasing its strength and not risk losing it. There 

are social sectors that until very recently were in an expectant position, with doubts about 

the process, but who were not hostile to it and who were angered by the police brutality 

of October 1.  I think that the political alternative to the unionist sectors should be clearly 

centered, combined with the aforementioned anti-repression demands, on the demand 

for a democratic consultation on the future of Catalonia that is fully guaranteed.  

 

 

                                                      

1 de Rique is a Catalan historian. The text was published in Viento Sur “Poner los pies en el suelo ” and translated by 

Richard Fidler. 

 

http://www.vientosur.info/spip.php?article13156
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Meanwhile on the Alter Planet … 
 

 

World Forum on Science and Democracy 

Salvador de Bahia, March 2018 

 

The World Forum on Science and Democracy (WFSD), one of the self-managed 

initiatives of the WSF 2018, will take place in Salvador da Bahia, Brazil.  The WFSD 

is an internationally guided initiative aimed at engaging global citizens with the urgent 

mandate of meaningfully articulating science and democracy in the contemporary 

world. As a democratic forum involved in the struggle against capitalist science, there 

is not a closed agenda for debate, but there are pressing issues that may structure some 

axis of discussion, are, for example: 

 science and technology as a common good 

 decolonizing university and research institutions 

 assessment and governance of emerging technologies 

 science and technology for social development 

 Promoting community based participatory research. 

 

 

 

The Great Transition 

Setting the Stage for a Post-Capitalist Society 
Montreal, May 17-20-2018 

Organized by Historical Materialism, the Nouveaux cahiers du socialism, Critical 

Social Theory at McGill and the Institute de recherche sur l’émancipation. 

 

After years of revolt and mobilization following the economic crisis of 2008, 

from Occupy Wall Street to Bernie Sanders, from the Maple Spring through Nuit 

Debout to the complex evolution of the Pink Tide in Latin America and the democratic 

socialism of Rojava, the domination of the capitalist economy has been 

questioned on numerous occasions. In order to pass from multiple resistances 

to a convergent offensive, it seems imperative to elaborate a project of 

transition out of capitalism, building on the critical knowledge produced 

both at the university and in social movements. We invite everyone to reflect on this 

question along one of our three general lines of inquiry: critiques of capitalism, 

anti-capitalist transition strategies and post-capitalist models 

Information  

info@thegreattransition.net  

https://thegreattransition.net  

 

mailto:info@thegreattransition.net
https://thegreattransition.net/


11 
 

 

Degrowth for ecological sustainability and social 

equity 
Malmö, Sweden, 21-25 August 2018 

 

Degrowth is an umbrella term that critiques the centrality of economic growth 

in contemporary societies and embraces alternatives that are ecologically 

sustainable, socially just and stimulate human flourishing. We see the 

conference as a space to advance debates on degrowth, a meeting place for 

grassroots groups and involving broader public. This will be done via 

interconnected and mutually enriching academic, artistic and activist 

programmes. In this call for activists, we therefore invite proposals. 

 

Health without masters or borders 
Milan - 4 and 5 November 2017 

GUE-NGL, Nordic Green Left with the Town Council Group “Milano in Comune” and the 

Committee “Health without masters or borders 
 
The 11% of world population suffers for nutrition problems in particular in those areas affected 

by conflict and desperate environmental conditions. In the last decades the growth of the carbon 

emissions due to deforestation, fossil fuels burning such as oil, coal and gas, provoked very 

dangerous effects as overheating of the planet and harmful changes to the existing ecosystems. 

The subsequent extreme climate events had disastrous effects on human health. Approximately 

150.000 people died in 2000 due to climate change impacts. Without any decisive changes in the 

environmental policies, the WHO foresees increasing number of such deaths up to 250.000 per 

year by 2040. All governments, even those who provide a national health system, are reducing 

their budget expenses in health issues choosing to pursue health service privatization and 

reducing the universal, free of charge access to therapies. All these elements are a clear attack to 

the people right to health: the liberal policies supported by the G7 representatives as the most 

powerful countries in the world are fully responsible.  For these reasons,”, calls on all the active 

associations on the environment and health issues, to join for an International Forum 

safeguarding the Right to Health and Universal Access to Therapies.  
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People’s Summit in Buenos Aires   
 

 
 

From 10 to 13 December is the 11th inter-ministerial meeting of the World Trade 

Organization. A host of Argentinian and international organizations organizes a week of 

actions along with a people’s summit. The provisional program for a full week of 

activities is the following: 

 December 7: Launch with the Mothers of the Plaza del Mayo. 

 December 8-9-10 People’s Summit 

 December 11-13 : Public assemblies 

 December 12 : March 

 December 13 : Closure by the Assembly of alternatives. 

) 
Information : https://www.facebook.com/ConfluenciaFueraOMC/ 

   

 

 

 

Intercoll is an open space for the development and confrontation of social and citizen 

movements. It is managed by individuals linked to those movements, and by anyone 

who is involved in social struggles and mobilizations. Intercoll aims to contribute to 

the gradual emergence of a new "international collective intellectual" from the 

reflection of movements and networks of research and public education 

Intercoll aims to create an international and multicultural space. The website operates 

in six languages. 

http://intercoll.net/?lang=en 

 

 

  

https://www.facebook.com/ConfluenciaFueraOMC/
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Food for Though 
 

They Dared: The Legacy of the October Revolution 
David Mandel1 

  

 
 

The main legacy of the October Revolution for the left today is the least ambiguous. It 

can be summed up in two words: “They dared.” By that, I mean that the Bolsheviks, in 

organizing the revolutionary seizure of political and economic power and its defence 

from the propertied classes, were true to their mission as a workers’ party: they provided 

the workers – and peasants too – with the leadership that they needed and wanted. The 

immediate and the main goal of the October insurrection was to forestall a 

counterrevolution, supported by the bourgeoisie’s policy of economic sabotage, which 

would have wiped out the democratic gains and promises of the February Revolution 

and kept Russia involved in the imperialist slaughter of the world war. v 

 

October – a Popular Revolution 
Although the initiative fell largely to the party members in October, the insurrection was 

welcomed by virtually all the workers, even by most of the printers, traditionally 

supporters of the Mensheviks. However, the question of the composition of the new 

government arose at once. All the workers’ organization, by then headed by Bolsheviks, 

and the Bolshevik party organization itself, called for a coalition government of all the 

socialist parties. Once again, this expressed the concern for unity of revolutionary 

democracy and the desire to avoid civil war within its ranks. In the Bolshevik central 

committee, Lenin and Trotsky were opposed to including the moderate socialists (but 

not the Left SRs and Menshevik-Internationalists), considering that they would paralyze 

the government’s action. Nevertheless, they stood aside, while the negotiations 

proceeded. The moderate socialists, however, considered the soviets too narrow a basis 

for a viable government. They continued to insist, albeit in somewhat masked form, on 

the inclusion of representatives of the propertied classes, or, at least, of the “intermediate 

strata” not represented in the soviets. However, Russian society was deeply divided, and 

the latter, including most of the intelligentsia, were aligned with the propertied classes.   

 

 

                                                      
1 This article is based on my The Petrograd Workers in the Russian Revolution, Brill-Haymarket, Leiden and Boston, 

2017 

http://www.brill.com/products/book/petrograd-workers-russian-revolution

