Ledonidas Iza (Pachakutik,
Ecuador): ‘Our election
campaign 1s an extension of
the people’s struggle’

In conversation with Iain Bruce, Ecuadorian Indigenous leader
and presidential candidate Lednidas Iza analyses the profound
economic, social and institutional crisis the country is going
through, marked by the advance of neoliberal policies, state
repression and the precariousness of living conditions.

Iza reflects on the impact of popular demonstrations on the
upcoming general elections, with the first round to be held on
February 9, and the need to build a political project from the
grassroots that defends plurinationality, the public sector
and national sovereignty. He also addresses the tensions and
challenges facing the Ecuadorian left, the role of the Citizen
Revolution led by former president Rafael Correa, and his
strategy for the elections.

Faced with a political scenario dominated by the right, the
rise of drug trafficking and the fragmentation of progressive
forces, the Indigenous leader reaffirmed his commitment to an
alternative that does not abandon street protests, but rather
integrates the electoral dispute into a broader social and
political struggle to transform Ecuador.

Over the past year, Ecuador has faced a series of difficult
situations - rising levels of gang violence and state
repression, drought and an electricity crisis, deepening
poverty and mass migration. Could you describe what the
context was like at the start of this campaign, a little over
a year after Daniel Noboa became president in November 20237

Ever since the idea of a “bloated state” and excessive
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bureaucracy was introduced, the model imposed by the
International Monetary Fund (IMF) — successively implemented
by the [Lenin] Moreno, [Guillermo] Lasso and now Noboa
governments — has resulted in a fragile state lacking 1in
social policies to strengthen key sectors of the Ecuadorian
economy and society. Education, health and employment have
been seriously neglected, as has support for the grassroots
and solidarity economy. This has led to a drastic
deterioration in living conditions for ordinary Ecuadorians.

As a consequence, in the most impoverished areas, many have
ended up seeing drug trafficking, organised crime or illegal
activities as their only way out. For the majority of
Ecuadorians, this represents a problem; but for the political
and economic elites, for the oligarchies, it is an opportunity
— they have exploited this suffering to promote their usual
projects.

We now find ourselves in a painful situation. After President
Noboa’'s declaration of a “state of war”, which is now a year
old, these elites have managed to establish their hegemony
over public consciousness and discussion. The so-
called Phoenix Plan to tackle gang-related violence does not
really exist and there is no real intention to put an end to
crime; instead, what we are seeing is the use of this crisis
as a mechanism of control.

In economic terms, the declaration of war has hit the country
hard. It has scared off investment and affected strategic
sectors, such as tourism, which has declined on the coast, in
the highlands and the Amazon. Furthermore, due to the energy
crisis, we have recorded losses of more than $8 billion,
according to estimates by concerned business groups.

On the other hand, we are experiencing serious violations of
human rights. Cases such as that of the four children 1in
Maldivas [where four Afro-Ecuadorian boys were detained by the
army and later found dead] are just one example of a
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systematic policy. It is estimated that under the state of
war, more than 20,000 young people have been prosecuted but
data indicates that only between 350-500 of them had any real
involvement in illegal activities. What happened to the rest?
We do not know.

Added to this is a climate of structural racism. In Ecuador
today, if a white or mestizo person sees someone of African
descent, they assume they are a criminal. If they see an
Indigenous person, they label them a terrorist and a “Quito
arsonist” [in reference to the Indigenous-led uprisings of
2019 and 2022]. If they see a poor person, they stigmatise and
racialise them. This is the scenario that the Ecuadorian right
has been able to take advantage of, and it is one that we have
to confront.

Today we face systematic violations of human rights, a state
that operates with a monarchical logic, the breakdown of basic
conditions for democratic coexistence, and the failure to
comply with the Constitution and Code of Democracy. The four
branches of government have subordinated themselves to the
executive, and the latter, in turn, 1is subject to the
conditions imposed by the IMF.

In the past year, Ecuador has agreed to a new loan of $5.5
billion, not yet disbursed, but destined exclusively to pay
previous debt. Meanwhile, the economic and political elites
continue to control national politics, deepening a crisis that
increasingly affects the majority of the Ecuadorian people.

Last month there was a major mobilisation in the Amazon
against the construction of a super prison. Do you think this
marks a reactivation of the social movement after the impact
of Noboa’s security policy? And, in that sense, do you think
this has influenced the campaign, generating a new political
climate?

Look, Ecuadorians are, by nature, a fighting people.



Throughout history, all governments have tried to curb this
rebelliousness and dismantle organisational processes 1in
different ways: criminalising and persecuting leaders,
inventing parallel organisations, or trying to link us to
organised crime and drug trafficking. We have seen these
strategies time and time again. But popular resistance 1is
stronger, and they will never succeed in breaking it.

When we have mobilised, we have done so forcefully, as
happened in 2019 and 2022. Leading up to the uprising of June
2022, there were 28 protest events; leading up to October
2019, there were 38. Currently, we have already had between 5
and 10 mobilisations, which indicates that concrete actions
from different sectors are accumulating. First, there are
scattered struggles, then they are articulated and, finally,
they lead to social outbursts. This is a cyclical process, so
I am not worried: governments can continue trying to repress
us, but sooner or later the issues come together and the
struggle arises again.

What happened in the Amazon is a blow to Noboa’s government.
He governs arrogantly, with a monarchical vision, as if he
were the landowner on a big estate. This time, he had to back
down because the resistance affected him electorally. He did
not suspend the construction of the prison due to concerns
about life in the Amazon — for him, the region represents only
% of the national electorate, it does not interest him — but
because he feared this would impact his image in other parts
of the country.

For now, the project is suspended and they have promised not
to resume it. However, they have not provided any official
document to confirm this. We will continue to pay close
attention to what happens.

How have these protests influenced the mood of the campaign?

I think that all mobilisations force people to have to take a



stand. The first thing we must understand 1is that the
political and economic elites have managed to implant the idea
that politics is something negative for popular sectors and
their leaders.

They have constructed a discourse that if we participate in
politics, we do so for our own individual interests, that we
are “taking advantage” of mobilisations to run for office.
They say, for example, “There they are again, the golden
ponchos, using the struggle to get into elections.” But when
they stand for election, then it is democratic, it 1is
legitimate. Unfortunately, many people have fallen into that
trap.

We, on the other hand, have been clear: without abandoning the
streets, we are going to contest elections as a further
extension of the struggle. We are not abandoning mobilisation,
but complementing it with electoral participation. That is why
the organised rank and file who have been on the streets are
now taking a stand in this election.

I will give you a concrete example: our comrades who have been
defending the hills and highland moors from extractivism.
Yesterday I saw a statement from them that said: “We’re
backing Led6nidas Iza”. Not because they believe that the
elections are an end in themselves, but because they
understand that the electoral arena is another tool for
channeling the strength that they have built up in the
streets.

Our struggle is not reduced to electoral politics; it 1is
another dimension within a broader process. We fight in the
streets, in national and international courts, in the drafting
and reform of laws, in local governments. What we have not yet
fully achieved is consolidating all these struggles under a
unified project. We are on our way to doing that.

That is why I firmly believe that, in time, we will succeed in



aligning the struggle towards a proposal that represents the
interests of the people in this process.

And what are the main planks of your program for government?

Well, when I am asked about “my” government platform, we end
up going back to the same old stories that I have been
fighting against these days. “What is Lednidas Iza's
government program?” No, that is to individualise politics, to
make people believe that it is about personal interest. It 1is
not my program, but the government program of the people, the
program of the Indigenous peoples, the cholos, the Indians,
the mestizos, the stigmatised Afro-Ecuadorians.

Our government program has not been produced from behind a
desk, but out of grassroots struggle. It is the result of what
we stood up for in 2019, of what we took to the streets for in
2022. And that was clear: financial relief for the people; no
mining in watersheds and fertile areas; genuine and deep
implementation of plurinationality; and total rejection of
privatisations.

In our government, we will strengthen the productive capacity
of Ecuadorian state-owned companies and defend national
production. What does this mean? That we are going to promote
policies to support small farmers — those whom the state has
abandoned but who were the first to take to the streets when
the crisis hit. This is a government program built from the
people and for the people.

One of the central issues is crime. They have led us to
believe that the solution is to put more weapons and more
police on the streets. No. In our government plan we have been
clear: yes, there are some young people who have fallen into
criminal networks and who we may not be able to rehabilitate
socially, and we will have to face up to that. But crime
cannot be combated with repression alone; we need a solid
social policy 1linked to neighbourhoods, communes and



territories.

We need to strengthen education and healthcare and create
minimum employment conditions. Why? To prevent 12- or 13-year-
olds, whose parents work in precarious conditions and cannot
look after them, from being recruited by organised crime. This
is the vision of the popular sectors, not of those who think
that crime can be solved with a warmongering mentality, with
more weapons and repression.

And what has happened? The state has been deliberately
weakened, its capacity reduced under the pretext of combating
its supposed “bloatedness”. But when you dismantle the state,
you dismantle the basic policies that sustain any society, be
it in the First, Second or Third World.

In terms of institutional framework, we are going to respect
democracy. Why do we write democracy in the Constitution if
each government then interprets it as it pleases, turning us
into a monarchy? No! Democracy cannot be a concept manipulated
by political and economic groups as they see fit. It must be a
democracy rooted in the people, not in the interests of an
elite that uses it as an instrument to perpetuate its power.

Halfway through last year, in Pachakutik, in CONAIE, I believe
you tried to unify or at least bring together the different
left-wing currents and groups. I understand that at least a
minimum agreement was reached: not to attack each other and to
support whoever reaches the second round. Is that agreement,
even if minimal, still in place? How do you see the current
situation and what is your position towards a possible second
round?

Yes, there is a general government program that some sectors
accepted, assuming that it should be the basis for an
agreement. However, there are central issues that many of
those who call themselves progressive are still not willing to
stand firm on. Issues such as mining, bilingual education,



redistribution of wealth, defence of national production and
the public sector continue to be points of contention.

For example, on the mining issue, some people ask: “Where are
we going to get the money from?” The answer is clear: we have
to collect it from those who are not paying what they should.
But many sectors lack the necessary determination to face
these debates. These are pending issues that remain open and
which, in the event that we are an option in the second round,
could serve to unify the struggle even more from the
perspective of the popular sectors.

Now, why have more pragmatic and long-term agreements not been
achieved? Precisely because of the history of how certain
sectors have governed. They have not understood what
plurinationality really means, nor have they accepted that the
rights of Indigenous peoples are not a concession from the
state or a favour from governments, but fundamental collective
rights.

Free, prior and informed consent, the application of
Indigenous justice, bilingual intercultural education, defence
of food sovereignty, of our culture and our languages .. all
these issues have been left at the mercy of the political will
of the government in power, without any real commitment. This
historical debt has held back genuine unification through this
process. These are issues that still need to be resolved in
any space for debate.

Until now, the non-aggression pact has been respected. But in
political and ideological terms, we must take as a reference
point the structural problems that any government must
overcome, regardless of who comes to power.

At the moment, there are candidates who claim to represent the
left and others who present themselves as right-wing. They all
try to present themselves as “new”. But the real question is
how much sensitivity and how much memory people have to



recognise who can genuinely be a real option for Ecuador.

Sorry, Lednidas, but specifically, if you make it to the
second round, you are obviously going to want the other left-
wing parties to support you. Now, if the scenario were
different and the final contest were between Luisa Gonzalez
[the presidential candidate of the Citizen Revolution
movement] and Noboa, would you call for a vote for the Citizen
Revolution?

At the moment, I cannot say what will happen in the second
round. We are focused on building support for our option in
the first round. If we start discussing hypothetical scenarios
now, people might end up voting in this first round for an
option they do not really agree with. That 1is why the
responsible thing to do at the moment is not to speculate
about the second round, but to consolidate our proposal and
our strength at this stage.

Now, if we reach the second round, and I am sure we will be
one of the options in that round, at that point we will have
to assess our capacity to integrate the different sectors of
Ecuador and move forward based on that scenario

First published in Spanish at Jacobinlat. Translation by Iain
Bruce, which was edited by LINKS International Journal of
Socialist Renewal for clarity.

Why do socialists organise
internationally?

Dave Kellaway examines the arguments for eco socialists to be
part of a revolutionary international
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‘I mean you guys have less than a thousand members in most
countries and you want to build an International? Esperanto
has more chance becoming an international language than you
lot building an International with any relevance.’

How often have revolutionary Marxists heard this retort? Mind
you the same objection is often made to attempts to building a
revolutionary socialist party just in one nation. Members of
Anti*Capitalist Resistance are meeting in the New Year to
decide whether to fully join up to the Fourth International.
So what 1is the point of building a revolutionary
International?

1. An International is the historical legacy of our
movement

Marx himself set up the First International, if you read
the Communist Manifesto it is written as a draft programme for
an international party — the Communist League, precursor of
the International — for its Congress in 1848. Already in that
year it was translated into a number of European languages. It
was never a document for one nation. Given that at that time
capitalism was at quite an early state of globalisation it is
remarkable how far sighted Marx and Engels were. Since then
capitalism has come to dominate the planet, even recapturing
societies like the Soviet Union that had begun a transition to
socialism to its rule. If capitalism is a global system since
corporate investment and imperialism knows no borders then
workers of all the world have to unite. The Manifesto ends
with that slogan. It states that workers have a ‘world to
win'. The chains of nationalism had to be broken.

Lenin, Trotsky and Rosa Luxembourg broke from the Second
International over the capitulation of the German Social
Democrats and their co-thinkers elsewhere to their own
bourgeoisie’s support for the inter-imperialist First World
War. At that time the revolutionary internationalist position
was a very small minority. However the victory of the Russian
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Revolution and its impact among workers and peasants worldwide
enabled Lenin and Trotsky to set up the Third International.
This functioned as a revolutionary force for change with its
parties having a real mass base. It did not get everything
right, but if you read the documents of the first four
congresses there are rich debates about revolutionary tactics
and strategy that still have some relevance today.

Stalin’s rise to power in the Soviet Union and the physical
repression of Trotsky, the Left Opposition and any other
challenge to his rule resulted in the destruction of the
democratic Third International. Thereafter Stalin set up the
Comintern which was totally controlled from Moscow and
defended the interests of the bureaucratic dictatorship rather
than those of the international working class.

In the Spanish Civil war, for example, the Comintern’s role
included dividing the anti-Franco forces. Independent
revolutionary parties like the POUM were repressed. Its
leader, Andres Nin, and other fighters, were murdered by
Stalin’s agents. Trotsky, before his assassination by a
Stalinist operative, set up the Fourth International in 1938
with the few revolutionary currents which were both anti-
Stalinist, anti-capitalist and anti-imperialist.

2. Ecological crises make international organisation even more
relevant today

Over the last few decades we have become increasingly aware
that capitalism does not just exploit the majority of people
for profit but threatens all human, animal and plant life
because of its never-ending need to grow and exploit the
natural world. Marxists, revolutionaries and eco activists
are more and more seeing themselves in practice as
ecosocialists. Pollution does not recognise borders.
Extractive and fossil fuel companies operate indiscriminately
throughout the globe.
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Such an eco-socialist international is a change from the one
that Marx, Lenin, Luxembourg, Trotsky envisaged. Even the new
post-1968 New Left was slow to see the importance of the
ecological struggle. A new revolutionary international does
not just aim for working people to own and control the means
of production. We also need an ecological plan to remodel
production in harmony with Mother Earth. The bureaucratic
dictatorship in the former Soviet Union polluted and destroyed
nature just as much as the capitalists in the west. For
example industrialised cotton farming destroyed the Aral Sea.

A revolutionary international today has to interrogate
traditional notions of growth and abundance put forward by our
movement. So the need for a revolutionary International does
not just depend on some sort of ritualistic bow to our Marxist
or Leninist forebears. It has to respond to today’s conditions
and how they affect workers and peasants.

3. Forming internationalists

Building international parties helps to break down ingrained
nationalist/imperialist reflexes that can even affect Marxist
radicals who proclaim themselves internationalists. Centuries
of empire, colonialism and imperialism will leave deep
ideological and psychological traces, just as sexist behaviour
can persist among radicals. Actively building an
international party can lesson these risks.

It is interesting how the experience of some currents building
internationals can replicate this ideology as the strongest
section with funds that support the smaller groups becomes the
motherboard of these currents. The self-designated centre
essentially decides the political 1line at all times,
intervening in its satellite groups if they go off message.
Getting real input and balanced leadership that includes the
global south is difficult although the extension of new
technology can help.



Class struggle parties emerged to the left of reformism such
as Syriza (Greece) or Podemos (Spain) in recent decades. They
were not part of an international current and therefore more
likely to succumb to pressures to join ‘national unity’
governments. Look at the Bindnis Sahra Wagenknecht (BSW) in
Gemany, led by Sahra Wageneckt, which split from Die Linke on
a nationalist, anti-migrant line.

Groups and individuals who are inside revolutionary
international currents can also do the same — this happened in
Brazil and Sri Lanka with the Fourth International (FI) in the
past. However by establishing structures and education that
consciously operates to develop an internationalist culture
you can try and minimise such losses.

4. Do you need a major breakthrough in one country first
before building an International?

Some people on the left may accept the need for an
international abstractly but say it is premature to set one
up now or to give it too much priority. Don’t we have to
concentrate on making an anti-capitalist breakthrough in one
country which can then provide a resource and a model for
revolutionaries everywhere? Look at how the victory of the
Russian revolution really boosted the structures of the Third
International. The period covering the first four congresses
of the Third International was the only time we saw mass
parties structured in an International.

Isaac Deutscher, the great biographer of Trotsky, argued it
was premature to set up the Fourth International in 1938. But
it is difficult to argue that it was any easier after the
Second World War when Stalinist parties became stronger given
the role of the Soviet Union in fighting Hitler and the CPs in
the resistance movements.

Once you recognise that the revolutionary continuity 1is
fatally broken you have to start again as Lenin did in 1914



with meagre support. The fact that some continuity through the
Fourth International was maintained through to the post-1968
New Left meant that that generation was able to have access to
an anti-Stalinist, revolutionary tradition going back to
classical Marxism.

This argument is a bit like people saying in a national
context that it is premature to set up a revolutionary
organisation before there is a class struggle mass movement
and a higher consciousness among masses of workers. The
problem here is that you cannot leave it all to the last
minute. Revolutionary crises will not provide the basis for a
revolution if you have not achieved a specific weight of
revolutionary cadre who can provide leadership to take the
revolution forward.

How many times have we seen mass upsurges shake bourgeois
states only to evaporate due to a lack of a conscious
vanguard? It is also true that we should not get ahead of
ourselves and have small groups proclaim that we already are
the revolutionary nucleus and people should just join us.

5. Why an International is useful for revolutionary activists

It is useful both for political discussion and for taking
action that has a political impact. Revolutionary
consciousness benefits from regular structured debate with
others throughout the world. A functioning international
provides that training, the opportunities to regularly talk
and discuss. Debates documented inside the FI on women’s
liberation, socialist democracy and ecosocialism have often
been useful for wide layers of activists. Sometimes these
issues were taken up before they became more mainstream in the
wider movement. Books and publications sponsored by the IIRE
(International Institute for Research and Education) and
International Viewpoint/Inprecor help diffuse these ideas.

International structures are not just about generating



political analysis or even communiques on the issues of the
moment but can help coordinate actions internationally. The
FI was rebuilt partly through its solidarity with the
liberation movements in Cuba, Algeria and Vietnam. Later it
made huge efforts to build solidarity with Nicaragua (in its
radical phase), Solidarnosc in Poland and the 1982 British
miners strike to just cite a few examples. Today comrades in
Italy are at the centre of solidarity with the GKN factory
occupation/cooperative. We have organised international
meetings to share the experiences of organising in solidarity
with the Palestinian people.

An international can quickly disseminate practical information
about certain struggles. Tours of comrades involved in
exemplary battles can be set up in a number of countries.
Another useful activity is to bring together young activists
in an annual youth camp that has a different country as the
venue each year. Groups or individuals from the global south
can be subsidized to a degree by sections in the more advanced
capitalist countries. This applies also to the international
educational schools that are run in Amsterdam with its
dedicated base. These schools are open to activists who are
not members of the FI.

We can benefit too from sharing articles written by comrades
across the world and published in the International
Viewpoint website. One thing that can be very irritating 1is
when people from Britain pontificate about events in other
places without giving voice to the activists in those
countries. For example some people on the left here reduce
the invasion and occupation of Ukraine to an inter-imperialist
conflict provoked by US pressure on Russia. Contacts with
sympathisers inside Ukraine allow us to counter such
simplistic analyses and restore agency to Ukrainians.

With a functioning international structure, you can build a
political culture that starts from understanding the
conditions and interests of workers and peasants in different


https://internationalviewpoint.org/spip.php?rubrique1

countries first hand. This is particularly important given the
influence of campist sentiments today on the left. For
campists revolutionary action is mainly determined by the
conflict between the imperialist powers. If the main and only
task is to weaken US interests that the needs and interests of
workers 1in countries on the wrong side of this divide are
sacrificed. So some left wing people defended Assad as a
lesser evil since the US was attacking him. Russian bombing
and war crimes there were downplayed or ignored because Putin
was supporting a regime that supposedly was part of an axis of
resistance against the US and Israel. They see the overthrow
of Assad as a massive defeat for workers.

6. An International that does not sound or look weird

Listening to Aaron Bastani on Novara media’s review of the
year (well worth watching) I was impressed by his final
comment about the need for the left to build an anti-
capitalist current that is not ‘weird’. I think he 1is
absolutely right about the need for the left to be accessible
and approachable for people outside the left bubble. This
applies to our championing of the need for an International.

The first maxim must be: do not pretend to be the world party
of the international proletariat, particularly do not proclaim
this on your publications. Talk like that puts you in the
weirdo camp.

We must accept where we are. While we say we must not put off
building an International today we see ourselves as a possible
component of a much bigger one. Regrouping with currents
coming from within or outside the Trotskyist tradition 1is
essential. Indeed officially the FI does not define itself as
Trotskyist and there are sections that come from Maoist or
other traditions.

In Britain both the Socialist Party with the CWI (Committee
for a Workers International) and the SWP with the IST
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(International Socialist Tendency) organises with its co-
thinkers internationally. Neither 1s as present
internationally as the FI or as structured, but we do not rule
out working towards a convergence with such currents.

An international has to reject any pseudo Leninist idea that
some sort of centre has to determine the political line to
take in each country. Each section has to determine its own
strategy and tactics. It is only when a section in a country
decides to cross class lines by for example joining a
bourgeois government or breaking a strike that the
International leadership would take action repudiating it.
Just to give an example of democratic functioning today in the
FI. There are nuances today on the line to take on Ukraine.
While all groups call for the withdrawal of Russian troops not
everybody agrees with Ukraine getting arms from Western
governments. Publications of the International reflect that
pluralism while making clear when positions are actually taken
by international bodies.

Finally we should also keep in mind another reason for
international organisation. The far right are organised
internationally and they have a lot more resources than we do.
Steve Bannon and others are always organising international
meetings and funnelling money from their rich backers to
groups around the world. Money from Putin’s Russia also finds
its way into the coffers of the far right. The left should
organise on an international level, whether this is us as
revolutionary ecosocialists or broader mass organisations like
trade unions or Labour parties.

Dave Kellaway is on the Editorial Board of Anti*Capitalist
Resistance, a member of Socialist Resistance, and Hackney and
Stoke Newington Labour Party, a contributor to International
Viewpoint and Europe Solidaire Sans Frontieres.
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internationally? — Anticapitalist Resistance by
Anti*Capitalist Resisitance on 30th December 2024

Fund drive for the Congress
of the Fourth International

The Fourth International is organizing its world congress in
February 2025. This will be an opportunity for around 200
delegates from all over the world to meet and exchange views.

We note that the world is particularly complicated to grasp at
the moment, with the multiple crises that capitalism 1is
experiencing, combining economic, social, political and
ecological crises, the rise of the far right, and so on.
Comparing the situations in different countries, as we are
doing by exchanging texts and organizing discussions in all
the countries before we meet for the congress, is extremely
useful for better analysis and action.

To meet these challenges, we are discussing a new Manifesto
for the Fourth International based on our ecosocialist
orientation and outlining the world we want to build. We will
also discuss the state of the world as it is around our
international resolution with two specific focuses on
Palestine and Ukraine, our activity in the social movements of
the exoploited and oppressed where we build class struggle
forces, and of course strengthening our own International.

Organizing a congress costs a lot of money, because we have to
have a residential centre where the delegates are housed, a
full team of interpreters and secretariat, and subsidize
comrades from the Global South — from Asia, Africa, Latin
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America — for their transport tickets, which have become much
more expensive since the covid pandemic.

If you can contribute financially, please make your transfers
to

Account Name: A.F.E.S.I.

(Association pour la Formation, l’Education, 1la Solidarité
Internationale)

IBAN: BEO3 0013 9285 0884

BIC/SWIFT code: GEBABEBB

And of course, take part in the discussions in your country!
A video :

https://fb.watch/vD3eKIZ8Gk/

https://www.instagram.com/reel/DB6ABVOKxyw/?utm source=ig web
copy link

https://voutu.be/SbNvi751B6I?feature=shared

Documents of the Fourth
International

Manifesto of Revolutionary Marxism in the Age of Capitalist

Ecological and Social Destruction

International Situation; Social Movements: Role & Tasks:

Minority Texts

Texts submitted for discussion at the 18th World Congress of
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Portugal: Deadly forest fires

Seven people have died and 118 have been injured in the fires
that have been raging since September 15 in the north and
centre of the country. In just three days, 2024 has become the
year with the fourth-largest area burned in the last decade.

Seven people have died and 118 have been injured in the fires
that have been raging since September 15 in the north and
centre of the country. In just three days, 2024 has become the
year with the fourth-largest area burned in the last decade.

Between Sunday and late Tuesday afternoon, more than 71,000
hectares burned in Portugal, compared to 22,500 hectares
previously, including the 5,000 hectares of the Madeira fires.
In just three days, what was supposed to be a quiet year in
terms of burned areas has become the fourth-worst year of the
last decade. The figures are published by Pdblico , but the
newspaper warns that they are based on satellite images and
therefore may be excessive. But even if we do not take into
account 15 per cent of the burned area, this year’s figures
are only exceeded by those of 2016, 2017 and 2022.

In the north and centre of the country, the fires have spread
due to weather conditions considered to be the most severe,
particularly the easterly wind with strong gusts. On
Wednesday, the National Emergency and Civil Protection
Authority (INEM) counted five deaths and 118 injured |,
including ten in serious condition, stressing that the number
of deaths was transmitted to it by the INEM and does not
include the two civilians who died of a sudden illness. The
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maximum risk of fire affected 50 municipalities on Wednesday
and the government decided to extend the state of alert until
Thursday.

More than 100 active fires

On Wednesday morning, there were more than 100 active fires,
with restarts and wind changes during the night, which made
the situation in Agueda “uncontrollable” and approached urban
centres. The firefighters who fought the Albergaria a-Velha
fire , which has entered the resolution phase, are also
fighting these fires. During the night, the Castro Daire fire
progressed towards Arouca , reaching the Paiva footbridges and
confining several villages, after people with reduced mobility
had been evacuated. In Covilha, the night was spent fighting a
fire in a pine forest area in Gibraltar that had escaped the
Serra da Estrela fire two years ago.

Very complicated traffic

Several fires are also raging in the Porto district and some
villages have evacuated their inhabitants . In Mangualde and
Sao Pedro do Sul, it is reported that homes and businesses
have been destroyed by fire. By late morning, Civil Protection
reported 142 fires, 58 of which were in the final stages, with
more than 5,500 agents on the ground, accompanied by 1,700
land resources and 37 air resources.

At the same time, the government reported that rail traffic on
the Douro line between Marco de Canaveses and Régua and on the
Vouga 1line had been interrupted, with several trains
suspended. The A43 motorway between Gondomar and the A41 and
the A41 between Medas and Aguiar de Sousa were also closed on
Wednesday morning, as was the A25 between Albergaria and
Reigoso ( Viseu ), as well as several national roads.
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Republished from International Viewpoint:
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Bloco de Esquerda is a radical left political party in
Portugal formed in 2000 as a coalition of the formerly Maoist
UDP; Politica XX1, a current that had left the Communist
Party; and the PSR, Portuguese section of the Fourth
International. Today it 1is a recognised political party with
elected representatives in the national and European
parliaments.
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