POPULAR STRUGGLES IN LATIN AMERICA TODAY
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Today, the financial crisis and, at the same time, the pursuit of two wars by the United States –two lost wars in the Middle East (in Iraq and in Afghanistan) – recall us important facts:

* First, the currently worsening global crisis is not only financial, or even socio-economic, but structural and multidimensional, with interconnected dimensions: it is also a food, energy, climate, political, cultural, civilisational crisis; in fact a real systemic crisis of capitalism taken as a world system – and not only a crisis of regulation of its historical form, called neo-liberal.

* Secondly, imperialism has not disappeared with the election of President Barack H. Obama. Imperialism, as an expression and extension of the finance governance, cannot be separated from relations of domination and of exploitation that the central powers of the North continue to impose to the peripheries of the South (and of the East) in the capitalist world system.
* Third introductive point, the hegemony of the United States, unipolar, is now in question. The awareness of the destructive aspects of the capitalist system, even its destructive nature, threat to all humanity, is becoming increasingly clear among the people of the world. Nevertheless, the progressive forces as a whole are still on the defensive at a worldwide scale.
In this context of difficult historical conditions of the early twenty-first century, Latin America presents the picture of a continent where people are turning towards offensive. There, popular remobilizations have sometimes led to processes of social transformation to be considered as “revolutionary advances”. After decades of right-wing or neo-fascist dictatorships backed by the U.S. (implying hundreds of thousands deaths), democratization of Latin American regimes gradually put an end to years and years of political violence. The openness of some spaces for freedom made possible the reorganization of the left, which led to power, wave after wave, progressive governments. The most radical among them have begun implementing demands of social justice formulated by their people.
Then, popular movements have emerged (or re-emerged) on the continent, movements rooted in local struggles, very diverse, and articulated on concrete social demands. These struggles succeeded in mobilizing large sectors of the dominated classes, such as: people of megapolies and poor of the slums, informal workers, unemployed...; peasants (especially landless), small-medium fractions of the bourgeoisie impoverished by neo-liberalism (public servants), but also indigenous communities, religious associations in the spirit of so-called “liberation theology”, antiwar activists, feminists, environmentalists or generally components of public service users. The strengthening of these popular struggles makes it essential the revival of internationalism to mobilize people against their common enemies: imperialist capitalism and its local allies.
As a consequence, in Latin America, organizations with militant political orientation advocate for programs with class contents which are openly anti-systemic, revolutionary, putting clearly in the heart of the debates the rebuilding of socialist projects. This is the case, for example and among others, of the Movement of Rural Landless Workers (MST) in Brazil, one of the most numerous and best organized movements on the continent. Other mass movements appeared more spontaneously, often without leader nor organization, but always close to social realities on the ground of transformation dynamics. These movements are often focused on the capital-labor conflict (such as the mobilization of labor unions and peasants in Colombia, roadblocks piqueteros or self-managed enterprises in Argentina), oriented towards the defense of common goods (water in Bolivia) or the refusal of U.S. military bases (as in Ecuador or Puerto Rico).
Each revolutionary advance in Latin America is peculiar, unique. If most of these experiences converge towards the goal of social progress and people’s participation, they are occuring in very different historical perspectives, national spaces and cultural frames. So I’ll propose here a typology for classifying countries hosting these popular mobilizations following two criteria:
First, whether the corresponding social formation is capitalist or not, I mean if the government of the country studied questions or not the structures of capitalism;
Secondly, whether this government is anti-imperialist or not, that is to say in favor or against the building of development strategies aiming at national sovereignty.
In this framework, four main categories, with shifting boundaries for sure, can be identified.
The first one includes the most deep and radical revolutionary developments in Latin America, popular struggles, both anti-capitalist and anti-imperialist, in which national liberation and socialist emancipation have been merged into a conceptual, political unity, and which achieved social progresses and the most concrete improvement of the living conditions of the people. Despite many difficulties, the Cuban revolution, the most advanced socialist transition process, enters into this category.
The second group concerns countries that underwent significant anti-imperialist advances, more recently and still in process, which affirm their choice for socialism, but have reached to fight till now only the neo-liberal form of capitalism, without deep changes in the structures of the capitalist system. Here, we find Venezuela, Bolivia and Ecuador, in different conditions.
Other governments of the left, with mass support and popular leaders, have made progresses in the struggle against poverty, but quite limited, and without affecting the causes of it, because the line of the neo-liberal capitalism has not been modified. This is the third category, in which there are Brazil, Argentina, Uruguay, but also Paraguay, El Salvador or Guatemala.
Other countries, constituing the fourth group, are characterized by popular resistances fighting against hard regimes, rightist (like in Mexico and Peru) or even neo-fascist (such as Colombia, where the right will probably win again the presidential elections in a few days, and Honduras, since the neo-fascist military coup of June 2009, connected to the United States). The heroism of the peoples’ struggles in this group is to be measured by the repression they suffered.
However, the main factor of unity of all the peoples is the opposition to the U.S. imperialism, which has put all its resources for decades to crush, systematically, including through military dictatorships, every attempt to establish social justice an popular power in Latin America.
It is with the election of Hugo Chávez as president of Venezuela in 1998 that a remobilization of the popular movements began to achieve electoral successes on the continent. This uprisng led to overthrow leaders submitted to the U.S. like in Bolivia or Ecuador. The rejection of neo-liberalism has been determinant in the access to power of reformist leaders through elections like in Brazil or Argentina. Nevertheless, often, these electoral victories have not helped to transform the society and components of the so-called “left” were absorbed to collaborate with imperialism. Taking the power does not mean exercizing the power, by a lack of control over the State. Latin-Americans know what they reject, but they have difficulties in defining their collective future – as it is the case for most progressive forces around the world today. In this globalized struggle, the call for “socialism of the twenty-first century” functions as a powerful stimulus to deepen the revolutionary process on this continent, as well as on other continents.
