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From the Editor
Tuesday, August 21, 2018

L.S.
In this issue you find
•

The beginning of a discussion of the problems and dynamics that the major European countries find
themselves in, apropos of the near downfall of the Merkel government last June, in face of the “refugees
crisis” that has struck the EU in its face once again, and in the context of inter-imperialist tensions fu eled by the exacerbation of the trade war proclaimed by the Trump administration;

•

This is flanked by two very differing texts, that both have their relevance in this regard: the introduction
of a text by C.Mcl. on the question of capitalism’s succession of productive orders and a recent update
by KT (CWO) on the issues of ‘Brexit’ that haunt both the British bourgeoisie and its continental
counterparts in the EU;

•

A presentation of the newly revised edition of the history of the German-Dutch communist Left by
Ph. Bourrinet, by means of a prepublication of its introduction (translated from French);

•

Two texts on recent regroupments of minorities claiming adherence to the historical communist Left: a
first appraisal of ‘Intransigence’ in the USA, who has just published the second issue of its revue, and
the birth announcement by ‘Emancipación’ in Spain, which has come forth as a project from Nuevo
Curso’s incubator;

•

Last but not least, an article on the mass protests, and their bloody repression, by the “Sandinist” (Stalinist) regime in Nicaragua has been adopted from the Bordigist “International Communist Party” (‘Le
prolétaire’) because of its qualities of summing up the situation, stressing the need for a proletarian orientation.

The confection of this release has suffered a considerable delay. Hopefully this is made up for by the quality
of the presented texts and the series article notifications over the past three months in this issue.
Looking forward to receiving your critiques and contributions.

Internationalist regards,
Henry Cinnamon

A Free Retriever's Digest

aims at presenting publications that are relevant for discussions within the internationalist
milieu in general, and among the groups and circles who claim adherence to the international communist left(s) in particular. It
intends to provide comments and a space for discussion.
Readers are invited to send in notifications of publications by e-mail, abstracts and reviews of relevant books, articles or texts,
and presentations at discussion meetings. Contributions should be written in English and may not exceed 3,000 words. Included
bibliographical references and internet links should be exact.
Articles and contributions express the views of their authors. Publication is at the discretion of the editor. They may be freely
adopted if correctly quoted with source reference. A notification thereof is highly appreciated.

Web blog: https://afreeretriever.wordpress.com/. e-mail address: afreeretriever@gmail.com.
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Selected Articles & News Feeds
May 21 – August 12, 2018 (week no.’s 21 – 32)
The international Situation
Editorials and main articles by internationalist groups
1 Title:

Editorial 2

Published on:

July 9, 2018

Author(s):

Intransigence

Web link:

https://intransigence.org/2018/07/09/editorial-№-2-july-2018/

Subject:

International Situation, class struggle

Genre:

Editorial

Week 28

Length (words): 1,265
Remarks:
2 Title:

Intransigence No.2, July 2018. For an appreciation see page 32.
War, Imperialism, and Class Polarization on a Global Scale: From East Asia
to the Middle East and from South Africa to Europe

Published on:

July 14, 2018

Author(s):

Kevin B. Anderson

Web link:

https://www.imhojournal.org/articles/war-imperialism-and-class-polarization-on-aglobal-scale-from-east-asia-to-the-middle-east-and-from-south-africa-to-europe/

Subject:

Actual situation world-wide

Genre:

Presentation

Week 28

Length (words): 6,184
Remarks:

3 Title:

Presented at the Chicago Convention of the International Marxist-Humanist Organization
Report on imperialist tensions (June 2018)

Published on:

July 31, 2018

Author(s):

ICC

Web link:

http://en.internationalism.org/international-review/201807/16486/reportimperialist-tensions-june-2018

Subject:

Actual situation; imperialism

Genre:

Update Report

Week 31

Length (words): 2,803
Remarks:
4 Title:

With regards to its Report on imperialist tensions (November 2017) (May 19, 2018)
Trump in Europe: an expression of capitalism in turmoil

Published on:

July 31, 2018

Author(s):

DA (ICC), 24.7.18

Web link:

http://en.internationalism.org/international-review/201807/16487/trump-europeexpression-capitalism-turmoil

Subject:

Trump’s show offs at Brussels (NATO), London (May) and Helsinki (Putin)

Genre:

Update on actuality

Length (words): 1,724
Remarks:

Week 31
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Inter-imperialist tensions and conflicts
The Singapore Summit; The Israelo-Palestine Conflict; The War in Yemen
1 Title:
Published on:
Author(s):
Web link:
Subject:
Genre:
Length (words):
Remarks:

Vientos de guerra en Corea
May 25, 2018
Nuevo Curso
https://nuevocurso.org/vientos-de-guerra-en-corea/

2 Title:
Published on:
Author(s):
Web link:
Subject:
Genre:
Length (words):
Remarks:

Trump-Kim ‘peace’ threatens masses
July 18, 2018
News & Letters
https://newsandletters.org/editorial-trump-kim-peace-threatens-masses/
Apropos of the Trump-Kim Summit at Singapore on June 12
Editorial
1,395
July-August 2018 issue of News & Letters

3 Title:
Published on:
Author(s):
Web link:
Subject:
Genre:
Length (words):
Remarks:

La guerre infinie : impérialisme et Moyen-Orient
June 21, 2018
Le Fil Rouge
https://lefilrouge17.blogspot.com
Le fil rouge n. 4 2018 Contents
Revue announcement & TOC
663
5,-€ p. copy. E-mail: lefilrouge17@gmail.com

Spanish
Week 21

Article
1,366

4 Title:
Published on:
Author(s):
Web link:

Palestinian Workers Continue to Die for a Capitalist State
June 24, 2018
Jock, June 20 2018
http://www.leftcom.org/en/articles/2018-06-24/palestinian-workers-continue-to-diefor-a-capitalist-state
Subject:
The bloody nationalist confrontations after 70 years of imperialist conflict over
Israel and Palestine.
Genre:
Historical analysis
Length (words): 5,432
Remarks:

Week 29

French
Week 25

Week 25

5 Title:
Published on:
Author(s):
Web link:

Yemen - a pivotal war in the fight for influence in the Middle East
December 31, 2017
Boxer, 22 December 2017
http://en.internationalism.org/icconline/201712/14640/yemen-pivotal-war-fightinfluence-middle-east
Subject:
Assessment of the conflict in the context of the Middle East
Genre:
Analysis
Length (words): 1,730
Remarks:
Older text, nevertheless of importance

6 Title:
Published on:
Author(s):
Web link:

Yemen’s “Forgotten War” Re-ignited
August 2, 2018
Jock, 1 August 2018
http://www.leftcom.org/en/articles/2018-08-02/yemen%E2%80%99s-%E2%80%9Cforgottenwar%E2%80%9D-re-ignited
Subject:
“The greatest man-made humanitarian catastrophe” (UN) and its imperialist backers
Genre:
Update article and analysis
Length (words): 3,000
Remarks:

Week 31
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The Crisis of the EU (1)
Problems for the German & British bourgeoisies; Migrants & Refugees, the Trade War with the
USA
1 Title:

La crisis política en Alemania y el tortuoso camino hacia un «bloque
europeo»

Spanish

Published on:

June 25, 2018

Week 26

Author(s):

Nuevo Curso

Web link:

https://nuevocurso.org/la-crisis-politica-en-alemania-y-el-tortuoso-camino-haciaun-bloque-europeo/

Subject:

Merkel’s government crisis in Germany

Genre:

Analysis

Length (words): 2,733
Remarks:
2 Title:

English translation available on the AFRD blog; See Discussion Topic in this issue (page 18)
Brexit: el estancamiento de una potencia decadente

Spanish

Published on:

July 10, 2018

Week 28

Author(s):

Nuevo Curso

Web link:

https://nuevocurso.org/brexit-el-estancamiento-de-una-potencia-decadente/

Subject:

Brexit troubles and cabinet reshuffle in the UK

Genre:

Analysis

Length (words): 2,180
Remarks:
3 Title:

Brexit – Ruling Class Strategic Chaos Unleashes Parliamentary Pantomime

Published on:

July 11, 2018

Author(s):

KT, 10 July 2018

Web link:

http://www.leftcom.org/en/articles/2018-07-11/brexit-%E2%80%93-ruling-classstrategic-chaos-unleashes-parliamentary-pantomime

Subject:

Brexit troubles and cabinet reshuffle in the UK

Genre:

Analysis

Week 28

Length (words): 1,625
Remarks:
4 Title:

See page 30.
Acuerdo Juncker-Trump: ¿paz o tregua?

Spanish

Published on:

July 29, 2018

Week 30

Author(s):

Nuevo Curso

Web link:

https://nuevocurso.org/acuerdo-juncker-trump-paz-o-tregua/amp/

Subject:

Trade war USA-Europe: the Trump-Juncker Washington meeting

Genre:

Article

Length (words): 742
Remarks:
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The Crisis of the EU (2): The rise of populism in Italy
The government coalition of ‘Lega’ and ‘Five Stars’
1 Title:

Italien: Die dritte Welle

German

Published on:

June 24, 2018

Week 25

Author(s):

Cosimo Scarinzi

Web link:

http://www.wildcat-www.de/aktuell/a109_wahlitalien.html

Subject:

The rise of populism in Italy; points of departure for a counter-strategy

Genre:

Analysis and Discussion paper

Length (words): 2,705
Remarks:
2 Title:

Translation from Italian by Wildcat
Governo Lega M5s: Se questo è il nuovo che avanza.

Italian

Published on:

July 5, 2018

Week 27

Author(s):

Giorgio Paolucci

Web link:

http://www.istitutoonoratodamen.it/joomla34/index.php/politicasocieta/461-m5slega

Subject:

The populist coalition and its promisses

Genre:

Analysis

Length (words): 1,913
Remarks:
3 Title:

Needs translation
Italy: The “Government of Change” is still anti-Working Class

Published on:

July 16, 2018

Author(s):

FD

Web link:

http://www.leftcom.org/en/articles/2018-07-16/italy-the-“government-of-change”-isstill-anti-working-class

Subject:

Salvini and Di Maio in the Service of Italian Capital

Genre:

Exposing both populist parties; a warning against illusions

Week 29

Length (words): 1,817
Remarks:
4 Title:

Translated from Italian & introduction by CWO
Italy: Is Salvini’s League a Nazi Party?

Published on:

August 13, 2018

Author(s):

CB, July 12 2018

Web link:

http://www.leftcom.org/en/articles/2018-08-13/italy-is-salvini%E2%80%99s-league-anazi-party

Subject:

The rise of the populist right, also in Italy

Genre:

Reflections and analysis

Week 33

Length (words): 3,831
Remarks:

Populism in the USA: Trump and the (far) Right
Book review; Protests against US anti-immigration policy
1 Title:

Trump Capitulates on Family Separation; White Nationalism Loses Bigly

Published on:

June 20, 2018

Author(s):

Andrew Kliman

Web link:

https://www.marxisthumanistinitiative.org/resistance-to-trumpism-2/trumpcapitulates-on-family-separation-white-nationalism-loses-bigly.html

Subject:

Trump, family separation

Genre:

Update

Length (words): 337
Remarks:

Week 25
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2 Title:

The Aggressiveness of Vulnerability

Published on:

July 11, 2018

Author(s):

Pavlos Roufos

Web link:

https://brooklynrail.org/2018/07/field-notes/The-Aggressiveness-of-Vulnerability

Subject:

Why Trump rose to power; On identity politics and its critiques

Genre:

Book review of Angela Nagle’s “Kill All Normies: Online Culture Wars from 4chan
and Tumblr to Trump and the Alt-Right” (Zero Books, 2017)

Week 28

Length (words): 7,306
Remarks:
3 Title:

critic by R. Totale: https://libcom.org/blog/who-s-got-bad-faith-reply-pavlosroufos-moral-panics-power-relationships-sodding-book-02082
Millions denounce Trump’s heinous immigration abuses

Published on:

July 20, 2018

Author(s):

Buddy Bell

Web link:

https://newsandletters.org/millions-denounce-trumps-heinous-immigration-abuses/

Subject:

Mass demonstrations against the US anti-immigrant policies

Genre:

Report

Week 29

Length (words): 1,765
Remarks:
3 Title:

July-August 2018 issue of ‘News & Letters’
“Racial dissidents have lost the ability to organize openly”: Alt-rightists
on Trump, ICE, and what is to be done

Published on:

August 4, 2018

Author(s):

Matthew Lyon

Web link:

http://insurgentnotes.com/2018/08/racial-dissidents-have-lost-the-ability-toorganize-openly-alt-rightists-on-trump-ice-and-what-is-to-be-done/

Subject:

The state of the ‘Alt-Right’ and its relationship with the Trump administration

Genre:

Survey and estimation

Week 31

Length (words): 1,765
Remarks:

Workers’ Struggles in Europe and the USA
The ‘railway’ strike in France. USA: Lessons from the teacher’s strike; Prisoner’s strike
1 Title:

SNCF: The unions and the parties on the left of capital have sabotaged the
strike by channelling it into defence of the rail company and the stateboss. Only a big jump in workers autonomy can save it!

Published on:

June 10, 2018

Author(s):

For the revival of workers’ initiative (Paris, June 3, 2018)

Web link:

https://libcom.org/library/sncf-unions-parties-left-capital-have-sabotaged-strikechannelling-it-defence-rail-com-0

Subject:

Analysis of the Union sabotage and appeal to take the struggle in one’s own hands

Genre:

Leaflet

Week 23

Length (words): 1,976
Remarks:
2 Title:

Translation by MC
¿Qué está derrotando a la huelga de ferrocarriles en Francia?

Spanish

Published on:

June 16, 2018

Week 24

Author(s):

Nuevo Curso

Web link:

https://nuevocurso.org/que-esta-derrotando-a-la-huelga-de-ferrocarriles-enfrancia/

Subject:

The Paris leaflet of June 3

Genre:

Translation

Length (words): 1,991
Remarks:
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3 Title:

USA: The Role of the Union in the Teachers Strikes

Published on:

June 1, 2018

Author(s):

AS, Internationalist Workers’ Group, USA

Web link:

http://www.leftcom.org/en/articles/2018-06-01/usa-the-role-of-the-union-in-theteachers-strikes

Subject:

West Virginia, Oklahoma and Arizona strike wave

Genre:

Balance sheet

Week 22

Length (words): 1,588
Remarks:
4 Title:

Revolutionary Greetings!

Published on:

June 5, 2018

Author(s):

Keith (Malik) Washington (End Prison Slavery in Texas)

Web link:

https://brooklynrail.org/2018/06/field-notes/Revolutionary-Greetings

Subject:

Movement against prison slavery

Genre:

Article and declaration

Week 23

Length (words): 4,347
Remarks:

See also: Nationwide prison strike announced for August 21 :
http://libcom.org/news/august21-prison-strike-approaches-repression-againstorganizers-escalates-01082018

Workers’ Struggles in the Middle East
Mass protests in Jordan, Iran & Iraq
1 Title:

Class struggle in Jordan’s war economy

Published on:

July 3, 2018

Author(s):

Baboon, 1.7.2018

Web link:

http://en.internationalism.org/icconline/201807/15170/class-struggle-jordan-swar-economy

Subject:

Mass workers’ protests in Jordan and Iran

Genre:

Assessment

Week 27

Length (words): 1,475
Remarks:
2 Title:

Iranians in revolt

Published on:

July 9, 2018

Author(s):

Anonymous

Web link:

http://insurgentnotes.com/2018/07/iranians-in-revolt/

Subject:

The resurgence of mass protests

Genre:

Report/update

Week 28

Length (words): 1,232
Remarks:
3 Title:

Iraq: marching against the war economy

Published on:

August 2, 2018

Author(s):

Baboon

Web link:

http://en.internationalism.org/icconline/201808/16494/iraq-marching-against-wareconomy

Subject:

Rising mass protests in Central and Southern Iraq, reaching Baghdad

Genre:

Update article

Length (words): 926
Remarks:

Week 31
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4 Title:

Towards an International Meeting in Kurdistan

Published on:

August 14, 2018

Author(s):

Militants in Kurdistan, Iraq (July 24, 2018)

Web link:

http://www.autistici.org/tridnivalka/towards-an-international-meeting-inkurdistan/

Subject:

Iran, Iraq; Middle East

Genre:

An appeal to proletarian internationalists of all tendencies

Week 31

Length (words): 1,350
Remarks:

“In front of the expansion of the Middle-East War and the new Iran-Iraq revolu tionary waves”; available in Arabic, Kurdish, French and Spanish.
An Editor’s Notice can be found on page 35.

Workers’ Struggles in South-East Asia
Strikes in Vietnam, Repression of unionists in China
1 Title:

Fear and Loathing in “the Pacified South”: Conspiracies and SEZs in Vietnam

Published on:

June 11, 2018

Author(s):

—Đã Thành Đồ Sơn (Chuǎng)

Web link:

http://chuangcn.org/2018/06/vn-sez-sinophobia/

Subject:

Protests against Special Economic Zones and “Cyber-security” laws; Vietnamese
Sinophobia

Genre:

Round up of recent anti-Chinese protests and their repression

Week 24

Length (words): 3,326
Remarks:

2 Title:

“Vietnamese Sinophobia is dominated by an anti-regime, anti-Communist, pro-democracy movement that wields considerable (...) power over domestic politics.” Background article announced in forthcoming issue of the Chuǎng Journal
Ongoing Struggles in Vietnam

Published on:

June 16, 2018

Author(s):

Anonymous

Web link:

http://insurgentnotes.com/2018/06/ongoing-struggles-in-vietnam/

Subject:

Protests against SEZ’s and “Cyber-security” laws; Vietnamese Sinophobia

Genre:

Summary report

Week 24

Length (words): 1,105
Remarks:
3 Title:

Unionists vs. the union: letters from the July 20th Incident in Pingshan

Published on:

July 31, 2018

Author(s):

Chuǎng

Web link:

http://chuangcn.org/2018/07/pingshan-letters/

Subject:

The labor conflict at Jasic Technology, Pingshan District, Shenzhen

Genre:

Introduction and two documents

Length (words): 3,056
Remarks:

1. Open letter to the district’s party secretary (July 28); 2. The Jasic workers’
petition (July 23)

Week 31
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Discussion topics in the proletarian internationalist Milieu
Organization Question; Human Nature (Anthropology); Movements of 1968; ‘Communization’
1 Title:
Published on:
Author(s):
Web link:
Subject:
Genre:
Length (words):
Remarks:

Henri Simon - The story of a (non-)militant
July 29, 2018
Johanna Schellhagen
https://libcom.org/news/henri-simon-story-non-militant-29072018
Biography
Video documentary (interviews)

Week 30

Video on: https://en.labournet.tv/henri-simon-story-non-militant (50 min.) French
with English subtitles

2 Title:
Published on:
Author(s):
Web link:

L'homme naturel contre la nature? Pannekoek, Marx, Engels et la nature
May 28, 2018
Philippe Bourrinet
http://pantopolis.over-blog.com/2018/05/l-homme-naturel-contre-la-naturepannekoek-marx-engels-et-la-nature.html
Subject:
Marxism and human nature
Genre:
Essay
Length (words): 2,113
Remarks:

3 Title:
Published on:
Author(s):
Web link:
Subject:
Genre:
Length (words):
Remarks:

Human Nature and Communism
June 15, 2018
Ergosum (ICT)
http://www.leftcom.org/en/articles/2018-06-15/human-nature-and-communism
Marxism and human nature

4 Title:
Published on:
Author(s):
Web link:
Subject:
Genre:
Length (words):
Remarks:

On the Future International
June 22, 2018
Internationalist Communist Tendency June 2018
http://www.leftcom.org/en/articles/2018-06-22/on-the-future-international
Organization question

5 Title:
Published on:
Author(s):
Web link:
Subject:
Genre:
Length (words):
Remarks:

Dauvé versus Marx
July 29, 2018
Mike Harman
https://libcom.org/blog/dauve-versus-marx-31072018
Marxism and Communisation

Week 22

Week 24

3,966

Week 25

4,540

Week 30

5,207

6 Title:

Castoriadis, Munis and the problem of breaking with Trotskyism (On the con tent of the communist revolution)
Published on:
August 1, 2108
Author(s):
CD Ward
Web link:
http://en.internationalism.org/international-review/201808/16490/castoriadismunis-and-problem-breaking-trotskyism-content-communis
Subject:
Regroupment of revolutionaries
Genre:
Article, polemic
Length (words): 10,833
Remarks:
Breaking with Trotskyism (Part 2)

Week 31
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Book Presentation: The German-Dutch
Communist Left from its Origins to 1968
The 3 rd, revised Edition in French (June 2018)
Back cover text
The German-Dutch Communist Left, represented by the German KAPD and AAUD, the Dutch KAPN
and the Bulgarian Communist Workers Party, separated from the Comintern in September 1921 because
of principled disagreements on all important questions: parliamentarism, syndicalism, united fronts, the
Bolshevik party-state using anti-proletarian violence (Kronstadt). This radical current had the audacity
to assert that it was not the “communist party”, but the workers’ councils that constituted the finally
discovered form of the proletarian dictatorship, and thereby of the communist transformation. It attracted the ire of Lenin, who wrote in June 1920 his famous book on left extremism, “Left-wing” Communism: An Infantile Disorder, (1) to which Herman Gorter delivered a slashing response in his pamphlet Open letter to comrade Lenin. (2)
The present volume is a completely new-founded version of a university thesis (Paris-I-Sorbonne 1988).
It tries to provide a critical and deepened vision of this theoretically very important current within the
20th century’s communist movement. The German-Dutch communist Left ceaselessly denounced “party
communism” and “state capitalism” in Russia. Shaken by the counter-revolution in its double, Stalinist
and Nazi-fascist form, it survived after January 1933 ( 3) in the shadow of the Dutch GIC and the German-American councilist movement around Paul Mattick, but also in that of the Communistenbond
Spartacus, which had constituted itself by the end of 1942, plainly under the Nazi occupation. This current, still alive today, has based its praxis on Pannekoek’s work ‘The Workers’ Councils’ (1946). (4)
It’s the workers of the world who liberate themselves from the global capitalist system by installing the
world wide power of the workers’ councils, without which no communist transformation of society is
possible.

Title:

La gauche communiste germano-hollandaise des origines à 1968

Language:

French

Published by:

Éditions moto proprio, Paris, June 2018 (550 pages, A4)
ISBN 979-10-94518-12-0. EAN 9791094518120. €35,- (excl. shipping
costs)

Author(s):

Philippe Bourrinet

Correspondence:

info@left-dis.nl

Subject:

German-Dutch left communism; Council communism

Genre:

Political history of the communist Left;

Remarks:

Third, completely revised and extended edition. With a photo-archive
section, an extensive bibliography, a list of acronyms and an index.

1) https://www.marxists.org/archive/lenin/works/1920/lwc/index.htm
2) https://www.marxists.org/archive/gorter/1920/open-letter/index.htm
3) January 30th, 1933 is the beginning of the takeover of political power in Germany by the NSDAP under Hitler and Göring through
the former’s nomination as chancellor of the ‘Reich’ by president Hindenburg.
4) https://www.marxists.org/archive/pannekoe/1947/workers-councils.htm#h30-05.pdf
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A political History of the German-Dutch Left
The Author’s Introduction to the new Edition
(Prepublication)

Despite the theoretical and political renown of
Gorter and Pannekoek in the international labor
movement, the Communist Left in the Netherlands is the least known of the left currents that
emerged within the II. International, and later
joined the Communist International. Their exclusion in 1921 from the Komintern wrapped the
names that had symbolized the most intransigent
internationalism in a veil of oblivion.
But this ignorance is also due to the geographical
framework in which this Communist Left developed - “little Holland” - and to the weak influence
of the Dutch language, which was never a language of international communication even at the
time of its ‘Golden Age’ (the “Gouden Eeuw”).
This Left, which was called the “Dutch School of
Marxism”, had its hour of glory before the First
World War. The “Tribunist” SDP – named after
its organ De Tribune – was one of the few currents which, like the Russian Bolsheviks or the
Bulgarian Tesniki, went as far as secession in order to constitute a party free of reformist and revisionist elements. As a minuscule party isolated
from the mass of Dutch workers, the Tribunist
SDP nevertheless formed a revolutionary tendency
within the Second International that was particularly influential, especially on the theoretical level.
Gorter, who was less a theoretician than an excellent popularizer, was one of the most translated
Marxist authors in different languages. Theoretically more profound, Anton Pannekoek could easily measure himself with Karl Kautsky in the debate on the “mass strike” following the Russian
experience of 1905. He also made a comparison
with Rosa Luxemburg, for the boldness of his theoretical thinking, and notably influenced Lenin in
the writing of his major book: The State and
Revolution. Pannekoek, linked to the Bremen
Left (“Bremer Linke”), exerted a profound influ-

ence on German “left radicalism” (“Linksradikalismus”), as strong as that of Rosa Luxemburg.
But it was especially from 1919, within the III. International, that the Dutch current asserted itself
as an international current of left communism. At
the head of the Amsterdam Bureau of the III. International, oriented to the left in tactical matters, it completely linked himself to the left of the
KPD from which the KAPD was to emerge, the
most radical party that emerged from the German
working masses. To such a degree that, for almost
15 years, the history of the German Left (KAPD
and Unionen) merged with that of the Dutch
Communist Left. Until 1927, date of Gorter's disappearance, the German-Dutch Communist Left
seemed to embody itself in the name of Herman
Gorter who had “dared” in 1920 to respond to
Lenin's Left-Wing Communism: An Infantile
Disorder.
The German-Dutch Left, under the theoretical
leadership of Gorter and Pannekoek, was the first
left-wing current within the Komintern to lead the
opposition against the trade unionist (“conquest
of the trade unions”) and parliamentarist theories
adopted by the leadership of the International.
More than the Italian current of Amadeo Bordiga, whose opposition to the Komintern in 19191920 was episodic and limited to the sole question
of anti-parliamentarism, the German-Dutch current was the only one that criticized in depth the
Russian Bolshevik orientation. In 1921 this eventually resulted in the expulsion of Gorter's tendency from the Dutch Communist Party, as well
as that of the KAPD and other groups defending
the same orientation – in Britain and Bulgaria –
from the Komintern.
The German-Dutch Communist Left, born in the
wake of a declining German Revolution, disintegrated. The totally artificial attempt by Gorter
and a part of the KAPD to found a ‘Fourth Inter-
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national’, the Workers’ Communist International
(KAI), failed miserably. The German-Dutch current, and in the first place its most important organization, the KAPD, broke down in 1922 in
confusion. Pannekoek, an astronomer of international reputation, retired from political activity to
devote himself to his scholarly work. Herman
Gorter, who had been the most dynamic political
element of this current, suffered isolation until his
death in 1927.
The early exit of the Third International and the
disaster of the KAI left a bitter taste of demoralization. The German-Dutch current found itself
not only isolated internationally, but crumbled
into rival “chapels” and plunged into tedious fractional struggles. When, from 1924 until 1927-1928,
other oppositions arose in the Komintern – the
“ultra-left” fractions of the KPD and the “Bordigist” fraction of the Italian CP – the GermanDutch current was politically and organizationally
unable to regroup them behind its own flag. The
“ultra-left” fractions of the KPD broke down as
quickly as they had appeared.
The Bordigist current expelled from the CP and
the Komintern from 1926 on followed its own
path, formed its own international tendency in
emigration, around the revues Bilan and Prometeo. As for the Trotskyist current, which formed
only around 1928-1930, as a simple opposition and
not as a fraction, it was too alien to left-wing
communism through its political positions (trade
unionism, parliamentarism, politics of alliances
against nature under the name of “united front”,
defense of the USSR as a “socialist state”) to be
more or less influenced by it.
From 1927 on, what remained of the GermanDutch current had little to do with the KAPD
and the Gorter current, which embodied Western
Linkskommunismus. While the KAPD in Berlin
and the Dutch KAPN of Gorter gradually died
out, council communist groups subsisted, both in
Germany and in the Netherlands, increasingly influenced by Otto Rühle's anti-party theories
within the AAUE.
One group played a crucial role in the evolution of
the council communist movement: the Group of
Internationalist Communists (Holland) or GIC. It
was formed in 1927, mainly around Henk Canne
Meijer and Jan Appel, Theo Maassen and Piet
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Coerman, but also with the discreet support of
Pannekoek. The GIC asserted itself as the main
pole of the international “councilist” movement.
The GIC best embodied the council communist
movement in the Netherlands from 1933 onward.
First attached to the movement of the German
Unionen – AAU and AAUE, then the KAU
(Communist Workers’ Union) regrouping the latter two in 1931 – the GIC found itself before the
heavy responsibility – with the triumph of the
Nazi counterrevolution in 1933 – to assume the
practical and theoretical tasks of the German
council communist movement, plunged into the
most total clandestineness. Paul Mattick’s group
in the USA, also council communist, was too far
away to work for a regrouping of dispersed forces.
However, the GIC’s action was not always up to
the task. Its negation of the political orientation
function of the revolutionary organization, its rejection of centralism for a vague federalism in its
functioning as ‘working groups’, its rejection of a
centralized international organization, all contributed to the relaxation and subsequent dislocation
of the international movement of the Rätekommunisten. The opposition of the GIC to the basic
positions of the German Left, in favor of the formation of a “class party”, which subsisted in the
clandestine groups in Germany, created a rift between these groups and the GIC.
From 1935 on, after the failure of the joint Copenhagen conference – officially called the “Brussels
Conference” to thwart Nazi surveillance – it is
hardly possible to speak of a German-Dutch council communist movement. The Dutch Left, now
embodied by the GIC, withdrew to its place of
birth. It only came out of its isolation on the occasion of revolutionary events and the war in
Spain. In 1937, after the Stalinist crushing of the
May insurrection in Barcelona, it was able to establish links with groups in Belgium and France,
which had emerged from Trotskyism, but had
moved closer to council communism. But this was
without a following-up.
Despite obvious organizational weaknesses and political evasions – such as the rejection of the revolutionary experience of October 1917 – which
brought it closer to an anarchist current that it
otherwise rejected, the GIC remained a Marxist
and revolutionary group, in other words uncom-
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promisingly internationalist. It was therefore not a
simple study group or an expert group in “Marxology”. To adhere to internationalism meant for
this small organization: to remain faithful to the
cause of the world proletariat, to work for the
resurgence of the world revolution, in a future
that it hoped would be near.
In a period historically unfavorable to a new revolutionary course, when “it was midnight in the
century”, the GIC is one of the very few organizations that resolutely chose to go against the current, even at the cost of an increasingly harsh isolation, while the proletariat marched through the
streets under the national banners singing patriotic songs. The GIC always refused to support
“democracy” against “fascism” and/or Stalinism.
It therefore rejected the slogan of “defense of the
USSR”. Convinced that the “national liberation
struggles” were part of the confrontation between
the imperialisms for the re-division of the world,
it always put forward the international emancipation of the workers.
In the dark and tragic period of the 1930s, in
which society as a whole was turned towards the
“inevitable war,” the GIC tirelessly asserted that
the “main enemy” of the proletariat was in every
country of any belligerent bloc. It tirelessly defended the need for a worldwide proletarian revolution as the only solution for a world that was
sinking into barbarism, where daily life was one of
economic misery, endless war, bloody terror. During the Spanish Civil War, the GIC was one of the
very few groups – along with the Italian Communist Left – that called on Spanish workers not to
rush to military fronts, but to first form a revolutionary “class front”, seizing power from the
Spanish republican bourgeoisie.
The internationalist positions of the GIC were in
direct continuity with those of the German Communist Left organized in the KAPD. What was
proper to the Dutch Left in the 1930s – “anti-Bolshevism” and its “working group” theory – certainly prevented it from drawing a deepened balance sheet of the revolutionary period of the
1920s. Poorly prepared for clandestineness and
the struggle against war, for lack of a solid and
thus centralized organizational framework, the
Dutch communist Left volatilized in 1940, at the
first cannon shots in the Netherlands.

In the end, it was not the GIC, but the Communistenbond Spartacus – born from Henk
Sneevliet’s large clandestine group, the MarxLenin-Luxemburg Front – which in 1942 assumed political continuity with the Dutch Left,
pushing former GIC members to merge with it.
The “Spartacus” group was the only Dutch internationalist group that from 1942 to 1945 carried
out a continuous and organized activity against
the World War, against the two military camps
present, against both the collaborating parties and
the royalist party that had fled to London.
Although the Communistenbond had taken up the
tradition of the KAPD, it soon adopted the most
“councilist” positions from the former GIC and
organized itself into federalist and autonomous
working groups. After the hopes placed in the
emergence of a “new party” after the armistice of
May 1945, the Spartacusbond had to face the
facts: there was no revolutionary perspective. It
lost all the weak influence it had acquired in a
small part of the Dutch proletariat. As the numerically most important internationalist group in
May 1945, the Communistenbond underwent a
sectarian process, withdrawing itself in the
Netherlands. May 1968 in Europe did not allow it
to recruit new forces. The Dutch “councilist”
movement had lost its very relative roots in the
proletariat and could find none in a student milieu marked by contesting and aspiring only to
bourgeois “good reputation”.
As a current, the German-Dutch council communism has thus ceased to exist. There is no longer a
historical council communist current. The “councilist” groups that emerged in the 1970s, almost
everywhere, as in Scandinavia or in other countries, have disappeared as quickly as they had
emerged. The councilist groups that could survive
were much closer to “libertarian communism”, in
its revolutionary syndicalist form, than to the authentic tradition of council communism.
*

*

*

The current lack of knowledge of the GermanDutch Left is not only due to the geographical
framework in which it had developed. For nearly
50 years, the movement that Lenin and his ideological successors marked with the seal of infamy,
describing it as “leftist”, fell into oblivion.
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Few historians of the workers movement ventured
to recall that German-Dutch left-wing communism had had the “honor” – with Amadeo Bordiga's Left – of wiping out the fires of Lenin's
1920 polemic against it as “an infantile disorder” of communism. The once famous names of
Gorter and Pannekoek were only whispered by
rare specialists in the history of the Komintern.
Sometimes mentioned in the notes of Lenin's Collected – often incomplete – Works, these names
were subjected to the vengeance of writers who
carefully remained silent on the internationalism
of the theorists of the German-Dutch Left after
1921. Even in the country of his birth, Gorter’s
name evoked only the great poet he had been at
the end of the 19th Century in the Tachtigers literary movement. (1) Pannekoek was only mentioned in specialized astronomical journals and
books. During this silence on his revolutionary activity, [Anton] Pannekoek became the baptismal
name of a crater on the Moon, where he could
hardly make disciples.
It was especially the post-May 1968 period which,
despite its ideological confusion, allowed the rediscovery of entire panels of the communist Left in
both Germany and the Netherlands. In several
countries, in the USA and Mexico, in Argentina
and Germany, in France and Italy, in Scandinavia,
the republications of Gorter and Pannekoek’s
main texts multiplied until the end of the 1970s.
References to workers’ councils before and after
1968 – both in the group “Socialism or Barbarity” and in the Situationist International – multiplied. Some groups, often born from student
protests, showed a renewed interest in the leftwing Communism of the 1920s. The emergence of
vast social movements in most European countries
prompted many post-1968 militants – but also
some rare historians of the labor movement – to
study this too little-known history. The growing
rejection of parliamentarianism, trade union apparatuses, Stalinism and its substitutes has led
many young militants to reconnect the red thread
of history. Radical criticism of left-wing parties,
especially the Stalinist communist parties, could
be all the more effective since the myth of the existence of “socialist” states, as in Russia, China,
1) For basic references on the Dutch “literary movement of
1880” see for instance:
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/19thcentury_Dutch_literature .[Editor’s note]
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Vietnam, Cuba, etc., was losing strength, except
in the Trotskyist movement. The insurrectional
social movements in the countries of state capitalism – like Poland in 1970, 1976 and 1980 – the
ideological and theoretical critique of state capitalism in all these countries, all this constituted a
favorable climate for the rediscovery of German
and Dutch left communism (communist workers’
party or KAPD) of the years 1920-1933. However,
the history of the GIC and the Dutch Spartacusbond was rarely mentioned.
However, some pioneering studies have outlined a
history of the Gorter and Pannekoek current, especially for the period of the 1920s, and in the
framework of a history of the KAPD and the
Unionen movement in Germany. The books of
Hans-Manfred Bock and Frits Kool were pioneers. (2)
In the Netherlands itself, Herman de Liagre
Böhl’s essential book on Herman Gorter has
shown that one could not simply assimilate the
Dutch left communist current with Tribunism.
Gorter’s tendency in the SDP, then in the CPH in
1919, developed in opposition to the majority of
these parties, from 1916 until the split in 1921.
The study of the Dutch historian hardly goes beyond 1921 and is limited to Gorter’s political personality. The latter’s influence on the German
unionist movement and the KAPD is just
scratched. More political and much more informed, the book by the council communist Cajo
Brendel on Pannekoek as a theorist has focused
on the political and theoretical problems addressed throughout his life by the most profound
theorist of the Dutch Left. But the somewhat
“councilist” vision of the author, member of the
group “Daad en Gedachte”, sometimes leads to a
distortion of the history of the Dutch current. ( 3)
The discontinuity between the left communist
Pannekoek in the 1920s and the Pannekoek of the
GIC in the 1930s is hidden. The political positions
of the Dutch communist Left are considered as a
finished, almost invariant, corpus.
Because of the fragmented nature of these studies
– too limited to the national framework (that of
Germany or that of the Netherlands) – a work of
2) A basic shortlist of source references can be found on page 17.
3) The complete collection of all revues and pamphlets by
‘Daad en Gedachte’ (1965 – 1997) is available at
http://daadengedachte.nl (searchable pdf, Dutch language)
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synthesis was necessary, a work that cannot be
limited to the personalities of Gorter and Pannekoek. When this imposed itself for the period of
the Twenties, the Dutch Left had to be studied as
part of the Linkskommunismus, whose center of
gravity was Germany. Finally, the mass of documents accumulated in libraries in several languages, the rapid obsolescence of detailed studies
carried out at the level of several countries, more
than 10 years ago – if not 20, necessitated a resolute effort of historical reflection.
The difficulties encountered in our research have
been considerable. The study of the bibliographic
apparatus gives a broad overview hereof:
•

an abundance of sources scattered over several
libraries in Europe, some of which remained
unexploited or closed (as in the countries of
“popular democracy”). The mass of archives,
newspapers, internal bulletins, pamphlets is
considerable;

•

the necessity to search thousands of pages
written in different languages: Dutch, German,
English, Danish, Bulgarian, Russian, etc. The
poverty of French translations is a major obstacle;

•

the relative scarcity of overall works, despite
the studies mentioned above. Partial information must be extracted from a considerable
mass of books, pamphlets, journals, often inaccessible in France;

•

the progressive disappearance of the actors
and witnesses of the revolutionary period of
the 1920s. The final death of the GermanDutch communist Left current has erased a
whole part, the most vivid one, of the historical memory of that current born in the very
action of the masses.

On this last point, we will not <hide> all that the
testimonies of revolutionary militants have
brought us, such as Jan Appel (former leader of
the KAPD, then militant of the GIC), an authentic revolutionary proletarian; B. A. Sijes (former
member of the GIC), both disappeared [in the
course of the 1980s], but also Cajo Brendel, former militant of the GIC and founding member of
the Dutch council communist group “Daad en
Gedachte” [who deceased in 2007].

We have deliberately chosen to emphasize in particular the political and theoretical positions of
the German-Dutch Left, subsequently those of the
GIC and the Communistenbond Spartacus,
highlighting its evolution and even its progressive
regression. Without neglecting the social history
of the different groups, the organizational history
and the historical framework, we felt it was more
important to explain their positions. They are in
effect the reflection of a whole period rich in debates and confrontations of ideas, in the wake of
the Russian and German revolutions, debates that
have not been concluded with Lenin's pamphlet
‘Left-wing communism: an Infantile Disorder’.
We are convinced that this history of the GermanDutch communist current is not a simple archaeology of a bygone past. Despite its weaknesses,
but also because of its theoretical and political
contributions, especially in the 1920s and 1930s,
the so-called “leftist” or “ultra-left” current contains elements of a political response that cannot
be neglected. (4)
We take care to explain the meaning of the concepts of “left-wing communism” and “council
communism”. In effect, the German-Dutch leftwing communism of the 1920s was situated on the
terrain of the Russian revolution and recognized
the existence and the need for a revolutionary
party. The term “councilist” can be used to define
Otto Rühle's current, condemning the very existence of a revolutionary party in the proletariat
and advocating libertarian federalism as a principle. From this point of view, both left-wing communism of the 1920s and council communism in
the 1930s are part of 20th-century Marxism, while
“libertarian councilism” moves away from it to
gain the shore of anarchism.
We believe – despite its frequent use – that the
designation of the German-Dutch left-wing current as “leftist” or “ultra-left” is confusing and often bears witness of malicious aprioris. The term
“leftism” has come to refer today to Trotskyist,
Maoist, and even anarchist organizations, which
were born in the period of May 1968 and who
4) The downfall of the Stalinist regimes in 1989 – 1991 (of socalled “real existing socialism”) has enabled historians to
consult the secret archives of the Komintern and its parties,
both in Moscow and in Berlin. This has permitted to obtain
a more precise idea about the weight of “leftist” tendencies
in the revolutionary movement at the beginning of the
1920s. [Ph.B.]
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have proven to be mere opposition currents of
left-wing parties. By their anti-parliamentary and
anti-syndicalist political positions, of incessant denunciation of state capitalism in Russia, neither
left communism nor council communism were in
‘critical’ opposition to, but in open war against
the official “Left” (social democracy and Stalinism).
The term “ultra-left” (“Ultralinke”), used abusively to condemn everything to the left of the
communist parties, or “leftist” groups, today can
only refer to the currents that emerged from the
KPD between 1925 and 1927.
The post-1968 period saw the development of all
kinds of police and/or journalistic fantasies about
an alleged “ultra-left” that would only aspire to
the “propaganda by the act”. Qualified as ultraleft or “autonomous rioters”, a whole police
mythology has been built up: the “Bolshevik with
a knife between his teeth” has been replaced by
the “ultra-left”, all the more dangerous as it is
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“invisible” and uses the literary stereotypes of
Surrealism and Situationism.
Left-wing communism, like council communism,
never responded to the desire to position itself as
far to the left as possible, in order to become a
“vanguard”, be it a truly revolutionary or a political-literary one.
It was the sole movement of the great revolutionary masses of the period 1917-1921 that gave
them life. It is the praxis of the revolutionary proletariat, and this alone, that determined their political orientations and actions.

Philippe Bourrinet, June 2018

Source: Ph. Bourrinet, La Gauche Communiste Germano-Hollandaise des Origines à 1968. 3e édition entièrement révisée et augmentée, juin 2018.
Translation & annotations: H.C., August 5, 2018
Final version: August 13, 2018
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An Invitation to a Discussion
The international Situation – Where is Europe going?
Correspondence:
•

A comment on the political crisis in Germany (H.C., July 9, 2018), page 19;

•

The zigzag course of German imperialism.
A few main points (Fredo Corvo, July 10, 2018), page 20;

•

A first reply to Fredo’s proposition (H.C., August 9, 2018), page 25;

Also available on the AFRD’s blog

Contributions:
•

Crisis – Confl icts – Struggles – Populism (I.)
The Dilemma’s of Capitalism apropos of ‘Trump’ and ‘Brexit’ (Introduction) , page 28.

•

UK: Ruling Class strategic Chaos unleashes parliamentary Pantomime
KT (ICT) aprop os of ‘Brexit Hardliners’ leaving the British government, page 30.

Readers are invited to send appreciations of the presented texts, questions and/or own contributions on
the subject per e-mail. Correspondence will be published in a forthcoming release.

Interesting reading,
The editor.
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Topic: The international Situation – Where is
Europe going?
On the EU’s political Crisis and Attempts at imperialist Realignments
A comment on the political crisis in Germany (H.C., July 9, 2018)
Over the month of June the political business of
the German bourgeoisie has been dominated by
the outburst of a long-smoldering conflict within
the latter’s government apropos of issues of migration and refugee policies, which has put the
historic party alliance between the CDU and its
Bavarian junior partner CSU in jeopardy and has
risked the fall of Merkel’s coalition government on
the very threshold of its first 100 days in office.

Thus the conflict had been set to escalate into an
open power struggle within the German government and the Christian Democratic party alliance,
risking both the fall of the government and the
break-up of their party alliance. As this crisis has
held the country in its grip for 3 weeks, such an
outcome could only be averted by means of a presumed “compromise” between the two conflicting
members of government reached “in overtime” in
the evening of Monday July 2nd.
Finally, Merkel’s coalition government was saved
by the SPD who, as the third partner in the
‘grand coalition’ government, had been sidelined
by this paralyzing and rather surrealist row – but
succeeded in bringing about a policy agreement
with its christian-democratic coalition partners on
Thursday July 5, one day before the parliamentary summer recess.

Illustration 1: Heinrich von Rustige (1810-1900): Die Unterbrochene
Mahlzeit (“The interrupted Meal”), 1838; Staatliche Kunsthalle, Karlsruhe / Germany

The clash was initiated by the German “Homeland Secretary”, the acting CSU party leader Seehofer, threatening to turn back certain categories
of refugees and asylum seekers at the German
border in a go-it-alone approach, without any
prior EU agreement. As Seehofer publicly announced to defy the declared will of his chief in
office, chancellor Merkel was left with no other
choice than to point to her constitutional right to
decide on the orientation of government policies,
giving rise to speculations on Seehofer’s dismissal
should he persist in his démarche.

This agreement is presented as being in full support of Merkel’s multilateral approach within the
EU framework (stopping Seehofer’s self-proclaimed unilateralism), puts a “labor immigration
law” (convened in the coalition treaty) concretely
on the agenda, and contains measures to speed up
the asylum procedures and to increase police surveillance.
The ominous “transit centers” at the country’s
border with Austria, propagated by Seehofer’s
mysterious “Master plan on immigration” which
served as the crisis’ ignition, had suddenly vanished in thin air, and were substituted by a
“transit procedure”.
Whereas the SPD has seized the occasion to slip
into the role of the “savior” of the Merkel government, nobody believes that this conflict within
the latter’s ranks has really been resolved. ( 1) On
the contrary, it is widely expected that this kind
of wildfire will reignite rather sooner than later, as
1) See for instance: A. Sauerbrey in The New York Times on
July 5: Germany’s Political Crisis Has Just Begun.
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long as Seehofer and his allies are around to cause
havoc. The days of the present ‘grand coalition’
remake appear thereby as numbered even before it
has really come off the ground.
Moreover, the rift across the center of the political
landscape of the German bourgeoisie, now temporarily smothered, threatens to break up the historic, strategic partnership between the two christian-democratic parties CDU and CSU, which has
been a sheet-anchor of stability in its post-War
political order.
This would open the gates for a further destabilization of the line-up of the political forces of the
bourgeoisie, which has already been weakened by
the AfD’s entrance in the country’s regional parliaments, and in the Bundestag since the national
elections of September 24 last year. A profound
shake-up of its party landscape, alliances and
coalitions is looming in its wake.
Some informed commentators (2) hold that such
an outcome would have been not just a consequence, but the very aim of Seehofer’s maneuvering against Merkel and the SPD in government.
The former would be envisaging a deployment of
2) … like A. Görlach in The New York Times on July 3: The
Political Earthquake About to Hit Germany.

the CSU at a national level, in preparation for a
coalition with the AfD at the image of Austria’s
government of ÖVP (Kurz) and FPÖ (Strache).
It may be doubted whether this has been the
agenda behind Seehofer ‘going berserk’ as, in that
case, it would have been more adequate for him to
simply resign, instead of staying in office
stranded. (3) Such a dynamic is however diametrically opposed to the interests of the German
bourgeoisie, as a policy of ‘re-nationalization’, rabidly advocated by the CSU leadership and its allies – and cheered from the sidelines by the rightwing populist AfD (4) – would clearly jeopardize
its orientation towards the revival of the FrancoGerman axis, without which the EU itself would
suffer its definitive shipwreck. This may very well
have been the abyss the “sister parties” have just
avoided to slide into.

H.C., July 9, 2018
3) In fact, in a much quoted interview with the Süddeutsche
Zeitung on Monday July 2, Seehofer still fanned the flames
of conflict in view of scheduled inter-party talks that afternoon, by stating that Merkel would only have become chancellor because of him. In fact he was publicly applying for
his dismissal.
4) At the AfD’s party congress in the same weekend, a cynical
joke by its chairman compared Merkel to Honecker in the
last days of the Stalinist DDR regime, demonstrating the
wishful thinking applauded by Germany’s populist swamp.

The zigzag course of German imperialism:
A few main points (Fredo Corvo, July 10, 2018)
Summary
The political crisis that has gripped the German bourgeoisie - at least since the 2017 elections - raises
questions about how Germany is responding to global tensions. In the current chaotic situation, there
can be no definitive analysis. This article is necessarily limited to a few main points. I will try to provide
a historical materialistic framework for analysis in circumstances where the German bourgeoisie is still
divided as to how it should respond to the current and future economic crisis, to its internal political
stalemate and to the different options that the relationship between states in the world seems to offer.
This framework is derived from the analysis of the Dutch Communist Left in a similar situation, namely
a retrospective by Anton Pannekoek during the First World War. Another main thrust of this article is
an attempt to understand the implications of an underlying change in geopolitical relations since the arrival of what the Communist International called the “period of wars and revolutions”: the rise of Asia,
and of China in particular. The broad outlines of an analysis that I am going to sketch here require concretization, further substantiation with factual material and, above all, verification in the light of the
facts. In this respect, I agree with the analyses of the ICGL and, in particular, of Nuevo Curso, which
have been translated on the Dutch Arbeidersstemmen blog, the German Arbeiterstimmen blog and A
Free Retriever's Digest. Fredo Corvo
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Illustration 2: Daddy Macron, “Mummy" Merkel with their hyperactive
son “Zappel-Philipp” (“Fidgety Phillip”) – Seehofer.

“A comment on the political crisis in
Germany”
Under the aforementioned title, a short commentary by Henry Cinnamon was published on the
blog of A Free Retriever’s Digest , (…) which
attempts to explain the political crisis in Germany
in more detail. (1) The seriousness of this crisis is
reflected in the following extracts in ascending order:
“The days of the present ‘grand coalition’ remake
appear thereby as numbered even before it has really come off the ground.
“A profound shake-up of its party landscape, alliances and coalitions is looming in its wake.
“(...) Seehofer's maneuvering against Merkel and the
SPD in government. The former would be envisaging a deployment of the CSU at a national level, in
preparation for a coalition with the AfD at the image of Austria's government of ÖVP (Kurz) and
FPÖ (Strache)”.
The latter analysis stems from The New York
Times and was written by Alexander Görlach – a
member of American think tanks. While Cinnamon calls him an “informed commentator”, he
rightly doubts that Seehofer’s aim is indeed to
form a coalition with the AfD, in what the German media have called an ‘Alleingang’ - a solo
action. However, Cinnamon's argument that Seehofer, in that case, would have been better off
leaving his ministerial post is questionable. With
Seehofer’s presumed position of a member of the
Merkel government wanting to overthrow this gov1) The first article here, as published on the AFRD blog:
http://afreeretriever.wordpress.com/2018/07/09/acomment-on-the-political-crisis-in-germany/
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ernment in order to present himself as a rightwing nationalist alternative to Merkel in subsequent elections, the major problem is that of
choosing the right moment. This becomes clear
when we compare Seehofer’s situation with Boris
Johnson's. Johnson left the government of
Theresa May on the grounds that, if he wants to
remain a credible person, he should not allow
himself to be further contaminated with May’s
course towards a “soft Brexit”. Seehofer, by contrast, can claim as his work the recent compromise that saved the Merkel government, for the
time being, and he has even succeeded in pushing
the CDU-CSU to the right. The problem with situations like this is that we cannot read thoughts,
that often electoral considerations prevail, even if
they conflict with other political interests, which
we might assume to be more important. There is,
however, no fundamental rationality underlying
bourgeois politics. As a ruling and exploitative
class that is in no way able to offer progress to
humanity, it balances between recession and war
like a trapeze artist over a rope that unfolds at
every shaky step, focused on the short term, only
to fall into an abyss none knows, the bourgeoisie
itself the least, in the long term. This metaphor is
in contrast to what Cinnamon sees as:
“the interests of the German bourgeoisie, its orientation towards the revival of the Franco-German
axis, without which the EU itself would suffer its
definitive shipwreck.”
On the other hand, he argues:
“a policy of ‘re-nationalization’, rabidly advocated
by the CSU leadership and its allies - and cheered
from the sidelines by the right-wing populist AfD (...)”
For the sake of simplicity, I accept this dichotomy,
even though a more refined analysis would most
probably find far more than two positions on the
desired orientation of German capital. The problem is whether, in the current confused situation,
it is possible to determine what is in the interests
of the German bourgeoisie. Cinnamon formulates
it cautiously – “it may be doubted” – but his
choice of illustration for his comment seems to be
in favor of an “Alleingang” by Seehofer which is
contrary to the German national interest.
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How serious is ‘re-nationalization’?
When we go back to the results of the Brexit vote
and the election of Trump, we also remember the
analyses that stated that both events were against
the interests of British and American capital, respectively, and even ‘weakening of the bourgeoisie’. It was later established that both the
British and the American bourgeoisies have now
turned both ‘accidents’ during the election circus
not only into a weapon against their deadly enemy, the working class, but even into a reorientation of their imperialist strategies. In the case of
the current German political crisis, caution should
be exercised in statements about the viability of
both the revival of the Franco-German axis and of
a policy of ‘re-nationalization’. Caution is required
with regard to what at the moment seem to be
positions based mainly on Seehofer’s electoral considerations, which otherwise lack any rationality.
In the case of an election victory, however, rationality comes after the event. The broad outlines
of ‘re-nationalization’ are already partly visible in
the objectives of those who bring about a right
wing orientation of the electoral circus and of the
policies of governments (whether right-wing, central or left-wing).
First of all, we see a propaganda, shared by the
whole political spectrum, of nationalism as the
ideology by excellence for capital to bind the
working class, and its inevitable shadow, xenophobia, aimed in particular at migrant workers, and
the portrayal of other national capitals not only as
competitors, but even as parasites and warmongers. Following up the anti-Islam and anti-terrorist campaigns, fears for war refugees and economic
refugees are being used to blame them for the deterioration in the labor market and social benefits
resulting from capitalist policies since the 1980s,
which are referred to as ‘neo-liberal’.
Secondly, ‘re-nationalization’ is in line with
what the petty bourgeoisie and the weaker sections of capital consider to be in their interest and
‘therefore’ in the national interest. The influence
that the petty bourgeoisie and of small and
medium-sized enterprises exercise within the
working class – think also of those subcontracting
workers who see themselves as ‘entrepreneurs’ and
not as workers – is used by big business to control
society and politics as a whole, but in this game
conflicting capital interests can temporarily cause
confusion. ‘Nuevo Curso’ gives a recent example

of this when it refers to the EU’s financial crippling of the southern European countries, particularly Greece. (2) In the media, the draconian cutbacks dictated to these countries were justified in
a racist way by reference to the supposed “laziness” of the Mediterranean workers and the supposed “industriousness” of, for example, the German and Dutch workers. The part of the German
bourgeoisie that believes that a certain leveling of
European finances is required in order to maintain
the ‘internal market’, which is indispensable for
certain large German companies, is now forced to
point out the advantages that the EU brings to it
– and ‘thus’ presents its interests as the ‘national
interest’.
Thirdly, it is significant to see that the ideologies
that work electorally in favor of ‘re-nationalization’ and that are mainly spread by a whole range
of new populist parties and similar groups within
established parties, from political and military ‘research’ institutions and ‘scientific’ blogs to outright hate sites, have so far been actively sponsored by lobbies from both the United States and
Russia.
The motivation behind this seems clear to me: until now, both superpowers have been striving for
an economically, politically and militarily weakened Europe.
It is indeed this choice that is concealed, however,
by the German political crisis, and not the one for
fewer or still fewer refugees: “yes” or “no” to the
formation of a European bloc under Franco-German leadership. The German bourgeoisie hesitates
between different orientations from the past and
what different fractions see as a future possibility.
The outcome of this choice is far from certain,
even if one might think that the German bourgeoisie – after two defeats in the World War! – is
once again being driven by economic necessity towards a more aggressive imperialist policy. In my
opinion, however, such an analysis is more vulgarmaterialistic than historical materialistic.

2) ‘Nuevo Curso’, June 30, 2018, Has “German Europe” exhausted itself? :
https://afreeretriever.wordpress.com/2018/07/07/hasgerman-europe-exhausted-itself/
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In social democracy, necessity was sometimes seen
as desirability. A reader who finds some of the
texts on which I am building, for example through
a search engine, could – quite wrongly – see them
as speeches in favor of building a Franco-German
imperialist bloc. That is because we sometimes
forget to present all our analyses explicitly from
the point of view of the working class and to patiently explain that the choice in favor of a
Franco-German axis or in favor of ‘re-nationalization’ are both not in the interests of the workers
and that our class has an independent, revolutionary and communist perspective.
Pannekoek points out that imperialism is in line
with the ideas of big business:

Illustration 3: A more serious historic "Struwwelpeter". For a change,
this one is not from the extreme right of capital, but its momentum is
getting lost. [F.C.] Struwwelpeter Museum - Frankfurt am Main.

“The economic necessity of imperialism”
In an article with this title, Pannekoek pointed
out in 1916 that both the idea of the economic necessity of imperialism and the rejection of this necessity were used by the proponents (Otto Bauer,
Lensch, Cunow) and the opponents (Rosa Luxemburg) of social imperialism as well. Without presenting all these views and Pannekoek's refutation
of them here, I shall confine myself to some of his
conclusions.(3)
3) See also in a more generally formulation: "If we apply Marxism to the present time, to the history we experience and
make, then the situation is completely different from that of
an investigation of the past. What happened in earlier centuries: social influence on men and the returned influence of
men on society, is finished; the series of influences, in which
the human spirit is an intermediary, is always completed
and the end result and original cause are clearly juxtaposed.
But the same chain of causes and effects in our time is not
finished; we are in the middle of it. Countless are the ways
in which society is in the process of transforming the human
spirit, without this having been manifested in a subsequent
act, or the cases in which a new reality has barely begun to
affect the spirits. Here it is therefore not yet possible to link
a social cause with a practical social result. (Pannekoek,
Historisch materialisme, 1919)

“Why is this imperialism necessary now? Not because capitalism would be economically ruined,
would not be able to continue without imperialism,
neither because domineering feudal militarist cliques
simply exist. It is simply because the big capitalists want this imperialism. They want it because
it is in their interests; because they earn a huge
amount from it. And they can, because they are the
most powerful and control the whole of capitalism.”
(Ant. Pannekoek, "The economic necessity of
imperialism" – only in Dutch - in De Nieuwe
Tijd , 1916, p. 282).
“We will not claim that (...) imperialism is (…) also
the most advantageous policy for the masses of the
bourgeoisie. This is difficult to establish. What is
certain is that powerful economic forces, which
stand out clearly, have pulled the majority of this
class to the side of imperialism.
In order to highlight the contradiction between imperialism and the old free trade policy, the first is
rightly referred to as the export policy of the iron
and steel magnates. But that is too narrow and too
limited. Producers of consumer goods also have an
interest in this policy.” (Idem, p. 283)
“The conflict of interests, which some [social-imperialist, F.C.] theorists construct between the means of
production industry and the rest of industry, as if
they were independent of each other, therefore looks
very much learned on paper, but is based on a completely outdated conception of the structure of capitalism. It does not at all take into account the true
modern development, which transforms all these
different capitalists – in spite of their internal struggles – ever more into one class, universally connected and mutually dependent on each other. Only
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by taking this into account it becomes clear why the
will of the concentrated big capital of banking and
steel works is also the will of the mass of the bourgeoisie; why the power of this big capital, that
wants and must want imperialism, is not matched
by any other power of significance in the bourgeois
world; thus why imperialism is necessary.
But then it is also clear – what the social imperialists do not see – that imperialism is only necessary,
i.e. inevitable, as long as the power of the proletariat is not big enough to overcome the power of
capital. As soon as the will and the power of the
proletariat rises above the power of the bourgeoisie,
imperialism is over, is no longer necessary.” (Ibidem p. 284/285)
Despite the fact that this is a retrospective analysis of the rise of German imperialism, these quotes
show that Pannekoek first of all recognizes various
fractions of capital, which I have referred to as big
capital and that of small and medium-sized enterprises, as well as producers of means of production and those of means of consumption. These
groups are articulating different interests and are
fighting with each other for dominance. In this
political struggle, the power of big business ultimately prevails. This is particularly the case because all these groups in the economy are closely
linked. In the present German situation, however,
I do not believe that such a completed crystallization of interests and dominance by whatever fraction has been achieved.

Changing geopolitical relations
In the present situation, there is no longer any follow-up of free trade policy by imperialism, which
the socialists claimed before 1914 in order to form
a front with the ‘peaceful’ part of German capital.
We are now seeing relative free trade … within the
economic bloc that makes up the European Union
and ‘free’ trade within the confines of ... the various international trade agreements, all of which
were and are determined by imperialist relations
and their changes. Since the implosion of the Soviet Union and the break-up of the Russian bloc,
imperialist relations have been dominated by
trends in different and partly contradictory directions. First, we saw the USA’s attempts to control
the world as a whole by calling for a threat from
Islam, by building changing alliances in vital regions, by reducing Russia's sphere of influence.
The economic toll paid by the USA for its role as

a global policeman is accelerating the economic
decline of the USA with regards to China in particular.
China is responding to the economic crisis with
the economic-military measures (the New Silk
Road) to promote its imperialist goals. In the
longer term, China is focusing on creating alternative international financial structures that should
make it possible to survive the collapse of the dollar hegemony. The Axis China-Russia is at the
heart of what could become a future imperialist
bloc against the USA.
Just as the Russian bloc disintegrated under the
pressure of the crisis and the burden of war, so
the crisis and wars have blown up several old alliances and made even disintegrate states into
chaos. The USA, which has responded to this and
further promoted these trends through the policy
of changing alliances, is now threatened by collapse under the same economic pressure. The
American bourgeoisie is using the Trump phenomenon to make contradictory attempts to change
its economic and military policy, and in doing so
revise its imperialist objectives.
Europe has a subordinate role to play in the trend
towards confrontation between the declining
power of the USA and the emerging power of
China. Europe has already had to give up its
domination to the USA in two world wars. The
USA is currently in a position to take advantage
of the contradictions within the EU to bind the
EU to itself despite the trade war. Germany is under heavy pressure from the USA, but its chances
of defending its imperialist interests by building a
military power together with France are diminishing. Ultimately, Germany will have to choose between the USA and the Axis China-Russia.

Germany blocked before the choice between
trade and war
Without further analysis, hardly any responsible
statements can be made about different parts of
German capital and the ‘will’ they express (Pannekoek), i.e. what they consider to be in their interests. We will have an idea of this if we realize
that German capital with relatively low armaments costs achieved a “high organic composition”
(4) in the period of the Cold War and the reconstruction of Europe and thus a strong competitive
4) See Wikipedia: Organic composition of capital.
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position. The high productivity of its capital provides German capital, in the form of super-profits, (5) with an enormous flow of globally produced value. The American bourgeoisie has partly
benefited from the same advantage, partly from
the Dollar, the world's money. Labor-saving innovations have only partly been implemented because US firms have simply been able to offset
their effects with defense contracts paid for in
Dollars. While the USA, China and Russia have
central states that equalize, where necessary, the
unequal economic situations between the states
and regions, the EU lacks a strong central authority that can to some extent level the financial and
economic disparities between the member states:
it is a currency union but not a political union.
Macron’s and Merkel’s plans to develop a European arms industry and a European army required such financial equalization.
With demagogic and petty bourgeois references to
the super-inflation of the Weimar period in Germany and racist statements that Germany would
not bleed for the ‘lazy’ Greeks, some parts of the
German political apparatus hoped to gain voices.
After the 2017 elections, this led to a stalemate in
the coalition negotiations in which the small ‘liberal’ FDP successfully resisted financial equalization within Europe. It is becoming increasingly
clear that Germany will have to choose from either of the two, continuing as a trading country –
for as long as it can – to benefit from its high labor productivity, or to commit itself, as the economic powerhouse of Europe, to the military (and
5) See Wikipedia: Superprofit and, on the ‘Arbeidersstemmen’
website: Fasen in de ontwikkeling van het kapitalisme,
een inleiding (in Dutch language only).

atomic) power of France. However, the opposing
forces of ‘re-nationalization’ seem to be growing
stronger and stronger. This will undoubtedly depend on an assessment of the real possibilities for
Germany to form a European bloc alongside and
against the United States and the Axis Russia–
China.

The international proletariat
The proletariat in Europe has no interest in a financial leveling by the EU that will only accelerate pushing the workers into war. Nor does it have
any interest in the persistence of economic differences between countries that divide their struggles
into struggles per country, in order to be attacked
and defeated frontally one by one. The proletariat
has no choice because taking position in favor of
whatever fraction of capital worsens its workingclass position. The proletariat has only one means
of power: its struggle as a working class for its
own interests, its internationalization and the establishment of the power of its workers’ councils,
that abolishes wage labor, the market and value.

Fredo Corvo, ‘Arbeidersstemmen’, 10 July 2018.
Source: De zigzag-koers van het Duitse imperialisme – Arbeidersstemmen, 2018-07-11:
https://arbeidersstemmen.wordpress.com/2018/07/11/dezigzag-koers-van-het-duitse-imperialisme/
Translation: F.C., July 11, 2018.
Proofreading and corrections: H.C., July 17, 2018.
Final version:
Illustrations: a) Picture from the
“Der Struwwelpeter” by Dr. Heinrich
Source: Project Gutenberg. b) Cover
ody “Struwwelhitler” (1941) for the
Relief Fund”. Source: Wikipedia.
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A first reply to Fredo’s proposition (H.C., August 9, 2018)
The main objective of my brief commentary of
July 9th on the AFRD blog has been to signal a
significant expression of political instability in
Germany that has taken the shape of a governmental crisis during its first 100 days in office. It
is concerned with the latter’s (possible) political
implications and consequences at a national level,
related to Germany’s general imperialist orientation and has, evidently, neither the pretense of
putting forward a developed analysis of the resur-

facing crisis on migration and refugees, (1) nor of
its possible implications at the level of (shifts in
and turnabouts of) imperialist alliances.

1) For an analysis of the 2015/2016 European refugee crisis,
specifically of the German state’s policies related to Merkel’s
chancellorship, I’d like to refer to the article From Welcome
to Farewell: Germany, the refugee crisis and the
global surplus proletariat by Felix Baum in the Brooklyn Rail’s Field Notes of July/August 2016.
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Whereas echo’s from the proletarian internationalist milieu on the aforementioned events in Germany are rather scarce, (2) Fredo Corvo has, to
his credit, not hesitated to publish the aforementioned article on the ‘Arbeidersstemmen’ blog.
Its first contribution, it seems to me, lies in focusing on the dilemma’s the German bourgeoisie is
confronted with at the level of its imperialist orientation, in the historical context of a chaotic situation at world level that has come to call into
question even longstanding strategic alliances like,
at present, the Franco-German axis. The latter
constitutes the corner stone of the European
Union as an economic, financial and trade zone,
but has never constituted an imperialist bloc, nor
a stable alliance in its own force, at that level.
Secondly, the article proposes an historical materialist framework for understanding the
present situation at world level, reconnecting with
the comprehension of imperialism that was developed by Anton Pannekoek, in retrospect on the
period running up to the First World War – “a
similar situation” according to Fredo. In line with
the developments by Pannekoek he focuses on the
“rise of Asia, and of China in particular” in the
present period.
Thereby the article certainly attempts to raise
discussions on the international situation beyond
an assessment of a series of seemingly singular
“incidents” or “accidents”, relating the latter to
the general characteristics of capitalism’s period
of decadence. It therefor merits serious consideration.
Having said this, I find some shortcomings and
mistakes in its assessment, specifically with regards to his assessment the German government
crisis, which I attempt to address hereafter. For
reasons of time and space, I intend to comment on
the deeper questions of an appropriate framework
of analysis (imperialist relations and alliances) in
a forthcoming text.
Affirming that the real choice facing the German
bourgeoisie is one between either a “yes” or “no”
2) So far, only brief references to the government crisis in Germany have appeared. For instance, in the context of articles
on Theresa May’s cabinet reshuffle accompanying the new,
“gloves off” stage in the Brexit negotiations, by ‘Nuevo
Curso’ and the CWO respectively: Brexit: el
estancamiento de una potencia decadente (Nuevo Curso,
July 10, 2018); Brexit – Ruling Class Strategic Chaos
Unleashes Parliamentary Pantomime (KT / CWO, July 11,
2018). The latter article can also be read on page 30.

to the formation of a European bloc under
Franco-German leadership”, and not “one for
fewer or still fewer refugees”, comes across as reducing this new episode in the crisis of the “European project” to that of a mere smokescreen, hiding ‘the real issue at stake’.
In this way any significance of this recent manifestation of the incapacity of the European powers to
bring forward any solution or even remedy to migration and refugee issues compatible with their
much vaunted “values” of ‘democracy’, ‘the rule
of law’ and ‘human rights’ – is overlooked, at a
time as this opens the door to a step further into
barbarism. This ever more blatant contradiction
may however constitute a factor in a process of
coming to consciousness on the dead ends of bourgeois rule among large swathes of the population,
fueling the search for an alternative.
Notwithstanding that Fredo agrees with the appreciation that the German coalition-government
has just escaped from an acute political crisis that
has risked its premature downfall, his article is
only marginally concerned with a specific analysis
of this expression of unprecedented political instability at the heart of Europe. In this respect, it
rather contents itself with the affirmation that
Mr. Seehofer can rightly claim to have obtained a
favorable outcome with his obstructionist maneuverings within the government, like “pushing the
CDU-CSU to the right” and that he may even
claim to have “saved” the government.
It seems rather questionable whether a “push to
the right” of the CDU-CSU alliance (rendering acceptable another sharpening of the state’s restrictive and repressive policies on migration and
refugees), would be a specific success of Mr. Seehofer’s. A more plausible assessment, it seems to
me, is that Seehofer and his cronies, surfing on a
more general repressive and anti-migrant campaign they have in large part fostered themselves
since the mass influx of refugees in 2015, (3) have
pushed their luck a bit too far by insisting on
“simply” turning registered refugees away at the
country’s borders without much ado.
Moreover, it seems likely that they have done so
without an adequate estimate of the effects of
3) From the campaign claiming that Germany has become a
“state of injustice” (Seehofer) by Merkel admitting this influx to the recent scandal about illegal asylum permits
granted through the Immigration Office BAMF and an intensely mediatized case of an Iraqi asylum seeker accused of
rape.
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their grandiloquent fear-mongering, making it
very hard to discern the CSU (4) from its rightwing populist competitors AfD. This latter appreciation is confirmed by its repercussions, like:
… the increasingly open resistance against the Seehofer and Söder gang and their likes within both
Christian democratic parties, which has already
led to CSU party prominence expressing disapproval and dire warnings; (5) resignations at the
CSU’s party’s base and the formation of a “Union
der Mitte” (“Union of the center”) across both
parties against their drifting to the right;
… the fact that the city of Munich has already
been the scene of massive civil rights demonstrations against increasing state repression and the
‘rightist’ turn taken by the governing CSU twice
in the course of the first half of this year;
… a discontent within the population about the almost exclusive attention for an issue that is considered as only a part of a whole variety of socialeconomic problems that urgently need to be addressed by the government, ranging from the
housing question via retirement benefits to problems in health care in general and the care for the
elderly in particular;
… consequently: national polling results for both
‘Christian democratic’ parties that not only suggest a first time loss of the absolute majority for
their coalition government with the SPD, but a
non-negligible damage to Merkel’s repute as chancellor as well, plus a free fall of the ratings for
CSU’s main protagonists: party leader Seehofer
and the Bavarian Prime Minister Sőder, the latter
vying for his reelection in October. Political parties that profit according to the polls are the
Greens and the AfD respectively. Albeit some of
the SPD ministers’ individual ratings are on the
rise, notably that of vice-chancellor Scholz, the
SPD as a whole does not seem to draw an electoral profit from its participation in government.
(6) As a “Jamaica” coalition has been ruled out in
the course of the negotiations following the parlia4) Employing demagogic vocabulary like “asylum tourism”;
“anti-expulsion industry”, complaining about Merkel having
(in 2015) permitted a “flooding of the country”, etc.
5) Among those within the CSU expressing support for
Merkel’s pro-European orientation against Seehofer has figured, for example, ex-finance minister Theo Waigel.
6) See for instance, the opinion poll conducted by Infratestdimap for the public broadcaster ARD at the end of July. An
updated overview of 7 regular national opinion polls can be
found on the web site http://www.wahlrecht.de .
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mentary elections of September 2017 there seems,
for the time being, no option available to the
bourgeoisie but to continue the painstakingly constructed Merkel-IV government, in spite of its bad
marks and at the risk of future outbursts of conflicts in its midst;
… disastrous polling results for the CSU in view of
the forthcoming regional elections in Bavaria on
October 14 (40% adherence at most), that announce the loss of the absolute majority this party
has held for decades in its home ground. All the
stunt work effected over the past months by the
CSU leadership has in effect backfired, leaving
this “conservative people’s party” deeply divided
without any remedy at hand.
Lending credit to the pretense that Seehofer has
“saved” the Merkel government sounds like crediting a raider for blackmail because he had let go
the stage-coach after the hold-up.
By contrast, the sole fact that a German minister
has openly challenged the authority and legitimacy of his superior in government, and subsequently tries to continue in more or less the same
way, strikes me as unprecedented in the country’s
recent political history, and requires an explanation in its own right.
Against the background of the current polarization in Germany around Seehofer & co., the question needs to be posed where real divergences on
issues of orientation and policies on migration and
refugees within this government actually lie, and
how they relate to the EU-project and the German bourgeoisie’s professed multilateralism.
As to my understanding, the argument in the article results in considering Seehofer and the CSU
leadership as protagonists of a realistic alternative
imperialist orientation for the German bourgeoisie. I am as unconvinced of this thesis as I am
incapable of, mutatis mutandis, seeing Jester
Boris as a proponent of a credible alternative for
the British bourgeoisie to Theresa May’s persistent attempts at damage control in face of its selfmade ‘Brexit’ debacle.
Hopefully, Fredo will give due consideration to
factors and repercussions pertaining to the national situation as aforementioned. Referring to
platitudes, like the impossibility of reading the
thoughts of protagonists, will not be of very much
help.

Henry Cinnamon, August 9, 2018
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Crisis – Conflicts – Struggles – Populism (I.)
The Dilemma’s of Capitalism apropos of ‘Trump’ and ‘Brexit’ (Introduction)
Trump and Brexit: A new economic and
imperialist orientation?
The arrival to power of Margret Thatcher in
England (1979) and Ronald Reagan in the
United States (1981) were indicative of both an
economic and imperialist turning point in the
early 1980s: economic with the end of post-war
Keynesiano-Fordist prosperity and the establishment of the neoliberal productive order; imperialist with the end to peaceful coexistence and the
relaunch of the Cold War aimed at bending the
Soviet bloc (“Star Wars”...). Combined with the
internal crisis in the Eastern bloc and its loss of
legitimacy following the mass strike in Poland in
1980, this offensive led to the collapse of the bloc
in 1989 (The “fall of the Berlin Wall”, gradual
fall of many countries of the Soviet glacis into the
American sphere of influence, etc.).
Similarly, one may wonder whether the election of
Trump and ‘Brexit’ in these same two countries
would not constitute a new turning point:
- An imperialist turning point, illustrated by a
resurgence of tensions between the United States
and its main partners: sanctions against Russia,
unilateral policy towards Europe on the Iranian
nuclear issue, etc., but also by a resurgence of allout war interventions: Syria, Iran...
- An economic turning point, marked by an unprecedented American aggressiveness towards its
main partners since the end of the Second World
War: unilateral protectionist policies, a desire to
reindustrialize and weaken its direct competitors
by explicit calls for the dismemberment of Europe, by economic and imperialist retaliatory measures against China (taxes on Chinese products,
revival of ties with Taiwan...), etc. Generally
speaking, we are witnessing a unilateral withdrawal by the United States and/or an implosion at its initiative - of multiple multilateral agreements of all kinds to replace them with new bilateral agreements resulting from an imposed balance of power: on climate, the nuclear treaty with
Iran, NAFTA, the Asian Pacific...
This reorientation of these two key players of the
international ruling class is all the more understandable as the latest economic crisis (that of
2008-09) marks a patent exhaustion of the neolib-

eral productive order that has now been raging for
nearly 40 years. Indeed, since 2009, the heart of
the capitalist economy has not really recovered,
while the next crisis is already knocking at the
door, despite the massive injection of liquidity
and an explosion of debt to try to support activity. In other words: are the policies advocated by
Donald Trump and Theresa May at odds with
the economic and imperialist logic of the neoliberal productive order and do they announce new
orientations, or are all these phenomena merely
the manifestation of an irrationalizing capitalism,
generating irresponsible political apparatuses that
would act even against the interests of the ruling
class at the heart of the great imperial powers?
This question is all the more legitimate as the political milieu, and in particular the Communist
Left groups – too much imbued with their political certainties, missed the neoliberal turn and its
implications in the early 1980s. We must therefore
go beyond the commonplaces we can read in the
very general positions of the internationalist micro
milieu: the current situation would be a “sign of
the seriousness of the terminal crisis of world capitalism in its decomposition phase”, “the mark of
a moribund social system” and/or “the choice of
the march to generalized war”, etc.
This question of a possible economic and imperialist reorientation is terribly complex, because it
involves a conjunction of factors – themselves
evolving and fluctuating – both economic, interimperialist and inserted in a given force relationship between the classes. It will therefore be a
question of trying to develop some guidelines at
the level of the crisis (its gravity, the competing
powers...), hegemonic tendencies on the international scene, and the state of the force relationship between the classes. To do this, we believe
that a pertinent answer can only be found within
a coherent analytical framework that provides
good keys for reading reality. This series of articles, the first part of which deals with the analytical concept of the productive order, will be devoted to the implementation of this framework.

C.Mcl., Controverses No.5, May 2018
Source: Crise – Conflits – Luttes – Populisme; Controverses
No. 5, May 2018: http://www.leftcommunism.org/spip.php?
article462 (French, further reading of part I)
Translation: H.C., July 30, 2018.
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Annex: Description of the major determinants of capital
accumulation for the four main productive orders
Manchesterian

Consolidated
Colonial

KeynesianoFordist

Neo-Liberal

1750 – 1850*/71**

1850/71 – 1933*/45**

1945 – 1982

1982 - Today

*

GB

**

Continent

*

USA ** Other developed countries

Productivity
(Offer)

Strong regarding the
past but weak in view
of the future: ca.
0.4% annual average
growth in GB (1760 –
1850).

More vigorous increase: ca. 1.3% per
year in GB (1850 –
1945).

Very strong increase:
USA 3%, Europe 4.8%,
Japan 8%.

Structural and continuous decline of productivity gains.

Real Wages
(Wage demand)

Diminishing or stagnating, representing
30% - 40% of the final
demand → necessity of
complementary precapitalist markets .

Constant increase at
an average rate of ca.
0.9% in GB, representing 45 – 55% of the
final demand → necessity of complementary
precapitalist markets
(colonies).

Very strong growth (2
– 3% per year). Wages
represent 70 – 75% of
the final demand → the
role of the precapitalist markets (internal and external) has
become marginal.

Decline of the wage
rate and tendency of
the real wages to
stagnate → need for a
third party demand.

Profits

Elevated because of
the rising annual labor time (from 2,670
to 3,470 hours in England between 1760 and
1825).
Profits obtained principally
from increase in absolute surplus value.

Elevated because the
differential between
productivity and real
wages increases, in
spite of wage rises →
Profits are derived
principally from relative surplus value,
following the slow
decrease of labor
time. Important enlargement of markets
(colonies and real
wages) increases the
mass of profit.

Elevated as consequence of strong productivity gains (due
to work chains and
continuous shift
work). The ensuing enlargement of the market (strong increase
of investments, of the
public sector and the
real wages) increases
the profit mass.

Elevated, following
the compression of the
wage rate, the end of
diminishing labor time
and the increase of
labor intensity.

Markets
(internal and
external precapitalist markets
included)

Pure capitalism’s internal markets are insufficient → need for
precapitalist markets,
firstly within industrial countries. Relative exhaustion about
1871 (1850 in G.B.).

The internal markets
(proper and precapitalist) are insufficient → need for
colonial precapitalist
markets (abundant in
1880 – 1910, but relatively saturated by
the end of this period).

The internal markets
of pure capitalism
are sufficient. The
precapitalist markets
have become marginal
in the developed countries, and little exploitable in the Soviet bloc and the
Third World.

A new logic : globalization of markets,
export of capitals and
development of a
‘third party demand’
(luxury goods, “financialisation”, indebtedness, savings reductions).

Accumulation
Circuit Completion

Unsold commodities
within ‘pure’ capitalism are sold on internal precapitalist markets in developing
countries: old aristocrats, merchants,
artisans, peasants.

The colonial markets
take over from the internal precapitalist
markets, which have
become insufficient
compared to the
global accumulation
needs.

The tri-partition of
the elevated productivity gains between
profits, real wages
and state revenues
(taxes) assures a parallel growth of production and markets.

Compression of the
wage rate and investments, compensated by
indebtedness, luxury
consumption, financialisation and savings reductions.

30

A Free Retriever's Digest

UK: Ruling Class strategic Chaos unleashes
parliamentary Pantomime
KT (ICT) apropos of ‘Brexit Hardliners’ leaving the British government
The latest ministerial resignations of David Davies, Minister for Brexit and Foreign Secretary Boris
Johnson only underline the complete confusion at the heart of the government and the British ruling
class in general. We have catalogued both this comedy of errors and what is causing it in previous art icles on the Brexit decision. (1)
To briefly recap, two years or so ago the Cameron-led Conservative Party prepared the ground for the
Brexit vote that ran contrary to half a century of British ruling class strategy. When Cameron immedi ately resigned, the Conservative Party retained its historic survival instinct and crowned its new leader
by “popular acclaim” rather than any democratic charades. As we publish this (Tuesday, July 10th),
after two years of sinking into the Brexit quicksand, Theresa May only remains Prime Minister because
her party is unable to agree a willing successor.
1) See: ‘Brexit 2018 – the Ruling Class Nightmare Continues’, KT, February 5, 2018; http://www.leftcom.org/en/articles/201802-05/brexit-2018-the-ruling-class-nightmare-continues

Britain – has finally raised a sceptical voice. How
is Brexit going to help “productivity” and access
to – so far nonexistent – new markets?

Until 2016 the British ruling class, despite its
well-known deep divisions on the issue, rode out
the insoluble economic crisis, firm in their
strategy of membership, albeit with certain qualifications, of the European Union (EU). By 2018
the global economic crisis threatens the biggest
tariff-driven trade war since the 1930s. The risible
decision to hold the EU referendum without a
built-in get out clause has left all the political
parties unable to agree an option best suited to
business and financial profitability.
They are caught in a kaleidoscopic chaos. While
Labour is paralysed by its own incoherence over
the EU the Tories are riven by the ambitions of
swollen-headed politicians play-acting about bulldog Britain re-establishing its rightful place in the
world. With the prospect of a no deal Brexit
looming, supply chains broken and import tariffs
beckoning, the CBI – spokesman of business in

While the British capitalist class focus on the
politics of a bear pit the crisis spirals around
them. USA’s “America First” policies have already
resulted in tariff wars affecting every area of the
world. Within the European Union, national ruling classes from Italy to Hungary and Slovenia to
Poland have allowed governments to raise their
own populist nationalist banners which challenge
the EU’s basis of internal free movement of people
and “shared sovereignty”. At the core of the EU,
the crisis also hits the German bourgeoisie, as the
historic CDU/CSU alliance divides around immigration bring Merkel to the verge of being ousted.
On the fringes of the EU, the settlement on the
island of Ireland between the ruling class factions
faces being shattered under the impact of
Brexit. (2)
Behind all this lies around half a century of a
deepening, insoluble global crisis of capitalist
profitability. Despite all the “lessons from history”
which were supposed to avoid another Great Depression and the trade wars that preceded World
2) See: ‘The Working Class Doesn’t Need Borders in Ireland or
Anywhere Else’, KT, March 19, 2018;
http://www.leftcom.org/en/articles/2018-03-19/theworking-class-doesn%E2%80%99t-need-borders-in-ireland%E2%80%93-or-anywhere-else
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War Two there are ominous signs of a new world
capitalist disorder, where the world’s working
class will pay the price. The working class in the
UK has no reason to support any of the factions
who are squabbling over Brexit. Wage workers
have no interest in the particular political and
economic framework of the structures which are
designed to get as much ‘productivity’ as possible
out of us for the benefit of capitalist profits.

Ruling Class crisis – real alternative is
Working Class self-organisation
Thus the British bourgeoisie has created a political crisis for which they have no easily deliverable
solution.
The squabbling between and within the political
parties will deepen over the coming weeks and
months. There are numerous possible options –
none of which will solve the divisions within the
British ruling class. Currently, they are trapped in
a situation where the factions are unable to generate a plan which can satisfy both the EU and
their own competing sets of followers.
As always, for those who want a sustainable, human future we have to argue for resistance to all
the siren voices which lead workers into the camp
of any of the bosses’ factions. The mass march for
a “People’s vote” on 23rd March was one effort at
dredging up a cross-class mishmash. It won’t be
the last. Populists of the right and left circle like
vultures to spread their quackery and deceit. The
Labour Party, as riven by Brexit divisions as the
Conservatives, remains a strategic option for the
ruling class to prolong their own agony and try
and enmesh workers into arguments none of which
are in our interests.
Hard Brexit or soft Brexit, bizarre Customs arrangements – whether achievable or not, “People’s
Votes” or second referendum, Tory or Labour
Government provide no escape from the bosses’
crisis or their efforts to make the working class
pay for it.
The problems facing workers in Britain will not
be solved by the British bourgeoisie fully retaining their position in the EU. Neither will they be
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solved by the ruling class totally scrapping all
links with the EU – or any of the endless scenarios between the two extremes.
What there is no doubt about is that the attacks
on our conditions of life will continue. Instead of
watching the Brexit pantomime we workers would
do well to turn to organising for ourselves to resist
the perpetual undermining of our standard of life.
This means first of all overcoming the divisions
that capitalism has nurtured so assiduously. In the
process it will also be necessary to throw off the
ideological and organisational shackles of the “Labour Movement” – the intertwined Labour Party
and Trades Unions and their countless emanations
and camp followers.
Fundamentally, Brexit is an offspring of the capitalist crisis which is not going to go away. The attacks on every aspect of life, from how we work
and how we live will continue. In this world of
plenty where a miniscule fraction of the population lives at the expense of the vast majority the
question is posed, “Surely there is a better, community-based way to organise who gets what?”
The Brexit fiasco is just one example of how capitalism is running out of plausible options. The
trajectory of the capitalist crisis will pose the
question to the rest of us, to the world’s working
class: how to find a more civilised way to live? It
is up to the revolutionary political elements who
already exist to organise and put forward a revolutionary alternative to the working class as a
whole. Those who share our perspective will not
be drawn into the bosses’ squabbles and diversions. There will be no quick fix. The Brexit crisis
highlights yet again the need for our readers to
work with us in the struggle for an organisation to
provide a clear understanding of our potential as a
working class to create a new truly human world
– a world based on satisfying needs not generating
profits.

KT, 10 July 2018
Source: Brexit – Ruling Class Strategic Chaos Unleashes Parliamentary Pantomime – CWO, 2018-07-11:
http://www.leftcom.org/en/articles/2018-07-11/brexit%E2%80%93-ruling-class-strategic-chaos-unleashes-parliamentary-pantomime
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Joint Work – a Method for revolutionary
Minorities to advance
On the exemplary effort of ‘Intransigence’ (USA)
In July the second issue of Intransigence was published with a surprise. This paper for North America,
appears to be the collective work of four organization plus some individuals: Gulf Coast Communist
Fraction, Internationalist Workers’ Group, Klasbatalo Collective and Workers’ Offensive.
Thereby Intransigence showed its capacity not
only to fulfill its aim to “regroup those individuals within the class who defend, without any compromise or hesitation, these internationalist and
revolutionary positions” but even to start a collective practical work between groups inspired by the
Communist Left. It was Battagla Comunista
that about 30 years ago was right to bring forward this perspective of joint work as a way in
the direction of the formation of the party, alongside a process of clarification and discussion of the
different lessons that several currents of the former Communist Left learned from the wave of
revolutions of 1917 – 1923. This practical work –
in this case concentrated on a paper, more or less
comparable to what Nuevo Curso does for the
Spanish language world – responding to the questions that rise in the class as a whole, and taking
position on the several, different and often contradictory answers that are given in class struggle,
offers a fruitful ground for clarification and discussion. But there is another condition for regroupment. Intransigence has not been the result of
pure will of some groups and individuals.
In its Editorial, Intransigence explains that this
regroupment came about in a context of rising
workers struggles, mentioning the struggles of
West Virginia schoolteachers, followed by their
colleagues in Oklahoma, Arizona, Kentucky, and
Colorado, by workers in the public sector all over
the USA. In Iran, France, Nicaragua, Puerto Rico,
and Venezuela Intransigence sees the possibilities
of a similar process in which the working class develops its struggles of defense against the deterioration of its living conditions into political independence and self-organization for the revolutionary conquest of power.

Indeed, it have always been rising class struggles
that forced revolutionaries to bundle their efforts.
We have seen this – on a higher level – when the
mass struggles of 1905 in Russia and the first reactions of the class against the First World war
forced Lenin, Trotsky and Radek to supersede
their mutual personal mistrust and to understand
what the proletarian needs were, in spite of all
their theoretical weaknesses. The same is true for
the (late) regroupment of revolutionaries in Germany into a Communist Party.
The basic positions that give Intransigence a
framework for its work, in their necessarily limited
formulations, seem to reflect the essential lessons
learned by the Communist Left. From the point of
view of the German-Dutch Communist Left however, position nr. 7 is astonishingly “Leninist” (in
the negative sense) in its simplistic biologic analogy, incapable to explain the complex processes
between the unfolding class consciousness and revolutionary minorities: “We advocate the establishment of a revolutionary party to function as the
nerve center of the class” (our emphasis). There
is a whole tradition in bourgeois science (f.e. System Theory), in Stalinism and in degenerated offshoots from Trotskysm and Bordigism that uses
this analogy to justify its idea of superiority of the
capitalist class or that of the Party against the
working class. In 1917 the Bolsheviks and those
who joined them had to overcome this idea, not
to be swept aside by history. This gives the confidence that Intransigence can overcome this weakness. As you may know however, Lenin found confidence not enough...

Fredo Corvo, August 7, 2018
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Foundation of ‘Emancipación’ (Spain): Statement of June 2018
» Within the background of the struggles for
“workers’ rights” that are emerging around the
world, and encouraged by the project of publishing proletarian ideas that began with “Nuevo
Curso” (New Course), a group of comrades who
live in Granada, [has] decided to form a revolutionary political group with the name of “Emancipación”.
Among a welter of progressive and nationalist organizations, our mission is clear, to present an internationalist and revolutionary alternative, a genuine communist alternative. “Emancipación” will
also seek to push forward the struggles and demands of the working class that we are convinced
have only begun to rise.
We start from the humble origins of a small group
of comrades, but we have in our hearts a gigantic
future, a future that goes beyond a decaying system that ties us to precariousness, social destruction and increasingly threatens imperialist war.
We have large-scale perspectives and there are
many projects we want to carry out in order to
promote the constitution of the working class as
an autonomous class and to make it clear to workers that a different future is possible.
For “Emancipación” it is very clear that the
emancipation of workers must be the task of the
workers themselves, for which we must equip ourselves with the tools to make it possible. For us,
the programmatic basis of these tools is clear and
well defined: internationalism and communism.
We must remember once again that these two fundamental pillars are inseparable. We are internationalists because we understand that the emancipation of the working class goes through an international revolutionary movement of the world
proletariat. We are communists because we aspire
to put an end to a world that leads the vast majority into poverty, precariousness and imperialist
war. We are communists because we affirm that it
is the workers themselves who will make the future in which they will disappear as a class when
they do away with wage labor. “Communism” is a
future in which work ceases to be a chain that
binds each worker to capitalist exploitation; but

becomes instead, the free development of each
person. The meaning of both communism and internationalism has been distorted and debased by
the heirs of the counterrevolution, who seek nothing more than to subordinate the working class to
the bourgeoisie and petty bourgeoisie, under nationalist banners. We say it loud and clear, the
working class must seek its independence from
those who want to use it for their own interests of
“nation building”, even if they wrap themselves in
red flags, because the national interest has nothing to do with the interests of the proletariat.
In short, we are undertaking the task of forming a
communist group with the aim of contributing as
far as we can to the autonomous organization of
our class, following a hard but necessary path. A
path that requires us to take a step forward and
recognize that the future belongs to us as the social class that produces on a daily basis all the
wealth that surrounds us. The working class is denied even its own existence, while the bourgeoisie
continues to accumulate capital by exploiting
workers. We defend not only the idea of the potential strength of the proletariat but also the
idea that the proletariat can place the entire economy under its management and turn production
for profit into production for human need. We are
told that nothing can change, that only by the
good will of the bourgeoisie can our lives be
marginally improved. We are told that workers are
condemned to subordinate themselves to others.
The propaganda of the ruling class draws us a
supposed reality in which they are the past,
present and the future. “Emancipación” says
that the domination of the bourgeoisie must be
ended, which will at the same time, be the emancipation of the working class.
Workers of all countries, unite and abolish
armies, the police, arms production, borders,
and wage labor! «

Emancipación, June 2018
Source: Welcome to “Emancipación” (Spain), July 10,
2018 (ICT) http://www.leftcom.org/en/articles/2018-0710/welcome-to-%E2%80%9Cemancipaci%C3%B3n%E2%80%9D-spain
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→ Continuation of “The bloody end of
Sandinism” from page 36.
In 1990 Daniel Ortega was defeated in the presidential elections. The following 15 years were
marked by a disastrous liberal and antisocial policy for the impoverished masses (famine and
poverty on the proletarian side, corruption and
rapid enrichment on the bourgeois side).
In 2006 Ortega was again elected president; although his program had a significant social component (healthcare, the fight against illiteracy,
etc.), he had made political agreements with
right-wing politicians and had taken a former contra as vice-president. To consolidate its power, the
Sandinista party relied on the Catholic Church
(the parliament passed a law prohibiting abortion,
including for therapeutic reasons) and employers.
Congratulated for its economic policy by the IMF
and international financial organizations, the
Nicaraguan government received substantial financial aid from the United States and cooperated
with it in various fields (1); this did not prevent it
from also receiving substantial aid from Venezuela
(in oil, equivalent to a quarter of the annual budget) and from taking positions at the international
level called “anti-imperialist" – entirely bourgeois
in fact – (diplomatic support to Libya and Iran,
etc.) but which were used to give itself a “leftwing” image internally.
The first years of the Ortega presidency were the
years of renewed economic growth. Foreign investment increased, attracted by low wages and a
business-friendly policy, reassured by a balanced
budget, fueled in part by remittances from emigrants to the United States (representing 60% of
the country's budget). Ortega was re-elected in
2011 and 2016 (in the latter case with his wife as
vice-president) – despite the deterioration of the
situation of the proletarianized masses, criticism
1) According to an official statement by the US Government,
“the Government of Nicaragua and the United States cooperate on law enforcement, combating drug trafficking, controlling migration flows, protecting against natural disasters,
improving trade and other matters of mutual interest”. The
same text states that “the United States is Nicaragua's
dominant economic partner, buying 51% of its exports, providing 32% of its imports, 20% of its investments, being the
source of 54% of financial remittances from emigrants (...)
according to 2017 figures”. See:
https://www.state.gov/r/pa/ei/bgn/1850.htm.

of the regime’s corruption or opposition to the
pharaonic project to break through a canal rivaling that of Panama ( 2); the sharp increase in abstention in these elections was undoubtedly proletarian in character.
But Trump’s election (the US government has reduced its aid from $10 million a year to only
$200,000, and it is threatening sanctions because
of Nicaragua’s open support to Venezuela), combined with Venezuelan economic difficulties
(which have led to a drastic reduction in its aid
and a reduction in Nicaraguan exports to that
country), and lower prices for agricultural products, have changed the situation in the last period. The employers and the government have
passed the economic difficulties on to the proletarians and the masses. The average real wage is falling, and poverty is such that 60% of the population could not afford the basic necessities.

No to national dialogue! Yes to class struggle!
The person responsible for the fate of the proletarians and the poor Nicaraguan masses is therefore not only Ortega and his clan with its corruption: the whole bourgeois class has inspired government policy and the Catholic hierarchy supported it to the very end. But today Sandinism
seems to have exhausted its usefulness for the
maintenance of social order in Nicaragua; the employers’ organizations, the Catholic Church as well
as the student organizations and others participating in the so-called “national dialogue”, have as
their main goal to prevent the generalized anger
against the situation from which the masses suffer, from taking an anti-capitalist orientation and
turning into a real insurrection. That is why they
preach pacifism against the crimes of the police
and the organized gangs of the regime and that is
why they advocate no other alternative than early
elections in a few months and are ready to sacrifice the scapegoat Ortega.

2) The agreement for the opening of this canal with a Chinese
company was shrouded in obscurity. It provoked opposition
from peasants who were located on the route of the canal,
opposition from those who suspected a vast corrupt enterprise, as well as that of the petty bourgeois nationalists
protesting against the selling off of land to foreigners. But
this agreement seems to have lapsed and the Chinese billionaire promoting the project has disappeared...
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But it is not new elections that can change the
situation of the proletarians and the exploited
masses; this prospect of new elections has no
other aim than to stop the current movement.
Only the proletarian struggle, on class bases, can
wrest concessions from the bourgeoisie. But to do
so, it is necessary to break with the lie of the interclassist union, which leaves the proletarians under the control of the bourgeois and petty bourgeois, and with the lie of the national union [national unity?, ed.], which only serves the capitalists.
The proletarians and the Nicaraguan masses have
been deceived by interclassist and national illusions during their long history of struggle against
imperialism and dictatorships. The bourgeois and
petty bourgeois continue the same work today.
In order that the victims of the Sandinista regime
will not have fallen in vain, in order that the gigantic mobilization of the masses will not lead to
yet another cosmetic replastering of the bourgeois
dictatorship, so that it is possible to put an end
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to misery, repression and exploitation, it is impossible to count on any “national dialogue” with the
bourgeoisie; and it will not be enough to replace
Ortega with another politician: it is capitalism
that must be fought, and the bourgeois state that
must be destroyed, by opposing class struggle to
national dialogue.
And the first step on this path is the work for the
constitution of the class organization of the proletariat, in union with the proletarians of the other
countries, who know the same situation as the
proletarians of Nicaragua.

International Communist Party, (‘Le Prolétaire’) June, 24th 2018

Source: The bloody end of Sandinism and the need
for a class struggle orientation – PCInt. 2018-0624;
http://www.pcint.org/01_Positions/01_03_en/180624_sandi
nism-en.htm

Editor’s notice
Past the editorial deadline we have received a call for “an international meeting in Kurdistan” by “militants in Iraqi Kurdistan”, of which translations in English, French and Spanish have been published by
‘Třídní Válka’ (‘Class War’) on August 14.
At present we are in disposition of relatively few accounts and appreciations of the class combats in the
Near and Middle East that have manifested themselves in Jordan, Iran and, finally, in Iraq as well, in
the course of this summer. (1)
The resurgence and extension of these struggles, about half a year after the first mass protests in Iraq
and Iran at the turn of the year, by which the proletariat has manifested its revolt against the conditions under which it is forced to survive, challenging the regimes in place and their imperialist policies,
has of course to be saluted.
Coming up against the drive toward a further spread of regional wars, economic crisis and repression,
they hopefully provide a forceful antidote against the ongoing slaughter of bourgeois conflicts in the region and beyond – like the war in Syria, the ‘Israelo-Palestinian conflict’ and the war in Yemen.
These movements should also serve as a wake-up call for the proletariat and its political minorities in
central and more developed sectors of capitalism.

A Free Retriever's Digest invites its readers to send in contributions for discussion on the situation
regarding this region and its perspectives, as well as replies to the aforementioned initiative.
The Editor, August 21, 2018
1) In particular I refer to two articles by an ICC sympathizer and the account published by Insurgent Notes indicated in the articles list section on page 8.

The bloody End of Sandinism and the Need for a
Class Struggle Orientation
‘Le Prolétaire’ (PC Int.) on the Protests and Repression in Nicaragua
As of mid-June, the savage repression carried out against protest demonstrations since April by the police, the military and organizations linked to the FSLN (Sandinista National Liberation Front, the ruling
party) throughout Nicaragua, had resulted in 212 deaths (including children and adolescents) and more
than 1,300 injuries, according to the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights (CIDH). The
protests began after the pension “reform” measure, introduced on the recommendation of the IMF by a
decree of President Daniel Ortega on 17 April.
Allegedly balanced, because it provided for an increase in employers’ contributions at the same
time as those of employees, this reform aimed
above all at workers who saw their pensions reduced by 5% – with retroactive effect. This reform, designed to reduce the social security
deficit, was in addition to the rise in fuel prices
and the fall in social assistance, measures implemented as early as 2017, which caused growing
discontent among the population as their consequences (increase in unemployment and poverty)
became apparent.
The bloody repression of the students who had
been the first to demonstrate against the attack
on pensions caused widespread outrage and set
fire to the powder keg. The demonstrations spread
across the country. The Catholic Church and the
employers’ organizations (COSEP: Consejo Superior de la Empresa Privada, Superior Council of
Private Enterprise), which until then had supported the government, condemned the repression. Ortega was therefore forced to announce the
withdrawal of the reform on 22 April.
But this did not disarm the opponents who continued the demonstrations: tens of thousands of
people, mostly young people, marched the next
day, April 23 in the capital Managua, as well as in
other cities of the country against repression and
in solidarity with students. The demonstrations
and roadblocks subsequently spread rapidly, while
government repression intensified, but without being able to break the movement that was generalizing and involving various sectors of the population: small traders, small bosses alongside proletarians, all demanding the departure of Ortega
and demonstrating under the national flag.
In mid-May a “national dialogue” was set up with
the support of the United States and the Organi-

zation of American States; but it was interrupted
after a few days because of continued bloody repression and the government’s refusal to accede to
some opposition demands.
On June 14 the national strike called by the
“Civic Alliance for Justice and Democracy”, a
gathering of student, employer, peasant and
Catholic organizations, was a great success, completely paralyzing the country.
Following the strike, meetings within the framework of the “national dialogue” resumed. The opposition, which has agreed to call for the lifting of
the roadblocks, is calling for early presidential
elections (a proposal made by Ortega himself).
*

*

*

Nicaragua, with a population of just over 6 million, is the poorest country in Latin America (after Haiti). It exports mainly agricultural and textile products; its main economic partner is the
United States, which is also the largest investor.
About thirty years ago, it experienced a powerful
popular revolt that ended the dictatorial regime of
the Somoza family (installed and protected by the
United States since the 1930s). The guerrilleros of
the Sandinista Front had taken over the revolt,
but to channel it and prevent it from taking an
anti-capitalist turn, practically limiting it to the
fall of the dictator. However, despite the Sandinistas’ openness to US imperialism, despite the
very limited nature of the Sandinist reforms (only
the large landowners most tied to the dictator
were expropriated), the Reagan government supported the armed struggle of the “Contras” (Somoza supporters) against the regime and imposed
heavy economic sanctions.
→ Continued on page 34.

The next release of A Free Retriever's Digest is envisaged in the first half of October.
Please send your notifications and contributions ultimately on Sunday September 30th, 2018.

