
The Falsehoods of the ICC – A Critique.
The contribution in this supplement challenges a fundamental programmatic position shared by several groups of the  
contemporary communist Left, in continuity with the beginnings of the III. (or Communist) International, namely that  
capitalism has entered its phase of decline as an historical mode of production since the outbreak of World War 1. It  
does so following the method that Marx applied in his (unfinished) magnum opus ‘Capital’, comparing the evolution of  
capitalism before and since 1914 at the hand of documented empirical data. These are summarized in a series of  
graphs and contrasted with the affirmations by one of the most outspoken protagonists of this (obsolete) position.

The following presents the third, and currently latest, chapter of this developing article. It confronts the proclaimed  
‘brake on the development of productive forces’ since the outset of World War 1 in the theorization of the ICC of capi -
talism’s decadence with their real development, showing that the latter’s view does not hold water, in particular with  
regards to the so-called ‘Third World’, of which significant parts (like notably China and India) have long since shown 
an economic development that was considered impossible. The text is supplemented by a table of contents; an exten -
sive list of quoted sources, and the author’s introduction situating the effort. In addition, the reader finds internet links  
to the online version, to its foundational study “250 Years of Modern Capitalism – A Reconstruction of its Dynamics” , 
and to a variety of statements it has given rise to.
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The national question before   1914
Another  area where  the  theoretical  framework of 
'decadence  since  1914'  is  in  direct  contradiction 
with the facts is that of the constitution and devel-
opment of new capitalist nations. In effect, the ICC 
platform states that :  “(...) in the ascendant phase of  
capitalism the nation represented the most appropriate  
framework for the development of capitalism, and the es-
tablishment  of  new  nation  states,  by  eliminating  the  
constricting  vestiges  of  pre-capitalist  social  relations,  
represented  a  step  forward  in  the  development  of 
the productive forces on a world scale  (…).” (1)

Certainly,  the  productive  forces  have  developed 
with  the  industrial  revolution  that  began  in  the 
countries of  Western Europe and North America. 
However, were we witnessing a  “a step forward in  
the  development of  the  productive  forces  on  a  world 
scale” before  1914?  Not  at  all,  because  the  first 
Euro-American countries would limit this develop-
ment to their geographical area and deindustrialize 
the  rest  of  the  world,  destroying all  potential  for 
competing economic growth,  as  the study on the 
250  years  of  capitalism (2)  that  we have repub-

1) Platform of the ICC, §10 - The counter revolutionary 
myth of ‘national liberation’  . 
2) 250 years of modern Capitalism: A reconstruction of   

lished  clearly  shows,  to  which  we  add  the  very 
telling graph below, whose data confirm this obser-
vation, since in 1750, 80% of industrial production 
was located in the world outside Western Europe 
and North America and only 20% in the latter two 
areas, whereas after a century and a half of ‘capi-
talist ascendancy’ (1750-1913), we are witnessing a 
spectacular geographical inversion in this distribu-
tion,  since  production  had  become  almost  exclu-
sively  concentrated  in  the  Euro-American  area 
(84%)  to  the  detriment  of  the  rest  of  the  world 
(16%)! In other words, the development of produc-
tive forces following the industrial  revolution, far 
from being “a step forward in the development of 
the  productive  forces  on  a  world  scale ...”,  re-
mained confined to the Euro-American area to the 
detriment of the rest of the world. Once again, the 
reality is strictly the opposite of the idealistic pos-
tulates of the ICC. This divergence in geographical 
evolution is at the origin of the economic bi-polar-
ization of the world between the so-called  Devel-
oped Countries and what will later be called the 
Third World.

its dynamics  , (Ch. 1 – 3, version of March 17, 2020).
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Graph 3.1: Distribution of the Manufactured Production in the World (1750 – 1913)

Source: Les mondes insurgés, Altermanuel d’histoire contemporaine, Ed. Vuibert, p13. The data come from: Paul Bairoch, ‘In-
ternational industrialization levels from 1750 to 1980’ , published in The Journal of European Economic History, n°11, 2, 1982.

https://afreeretriever.wordpress.com/topics/250-years-of-capitalism-a-reconstruction-toc/
https://afreeretriever.wordpress.com/topics/250-years-of-capitalism-a-reconstruction-toc/
https://en.internationalism.org/icc/200412/615/10-counter-revolutionary-myth-national-liberation
https://en.internationalism.org/icc/200412/615/10-counter-revolutionary-myth-national-liberation


Such a geographical inversion in the distribution of 
manufactured production to the  detriment  of  the 
Third World is not only relative but also absolute, 

since we are witnessing a real deindustrialization 
there before the First World War, as shown in the 
graph below.
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Source: Bairoch, P., 1997, Victoires et déboires. Ed. Folio, Volume III, p.860. 

Graph 3.2: Level of Industrialization per Inhabitant (1750 – 1995); UK 1900  = 100

Graph 3.3: The catching-up of the Asian giants

Source: Milanovic, B., 2020, Le capitalisme sans rival. La Découverte, p.260.
[GDP per inhabitant of China and India as percentage of Britain’s; 

GDP per inhabitant of Indonesia as percentage of Netherlands’; from the Industrial Revolution until our days. 
Sources: calculated from the Maddison Project (2018); GDP per inhabitant expressed at purchasing power parity, 2011.]



To this first  untruth about the  “development of  the  
productive forces on a world scale...”, the ICC states 
a second one by affirming that : “The most developed  
countries  showed  the  way  forward  to  the  other  coun-
tries, whose lateness on the scene wasn’t necessarily an  
insurmountable  handicap.  On  the  contrary,  the  latter  
had the possibility of catching up or even overtaking the  
former. This was, in fact, almost a general rule...” (3)

Everything is  wrong with this  statement  because 
the most developed countries before 1914 did NOT 
lead the way for other countries to the extent that 
they blocked the industrialization of the latter. This 

3) MC & FM: ‘The proletarian struggle under 
decadence  ’, International Review of the ICC, no. 23 (4th 

quarter of 1980).

blockage therefore prevented any catch-up for any 
Third  World country, a catch-up that was all  the 
more compromised because the gap with the  De-
veloped Countries only widened before 1914 (see 
graphs 3.2 and 3.3).

The development  of  the  productive  forces  before 
1914 shows a rule exactly opposite to that stated by 
the ICC and all the more so as it is after 1914 that 
we  are  witnessing  a  process  of  catching  up by  a 
good part of the  Third  World on the  Developed  
Countries as shown in graph 3.4 ... while the ICC 
platform decrees its absolute impossibility: “As cap-
italism entered its period of decline, the nation together  
with  capitalist  relations  of  production  as  a  whole,  be-
came too narrow for the development of the productive  
forces.”! This is what we will now examine in detail.
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Graph 3.4: USA and China – Relative Part of the Global GDP per country 
(1950 – 2015)

Source: Milanovic, B., 2020, Op. Cit. p.27.

https://en.internationalism.org/ir/023_proletariat_under_decadence.html
https://en.internationalism.org/ir/023_proletariat_under_decadence.html


The national question after  1914
In fact, the ICC’s theoretical framework on the na-
tional question is just as contrary to reality after as 
it was before 1914, since it states that: “The period of  
capitalist decadence is characterised by the impossibility  
of any new industrialised nations emerging. The coun-
tries  which didn’t  make  up for  lost  time before  World  
War I were subsequently doomed to stagnate in a state  
of  total  underdevelopment,  or  to  remain  chronically  
backward in relation to the countries at the top of  the  
sandcastle.  This  has  been  the  case  with  big  na-
tions like India or China, whose ‘national inde-
pendence’  or  even  their  so-called  ‘revolution’  
(read  the  setting  up  of  a  draconian  form  of  
state  capitalism)  didn’t  allow  them  to  break  
out of underdevelopment or destitution  .” (4)

After thirty years of Indian growth averaging 7%, 
after forty years of Chinese growth averaging 10% 
a year, after China has become the world’s indus-
trial workshop, with more manufacturing jobs than 
all  the  developed countries  combined  (see  graph 
1.8), after it has also overtaken US GDP in absolute 
volume (see graph 3.4) and has become the poten-
tial  challenger  to  US  hegemony  in  the  medium 
term, what should we think? Should we laugh or 
cry when the ICC makes completely unreal “theo-
retical”  statements  about  “the  impossibility  of  any  
new industrialised nations emerging” after 1914? 

But it is not only India and China that capitalism 
has been able to drag into its dynamics of accumu-
lation, it is also the case of a good part of Southeast 
Asia,  which  represents,  at  the  very  least,  almost 
half the world’s population! In fact, there are a sig-
nificant number of other countries belonging to the 
former  Third  World that  are  undergoing signifi-
cant  development  processes,  but  it  would  be  te-
dious  to  enumerate  and  examine  them  in  detail 
here.  Nevertheless,  there  is  one  that  is  worth  its 
weight in peanuts for this ‘organization’, and that 
is the case of Vietnam!

In fact, after the American defeat and the victory of 
the Vietcong in 1975, the ICC considered this coun-
try as dead and without any future: “Among a mul-
titude  of  examples  of  the  wars  that  have  taken  place  
since 1945, we can take that of Vietnam, which, accord-

4) MC & FM, Op. Cit., International Review no. 23 
(4th quarter of 1980).

ing to those who in the 1960s and 70s were demonstrat-
ing under the flags of the NLF, (5) would make it possi-
ble to build a new and modern country, whose inhabi-
tants would be freed from the calamities which accompa-
nied the  old Saigon regime.  Since  the  reunification of  
this country in 1975, not only have the Vietnamese pop-
ulation not had any peace (the old ‘armies of liberation’  
have been converted into an occupying army in Cambo-
dia),  but  also  their  economic  situation  has  got  
worse and worse to the point where, at its last  
Congress,  the  ruling  party  had  to  admit  that  
the  economy  was  bankrupt.” (6)  At  the  time  of 
writing, Vietnam’s growth rate had risen from 3.6% 
in 1987 to 6% in 1988.

The reader may think that  this  peremptory state-
ment could very well be a slip of the pen on the 
part  of  its  editor,  or  that  the  growth of  Vietnam 
was too recent to be certain. Not in the least, since 
the same idea can be found in many subsequent ar-
ticles in the ICC’s international theoretical review: 
“(...)  for  20  years,  the  Vietcong  confronted  first  the  
French  and  then  the  United  States  in  a  savage  war  
where  both sides committed the most  appalling atroci-
ties.  The  result  was  a  devastated  country  which  
today,  16  years  after  its  ‘liberation’,  has  not  
only been unable to rebuild but is increasingly  
sinking  into  catastrophe.”  (7)  However,  at  the 
time of writing (1992),  Vietnam's  economic boom 
had already been well established since 1988 (at a 
rate of 5% per year). Moreover, its GDP per capita 
had  already  increased  by  40%  in  sixteen  years 
(from 1975 to 1991 - see the graphs below), yet this 
‘organization’  still  claims  that  it  is  “a  devastated  
country which today, 16 years after its ‘liberation’, has  
not only been unable to rebuild but is increasingly sink-
ing  into  catastrophe.” The  doxa  of  the  ICC’s  posi-
tions is  decidedly stronger than the reality of the 
facts, which is what they call - no kidding – their 
‘scientific’ method of analysis!

5) The movement led by Ho Chi Minh, which was to take 
power in Vietnam when the Americans left the country. 
[ICC’s note]
6) FM, War, militarism and imperialist blocs in the 
decadence of capitalism  , Part 1, International Review 
no. 52 (1st quarter of 1988).
7) Adalen, “National liberation” in the 20th Century: a 
strong link in the chain of imperialism  ,  International 
Review no. 68 (1st quarter of 1992). 
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https://en.internationalism.org/ir/068_natlib_02.html
https://en.internationalism.org/ir/068_natlib_02.html
https://en.internationalism.org/ir/52_militarism
https://en.internationalism.org/ir/52_militarism


As the graph 3.6 below shows, Vietnam’s GDP per 
capita  since  1820  has  grown  almost  zero  before 
1914 and much more afterwards, reaching $6,062 in 
2016,  or  six  times  more  than  in  1975,  which  is 
equivalent  to  an  average  annual  growth  rate  of 
4.8%  over  four  decades:  enough  to  make  many 
Western leaders pale in comparison! Indeed, such a 
rate over such a long period of time is more than 

honorable  for  a  country  ravaged  and  almost  de-
stroyed by decades of wars, spills of defoliants, Na-
palm,  cluster  bombs,  etc.  -   all  things  that  have 
made entire territories unfit for habitation and cul-
tivation.  Moreover,  this  growth  rate  obtained  in 
‘decadence’  is  much  higher  than  most  of  the 
growths  known  for  developed  countries  before 
1914!
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Graph 3.5: Vietnam – Growth of the GDP (1986 – 2018)

Source: J.R. Chaponnière & M. Lautier, 2019, L’Asie du Sud-Est, Bréal, p.170.

Graph 3.6: Vietnam – GDP per inhabitant (1820 – 2016)



Theoretical framework and national liberation struggles
The ‘theory’ of the ICC is that any real national lib-
eration struggle (i.e. enabling a country to acquire 
real political independence, to free itself from the 
socio-economic shackles of the past and to develop 
economically)  was still  an open possibility  in  the 
19th Century but is now impossible after 1914:  “In  
the 20th Century, the nation has become too narrow a  
framework  to  contain  the  productive  forces.  Just  like  
capitalist relations of production, it has become a verita-
ble prison holding back the productive forces.”   More-
over, still according to this organization, every “na-
tional independence became a mirage as soon as the in-
terests of each national capital  compelled them to inte-
grate themselves into one or the other  [of the two] big  
imperialist blocs, and thus renounce this independence.  
The  examples  of  so-called  ‘national  independence’  in  
this century boil down to a country passing from one  
sphere of influence to another.” (8)

8) MC & FM, Op. Cit., International Review no. 23 
(4th quarter of 1980).

In order to judge the relevance or otherwise of this 
‘theoretical framework’ on the national question, it 
is  particularly  instructive  to  look  at  the  cases  of 
China and Vietnam, which were regularly used by 
the ICC to illustrate it. But the facts show exactly 
the opposite of its petitions of principle! Indeed, in-
stead  of  developing  during  the  said  ‘ascending’ 
phase,  these two countries stagnated before 1914, 
whereas  they  experienced  an  explosion  of  their 
growth during the said phase of ‘decadence’ (and 
even ‘decomposition’), that is to say the exact op-
posite of the idealistic postulates of this organiza-
tion (see graph for  Vietnam above and for  China 
below. (9) 

9) China’s GDP per capita was $741 at the beginning of 
the ‘upward’ phase in 1820; $881 at its end in 1913; $757 
just after the Maoist takeover in 1949; $1,384 when Mao 
died and $12,320 in 2016!

Certainly, if it is true that the accessions to political 
independence during the 20th Century were more 
formal than real, this has nothing to do with a so-
called ‘decadence and impossibility of national de-
velopments since 1914’, but derives from the dou-
ble economic and geopolitical bipolarization of the 

world that  locks any possibility of  significant  de-
velopments  outside  the  ten  or  so  countries  that 
have known the industrial revolution. It is in this 
sense that Rosa Luxemburg was right in relation to 
Lenin and the Third International on the national 
question, not by virtue of her theory of accumula-
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Graph 3.7: China – GDP per inhabitant (1820 – 2016)



tion or of the advent of a supposed ‘decadence’ af-
ter  the  First  World  War,  but  because  this  double 
geo-economic and geopolitical  polarization of the 
world has blocked any accession to a real political 
and  economic  independence  within  this  frame-
work.

However, if the ‘independence’ acquired by many 
countries during the 20th Century was more formal 
than real, it was nevertheless a necessary condition 
for being able to carry out real economic develop-
ment policies in some of these countries when this 
double  bipolarization  disappeared.  Thus,  while 
China  was  able  to  break  with  its  quasi-colonial 
domination  in  1949,  it  nevertheless  had  to  deal 
with  a  Soviet  alliance  until  the  early  1960s,  and 
then  open up  to  the  Western  bloc.  However,  de-
spite  this  dual  influence  and  imperialist  depen-
dence,  it  was able  to maintain a  relative political 
autonomy that allowed it  to break away from the 
Soviet bloc, first, and then to open up to the world 
market from the early 1970s, while maintaining a 
certain autonomy from the new American sponsor. 
This relative independence was one of the condi-
tions necessary  to  carry  out  a  vigorous  policy  of 
economic development from 1979 onward (reforms 
introduced by Deng Xiao Ping), a policy made pos-
sible  by  the  shift  to  neoliberal  globalization  in 
Western countries and reinforced by the end of the 
geopolitical  bipolarization  of  the  world  in  1989 
(collapse of the Berlin Wall).  The same is true for 
Vietnam:  although  its  independence  in  1975  was 
gained under the tutelage of the Soviet bloc, it nev-
ertheless allowed it to implement an economic de-
velopment policy that took off just after the implo-
sion of the Soviet bloc.

For the ICC, on the other hand, since any real polit -
ical independence would be impossible after 1914, 
it firmly placed China in the American imperialist 
bloc  from  the  mid-1970s  and  Vietnam  in  the 
other. (10) But then, how can this organization ex-

10) “They only include the two official military alliances and 

plain that the current polarization of the world is 
sharpened around the competition between China 
and the United States! Such an imperialist reconfig-
uration means ipso facto that China has been able 
to  emancipate  itself  from  American  tutelage  ... 
whereas the ICC decreed this emancipation impos-
sible!  When, how and why? This organization re-
mains  silent  on  all  these  questions.  The  fact  re-
mains that,  as far as these two countries are con-
cerned, if their national independence could not be 
put to good use until the end of the 1970s, it will 
nevertheless  constitute a tangible lever  thereafter. 
This  is  also  true  for  other  countries,  and not  the 
least, such as India (we will come back to this).

To understand that the national liberation struggles 
were a real  lure during the phase of double  eco-
nomic and political bipolarization of the world, but 
that they nevertheless constituted an indispensable 
basis  for  being  able  to  carry  out  policies  of  eco-
nomic development, as explained in the [aforemen-
tioned] study on 250 years of capitalism, requires 
a completely different  theoretical  framework than 
that of the ICC, which accumulates contradictions 
and inconsistencies!

thus exclude countries like China (which alone accounts for 
10.5% of the world total) which undoubtedly belong to the 
American bloc, whereas the only important Russian-bloc coun-
try which isn’t affiliated to the Warsaw Pact is Vietnam.” (FM, 
International Review no. 21, 2nd quarter 1980). And this 
is not a slip of the pen since this analysis is repeated in 
several articles including congress resolutions: “ (…) - the 
complete insertion of Vietnam into the Russian bloc;  - the 
growing integration of China into the US bloc.” (Resolution 
on the International Situation (1979), International Re-
view no.18, 3rd quarter 1979). Or still: “Thus, the sympathy 
of the Western bourgeoisie for Gorbachev finds its significance 
essentially in the new configuration of the world imperialist 
arena and not in any aversion to the Stalinist state. It suffices to 
be convinced of it, to remember the eulogistic articles dedicated 
by all the Western press to China when this last one was inte-
grated into the Western block after the war of Vietnam.” (‘Ré-
volution Internationale’  no.  185; December 1989)

The Four Curses of the ICC
In effect, to the impossibility of any development of 
new industrialized nations after 1914, the ICC adds 
three additional curses making this emergence an 
absolute and irremediable impossibility:

1. Stalinist  state capitalisms backed by the army 
in less developed countries would illustrate, on the 
political  level,  their  structural  weaknesses  on  the 
economic level. These Stalinist bureaucratic rigidi-
ties  would  constitute  shackles  to  their  develop-
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ment, shackles imposed by the decadence of capi-
talism. (11) 

2. Unlike the mixed-economy state capitalisms of 
Western  Europe  and North America,  which  offer 
more flexibility and performance on the economic 
level, Stalinist state capitalism is intrinsically ineffi-
cient, unreformable and can only implode, like the 
Eastern bloc in  1989 and the USSR shortly there-
after. (12) 

3. The saturation of the world market and the eco-
nomic crisis since the 1970s would no longer offer 
any significant possibility of development for these 
Stalinist or ex-Stalinist state capitalisms:  “Today, by  
contrast, any development in the East of a competitive  
industry would inevitably be confronted with the gen-
eral saturation of the world market. As was already the  
case  during the  1970s  with  the  “Third  World”  coun-
tries, Western credits aimed at financing such a devel-
opment in the Eastern countries could only result in a  
further swelling their debt, consequently increasing still  
further  the  weight  of  debt  on  the  whole  of  the  world  
economy.” (13)

11) Read the ICC’s pamphlet on the collapse of Stalinism. 
(Online in French: Effondrement du Stalinisme  ). 
12) Idem.
13) Source: Resolution: The International Situation (June 
1990)  , International Review no. 63, 4th quarter 1990.  

What is the reality? First of all, when this theory of 
‘Stalinism only capable to implode’  – because in-
herently  weak  and  unreformable –  was  put  for-
ward in 1989, it was already outdated, as the Stal-
inist-military regimes in China, Vietnam and Laos 
had been in the process of reform and growth [al-
ready] for a decade! Despite these formal denials, 
the ICC nevertheless wrote its  ‘Theses on Stalin-
ism’ and a plethora of ‘forecasts’  announcing the 
certain  implosion  of  all  the  remaining  Stalinist 
regimes,  but  this  is  still  not  the case  thirty years 
later!  Of course,  Cuba and North Korea have not 
reformed (or very little) and are still economically 
in a bad way, but countries that are much more im-
portant  and populated – such as  China,  Vietnam 
and Laos – formally contradict the ‘analyses’ of the 
ICC, since these are regimes that accumulated the 
four  curses  that  it  enunciates,  and  yet,  not  only 
have they been able to reform, but also to experi-
ence  a  very  sustained growth over  four  decades! 
Moreover, whereas Laos corresponded to the typi-
cal case of the ICC condemning it to a sure decom-
position and that  this  country also knew the sad 
‘privilege’  to  be  the  most  bombed  country  of  all 
human history (the USA poured there more than 
one ton of bombs per inhabitant, yes, one ton!) and 
well,  in spite of all  these curses, this country has 
spectacularly risen up as  illustrated by the graph 
below!
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Graph 3.8: Laos – GDP per Inhabitant (1950 – 2016)

https://en.internationalism.org/content/3304/resolution-international-situation-june-1990
https://en.internationalism.org/content/3304/resolution-international-situation-june-1990
https://fr.internationalism.org/brochure/stalinisme


Then, again in contrast to the ICC’s ‘learned prog-
nostications’ of ‘inevitable social, economic and po-
litical  decomposition’  and  the  impossibility  of  a 
“development of a competitive industry in the countries  
of  the  East” because  they  “would  inevitably  be  con-

fronted with the general saturation of the world market” 
(ibid), it is clear that some of them, such as Poland, 
the  former  Czechoslovakia  and  Hungary,  have 
been doing much better  than all  the other  devel-
oped countries since the 1990s (see graph 3.9)!

Finally, if today the ICC is obliged to consider this 
major  fact  that  it  ignored  for  nearly  forty  years, 
namely the economic rise of China as a major in-
dustrial  power,  when  such  a  possibility  was  de-
creed  to  be  totally  impossible, (14)  on  the  other 
hand, it still plays dead on all the other gaps in its 

14) Forty years of denial of reality, which is quite a feat for 
an organization that prides itself on being at the forefront 
of theoretical research! However, despite this acknowledg-
ment of China’s current economic successes, this denial 
persists because the ‘explanatory’ elements put forward 
do not challenge any of the ICC’s past analyses, and 
worse, they add gaping holes to its theoretical presupposi-
tions. We will come back to this in more detail in another 
contribution. 

analyses: the impossibility for Stalinism to reform 
itself,  its  inevitable  implosion,  its  congenital  eco-
nomic weakness, the economic emergence of other 
countries than China... And the term ‘gaping holes' 
is  still  very indulgent because,  if  we look closely, 
the reality is  strictly the opposite of its  theory of 
the four curses, since the strongest current growths 
are all the result of reformed Stalinist regimes rely-
ing on  the  army and achieved within  the  frame-
work of an unfavorable world economic context for 
several  decades,  and  even of  ‘decomposition’  ac-
cording to the ICC. Moreover, these growths are all 
much  higher  than  those  of  before  1914,  and  are 
spread over some forty years! A trifle! Decadence 
since 1914 you say?
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Graph 3.9: GDP per inhabitant of three East European countries (1946 - 2016)



The National Question and the ICC’s theory of accumulation 
in face of the facts

To conclude with, it is also necessary to underline 
another major inconsistency in the ICC’s ‘theoreti-
cal corpus’, namely the formal denial of its Luxem-
burgist theory of capital accumulation by the cur-
rently emerging countries. The latter postulates the 
need for an ever-increasing number of pre-capital-
ist markets in order to ensure growth. Now, since 
these markets were declared relatively insufficient 
on a world scale in 1914 to explain the opening of a 
period of ‘decadence of capitalism’, of a brake on 
the development of the productive forces, how can 
this  organization  explain  the  strong  economic 
growth  –  much  stronger  than  before  1914  –  ob-
served in certain Eastern countries for more than 
twenty-five  years,  in  many  Asian  countries  for 

three or four decades and even in certain African 
countries  more  recently?  Indeed,  it  will  be  very 
difficult for them to find in the heap of ruins, scrap 
metal, defoliants, anti-personal bombs and chemi-
cal products that have sterilized a good part of the 
agriculture  during  decades  in  Vietnam  and Laos 
the mass of pre-capitalist markets necessary to ex-
plain  the  economic  development  of  these  two 
countries? The same is true – and more particularly 
– in China, because, contrary to the European An-
cien Régime which constituted a real pre-capitalist 
sphere allowing to sell a part of the goods resulting 
from the industrial  revolution,  post-Maoist  China 
is  not  at  all  in  the  same configuration  since  this 
regime ruined the countryside and employed a ma-
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Graph 3.10: Growth of the GDP per Inhabitant of China, Vietnam and the USA 
(1990 – 2016)

Source: Milanovic, B., Op. Cit, p. 119.
[Growth rates of the GDP per inhabitant in China, Vietnam and the USA from 1990 to 2016. 

The growth rates are calculated in real terms, based on the US-Dollar in 2011, at purchasing power parity. 
Source: World Bank, World Development Indicators, version 2017.]



jority of peasants in collective farms. As Mao said 
about his policy:  “Two big mountains weigh heavily  
on the Chinese people. One is imperialism, the other is  
feudalism.  The  Chinese  Communist  Party  has  long  
since decided to destroy them.” (15) If there is one eco-
nomic category that Maoist Stalinism has particu-
larly ruined, it is that of pre-capitalist markets.

Asserting  much  stronger  economic  growth  in 
‘decadence’  when  there  are  relatively  fewer  pre-
capitalist  markets  than  in  ‘ascendancy’  is  totally 
contrary to the analyses of the ICC. The latter can-
not at the same time assert that there was a brake 
on the development of the productive forces after 
the First World War, as a result of a relative insuffi-
ciency of pre-capitalist  markets,  and,  at  the same 
time, claim that the latter remain sufficient only to 
explain higher growths in ‘decadence’! 

Moreover, let us recall  that Marx, after numerous 
scientific  readings  on  several  non-European  soci-
eties, including China, had expressly restricted his 
theory of primitive accumulation to the European 

15) ‘How Yukong Moved the Mountains’ , Mao’s speech 
delivered on June 11, 1945 at the 7th Congress of the Chi-
nese Communist Party.

area. Therefore, to try to explain China’s develop-
ment by primitive accumulation and the pattern of 
pre-capitalist markets is totally contrary to Marx’s 
analysis and to the most elementary realities.  But 
the ICC does not care about this,  because it  does 
not hesitate to extend these mechanisms of primi-
tive accumulation to the whole world in order to 
“explain” growths that it had always claimed to be 
impossible since the First World War! Understand 
this who can! Thus, the patches that the ICC tries 
to apply to its ‘theoretical framework’ in order to 
mask  its  punctures  only  weaken  it  further  and 
make it completely ridiculous.

By  pretending  to  make  a  work  of  analysis  and 
deepening of Marxism, while it only makes its the-
oretical  schemes  prevail  over  the  reality  of  the 
facts, the ICC reveals itself as political impostors.

C.Mcl., November 6, 2020.

Source:  Les impostures du CCI (Courant Communiste International), 
III. Les quatre malédictions du CCI sur la question nationale

Translation: H.C., June 7, 2021 Source references: July 4, 2021.
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Article Introduction by the Author
Formally the ICC defends a series of pertinent political positions like the capitalist nature of all countries  
that have pretended to be ‘socialist’ – or still do so; the institutional integration of so-called “left” organi -
zations, including the trade unions; the outdated character of “revolutionary parliamentarism”; self-man-
agement as self-exploitation of the waged workers, etc.

However, the theoretic framework that supports them is completely obsolete, because it frontally contra-
dicts the facts; it is anachronistic according to historical materialism and beyond the Marxist critique of po -
litical economy. It results in a sum of explanations without objective foundations; in reality idealist ones.

As a consequence, it implies dangerous political aberrations, for instance on the immediate struggles and 
the so-called impossibility to obtain real and sustainable reforms since 1914;  (1) the impossibility of real 
national developments in the 20th Century; an idealist conception of human nature and morals;  (2) pro-
ductivist visions of historical materialism; (3) not taking into account objective divisions within the work-
ing class, whose origins are not specific of class societies (like for example gender); an idealized vision of  
the first societies…

Consequently, this theoretical framework has to be replaced by a corpus with really scientific foundations,  
one that establishes a new coherent whole in which material reality and theory are conjugated and re -
spond to one another.

This implies to amend certain basic positions of the ICC (4) in the light of the evolution of Capitalism, like 
on the national question, or the place occupied by the reformist forces since the First World War and the  
defeat of the insurrectional movements from 1917 to 1923.

Moreover, two positions of the ICC are only stated without really being defended by it, like the non-substi -
tution of the workers’ councils by the party, and the respect of non-violence when deciding on divergences  
within the working class.

Finally, numerous questions are either absent from its basic corpus or are only marginally treated, albeit  
they are crucial: gender, human nature, the relationship with nature, new technologies, the changes in the  
composition of the proletariat, the period of transition, ecology, etc.

Our objective here is not to develop all these points, that will be treated in subsequent contributions, but  
only to treat the first one, in order to demonstrate the incoherence of its basic credo – the decadence of  
capitalism since 1914 – in its version inherited from the Gauche Communiste de France  (5) since the Sec-
ond World War, and which, essentially, has not changed one iota. Well, this framework, which at the time 
already was shaky on many points, is totally outdated today.

C.Mcl., August 2019.

1) Cf. C.Mcl., How to understand ‘May 1968’ in France?   (Abridged version, September 23, 2018, also in ‘A Free Re-
triever’s Digest’ Vol.2#5, October – November 2018). The full version appeared in French on May 11, 2018 at the ‘Con-
troverses’ website: Mai 68 : la signification des luttes de 1966 à 1972  , and in ‘Controverses’ no. 5, May 2018.
2) Cf. C. Mcl., Morale et matérialisme historique – Ière partie   (‘Controverses’ no. 2, September 2009); currently only 
available in French.
3) Cf. Matérialisme historique et dialectique – La société se complexifie-t-elle au cours du temps?  in 
Controverses No. 5, May 2018   (“Historical and dialectical materialism – Does Society become more complex over 
time?”); currently only available in French.
4) Cf. Basic Positions of the ICC  .
5) Cf. Gauche Communiste de France (1944-1952)   (French)
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Extracts from the previous chapters
«No civilization has lasted forever, they all have known a phase of expansion and one of decline, and there is ev -
ery reason to think that the same goes for capitalism. Like with all past modes of production, its obsolescence is  
inscribed in its contradictory dynamic. In this way Marx has considered at least at four occasions that capitalism 
had reached its apogee but, at the end of his life, Engels concluded that they both have been mistaken, estimat -
ing that this system still had a long future before it: “History has wronged us and all who thought alike. It has made it  
clear that the level of economic development on the continent at that time was far from mature enough for the elimination  
of capitalist production; it has proved this through the economic revolution which has gripped the entire continent since  
1848.” […] “If even this mighty army of the proletariat has still not reached its goal, if, far from achieving victory with a  
great blow, it has to advance slowly from position to position in a hard, tough struggle, this proves once and for all how im -
possible it was in 1848 to conquer social transformation by simple surprise.”

This diagnostic of obsolescence of capitalism has nevertheless been taken up by the III. International and several  
of its fractions, and it is this theoretical foundation that the ICC has adopted to articulate its political positions:  
“Since the First World War, capitalism has been a decadent social system.”  With the human and material destruction of 
the two world wars and the slowdown of growth from 1914 to 1945, this analytical framework, postulating a  
brake on the development of the productive forces, could still be defended just after the second world war, and  
even until the 1970s for certain characteristics, since capitalism has always shown itself incapable of developing  
the majority of the countries and of the population of the planet. This is no longer the case ever since, as the arti -
cle  ‘250 years of modern capitalism’ develops in a deepened way, on which we rely for the development of the 
polemical elements that are analyzed hereafter.» (From CHAPTER I: A BRAKE ON THE PRODUCTIVE FORCES SINCE  
1914 – OR THEIR ACCELERATION?)

«For the ICC, the ‘ascendant’ period of capitalism permitted “winning real and lasting improvements in living con-
ditions from a prosperous capitalism (…) But this situation changed radically at the dawn of the 20 th Century. (…) hence-
forward, the struggle for progressive and lasting improvements within this society no longer had any meaning. Not only  
could a capitalism at the end of its tether not concede anything, but its convulsions began to destroy a number of the gains  
made by the proletariat in the past. Faced with a dying system, the only real gain the proletariat could make was to destroy  
the system.”

These are strong assertions that deserve, at the very least, to be seriously objectified, as they are so contrary to  
everyone’s perceptions. Objectivations that are all  the more imperative from the point of view of immediate  
struggles and militant orientations since the ICC affirms that “the struggle for progressive and lasting improvements  
within this society no longer had any meaning” and that therefor “the only real gain the proletariat could make was to  
destroy the system.” However, as the ICC has never put forward any serious validation of its claims in almost half  
a century of its existence,  it will  be necessary here to examine the accuracy of  these assertions (…)» (From:  
CHAPTER II: A HALT TO REAL AND SUSTAINABLE REFORMS AFTER 1914 – OR THEIR  ACCENTUATION?)

A Free Retriever's Digest Vol.5#3 Supplement, August 22, 2021

A Free Retriever’s Digest aims at presenting articles and publications that are relevant for discussions within the internation-
alist 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, critiques and a space for discussion. To this aim it maintains a website and issues a periodical re -
view. 
The contributions express the views of their authors. Their publication is at the discretion of the editor. They may be freely  
adopted if correctly quoted and with their source reference. A notification thereof is highly appreciated. 
Readers are invited to send in notifications of publications, abstracts and reviews of relevant books, articles or texts, and presenta -
tions at discussion meetings. Contributions should be written in English. For articles a maximum of 3,000 words is observed; dis-
cussion texts should be limited to 1,500 words. Included bibliographical references and internet links need to be exact.
Incidentally, historical texts and articles of particular relevance are eligible for publication as a supplement. 
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