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What distinguishes our Party is the political continuity which goes from Marx to Lenin, to the foundation of the Communist
Party of Italy (Livorno, 1921); the struggle of the Communist Left against the degeneration of the Third International, against
the theory of “socialism in one country”, against the Stalinist counterrevolution; the rejection of the Popular Fronts and the
Resistance Blocs; the difficult task of restoring the revolutionary doctrine and organization in close interrelationship with the

proletarian class, against all personal and electoral politics.

Dead proletarians have no
fatherland

The proliferation and intensification of the conflicts between

imperialisms in areas such as the Middle and Far East, Africa and
Europe itself (we won’t repeat once again the list of explosive situations or
those already in flames) are sparking off repercussions on all levels. “Public
discourse” (or ideological mobilisation) related to the need for “European
rearmament” is stepping up, since — as Charles Michel, President of the
European Council has recently had reason to declare — “if we want peace,
we must prepare for war.” Words and expressions like “escalation”,
“war economy”, “defending our trade routes”, when referring to specific
episodes such as the war in Ukraine or the tense situation in the Red Sea,
are more and more frequently heard, so that the fatigued ears of Holy
Public Opinion can gradually get used to them. Moreover, more in detail,
the prospect of an approaching third world war (the inevitable outlet for
this mode of production and its profound crisis of over-production since
the conclusion of the cycle of expansion following the end of the second
world war) brings dangerously to the surface the contradictions implicit
in all positions that fail to identify with revolutionary Marxism or — worse
still! — proclaim they do, only to betray it by their actions.
The ideological preparation for initially imperialist and later inter-
imperialist warfare also comprises slogans and strategic-tactical trends
which are in fact the prelude and allusion to a total abandonment of class and
internationalist orientation. The interminable Special Military Operation in
Ukraine, which sees NATO and Russia on opposing sides, and the umpteenth
massacre by the State of Israel in the Gaza Strip (with all its percussions on
immediately adjacent and further-off areas) have again raised the ghost of
“national issues”. And this is what has caused the disastrous free-fall of
many “leftwing” formations into the infamous trap of “national unity’”” under
the most varied of pretexts, making the most contorted efforts to scale the
slippery (and bloody, with proletarian blood!) slope of social-chauvinism.
We, on the contrary, say that the proletariat must no longer help carry the
burden of residual nationalisms, under the delusion that, “carried forward
democratically to its logical conclusion”, they may become the launching
pad for the socialist revolution (the Northern-Irish/Basque/Catalan/Slav/
Palestinian/Kurdish/Chechen/Ukrainian, etc. issues). These, on the contrary,
are authentically cancerogenous residues, toxic and potentially lethal. There
are no longer “oppressed peoples or bougeosies” from other historical phases
to support in their “right to self determination” or “separation”, in order to
accelerate the progress of the proletarian revolution: both quantitavely and
qualitatively, the problem is now out of time and out of place.
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This doesn’t mean that petit-bourgeois uprisings cannot
set off timid, more or less violent and contingent
struggles, due to locally created contradictions, in the
course of inevitable occupations and operations during
warfare. But the causes are to be found elsewhere. The
cause of the first world conflict was not to be found in the
Balkans, with their tangle of fictitious ethnic entities; and
nor was the second caused by uncertain borders between
Italy, Poland, France, Chechenia, Austria, but by far
more complex, destructive forces that had accumulated
in the caveaux of the imperialist powers. Since then, the
putrefaction of a society based on profit and exploitation,
on reaching its highest point, has merely continued
full speed ahead, building up explosive tension on the
one hand and on the other fuelling the most infamous
recovery of counterrevolutionary positions. And over
the span of the past few decades, it has never ceased to
cause the most dramatic massacres of proletarians all
over the world: in particular, clearly, in the Middle East,
where the Palestinian proletariat has continued to be the
hostage and sacrificial victim of imperialist interests in
the area, surrounded by the cynical and instrumental
indifference of all the bourgeoisies, Arab (including
Palestinian) first and foremost.

The proletarian dead have no fatherland. We must work
so that the living and struggling proletarians proclaim
and claim decidedly that they have no fatherland, and act
consequently! We repeat: the cycle of the national and
anti-colonialist revolutions has been over for fifty years
now. To keep it alive by brandishing residual or inexistent
cases of “national self determination” or ‘“national
claims” as bridges towards the “socialist revolution” (!),
superimposing “class wars and national wars” (!), “wars
of liberation”, or of “resistence to the oppressor”, means
precipitating into the grimmest betrayal of our class’s
preparation for the proletarian and communist revolution.
It means travelling once again the path of Menshevism —
that Menshevism which, with all its offshoots (maoism,
third-worldism, common-frontism, campism, etc.), goes
by the name of Stalinism.

For our militants, our sympathizers and avid readers
and above all for future generations of proletarians,
what remains unchanged is the task of handing down an
internationalism that is not proclaimed but practised,
the central component of the communist programme, a
prospect to be practised, organised, directed in the here
and now. An internationalism that is not a generic and
humanitarian “appeal to peoples and to human beings
of good will” but hard work, combative and combating,
to restore the revolutionary organ, pulverised by the
most obscene of counter-revolutions which, by weaving
together democracy, Nazi-fascism and Stalinism, has
ever struck the proletarian and communist movement in
all its history. We do not have “fatherlands” or “nations”
to conquer, defend or support, or to mobilise for: we have
before us the duty (not moral but historical) to launch and
guide our proletarian class (which is starting to struggle,
albeit in a disorderly manner, beneath the pressure of
the economic crises, State repression, slaughters on all
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battelefronts, led by the various ferociously warring
imperialisms) along the path that leads it far from
them and above all against them. The sirens that wish,
instead, to delay it and delude it that there are short-cuts,
abbreviations, alternative roads of all varieties, anything
to avoid the difficult classist and internationalist path,
must be fought against as class enemies.

Faced with these bloody events, with the immense
suffering of our oppressed class brothers, massacred,
chased from one place to another, hunted by wars, hunger,
poverty, famine, which are the rotten fruit of a mode of
production that is now merely destructive, it becomes
increasingly clear that there is a need to strengthen and
establish solid international roots for the revolutionary
party. This means a stable, political organisation
founded on theoretical-political and tactical-strategic
positions and the fruit of profound analyses with long
experience of militancy, able to link all these elements
and lead them back to their deepest root: the obscene
survival of capitalism; and thus indicate the prospect
of the communist revolution, its real substance, and the
path, albeit complex and difficult, to attain it.

This “long job” implies the urgency to reaffirm (once
again: not in words but in facts) revolutionary defeatism
and fraternization between proletarians on all fronts,
without which the appeal to internationalism would prove
void of content and pure farce. In this case, too, we have
never stopped at launching a slogan but indicated the need
for the necessary progression:

Let’s stop the massacres, the ethnic cleansing
in Palestine, in Ukraine and throughout the world!
War on war!

Let’s get organised everywhere for a radical class
struggle against the State of capital, its institutions
and all its parties!

Let’s organise the fight for the defence of living
and working conditions, to strike a hard blow at the
economic and political interests of the bourgeoisie.

Refusal to accept economic and social sacrifices
in the name of the national economy.

An open break with the social pact and a decided
return to the methods and objectives of the class war,
the only real and feasible internationalist solidarity
we proletarians have, both in big cities and in the
imperialist outposts.

Refusal of any partisan complicity (nationalist,
religious, patriotic, mercenary, humanitarian,
pseudo-socialist, pacifist...) with any State or front
of States involved in the wars.

Economic and social strikes leading to authentic
general strikes to paralyse the life of the nation

and open the path to political strikes,

in order to slow down and prevent any mobilisation
or propaganda for war.



Not unless the avant-garde of our class organises around
these contents (and not only in the necessary but limited
areas of union work, the environment, social issues etc.)
and joins and strengthens the party of the communist
revolution, will it be possible to prepare openly anti-
militarist and anti-patriotic defeatism:

Allow our own State and its allies to be defeated,
disobey the military hierarchies in an organised
manner, fraternise with our class brothers (also
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trapped in their own “fatherlands”), keep a firm hold
on the arms and arms systems to first defend and
then free ourselves from the tentacles of bourgeois
institutions: transform the war between States into
one within States, civil war, revolutionary war.

The mere facts of present capitalist reality themselves
scream the urgency for this job to be done and the need
for this perspective.

2//3/2024

7. [...] One of the fundamental theses of the Left is that our party must not therefore cease its
resistance, but it must survive and transmit the “flame” along the historical “thread of time”.
Clearly this would have to be a small party, not because we wanted or chose it that way, but
because it is an unavoidable necessity. With regard to the party’s structure, we have refuted a
number of accusations, with arguments it is not necessary to repeat, dating from the degen-
eration of the 3rd International, and in a number of polemics. We definately do not want the
party to be a secret sect, or an elite that refuses any outside contact because of its mania for
purity. We reject any formula for a workerist or labourist party that excludes non-proletarians,
because this has characterised all the opportunists in history. As can be seen from polemics
going back more that half a century, we do not wish to reduce the party to a sort of cultural,
intellectual or scholastic organisation. Nor do we believe, as certain anarchists or Blanquists
do, that the party can be thought of as a conspiratorial group that plots armed actions.

8. Given that the degeneration of society as a whole is characterised by the falsification and
destruction of the theory and correct doctrine, the small party of today must essentially be
devoted to restoring the doctrinal principles, even though the favourable conditions under
which Lenin accomplished this task after the disaster of the first world war are lacking today.
However, we have no reason to raise a barrier between theory and practice on that account.
Beyond a certain limit, this would be tantamount to destroying ourselves and our principled
basis. We therefore undertake all forms of activity characteristic of favourable periods to the
extent that the real relationship of forces permits. [...]

9.[...] It is a mere accident of history that, in the present phases, comrades working on the
theory and history of the movement seem too many, while those prepared for action seem too
few. It would be senseless to try to determine how many comrades should be occupied in one
activity or another. We are all aware that when the situation becomes radical inumerable ele-
ments will flock to our side immediately and instinctively, without having had to obtain any

academic diplomas along the way.

(from “Considerations on the Party’s Organic Activity
When the General Situation Is Historically Unfavourable”, 1965)
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The Palestinian proletariat
in the infamous trap of nationalisms

In the articles, leaflets and comments we have devoted

to the umpteenth massacre being perpetrated for
months now in the Gaza Strip by the State of Israel, we
have always insisted on using the term proletariat and
not “people”: Palestinian or Arab or Middle-Eastern
proletariat. This is not a linguistic quirk: “people” refers
to all classes; it is an inter-classist term which implies a
national vision, whilst our perspective — the one within
and for which we have always worked as communists — is
one that, particularly in the imperialist phase, centres on
a single class, the proletarian class, and which therefore
does not identify with the “people”, the “Nation”, the
“Fatherland” or the bourgeois State. In fact it opposes
all of them and doing so (only by doing so!) prepares our
class for its own revolution. These are the terms in which
we replied to those who criticised a leaflet of ours in the
context of a demonstration, arrogantly and aggressively
moreover, because it attacked “the Arab bourgeoisies in
the region (including the Palestinian)”, for their long-term
betrayal of the proletariat in Gaza and the West Bank. We
are not suprised, however: we are well aware that ours is
a minority perspective and goes against the current: but
there are no other paths and all the presumed shortcuts
only lead to disaster and more proletarian blood being
uselessly spilled.

But whom are we talking about when we speak of the
Palestinian proletariat? To answer this question, we take
as our starting point our 1979 article “The long ordeal
transforming the Palestinian peasants into proletarians”),
published on nos. 20-21-22 of our Italian newspaper
“il programma comunista”, and also — though without
necessarily sharing its political evaluations — a study by
Alessandro Mantovani published on the website www.
rottacomunista.org (“The Palestinian ‘proletariat’. A few
figures”), which is, in turn, based on a wide range of
different sources. Let’s start at the beginning.
sk

The creation and development of the State of Israel are
evoked by mainstream bourgeois ideology as one of
those idyllic epics that it so much appreciates: didn’t the
desert flourish and blossom thanks to the eternally under-
praised virtues of this “little people”? This complacently
and widely narrated fairytale acutally conceals the drama
in which the peasant population was expropriated. True,
all areas of the planet that have opened up, one after the
other, to penetration by capitalism have experienced this
drama: but in Palestine it has been extended with a degree
of cynicism and savagery rarely equalled. Everywhere the
bourgeoisie and its ideologists have attempted to simply
deny that expropriation ever took place, so as to preserve

4

the philanthropic purity of their actions. In Palestine,
they have even denied the existence of the population
expropriated: “an unpeopled land for a landless people”.
Isn’t that so much simpler?!

“It’s well known that in real history,” wrote Marx,
“conquest, subjugation, murder and armed robbery,
briefly violence, rule. In the milder field of political
economy [...] law and ‘labour’ have always been the only
means of getting rich, with the recurring exception, of
course, of the ‘current’ year. In reality, the methods of the
original accumulation process are anything but idyllic”
(1).The “paradise” of the Negev, the flourishing farms
of citrus fruits and avocadoes in the coastal areas, just as
the industrial boom (albeit on the scale of a tiny country),
depend on stripping the Palestinian peasants of all they
had. The history of their expropriation is similar to that of
the English peasants Marx spoke about:“the history of this
expropriation is written in blood and fire in the annals of
humankind” (2). Let’s take a look at it.

From the Ottoman code to the great rebellion
of 1933-1936

The ordeal of primitive accumulation, or rather the
Palestinian version of it, which is certainly the most
outrageous act in a drama that affected the whole of the
region, dates back to the mid-1800s. More precisely, to
1858, with the institution of the Code of Landed Property
by the Ottoman Empire, which Palestine was part of,
together with other Middle-Eastern countries. If only for
an instant, this ancient empire was able to rival the modern
powers of Europe, merely by tightening its hold on the
peasant masses. The aim of the Code was to make land-
owning individual instead of collective or tribal as it had
been until then. Instead of being paid collectively, taxes
were now individual, making them the responsibility of
the single individual in the case of failure to pay and thus
weakening resistence to the growing tax burden.

The peasants who enjoyed the fruits of the land and its
use according to village or tribal organisation, reacted in
different ways. Some simply refused to apply the law and
never registered their land: these were the places where,
when the State of Israel was created in 1948, they were
thrown off their land under the pretext that they did not
possess a deed of property. Others only declared the third

1. Capital Book 1, chap. XXIV: “So-called original
accumulation” (Par.1: “The secret of primitive acumulation”).
2. Ivi.



part that was cultivated, leaving aside the two thirds that
were fallow. Still others registered a smaller surface area
than the one farmed, being well aware that the Ottoman
State would be unable to check up on everyone. Lastly,
numerous villages registered the whole of the land in the
name of local dignitaries, who paid fewer taxes or were
exonerated: they thus placed their odds on the habit of the
empire, hampered by the extent of its territories, of buying
up the local dignitaries to avoid them being tempted to
head peasant revolts against the central power.

Application of the Code thus resulted in strengthening
the role of the local dignitaries: they became the original
owners in order to “to lend a hand”, and thus it was
inevitable that one day their heirs would try to profit from
a deed that no-one had wanted. On the one hand, the State
exploited the rules of the Code by which unowned land
(in actual fact, fallow land or the part not registered) was
considered State-owned (miri), and, by virtue of this right
of property, began selling vast areas to Lebanese, Syrian,
Egyptian and Iranian traders. The latter attempted, more
or less successfully acording to the power of resistance
of the peasants, to take possession of it; those who didn’t
succeed, kept their deeds of property, which they were
to sell, years later, to Sionist organisations for a very
satisfactory price.

The result of this process was an increased concentration
of landed property, although the economic structures
had not yet experienced any profound disturbance, since
generally speaking the peasants effectively possessed
the land, even though they could only partly claim legal
property of it. This was the picture at the start of the First
World War, at the end of which the Sublime Porte (the
Ottoman empire) was forced to surrender everything to
Great Britain.

The latter’s interest in Palestine can be explained by its
strategic position near the Suez Canal and by the concern
to stop the growth of a vast, anti-imperialist movement by
introducing a vassal State that would split an area where
a unified national spirit was beginning to awaken. In this
way, the game of British imperialism coincided with the
interests of Sionist capital and a mutual plan came into
being, consisting in creating a State that would be both a
local gendarme and a colonial enterprise.

If Sionist capital attempted to set up colonies in Palestine
even before the collapse of the Ottoman Empire, it was
not until the British mandate that a full-scale plan could
be implemented, thanks to collaboration in particular from
the Rothschild Foundation, this time totally upsetting
the modes of production (3). The purchase of the land
by the J.C.A. (Jewish Colonization Association), set up
for this very purpose, inevitably involved expropriating
the Palestinian tenants and sharecroppers. Whilst the
deeds of property were in the hands of absent, large-
scale land owners, who had no objection to selling the
overwhelming majority of them from the very beginning,
the actual land these deeds referred to was indispensible
for the survival of the Palestinian peasants. Thus, as far
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as the origin of Jewish landed property according to type
of seller is concerned, in the two-year period 1920-22,
75.4% of the land was sold by absent owners, 20.8% that
yielded by large-scale resident land owners and 3.8% by
fellah (peasants); ten years later, in the three-year period
1933-36 (at the dawn of the first great social uprising), the
percentages were respectively 14.9%, 62.7% and 22.5%
(3bis). The figures speak clearly: a rapid and radical
process of concentration and expropriation was going on.

The expropriated, small, peasant farmer, the fellah, thus
became a farm labourer on his own land. The situation
of fierce exploitation of local labour by Sionist capital
at the beginning of the new century was aggravated by
the onset of “Hebrew labour”, used to safeguard the
colonialist plans for occupation, whereby the immigrant
took the fellah's jobs, whilst Sionist funds financed the
difference in salary in order to allow the use of European
labour. The situation could not last without violent
clashes occurring, since the expropriated peasants had
no choice but to stand by and watch as the colonialists
settled in their places. These were the reasons for the
social uprisings that were more or less permanetly
experienced in 1921, 1925, 1929, 1933, 1936, etc..

In 1921, three years after the arrival of the English,
things had reached the point where a real rebellion broke
out all over the country. The regions most affected were
Safad in the North, Hebron and Jerusalem in the centre.
The peasants’ anger was essentially directed against the
Sionists, whose colonies were fiercely attacked. The
English army took on the task of re-establishing “peace
and calm” (it’s always had a weakness for this sort of
mission!). Obviously for... noble reasons, it was obliged to
repress the “irresponsible minority”: summary executions,
hangings, etc.

These uprisings culminated in that of 1936, which lasted
three years and was accompanied by a magnificent
general strike in the towns, lasting six months. Its strength
lay not in the peasantry or bourgeoisie, but already in an
agricultural proletariat stripped of its means of labour and
subsistence and the embryo of a working class essentially
concentrated in the ports and in the Haifa oil refinery. It
should also be pointed out that the movement first caught
on in the towns and then rapidly reached the countryside,
where direct guerilla action was organised both against the
big Palestinian land owners and against the English and
Sionist colonisers. Numerous land owners were targeted
by the Palestinian revolutionaries for having sold their
land to the Sionists: to the depredated peasants it was clear
that the cause of their poverty were the big land owners
who had grown rich by speculating on the land.

3. Cfr. especially Lorand Gaspard, Histoire de la Palestine,
Paris, 1978 p. 140.

3bis. Source: A. Granott, The Land System in Palestine,
London 1952.
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The Stalinist counter-revolution and the absence in
Europe of a revolutionary movement able to support the
Palestinian revolution left the latter all alone to face the
war machinery of British imperialism, which, however,
was forced to add the promise of independence and
other similar manoeuvres to the use of arms, in order to
solve the situation, even asking for help from the Arab
land owners and the local rulers in their pay. The latter
“fraternally” encouraged the Palestinians to lay down their
arms and have confidence in Her Majesty’s goverment’s
good intentions. And to help them understand this
encouragement better, the borders of Transjordan (where
the grandfather of the butcher of Amman reigned — Prince
Abdullah, killed in 1952 by a Palestinian) were closed to
the guerilla fighters who attempted to escape there or to
procure arms or food, as well as to volunteers from the
region who tried to join the rebels.

This was when the laws on the collective responsibility
of Arab villages and districts came into force, delights
of terrorism that semi-barbarian oriental despotism left
as its inheritance to highly civilised western capitalism.
According to these laws, the inhabitants of the villages
are obliged to host police detachments on punitive
operations and the population is considered responsible
for operations carried out by anyone in the area; the
population is then subject to martial law and the houses
in which the “rebels” take refuge can be destroyed, or
administrative internments are imposed “as an example”.
This is how, after an operation to cut a telephone wire in
Galillee, three villages were besieged by British troops: all
the men were put in line and counted and those who were
unlucky enough to be numbers 10, 20 or 30 etc. were shot
in front of their fellow villagers.

These are the methods whereby Christian and democratic
England determined to put an end to the rebellions of
peasants without land, food or work. 30,000 soldiers were
allocated to control a population not exceeding 800,000
inhabitants! All strike leaders were imprisoned. The
help given to the colonisers by the religious and land-
owning dignitaries guiding the movement was decisive:
in accordance with the infamous Prince Abdullah, they
continued to stab the rebels in the back, taking part with
the English in the search for a “way out” of the situation.
The British launched a harsh attack, during which the rebel
villages were bombed (today the Israelis follow this fine
example) and the outcome was 5 000 Palestinian deaths
and 2 500 prisoners (4).

The heroic spirit of the Palestinian workers and peasants of
the time was thus broken. The terrible isolation in which
they were trapped by the international situation prevented
their horizon from broadening and stopped their struggle
from coinciding with that of the exploited masses in the

4. Cft. especially Nathan Weinstock, Le sionisme contre Israél,
Paris, 1969, pp. 179-180.
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region against the yoke of colonialism and the old ruling
classes. It was also paralysed by the weight of social
backwardness the country was suffering from and which
found expression in the semi-feudal and semi-religious
leadership of the movement.

If the working class was unable to play a more important
role, this is also due to the fact that the party that claimed
to represent it, the Palestinian Communist Party (PCP),
was following a completely mistaken path, accentuated,
moreover, by an International that was communist in
name only. Instead of distancing itself from a religious
and reactionary leadership, the PCP, whose membership
included not only a majority of Hebrew-Sionist workers,
but also an Arab minority, was obliged by the Stalinised
International to support the Palestinian mufti, Hadj
Amin Husseini, a sort of “ante litteram” Khomeini, if
not worse.

This direction completely disoriented the proletarians
and encouraged nationalist tendencies on both sides.
Seeing their party support the more reactionary wing of
the movement, the Arab workers abandoned it in favour
of less moderate nationalist organisations; for their part,
the Jewish workers were unable to support this position
without finding themselves totally defenceless before the
hypocritically “anti-feudal” propaganda of Sionism. Here,
as elsewhere, the Stalinist counter-revolution completely
destroyed the class party, even more so in Palestine, where
the proletariat was still in its earliest stages and, above all,
terribly divided by the colonial situation.

Though courageous, the 1933-36 rebellion thus ended in
total disaster. Despite a momentary withdrawel by Great
Britain, obliged for a few years to limit Jewish immigration,
the Sionist movement continued to gain strength. The
Palestinian movement, instead, plunged into such a State
of bitter disappointment that the tragic outcome of the
1948 war can partly be traced back to 1936.

The birth of Israel and the war
of expropriation

At the end of the Second World War, the old English
empire gave way to the American imperialist colossus. The
Sionist movement was therefore in a far better position,
since the presence of the English had become inopportune
or even unacceptable, even driving many Sionist groups,
anxious to create their own State, to form an anti-English
terrorist movement (IRGUN in which the future Israeli
Prime Minister and Nobel Peace Prize winner Menachem
Begin cut his teeth, with a number of military actions and
attacks, resulting in death and injury). Great Britain’s only
desire was to get rid of its responsibilities in Palestine and
it passed the buck to the UN, the new “den of thieves”,
built on the ashes of the defunct League of Nations.

In 1947, preparations for the constitution of a Jewish State
led to the Arab-Israeli war. While the delegates of the



virtuous bourgeois nations debated in the sumptuous halls
of the UN about whether an Arab and a Jew could live
together without cutting one another’s throats (“With these
orientals, old man, you never do know”...) or whether it
would be better to separate them using the cavalry, the
State of Israel came into being on 14 May 1948. This was
the start of the competition between Truman and Stalin to
see who would recognise it first: but, above all, it was the
beginning of the hunting season in pursuit of Palestinians.
Up until then history had only revealed a small foretaste
of capitalist barbarity: emptying the country of most of its
poverty-stricken peasants was not the confessed objective.
It was a grander re-enacting of the ordeal of the Scottish
peasants described by Robert Somers, which Marx quotes
in the previously quoted chapter of Capital: “The owners
[in this case the Sionists - ed] thin out and disperse the
population as a matter of principle, as a necessity of
agriculture, in the very same way in which, in the deserts
of America and Australia, trees and bushes are cleared
away: and the operation proceeds undisturbed.” (5)

For international, as well as local, reasons Israel could not
occupy the whole of Palestine at the time. The process
of expropriation was not so far advanced in certain areas
as it was in others: and so the Centre, with its more
mountainous terrain, was of less interest to the Sionists; in
addition, according to the division drawn up and favoured
by the UN, the State of Isracl was only supposed to be
constituted in part of Palestine. The part occupied was
actually larger than the plan drawn up: but Transjordan and
the Gaza Strip momentarily escaped the Sionist conquest,
the former going to Prince Abdallah, promoted for the
occasion to King of Jordan by the English, the latter going
to Egypt. This time the bourgeoisie ignored the sacred
right of property, legality and other smokescreens: it was
brute force, terror, slaughter and extermination that were
raised to the status of the supreme law on which to base
any further legality.

There is little use in describing the miserable conditions
in which the Palestinian masses were confined: they were
little better than the concentration camps only recently
evacuated by the hundreds of thousands of Jews driven to
Palestine by the shining vision of Eden that imperialism
had blinded them with. This one million of uprooted
people, of forced unemployed, were to upset forever the
region’s fragile balance and became the epicentre of social
rebellion in the Middle East.

Despite the Israeli authorities’ tenacity in expelling as
many Palestinians as possible, a minority nonetheless
managed to stay: around 170 000 in 1948, within the
State of Israel. This population was subjected to unheard-
of pressure, which can only be equalled perhaps in the

5. Capital, 1, chap. XXIV, par. 2, note 220.
6. N. Weinstock, op. cit. p. 392.
7. Sefer Ha-Khukkim (Special legislation), 37, 1950, pag. 86.
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colonial societies of Africa. The Palestinian population had
to endure humiliation from an extraordinarily ferocious
military régime, with no other “legal” foundation than the
famous British decrees dating back to the period of the
Mandate, amongst which we should recall the emergency
defense regulations promulgated in 1945 to deal with the
Jewish resistance against English occupation.

Here are two witness accounts. For the first: “it’s like this:
we shall all be subjected to official terror or there will be
freedom without trial [...], any appeal is abolished [...]
the powers of the authorities to exile anyone, any time,
are unlimited [...]. It’s not necessary to commit any sort
of irregularity; a decision taken in any old office is quite
sufficient”. For the second: “The order established by this
legislation is unprecedented in civilised countries. Not
even in Nazi Germany did similar laws exist.” (6).

These declarations were made in a meeting of jurists in
Tel-Aviv on 7 February 1946 to protest against the...
English colonial repression: the first by Bernard (Dov)
Joseph, Israel’s future Minister of Justice; the second
by J. Shapira, future Prosecutor General of the Israeli
Republic. Not even two years had passed before similar
“Nazi” barbarity was used by the Sionists against the
Palestinians..

But the legislation mentioned was not enough to satisfy
the colonial voracity of Israel, this monstruous fruit of
the orgasm between Sionism and western capitalism. The
terrorist arsenal of the defense regulations had urgently
to be perfected and this was done by means of successive
laws which, under cover of the war, tended to legalise
expropriation.

One of the masterpieces of this legislation was the “Law
on the property of absentees”. By its terms, an “absentee”
was “anyone who, in the period between 19 November
1947 and 19 May 1948 was the owner of a piece of land
situated in Israel and was in the same period a citizen of
Lebanon, Egypt, Saudi Arabia, Jordan, Iraq or Yemen;
who resided in these countries or elsewhere, in Palestine
outside Israel; or who was a Palestinian citizen who had
abandoned his place of residence in Palestine to settle in a
region governed by forces that had opposed the formation
of the State of Israel.” (7).

This period corresponds to considerable movements of
people fleeing from areas where the fighting was harshest:
how many peasants, considered to be “absent” when they
had merely “moved” a few hundred metres or so, had their
land confiscated? Another virtue of this law was to grab
the lands and goods belonging to the clergy (around 6%):
as much as to say, “God himself is absent™!

Another monument to legality: the famous “Urgency
Law”. This made it possible to consider some regions
“closed areas™: written permission from the military
authorities was therefore needed to access them.
According to another regulation, if a village is declared a
“security zone”, the inhabitants no longer have the right to
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live there. More than twelve villages in Galillee had to be
abandoned for this reason: this was the law! Other similar
measures were also established: one of them makes it
possible to declare certain regions “Temporary security
zones”’, which means that the peasants are prevented from
farming their land, whilst another measure authorises the
State to confiscate fallow land “for a certain period”. To
sum up, nothing escapes the law...

This magnificent legal construction was completed by
the 1949 “Ordinances on the State of urgency”, which
complete the English “Urgency Laws” of 1945: for reasons
of “public safety”, the military authorities are granted the
power to search homes and vehicles, issue arrest warrants,
hold summary trials behind closed doors and without
appeal, limit the right to circulation, assign people to a
different address, deport them across borders, whilst
article 109 allows the army to forbid anyone to enter the
areas it establishes and to impose restrictions regarding
production work. One of the secrets of democracy is thus
revealed: it can afford to pay for the luxury of covering up
open violence linked to class discrimination — aggravated
here by racial and nationalist oppression — with a veil of
legal hypocrisy. (8)

These, then, are the means by which Sionism, on behalf
of capital, cleared the ground of its inhabitants. It can be
said that already by the end of the 1970s, the expropriation
of the Palestinian peasants was more or less complete in
the territories occupied in 1948 (9). The lack of land also
extends to the towns and villages to which the population
is relegated and where the lots with planning permission
are extremely limited in number.

What has become of this population, still essentially a
population of farmers in 1948, that has remained in Israel?
We can see this in the following table:

Division of Arab labour in main areas of production
(in percentage)

1954 1966 1972

Agriculture 599  39.1 19.1
Industry 8.2 149 125
Building and public services 8.4 19.6 26.6
Other sectors 23.5 264 41.8

(Source: Annuaire statistique d’Israél, 1955-1973)

It is of no slight importance to note that in the industrial
sector more or less all Arabs are salaried workers. Out of
the population active in farming, 58% are proletarians,
which means that in 1972 less than 10% of Arab-Israelis
still had a link to the land. As to public services, they
include the majority of salaried workers, to the extent that
in 1970 workers and others already represented 72% of
the Arab working population (10). The new generation
of Palestinians living in Israel is therefore essentially
working class, although they continue to live in rural areas
(74% of the population in 1967).
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The village where they live has now become a ghetto,
in which the State of Israel attempts to imprison them.
These workers are exploited, underpaid (in many cases
the ratio is one to two for the same work), obliged to
travel for hours in crowded lorries to reach their place of
work and return from it. These proletarians have endured
an ordeal of poverty, war, humiliation and massacres,
the memory of which is indelible (11). The emergency
régime was suppressed in 1966 but this did not, however,
mean that the laws characterising it were also suppressed.
The prerogatives of the military authorities were merely
transferred to other bodies of civil administration and, in
particular, to the police. In reality, “Whatever the rights
and freedoms granted by law or by custom to Israel’s
inhabitants, issues of security are always ready to call them
into question without formally breaking the law!” (12)

The few remaining farmers have again been the recent
victims of this possibility of re-establishing with a ‘yes’
or ‘no’ the laws on terrorism. Thus, in 1976, 10, 000
hectares were confiscated from the Arab population; this
attack on the little that remained to them sparked off mass
demonstrations, strikes and clashes with the police and
the army. The latter imposed a curfew and invaded many
villages; six Arabs were killed and dozens wounded. The
episode was baptised “Earth Day”. Most importantly, the
legislation is used in any protest against the State. And
who has more reason to “protest” if not the working class?
In contact, after 1967, with the new wave of Palestinian
workers, in turn subjected to a régime of occupation in
Gaza and the West Bank, their return to the battle is all the
more ardent, as the anger has been suppressed for so long.

New wave of expropriation in the war of 1967

Palestine is a tiny country: 27,000 sq. km, more or less
like Belgium. One third is desert, farming there is difficult
and above all very costly. In 1948 Israel occupied almost
21,000 sq.km. Obviously such small dimensions can never

8. For a complete account of this legislation, cfr. Weinstock, cit.,
pp-374-399, Gaspard, cit, pp. 187-189, Sabri Geries, Les arabes
en Israel, Paris, 1969, pp. 95-116, and no. 199 of Problemes
economiques et sociaux of 2-11-1973.

9. Of the 475 Arab villages to be counted in Israeli-occupied
Palestine in 1948, how many remain today?

10. Cfr. the journal Khamsin, no. 2-1975, pp. 79, 41 and 54.
11. On 29 October 1956, Israeli soldiers enter the village of Kfar
Kassem to impose a curfew and announce to the inhabitants that
anyone who is found out of doors half an hour later will be shot.
Since many people are still working in the fields at that hour,
or on Israeli building sites, it is impossible to warn them. On
their return, they are arrested, put in a line and shot. 47 people
are killed. The State of Israel opened an enquiry and published
sentences. For example, the second-in-command of the officers,
recognised as responsible for the massacre, in 1960 was
appointed “head of Arab affairs” in the region close to Ramleh...
12. As in no. 199 di Problemes économiques et sociaux.



satisfy the appetite of ambitious Sionist capital. In this
context, expansion is a necessity, expansionism is a State
religion. And so, in 1967, Israel took possession of the
West Bank and Gaza, and the 1948 phenomenon repeated
itself. In 1967 the Gaza Strip was inhabited by 450,000
Palestinians, of whom over a third were refugees from the
fertile plain of Jaffa, which they had been thrown out of in
1948. Over 100,000 inhabitants of Gaza, many of whom
fleeing for the second time, were obliged to take refuge
in neighbouring countries. The West Bank, where there
were around 850,000 inhabitants in 1967, i.e. before the
occupation, counted only 650,000 three years later, which
means that 200,000 Palestinians had to leave all they
had in this region to end up in those enclaves of misery
called “refugee camps”. And so, over 300,000 people
were obliged, for one reason or another, to abandon their
homes and as a consequence became subject to the ban
on returning, according to Israeli legislation, designed to
create a void. The famous “Law on absentees” worked
excellently: 33,000 hectares fell under its blade. 16% of
all the land belonging to the State or to the community
automatically passed into the hands of the occupiers.
Israel also requisitioned over 10,000 homes belonging to
“absentees” transformed into refugees in the camps. But
this is normal procedure. Other, more refined methods
were discovered: this is how, in the village of Akraba
in the West Bank, the Sionists destroyed harvests by
spraying them with chemical products. Is there any need
to add that the State has renovated the whole of its terrorist
arsenal? There have been thousands of expulsions, as
declared to the Knesset by the ex Defence Minister Simon
Peres; 23,000 Palestinians were imprisoned over the years
1967-73; 16,312 homes were destroyed between 1967
and 1971, by virtue of the highly Biblical principle of
collective responsibility; several villages, such as Latrun,
Amwas, Yllo, Beit Nouba and others, have simply been
wiped off the map.

In October 1967 it was possible for colonisation to begin on
the land confiscated by these methods of State-organised
gang warfare. In 1971, 52 colonies could be counted in the
recently occupied territories. Later, new settlements and
new projects followed. It is almost superfluous to add that,
even more so than in Israel, the Arab population lacks
any independent means of expression through unions or
independent political associations. The least suspicion of
belonging to a subversive organisation has already led to
thousands of Palestinians being accommodated for a grand
total of several centuries of (such pleasant!) hospitality in
Sionist prisons (13).

It is not our intention here to repeat the whole history
of this “long ordeal”: the last forty years — those closest
to us — have only confirmed these dynamics and thus
increased the rate of expropriation and transformation of

13. Cfr. L. Gaspard, cit., p. 145, and Le Monde of 8-6-79 and
19-6-79.
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farmers into proletarians. A new and complex project of
data collection for the following decades right up to the
present will be developed if our resources permit it. In the
meantime, this is enough to show the results obtained by
the methodical and unrelenting pillaging of Palestinian
farmers and their transformation into proletarians.

A look at the present

If we return for a moment to the figures previously quoted
relating to the Division of Arab labour by main areas
of production (regarding the population that remained
in Israel, still essentially farmers in 1948), we see that
whilst the percentage of farmers drops from 59.9 in 1954
to 19.1 in 1972, in the same few years the percentage
regarding industry rises from 8.2 to 12.5, the sector
regarding building and public services from 8.4 to 26.6
and percentages regarding other sectors from 23.5 to 41.8.
The figures we have are only available up until 1972:
but it already becomes evident that we are witnessing a
process of profound and definitive proletarianisation,
which subsequent decades (which can later be worked on
to update the figures, resources permitting, extending the
study to the specific situation in the Gaza Strip and the
West Bank) will merely confirm. In fact, the dynamics will
certainly not be reversed: indeed, from the outbreak of the
structural crisis of capitalism in the mid-1970s (which later
deepened and which we are still immersed in, together
with all its well-known and disastrous consequences), the
situation has merely intensified and worsened.

And so we come to today, with the official figures taken
from Mantovani’s study. And let us start out with a
general consideration: the international nature of the
proletariat in the whole of the Middle East is a given
fact. Limiting our considerations to the so-called petro-
monarchies of the Gulf, the figures speak clearly: as well
as local proletarians, working in this explosive area in
conditions of acute exploitation are 7 million Indians, 3.3
million Bangladeshis, 3.2 million Pakistanis, 1.7 million
Indonesians, 1.6 million Filipinos, 1.3 million Nepalese,
1.1 million Srilankans, 650 thousand Sudanese, together
with Egyptian, Yemenite, Jordanian and Lebanese
proletarians, as well as something like 200-250 thousand
Palestinians. If we proceed to look further (always
taking account of the difficulty in data collection), we
see that throughout the world there are approximately
14.5 million Palestinians, of whom 1.7 million in
Israel, 5.48 million in the ‘Occupied Territories’, 6.3
million in the Arab countries and 750 thousand in
the rest of the world” (figures from the Palestinian
Central Bureau of Statistics) — a striking diaspora.
Remaining in the State of Israel itself, the situation
regarding the international composition of the labour
force is exactly similar. In particular, there is a community
of Arab-Israeli citizens equal to 21% of the overall
population (around 2 million — 2019 figures): but only
41% of this community has access to the labour market,
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whilst the rate of unemployment is the highest (around
15%), the salaries 60% lower than that of Jewish workers,
the jobs are unskilled (in particular in the building
industry), only 5% of civil servants are Arab-Israelis and
only 38% of the female labour force is in employment
(as against 82% of its Jewish equivalent). Moreover,
the link to the land, a necessary reserve for coping
with constant poverty, is increasingly threatened by
expropriation and the expansion of the Jewish colonies.
Then there are the Palestinian workers in the “occupied
territories”. In the West Bank live 3,400,000 Palestinians
(adding to the 2,300,000 in the Gaza Strip). Of them
at least 2.1 million, so almost 40 % of the population,
depend on aid (according to other statistics the figures
are double this). “In 2014 around 68% of workers in the
West Bank were employed in the private sector, 15.8% in
the public sector and 13.8% in Israel. On the other hand,
the public sector is the largest employer in the Gaza Strip,
with 55% of the total, as against 39% in the private sector.
Over the whole of the occupied territories, in 2022 the
rate of employment of the labour force was 45.0%. [...]
The ratio employment/population reached 34.0%. The
overall rate of unemployment came to around 24.4%, for
young people 36.1%, for women 40.4” (Mantovani, cit.).
Within this framework there are enormous differences
regarding gender and age: in 2022, women’s occupation
accounted for 18.6% compared to 70.7% for men; that of
young people (between 15 and 24) was 30.8% compared
to 51% for adults (over 25). And, although Palestinian
labour laws (no.7 of 2000) prohibit child labour under the
age of 15, as well as dangerous jobs or long working hours
for young people between the ages of 15 and 17, there
is also child labour between the ages of 10 and 14, and
the numbers here have risen from 6,169 (2021) to 7,321
(2022), whilst the number of young people (aged 15-17)
at work has risen from around 12,000 (2021) to almost
17,000 (2022). Here, too, in the field of agriculture the
drop in employment is mainly due to the extension of
Jewish settlements. It should also be noted that only those
working in the public sector (civil servants and members of
the security forces), which means 21% of all Palestinians
in employment, benefit from social security (14).
As to workers in Gaza, before the slaughter occurring as
we write (late February 2024), the situation was already
the most disastrous of all, particularly for women and
young people, two-thirds of whom were unemployed.
The permits issued to work in Israel and in the settlements
(only 3% of which were legitimate) regarded no more than
5% of Gaza’s labour force. In all, almost 200 thousand
Palestinian workers were employed either in Israel, with
salaries an average 2.7 times higher than in the occupied
territories, or in the settlements: here mostly underpaid
und unregulated work, with women doing unskilled
jobs in agriculture and the domestic sector and with
constant accusations of child labour, salaries below the
legal minimum and sexual harrassment. It should not be
forgotten that a large part of Gaza’s population depended
either on subsidies from the United Nations Relief and
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Work Agency for the Palestine Refugees in the Near
West (UNRWA, the United Nations Agency for aid and
employment of Palestinian refugees, created in 1949 and
constantly under attack from Israel, even more so today)
or from Hamas’s charitable and welfare associations or
from public employment, in turn controlled by Hamas.
Tomorrow, what will happen to them? Lastly, it must be
borne in mind that since 1948 a Palestinian diaspora
has existed, a majority of which formed by proletarians
— and thus a diaspora crossed by class lines. We are not
interested here in examining the conditions of the Palestian
bourgeoisie, active in the fields of finance, trade and the
building industry (it will be interesting to do so, if it is
possible to recover the necessary data, which is not easy
to obtain). We are interested in the fate of the refugees
who have fled to Syria, Lebanon, Iraq and so on in order
to survive: at the start of 2022, those registered with the
UNRWA numbered 5.9 million, of whom 2.4 million
in Jordan, 580,000 in Syria and 487,000 in Lebanon.
Millions of refugees who add to the “foreign population”,
overwhelmingly proletarian, which now represents 1/3
of the population of Saudi Arabia, 44% of that in Oman,
55% in Bahrein, 70% in Kuwait, 88% in Qatar and in the
United Arab Emirates, “with an absolute world record in
the city of Dubai” (Mantovani, cit.).

We are thus seeing a Palestinian proletariat certainly
present in the Gaza Strip and in the West Bank, but also
more widely spread throughout the Middle East (and, as
we have seen, not only here). A diaspora of proletarians
fleeing from poverty, hunger, destruction and wars,
which — let us remember — mhave always accompanied
the story of bloodshed and suffering that are intrinsic in
the development of capitalism worldwide. The present
slaughter in the Gaza Strip cannot fail to cause all the
percentages previously recorded to soar, especially if
subsidies from the UNRWA and other organizations,

14 “The West Bank is divided into three zones with different
jurisdictions: zones A, B and C, as defined in the heinous Oslo
Agreement II. Zone A includes urban centres and covers 18%
of the West Bank, the only one controlled by the Palestinian
Authority. Area B includes small towns and suburban areas
[...] and is under Israeli control with regard to security and
Palestinian as regards civil administration. Area C covers 61%
of the West Bank and is under the exclusive control of Israel.
It is off-limits for most Palestinians and, though constituting
the greatest part of the territory theoretically foreseen for a
phantomatic Palestinian State, it is inhabited by more Israeli
settler-colonialists than Palestinians” (Mantovani, cit.).
15 .It should be remembered that “the refugees registered with
the ’'UNRWA in Palestine and in the diaspora number around
6 million, of whom 39% in Jordan, 25% in the Gaza Strip, 17%
in the West Bank, 11% in Syria, 9% in Lebanon. As much
as 64% of the total population in the Gaza Strip are refugees,
as against 26% in the West Bank. At the end of 2018 in the
ocuupied territories, around 41% of the total resident Palestinian
population were refugees” (Mantovani, cit.).



and distributed in Gaza by Hamas and in the West Bank
by the ANP, should cease or be cut drastically (15). The
widespread destruction perpetrated in and around the Gaza
Strip by the State of Israel (a real wasteland, authentic
ethnic cleansing, a true genocide) will cause and is
already setting off a further mass exodus. The destruction,
the physical and psychological damage, the famine and
malnutrition, the desperation and the fight for survival,
the State of permanent warfare beyond the present bloody
chapter, will be dramatic factors in the upheaval to follow
in the coming years.

sksksk

From this picture, which will gradually have to be refined
and confirmed, we can already draw some general
conclusions, to be developed and substantiated over time.
First of all, it should be reiterated that the class identity of
the revolutionary proletariat is not of a static nature that
can be directly seen as belonging to one working or social
situation or another. On the contrary, it has taken shape
over two centuries of tremendous political and economic
battles, through revolutions, wars and infamous times of
peace. And it has consolidated in the theoretical heritage
of revolutionary Marxism, elaborated by the founders,
passing through all the lessons learned from the Bolshevik
school, through to the work of re-ordering and operational
and theoretical defence by the Communist Left in
the past and right up to today. It is to this consolidated
experience that the political assumption of the proletariat’s
development belongs: from being a scattered class in itself
to an established class for itself. “FEither the proletarian is
a revolutionary or s/he is nothing”.

And so we stand alongside the Palestinian proletariat,
and not with the generic “people” and this position derives
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from a materialist analysis of the situation in the Middle
East and not from an abstract aspiration or pseudo-
internationalism made up of romantic slogans and void of
content. The Palestinian proletariat exists, albeit scattered
and unfortunately paralysed by nationalist-religious
perspectives which cage and castrate its revolutionary
potential (as also happens in the whole of the Middle
East, including Isracl) — a potential strengthened by
the tremendous suffering and consequent just anger of
almost eighty years now, that characterise the condition
of Palestinian proletarians. But this enormous potential
will not be able to catch fire and become a reality until
there is contact with a real return to the class struggle at
an international level (and first and foremost in the area
of Europe-America), with the active and acknowledged
presence in it of the revolutionary party. Since the
mid-1920s, the Middle- Eastern proletariat and the
Palestinians in particular have been criminally abandoned
by the political and union organisations that should
have represented and guided them: the Stalinist counter-
revolution has meant that revolutionary Russia has retired
inside its borders (ideological and political even more
than geographical), as well as the complete betrayal of
any world revolutionary prospect. This perspective must
be recovered and launched again, and only the communist
party, firmly anchored to principles, theory, tactics and
organization, with an international structure, can do this.
It is for this perspective, for its organisation and direction,
that we as a party have always worked, inevitably in the
minority and obstinately against the tide: not expecting
it to happen but working, within the limits of our
resources, towards its reactivation and thus to rescue the
Palestinian and world proletariat from the infamous trap
of nationalism.

April 2024

WRITE TO:

info@internationalcommunistparty.org
kommunistisches-programm@gmx.de

For QUERIES REGARDING OUR POSITIONS, WRITE TO:

Istituto Programma Comunista
Edizioni Il Programma Comunista;
Casella postale 272 - Poste Cordusio 20101, Milano (Italy)
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The ‘Pro-Palestinian’ Protests
iNn the Universities

The protests of American uni-

versity students against the war
unleashed by the Israeli State in the
Gaza Strip — an act of outright butch-
ery bordering on genocide, involving
the ethnic cleansing of the Palestinian
population and, most importantlly, of
the proletariat and proletarianised
masses — have now spread, domi-
no-efffect, to parts of Europe and
elsewhere. There’s no point going
into the ins and outs of what’s actu-
ally happening because media outlets
have been providing ‘information’ on
the situation for weeks now (it’s mid-
May at time of writing). We would,
instead, prefer to concentrate on one
or two crucial matters, thereby ensur-
ing that gut reactions to the capital-
ist mode of production’s most recent
death throes do not pass unobserved.
We could always get away with an Af
last — Active Youth Politics is Back!
or, as many have done, without any
rhyme or reason, discuss whether this
really happens to be the new *68. But
we won’t, preferring instead a more
general consideration to start with.
Social conditions in the USA are far
less rosy than might be believed.
There’s been turbulence a-plenty
over recent years in different sectors,
including logistics and commerce,
educational establishments and, most
recently, the strikes in the automo-
bile industry. Whatever the actual
upshot of these protests, the social
knock-on effect has been consider-
able, impacting the minds and hearts
of those who live and study within the
‘ivory towers’ of the American uni-
versity system — sons and daughters
of middle-class and labor-aristocracy
parents, threatened by the economic
crisis (everyone knows university
fees swallow up a large part of the in-
come of these social strata, anxious to
attain or confirm their social status by
investing in ... “the future of our chil-
dren.”). And, as the crisis bites, these
students stay afloat as they await their
turn to be cast into the visibly tumul-
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tuous sea storm of the job market. So
their actual social make up has had
a bearing on events, because the in-
creasingly acute contradictions of the
capitalistic mode of production feed
off one another unceasingly. And
what is happening in Gaza plays a
dramatic part in this process, urgently
requiring a stand to be taken.

That said, let’s hone in for a moment
on what the limits of this protest are.
Its ethical, moral and humanitarian
character is self-evident: no one can
remain indifferent to these massacres
or the ferocious arrogance of the Is-
raeli State (to avoid any misunder-
standing or malevolent manipulation,
we reiterate and empahasize: the Is-
raeli State), yet another manifestation
of the ruthless and cynical destruc-
tiveness which imperialism is capa-
ble of — and we mean all imperialist
States. So far, so good — a wealthy
reaction, but one which is torn by a
set of contradictions.

Indeed, what we’re looking at here
isn’t simply a protest which remains
of an ethical, moral and humanitar-
ian nature, instigated by yet another
bloody military flare up. No, there is
also something akin to all the reac-
tions that have evolved over recent
months, in Europe as well as in the
States: a stubborn reluctance to see
beyond a malignant national and na-
tionalist vision of the State of things.
The dominant slogans are “Free Pal-
estine”, “Two Peoples, Two States”
or “From the River to the Sea”, and
national flags are flown at demon-
strations everywhere. Such national
revendications, amplified by mega-
phones up and down the land (never
mind their being out of time and out
of place, as we’ve reiterated on nu-
merous occasions before), don’t get
anywhere. What is more, by refusing
to acknowledge the root of the prob-

lem, they cut the ground from under
the feet of the protest itself.

What’s missing is the class perspec-
tive: instead of sides being taken
with a proletariat that has been op-
pressed and massacred for well over
seventy years throughout the Middle
East (and throughout the world! but
we’ll limit ourselves to this more re-
stricted area since the end of the Sec-
ond World War for the time being),
sides are being taken with a “people”
(an exquisitely inter-classist con-
cept) out of a sense of guilt. What’s
missing, in other words, is a clear-
cut affirmation, combative and up
for the struggle, that ‘the proletariat
has no country, no nation’: anyone
trying to shut the proletariat within
these cages, identifying it with ‘the
people’ — intentionally or otherwise,
it matters not — is simply playing the
counter-revolutionary card.

This narrowness of approach also
manifests itself in other guises. Take,
for example, the fragmentation and
isolation of a protest that is unable
to shake off generational constraints,
to unshackle itself from the univer-
sity context in which it emerged and
from an activism based upon specific
issues (the economic ties between
university research and the interests
of the Israeli State) ... There is no
broader political, class-based out-
look, capable of involving other so-
cial strata — the working class, young
proletarians and semi-proletarians
in the ghettoes — that have been in-
creasingly affected by the worsening
crisis. True, movements like Black
Lives Matter have backed up the stu-
dent protests. But as we pointed out
at the time of George Floyd’s murder
at the hands of USA cops!, what we
are looking at here is a movement
whose firmly reformist petty bour-
geois base is unable to frame a genu-

1. On Black Lives Matter and related issues, see our in-depth article “USA: Racism,
Class Struggle and the Need for the Revolutionary Party”, The Internationalist, n.

7, Winter 2020/2021.



ine criticism (operational, organiza-
tional, militant) of capitalism as an
economic-social-cultural construct
that needs to be dismantled, thus
skirting around and challenging the
illusory notion it can be patched up.
So even in the case of the currently
spreading protest, what we actually
have is a pragmatic and empirical
view — typical of the short-sighted
approach underlying the practice of
‘doing politics’ — that conceives of
protest movements as a simple sum-
mation of ‘needs’ and ‘problematics’
to be faced and, hopefully, solved
one by one. In the 1960s one of the
representatives of the Berkeley uni-
versity student movement declared
significantly: “We take a stance on
a particular problem, let’s say civil
rights. Then we have a position on
another matter, let’s say Vietnam,
and so on. I’d like to define radical-
ism as the sum of these positions ...”.
Too little, and not good enough, be-
cause the lack of a global politcial vi-
sion — a genuine revolutionary strat-
egy — serves only to drain the protest
itself of any real effectiveness.

This short-sightedness and impotence
also surface in other matters. First of
all in the failure to understand the real
nature of the Bourgeois State which,
at the end of the day, is expected to
clear up any ‘problems’ and, in par-
ticular, is called upon, even when it

shows itself in its true colours, ever
more dominant and forthright: the
repressive armed wing of Capital.
And secondly, in the failure to un-
derstand the true nature of democ-
racy in the imperialist phase, i.e., the
method of government that alternates
with that of fascism, accommodat-
ing it and, little by little, substan-
tially taking it on board, albeit not
formally. It’s not enough to come up
with terms like ‘democratura’, i.e.
‘democracy+dictatorship’ (as several
flash in the pan philosophers have
done): you have to know what you’re
talking about!?

And lastly. The approaching elec-
tions in the USA and elsewhere are
a powerful tool when it comes to
manipulating the protests, alternat-
ing between die-hard repression and
sugar-coated offers to settle the con-
flict. Precisely because the protest is
so fragile (in political if not numeri-
cal terms), the institutional world of
politics reacts solely with a view to
securing votes. Hence its on-off ap-
proach to repression and its knowing
nudge-nudge-wink-winking ~ when
offering or taking away something,
purely on the basis of electoral cal-
culations. And what about the much
talked about ‘democratic left’? The
widely worshipped Sanders and Oc-
asio-Cortez? What are they doing?
Overly concerned, they resort to the

2. On these matters, see our core texts like ‘The Democratic Principle (1922)’,
Internationalist Papers,n4, and ‘Force, violence, dictatorship in the class struggle
(1946-48)”, Internationalist Papers, nos. 5-6-7-8. Both available on demand.

WRITE TO:
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favoured rhetoric of general-purpose
lip service, but always with a view to
bringing the protest back to the well-
carpeted council-chambered institu-
tions to which they so enthusiastically
belong. Hence the first got away with
a “Stay peaceful and focussed. You're
on the right side of history” (ANSA,
4/5/2024), while the second limited
herself to a discussion of the mean-
ing of “genocide” (https://www.you-
tube.com/watch?v=jZdrZ-uilTO). No
comment!

Many young people feel really indig-
nant and angry about the prolifera-
tion of bloody events like the ethnic
cleansing in Gaza, the war in Ukraine
and all the other little wars and skir-
mishes which take place across the
world, bringing a new world war
nearer and nearer. Their only course of
action, as difficult as it might sound,
is that of leaving aside generational
issues and embracing with vigour and
determination the class front, dedi-
cating themselves, body and mind, to
an internationalism that has nothing
to do with ‘sums of peoples’ or ‘fed-
erations of nations’ and everything
to do with the united struggle of our
class within and against all countries;
working for the unification of strug-
gles as part of a programme that is not
only economic and social but politi-
cal against the State and its deceptive
democracy. And decidedly take the
road to the revolutionary party.

August 2024

info@internationalcommunistparty.org
kommunistisches-programm@gmx.de
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Against-the-Stream Notes on Hamas
and the “Palestinian movement”

At the moment of writing, between the middle and end
of August 2024, we await the response from Iran and
the Lebanese Hezbollah to the killing in Teheran of Ha-
mas political leader Isma’il Haniyeh by the State of Israel
- a response which, as well as leading to a halt in the basi-
cally inconclusive to and fro of meetings between the two
parts, might also result in a dangerous spread of the con-
flict over an increasingly devaStated Middle East. For the
time being Iran doesn t seem to be over-willing to stage a
real show of power, preferring to limit itself to demagogic
threats: but at the moment things are still in a State of flux
and we must see how they evolve, without launching into
rocambolesque geo-political forecasts. Meanwhile, the
slaughter of Palestinian proletarians proceeds unceas-
ingly in its savagery and indifference to all indignation,
humanitarian protest or rhetoric from other international
brigands: the deaths now amount to around 40 thousand
but the future, lethal, physical and pscho-physical con-
sequences will be infinitely greater and more devastat-
ing than this obscene genocide, typical of capitalism in
its imperialist phase (how easy it is to forget the millions
of proletarians, civilians and soldiers, massacred in two
world bloodbaths, and the hundreds of “minor wars” that
preceded, accompanied and followed them!). As to the
“Pro-Palestine” demonstrations that have multiplied and
proliferated more or less all over the world in the last few
months, apart from the ritual, pre-electoral mega-demo
at the Democratic Convention in Chicago, they seem to
be languishing: university students are on holiday and
though the mobilisation of the Palestinian communities
abroad is not diminishing in terms of numbers, it still re-
mains caged inside a fallacious “nationalist” prospective
(not to speak of the so-called fellow travellers in the older
imperialist cities, the “hardcore resisters” who so irre-
sponsibly exalt and fuel that prospective, just proving that
they are simply “standing in line” ... to put it kindly!).

In this context and after having dealt with the “Middle-
Eastern question” several times over the years in our
press, pamphlets and other interventions, it will be useful
to take a closer look at the origins, nature and political
reality of the main Palestinian “player”, to which other
“resistant” formations, including the self-proclaimed
“Marxist-Leninist” ones (!) are subordinated: in other
words Hamas 1.
skeskesk

When, at the time of the First Intifada (1987), the Pal-
estinian group denominated “Islamic Resistance Move-
ment” or Hamas broke away from Egyptian Muslim
Brotherhood, it could be said that a process lasting sev-
eral decades was finally concluded: this process must be
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briefly retraced to understand the deeper significance of
the dynamics that led to the emergence of the group (to
a great extent, this was dealt with in the article published
elsewhere in this issue, “The Palestinian Proletariat in the
Deadly Trap of Nationalisms”). This means returning to
the years immediately following the Second World War,
when various de-colonization movements matured, af-
fecting mainly (but not only) the southern Mediterranean
coastline and areas around it, from Algeria to Egypt and to
the Arabian Peninsula. In Egypt in particular, at that time
we see the emergence of a secular political power, the ex-
pression of a local bourgeoisie under the illusion that it is
able to call into question the status quo and international,
post-colonial relations.

The ideology of pan-Arabism, which saw Nasser as its
main representative, splits with the backward and corrupt
monarchy of King Faruk, limiting itself, however, to for-
mulating the hazy vision of a single “Arab Nation” uniting
as brothers all the “peoples” with a common language, his-
tory, traditions and presumed common interests, in opposi-
tion to those of the old colonial powers and now dominant
imperialisms (first and foremost the United States, but also
Great Britain and France): this is an illusory objective be-
cause it is entrusted not to a widespread mobilisation of
the Arab masses but to agreements between the States in
the region, all considerably jealous of their own slice of
“crude oil revenue” to trade with the leading international
thieves. The failure of secular and bourgeois pan-Arabism
will thus be essentially due to the small-mindedness and
tendency towards compromise of other Arab bourgeoisies,
as well as to the firm opposition of imperialisms with an
interest in keeping the Middle East in a State of economic
and strategic subordination 2.

In the meantime, however, albeit amidst peaks and troughs
and always strongly conditioned by imperialist interests,
a process of capital penetration advanced in the area and

1. Let’s establish this right from the start: we are well aware
that in the “Palestinian movement” there coexist radical
souls and different organizations, from the Islamic Jihad to
the Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine and other
formations; but in these few months they have all become
subordinated to Hamas in practice, sharing its prospectives
and national objective. A sort of middle-eastern “Popular
Front”... In this case, too, to the detriment of proletarians, it is
not just a European speciality!

2. See “La chimera dell’unificazione araba attraverso intese
fra gli Stati [The Pipe Dream of Arab Unification through
Agreements between States]”, il programma comunista,
no.10/1957.



with it the development in all national segments of a mod-
ern proletariat, concentrated mainly (but not only) around
the poles of exploitation, processing and distribution of
crude oil and other raw materials for energy, of central
importance to a capitalism initially in a State of expansion
and later, from the 1970s onwards, in desperate straits.
How to control this proletariat, which the bourgeoisie can-
not do without but towards which, at the same time, it nur-
tures an understandable dread resulting from centuries of
experience? The failure of secularity, embodied initially
by the young military forces who were the protagonists of
the anti-colonial struggles, sometimes with pseudo-social-
ist claims and turns of phrase, must be replaced by another
form of control, even more profound and extensive: that
exercised by religious fundamentalism. Moreover, the va-
riety of interpretations of the Sacred Book (the Koran),
make it suitable for adaptation to the local requirements
of bourgeois and petit-bourgeois factions that do not hesi-
tate to dig up and exploit to this end whatever remains of
socio-cultural, pre-capitalist traces.

This is certainly not a “plan” drawn up round a table, or
a “plot” by some local or international bourgeoisie but a
question of material dynamics, rooted in the post-colo-
nial history of a Middle East obliged to try and extract
itself from the historical backwardness produced by a
long phase of crude colonial dominion, and the present,
unrelenting stranglehold by world capitalism. And the
dramatic events in Algeria (its harsh war of independ-
ence and troubled post-war period with the emergence
and political establishment of religious fundamentalism
through a bloody civil war) are emblematic of these dy-
namics. But something similar occurs in Egypt in the
post-Nasser period.

Here, the movement of the Muslim Brotherhood, arising
in the late 1920s (a date to be kept well in mind), has been
active for some time. It has grown up around the preaching
of Hassan Al-Banna, supporter of a return to the origins of
Islam, an all-encompassing principle decontaminated of
any other residues or deviations. Gradually, Al-Banna’s
movement assumes a hierarchical structure and develops
its own solid and widespread network of charitable insti-
tutions and social assistance, educational and information
structures, health services, trade unions, youth groups and
women’s groups — a sort of religiously-based welfare fully
in line with Islamic dictates. Not only this: as an expres-
sion of the emerging middle classes, the movement enters
with impetus into the world of economy and finance, with
enterprises, joint-stock companies, various types of initia-
tives and important ramifications in other Arab countries.
In addition, in view of the fact that it is operating right
in the midst of the oppressive British mandate (and later
the friend-enemy régimes first of King Faruk and then of
Nasser) and that for the whole of the 1930s harsh strikes,
repeated demonstrations, clashes and violent repression
took place (the Thawra, the Great Arab Revolt of 1936-
37), it equips itself with a semi-clandestine military struc-
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ture. After 1945 and especially after the 1947 Nakba (the
birth of the State of Israel, with the immediate blessing of
Stalin’s Russia, amongst others), the Brotherhood is also
present in Palestine, where it makes an essential contri-
bution to the military development and consolidation of
the anti-Sionist movement, active in the area for some
time. We shall not go into all the developments of the
Brotherhood here 3. However, it is important and urgent to
emphasise two aspects. First of all, it is evident to us com-
munists that in it, we are witnessing a religious movement
bearing a reactionary ideology, which is essentially anti-
proletarian and anti-communist, like all the religions and
movements that act as expressions or spokespeople for it.
This must be stressed, repeated and kept firmly in mind.
Initially, the Brotherhood did not intend to set itself up as
a political subject: for its ideologists the religious dimen-
sion in itself already contains the political.

But very soon, faced with the situation in Palestine, with
the creation of the State of Israel and its function as armed
gendarme and longus manus of western imperialism in
the area, and the consequent instinctive response from the
Arab masses (proletarians and in the process of proletari-
anization), expelled from the region or bearing an increas-
ingly oppressive burden, the more strictly political dimen-
sion emerged and took root, interweaving and identifying
itself with the religious — a characteristic then inherited,
amplified and intensified by Hamas, from its very onset in
1987, inspired by the preachings of Ahmed Yassin, who
takes up Al-Banna’s directly.

The Brotherhood and later Hamas play a specific role then,
but always (this is the second aspect) as an expression of
emerging and by now fully fledged bourgeois and petit-
bourgeois classes, and consequently marked by a religious
nationalism which, in the general picture of imperialism
and a world crisis of the capitalist mode of production,
must also have recourse to arms in order to establish itself,
resorting once again to a strategy that had been abandoned
for some time by the corrupt policies of compromise of
Yasser Arafat’s PLO and the Palestinian Authority (in
particular the Ezzedin al-Qassam brigades, Hamas’s mili-
tary branch, inherit, pursue and modernise the experience
of the Brotherhood’s clandestine armed structures). The
clash with the State of Israel and its relentless displays
of oppression and repression and the daily aggression un-
leashed by both the armed forces and the illegal forces set
up by the armed Israeli settlers, aggravates this prospec-
tive, driving to the forefront a “resistance” that is widely
and cynically nurtured by the suffering and exasperation
of the Palestinian proletarian masses — all this amidst

3. In this regard and for the rest of the article, we refer
readers to the wide-ranging book by Paola Caridi, Hamas.
Dalla resistenza al regime, Milan 2023, and to the article by
Alessandro Mantovani, “Cosa attendersi da Hamas”, in www.
rottacomunista.org. We have drawn widely on both studies.
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the more or less complete indifference of the other Arab
States, with the progressive loss of any international vi-
sion of the struggle against capitalism and with the com-
plicity of all those who, locally and internationally, have
abdicated any revolutionary leadership role, however mi-
nority and counter current it may appear today.

In 2015 we wrote: “ Israel as a State [...] is a European
political formation of a perfectly bourgeois nature and
origins: but as a superstructure it shares the same re-
actionary ideology as its Islamic and Catholic counter-
parts. Those who discover presumed progressive and
revolutionary elements in the Muslim religion (as neo-
converts!) forget that a true revolutionary bourgeoisie
has never existed in the Middle East, that the bourgeoi-
sies that have arisen or been imported into the Middle
East are now anachronisms and that today there is no
longer any trace of the anti-colonialism and pan-Ara-
bism of the late 1950s, both of which have failed. In
addition, Palestine’s own national claims at the start of
the 1970s (once a lever for a possible “revolutionary”
process) have taken shape in that wretched bantustan
in which all the Palestinian political forces, secular and
religious, are playing a game of reciprocal massacre,
particularly of their proletariat after having driven it
into that dead-end. To see pan-Islam and all its contem-
porary variations as a battering ram attempting to attack
the imperial fortress (a Bin Laden, ISIS, for example)
and thus driving the middle-eastern proletariat into an
alliance with the wretched Arab bourgeoisie, whether
fanatic or secular, violent or pacifist, is pure madness” 4.

At this point the argument must be broadened and again
take us back in time.
sksksk

In September 1920, thanks to an initiative by the Com-
munist International (CI), a few weeks after its important
Second Congress (its highest point before the degenera-
tion caused by emerging and later victorious Stalinism),
in Baku (Azerbaijan) the first Congress of Eastern Peo-
ples was held. It was attended by Zinoviev, Radek, Bela
Khun, Alfred Rosmer, John Reed and other European
and Asian communist militants, with 1891 delegates
from 26 countries and regions, including Palestine (then
a British protectorate)’. Amidst overall enthusiasm for
the new prospectives that might open up (of the fusion

between the proletarian class war in the West and revo-
lutionary anti-colonial movements in the East, under the
guidance of the CI) there were a series of interventions
in all languages and motions and proposals for action
were presented, substantially taking up the “Theses on
National and Colonial Questions”, approved by the Sec-
ond Congress itself. In these “Theses” and in all the in-
terventions by the communist militants present in Baku,
of central importance is the insistence on the prime role
of the revolutionary political party in the delicate field of
revolutionary anti-colonial uprisings, in which “national
issue”, “colonial issue” and “agrarian issue” are closely
intertwined, due also to historical backwardness in many
of these areas, the persistence of feudal and/or pre-cap-
italist elements, and social and political forces that are
expressions of them in a religious form, as well as the
relentless games and the burden of western imperialisms
— all questions that could only be solved by the establish-
ment of communist political parties in the East and by
the class revolution in the West.6

In those same decisive years of the 20s and the dramatic
decade that followed, this huge prospective was to be
gradually forgotten, deviated and finally completely up-
turned by Stalinism, an acute and even more degenerate
form of Menshevism: in other words, tailing the local
bourgeoisies (China, 1927!) and ever increasing total
submission to a national prospective and subordination
to the national interests of one State or another — the “na-
tional paths to socialism” are certainly not a European
prerogative! And so the very concept of a class society,
and thus the historical need for the class war for the abo-
lition of classes remain in the background. And this hap-
pens at the very time when, in the hotspot of the Middle
East, there is reinforcement (the two “phenomena” are
dialectically intertwined) of the return to radical Islam
and an exclusively national prospective. It is not simply
a coincidence that the Muslim preaching of Al-Banna
spreads with increasing intensity and effectiveness over
the course of those very years, culminating in fact in the
foundation of the Muslim Brotherhood in 1928. Just as it
is no coincidence that in the 30s, shaken by continuous,
harsh fighting against oppression by the British Protec-
torate, the internationalist prospective yields to a purely
nationalist vision and to disappointment in Stalinist poli-
tics, mistaken for socialism or even communism’. Later

4. “L’islamismo, risposta reazionaria e imperialista dopo
la chiusura del miserabile ciclo borghese in Medioriente
[Islamism. A Reactionary and Imperialist Response to the
Conclusion of the Miserable Bourgeois Cycle in the Middle
East]”, il programma comunista, 1.3/2015. It goes without
saying that, in Hamas’s vision, not even real “pan-islamism”
can be referred to, but instead pure and simple nationalism.
5. Cfr. “Manifesto to the Peoples of the East”, in To See the
Dawn Baku, 1920. First Congress of the Peoples of the East,
Pathfinder Press, NY 1993, pp.221-233. In particular, on
p-226: “What has Britain done to Palestine? First, acting for
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the benefit of Anglo-Jewish capitalists, it drove Arabs from the
land and to gave it to Jewish settlers. Then, trying to appease
the discontent of the Arabs, it incited them against these same
Jewish settlers, sowing discord, enmity, and hatred between
the communities and weakening both to reinforce its own rule
and command...”.

6. Cfr. in particular point 11 of the “Theses on National and
Colonial Questions” (published in full and with an ample
commentary, in our Storia della Sinistra Comunista. 1919-
1920, Edizioni il programma comunista, Milan 1972, pp.714-
720).



(and here we are already in 1979) the Iranian “Islamic
revolution” and the institution of Khomeyni’s and his
successors’ religious State will carry their own weight
here. Finally, to consolidate Hamas’s grip on the Pal-
estinian population, between 2010 and 2012 comes the
defeat of the so-called “Arab Springs”, springing from a
decidedly proletarian impulse but soon channelled into
the sidings of petit-bourgeois claims.

Faced with this situation, schematically recalled here,
we have always shown that the prospective of a “dual
revolution” contemplated by the “Theses on National
and Colonial Questions” of 1920 was closed around the
mid 1970s, basically when the expansive economic cy-
cle of the post-second-world-war period came to an end
and the crisis of surplus production of goods and capi-
tal began, in whose peaks and troughs we are still im-
mersed. Since then, the still unsolved “national issues”
have lost all their potential revolutionary impetus and
persist merely as residues and cancrenes infecting the
body of the international proletariat, with the decisive
contribution of all the “vehicles of infection” at work in
the big imperialist cities, which can only be overcome
and cancelled out by the pure and open revolutionary
struggle of the proletariat, directed against all national
States, against all imperialisms, under the guidance of
the revolutionary party 8.

The mystical-religious approach thus replaces the com-
munist prospective, nationalism that of internationalism:
this is why positioning on the terrain of national claims
and building a programme of action around them, mainly
nurtured by religious ideology, means acting in an open-
ly anti-proletarian and counter-revolutionary sense.

skskok

Let us return now to Hamas. Naturally, since this is not
a merely historiological study, we shall not go back over
the many events that have marked its history: the charac-
teristics of the welfare practised by it as an evolution of
that pertaining to the Muslim Brotherhood, the sociolog-
ical composition of its leadership and the “government
of professors” inaugurated after the victorious elections
of 2006 with a programme emblematically entitled “Re-

the internationalist n. 11

form and Change”, the problem of the internal relations
between the political and military wings, between the for-
eign centre and the internal centre and prisoners, the con-
tinuous ambiguity over the “Israeli issue” and the borders
to be claimed, the origins and significance of the clash
with the PLO and PA, and so on. As to all this, we refer
back to the texts indicated at the beginning of the article:
instead, here we limit ourselves to analysing a few illumi-
nating documents. But first of all, let it be clear that our
open criticism does not regard the thousands of Palestin-
ian proletarians who, driven by anger and suffering and
egged on by bombastic words and actions, have decided
to take their fate in one hand and a gun in the other, by
joining one “resistance” organization or the other. Our
critcism regards, as ever, the organizations that have
convinced them, channelled and directed them towards
objectives that are not and should not be their own.

Let us start, then with the of 1988 Charter or Covenant
(the Mithag), Hamas’s document that is the “most widely
discussed, quoted, condemned and utilised — time and
again — as a tool of political negotiation” (Caridi, p.114),
nevertheless remaining a constant reference point. In
it, right from the initial invocation (“In the Name of the
Most Mercifull Allah™), the mystical-religious structure
is closely entwined with the political (every article is ac-
companied by a quotation from the Koran). Article 1 thus
proclaims: “The Movement’s programme is [slam. From
it, it draws its ideas, ways of thinking and understanding
of the universe, life and man. It resorts to it for judgement
in all its conduct, and it is inspired by it for guidance of its
steps.”; and: “Allah is its target, the Prophet is its model,
the Koran its constitution: Jihad is its path and death for
the sake of Allah is the loftiest of its wishes” (Article 8)°.
When, from this and other proclamations, we move on
to Chapter “Strategies and Methods”), here we find the
affirmation: “The Islamic Resistance Movement believes
that the land of Palestine is an Islamic Wagqf consecrated
for future Moslem generations until Judgement Day. It, or
any part of it, should not be squandered: it, or any part of
it, should not be given up. Neither a single Arab country
nor all Arab countries, neither any king or president, nor
all the kings and presidents, neither any organization nor

7. Again in the ’30s, when all the many problems caused
by the unrelenting Stalinist counter-revolution rise to the
surface, with the physical elimination of the Bolshevik “old
guard”, the creation of “popular fronts” for the control of a
proletariat which continued to be broadly militant, and strong
ambiguity towards the situation in the Middle-East, to the
consequent disillusion of Palestinian and Jewish proletarians,
our comrades in emigration, gathering around the journals
Promoteo and Bilan, managed to keep the helm steady and
continued to point to the only revolutionary path, minority and
counter-current though it was at the time. See: “““Uno sciopero
in Palestina. Il problema ‘nazionale’ ebreo”, Prometeo,
n0.105, 17/6/1934; “Il Vicino Oriente: nuovo braciere della
guerra imperialista”, Prometeo, no.149, 31/10/1937; “Le

conflit Arabe-Juif en Palestine”, Bilan, nos.31 e 32/1936; “Le
monde arabe en ébullition”, Bilan, n0.44/1937. After careful
research and study, the story of the Communist Parties in the
area should also be analysed.

8. Cfr. “Residues and Cankers of the So-Called ‘National
Issues’”, The Internationalist, n.4/2017.

9. Cfr. The Avalon Project Hamas Covenant 1988.mht.
See also the sections “Time and Place Extent of the Islamic
Resistance Movement” (““Allah is its target, the Prophet is its
example and the Koran is its constitution”), “Characteristics
and Independence” (“The Islamic Resistance Movement is a
distinguished Palestinian movement”) and “The Universality
of the Islamic Resistance Movement” (“the movement is a
universal one”™).
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all of them, be they Palestinian or Arab, possess the right
to do that. Palestine is an Islamic Waqf land consecrated
for Moslem generations until Judgement Day. This being
so, who could claim to have the right to represent Mos-
lem generations till Judgement Day?” (Article 11) 10,

Further on, speaking of the “ideological invasion” of
“orientalists and missionaries”, to be countered using
all ideological means by the “scientists, educators and
teachers, information and media people, as well as the
educated masses, especially the youth and sheikhs of the
Islamic movements ulama, the professors, the masters,
people working in advertising and the media, by the
learned, the Muslim youth movements and their teach-
ers”, it States that the “ideological invasion [...] paved
the way for the imperialist invasion [!!!]”. And again:
“Imperialism has helped towards the strengthening of
ideological invasion, deepening, and still does, its roots.
All this has paved the way towards the loss of Palestine.
It is necessary to instill in the minds of the Moslem gen-
erations that the Palestinian problem is a religious prob-
lem, and should be dealt with on this basis!” (Article
15). And so historical materialism is also written off.

Consequently it is “necessary to follow Islamic orienta-
tion in educating the Islamic generations in our region by
teaching the religious duties” (Article 16). And before
passing on to the sections entitled “The role of Islamic
art in the battle of liberation” and “Social mutual respon-
sibility”, here comes the specific one entitled “The role
of the Moslem woman”: the woman in the war of libera-
tion, “a role no less important than that of the moslem
man in the battle of liberation”, since she is “a maker of
men” (Article 17). And most of all (take heed!): “Woman
in the home of the fighting family, whether she is a moth-
er or a sister, plays the most important role in looking
after the family, rearing the children and embuing them
with moral values and thoughts derived from Islam. The
woman, in the home and family of fighters, whether
mother or sister, has her most important role in looking
after the house and bringing up the children according to
Islamic concepts and values [...]. She has to be of suf-
ficient knowledge and understanding where the perfor-
mance of housekeeping matters are concerned, because
economy and avoidance of waste of the family budget, is
one of the requirements for the ability to continue mov-
ing forward in the difficult conditions surrounding us.”
(Article 18). To sum up: “God, Nation, Family!” 11,

In this way, is political-religious nationalism affirmed. In
fact: “Nationalism, from the point of view of the Islam-
ic Resistance Movement, is part of the religious creed.
Nothing in nationalism is more significant or deeper than
in the case when an enemy should tread Moslem land.
Resisting and quelling the enemy become the individual
duty of every Moslem, male or female. A woman can go
out to fight the enemy without her husband>s permission,
and so does the slave: without his masters permission
(Article 12). Woman and slave: “female question” and
“workers’ question” are thus written off!

Religious nationalism is the equivalent of “the fight
against secularity”. In fact when dealing (in Article 27)
with relations with the PLO, which at the time (in1988)
“the closest to the heart of the Islamic Resistance Move-
ment,” it is Stated that “the Organisation adopted the
idea of the secular State. And that is how we view it.
Secularism completely contradicts religious ideology.
Attitudes, conduct and decisions stem from ideologies.
That is why, with all our appreciation for The Palestinian
Liberation Organization - and what it can develop into -
and without belittling its role in the Arab-Israeli conflict,
we are unable to exchange the present or future Islamic
Palestine with the secular idea..” (our italics — ed.) And
this is because “the Islamic Resistance Movement [i.e.,
Hamas — ed.] does not refrain from discussing new situ-
ations on the regional or international levels where the
Palestinian question is concerned. It does that in such an
objective manner revealing the extent of how much it is
in harmony or contradiction with the national interests in
the light of the Islamic point of view” (Article 26).

Nationalism and the unity of the people go arm in arm,
as always, in democratic and interclass, and therefore —
necessarily — anti-proletarian and anti communist ideol-
ogy. This is not our interpretation. A little earlier (Article
22), in a daring historical-political analysis, we read —
and at this point it is worth quoting the whole text:

“For a long time, the enemies have been planning,
skillfully and with precision, for the achievement of
what they have attained. They took into consideration
the causes affecting the current of events. They strived
to amass great and substantive material wealth which
they devoted to the realisation of their dream. With
their money, they took control of the world media,
news agencies, the press, publishing houses, broad-

10. “Palestine is the navel of the globe and the crossroad of the
continents. Since the dawn of history, it has been the target of
expansionists” (Article 34). Not bad as a historical analysis!

11. In this regard, at risk of being truly irreverent, we can
travel to another planet light-years away: “Not until women
are called to participate independently not only in political life
as a whole, but also in permanent and general civil service, can

18

we speak not only of socialism but not even of full and lasting
democracy. ‘Police functions’, such as assisting the infirm and
abandoned children, control of hygiene in eating etc. cannot
be guaranteed satisfactorily until women have obtained in
practice and not only on paper juridical equality” (Lenin, “The
Tasks of the Proletariat in our Revolution”, 10 April 1917 —
our translation).



casting stations, and others. With their money they
stirred revolutions in various parts of the world with
the purpose of achieving their interests and reaping the
fruit therein. They were behind the French Revolution,
the Communist revolution and most of the revolutions
we heard and hear about, here and there. With their
money they formed secret societies, such as Freema-
sons, Rotary Clubs, the Lions and others in different
parts of the world for the purpose of sabotaging socie-
ties and achieving Zionist interests. With their money
they were able to control imperialistic countries and
instigate them to colonize many countries in order to
enable them to exploit their resources and spread cor-
ruption there. You may speak as much as you want
about regional and world wars. They were behind
World War I, when they were able to destroy the Is-
lamic Caliphate, making financial gains and control-
ling resources. They obtained the Balfour Declaration,
formed the League of Nations through which they
could rule the world. They were behind World War II,
through which they made huge financial gains by trad-
ing in armaments, and paved the way for the estab-
lishment of their State. It was they who instigated the
replacement of the League of Nations with the United
Nations and the Security Council to enable them to
rule the world through them. There is no war going on
anywhere, without having their finger in it.

“So often as they shall kindle a fire for war, Allah shall
extinguish it; and they shall set their minds to act cor-
ruptly in the earth, but Allah loveth not the corrupt do-
ers.” (The Table - verse 64).

“The imperialistic forces in the Capitalist West and
Communist East, support the enemy with all their
might, in money and in men. These forces take turns
in doing that. The day Islam appears, the forces of in-
fidelity would unite to challenge it, for the infidels are
of one nation.

“‘O true believers, contract not an intimate friendship
with any besides yourselves: they will not fail to cor-
rupt you. They wish for that which may cause you to
perish: their hatred hath already appeared from out of
their mouths; but what their breasts conceal is yet more
inveterate. We have already shown you signs of their
ill will towards you, if ye understand’” (The Family of
Imran - verse 118).

“It is not in vain that the verse is ended with Allah’s
words ‘if ye understand’”’.

And so the Bolshevik October is also written off!

And where are we supposed to find the proof of what is
affirmed in this Article? There’s a quick answer to that
(Article 32): “The Zionist plan is limitless. After Pales-
tine, the Zionists aspire to expand from the Nile to the
Euphrates. When they will have digested the region they
overtook, they will aspire to further expansion, and so on.
Their plan is embodied in the Protocols of the Elders of
Zion, and their present conduct is the best proof of what
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we are saying. ” As we were saying! Not bad as an analy-
sis of imperialism! Poor Marx, poor Lenin!

But let’s stop here with regard to the 1988 “Charter” or
“Covenant” and jump forward almost thirty years to May
2017: in between, as well as the First and Second Intifa-
das, there have been Hamas’s victory in the 2006 elections
with the “Reform and Change” list, the following year the
military clash with Fatah for the control of the Gaza Strip,
in 2008 the deadly Israeli “Molten Lead” operation, the
operations that followed under a wide variety of names. ..
Always the incessant, constant murder of Palestinian pro-
letarians.

The “Document of General Principles and Policies” pro-
duced by Hamas that same 2017 means to go beyond the
1988 “Charter” without contradicting it, bearing in mind
its new role in Palestine with the control of the Gaza Strip.
In this sense, the approach is more directly political, as be-
fits a political force running the government: but the close
tie between Palestine and Islam remains and is empha-
sised in more or less each of the 42 articles that make up
the “Document”, right from the preface, which proclaims
that “Palestine is a land whose status has been elevated
by Islam”. And again: “Its [Hamas’s] frame of reference
is Islam, which determines its principles, objectives and
means us” (Article 1); Palestine is an Arab Islamic land. It
is a blessed sacred land that has a special place in the heart
of every Arab and every Muslim (Article 3), “Palestine
is the Holy Land, which Allah has blessed for humanity”
(Article 7), and so on 12,

But apart from this, the Document insists that it has the
nature of a political text which “reveals the objectives, the
milestones and the way by which national unity can be at-
tained”, with a “language approaching that of western de-
mocracy” (Mantovani, cit.). National unity, therefore: like
any other bourgeois proclamation (constitution or similar)
that refuses to admit the reality of a society divided into
classes. Is it at all possible that, in today’s Palestine and
in a different tomorrow, social classes do not, or will not
exist? “The Palestinian people are one people, made up of
all Palestinians, inside and outside of Palestine, irrespec-
tive of their religion [??7?], culture or political affiliation”.
(Article 6). For the rest, we come across the same formu-
lations we might come across in any position assumed by
eminently bourgeois international bodies: is there anyone
who does not claim to defend “the values of truth, justice,
freedom and dignity”, against “all forms of religious, eth-
nic or sectarian extremism and bigotry” (Article 9)?

And again: when it States that “The Palestinian cause in
its essence is a cause of an occupied land and a displaced

12. Cfr. Hamas Islamic Resistance — A Document of General
Principles and Policies.mht.
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people. The right of the Palestinian refugees and the dis-
placed to return to their homes from which they were ban-
ished or were banned from returning to — whether in the
lands occupied in 1948 or in 1967 (that is the whole of
Palestine), is a natural right, both individual and collec-
tive. This right is confirmed by all divine laws as well as
by the basic principles of human rights and international
law” (Article 12); or when it declares that “The establish-
ment of “Israel” is entirely illegal and contravenes the in-
alienable rights of the Palestinian people and goes against
their will and the will of the Ummalh,; it is also in violation
of human rights that are guaranteed by international con-
ventions, foremost among them is the right to self-deter-
mination (Article 18); in short, when all this is affirmed,
and time and again “divine laws and international norms
and laws” (Article 25 and others) are invoked, is it still
necessary to comment that here we reside in the rosy em-
pyrean of pure idealism? Human rights, international law?
Which ones, in the hellfire of capitalist States?!

Furthermore, Palestinian society is presented as being
“enriched by its prominent personalities, figures, digni-
taries, civil society institutions, and youth, students, trade
unionist and women’s groups who together work for the
achievement of national goals and societal building, pur-
sue resistance, and achieve liberation” (Article 33). Once
again the strong image of national unity, using words that
evoke those of the Italian CLN (National Liberation Com-
mittee) dated 1943! Indeed, what are being claimed are
“sound democratic principles, foremost among them are
free and fair elections” (Article 30), because Hamas “be-
lieves in cooperating with all States that support the rights
of the Palestinian people” (Article 37), repeating that “the
establishment of a fully sovereign and independent Pales-
tinian State, with Jerusalem as its capital along the lines
of the 4th of June 1967, with the return of the refugees
and the displaced to their homes from which they were
expelled, to be a formula of national consensus” (Article
20). With the pragmatism typical of bourgeois formations,
what is skimmed over is the the highly debated question
and source of fierce polemics (as well as of further suffer-
ing for the Palestinian proletariat) of “Two States” and/or
“Destruction of Israel”, though it is Stated that “Hamas
rejects any alternative to the full and complete liberation
of Palestine, from the river to the sea” (Article 20)...

It is true that, as previously said, the 2017 “Document”
should replace the 1988 “Charter” (if not abrogate it). But
the imprinting remains, and it is that of a religious move-
ment which is the expression of national bourgeois and
petit-bourgeois classes and which has ample recourse to
a mystical-religious and reactionary (anti-proletarian and
anti-communist) turn of phrase, closing in this way the
just and comprehensible anger of proletarian masses who
have been suffering and combatting violence and exploi-
tation by the State of Israel for almost eighty years inside
the infamous trap of nationalism for nationalism’s sake
and without any real prospectives.
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We can stop here with regard to Hamas’s programmatic
1988 and 2017 documents.

A couple more words should be spent, however, about
the “Joint Declaration from Hamas, the Popular Front for
the Liberation of Palestine, the Palestinian Islamic Jihad
Movement, the Democratic Front for the Liberation of
Palestine and the Popular Front for the Liberation of Pal-
estine - General Command”, of 28/12/2023, i.e. just a few
weeks after the direct action by Hamas against Israel of
7 October — a joint declaration that never seems to have
been withdrawn and that says a lot about the subordina-
tion to Hamas of formations that present themselves as ...
Marxist-Leninist! Here, as well as the overriding national
prospective, claiming “the legitimate national rights of our
people” and the “creation of an independent State with Al
Quds as its capital”, at point 3, amongst the “military tasks
and direct and immediate battles to be carried out” fig-
ures “the Arab, Muslim and international commitment to
reconstruction and [the] request to fraternal and friendly
countries and fo international and regional organisations,
amongst which primarily the Arab League, the Organisa-
tion for Islamic Cooperation and the United Nations [!!!],
to launch an international initiative for rebuilding what
the occupation and barbaric attacks have destroyed in the
Gaza Strip and to work seriously to restore life to the arter-
ies of the Strip” (our italics). Since then eight months have
passed, the genocide has never ceased, the widespread de-
struction has proceeded shockingly and — mat least as we
write — there are no signs of it stopping soon. Nor do we
doubt that “the international and regional organisations”
quoted above (and above all the United Nations!) are ea-
gerly awaiting the right moment to descend on the Strip
and do profitable business — as they always have done!

Further on, at points 1 and 2 are some “‘suggestions to all
parties in the national movement in Palestine and their
components”, as well as the demand for ““a global national
meeting including all parties”; and the proposal is put for-
ward to “present a national solution for Palestine based on
the formation of a government of national unity emerging
from wide national consensus and including all parties, to
be responsible for the unification of national institutions
in the occupied territories of the West Bank and the Strip,
assuming responsibility for adopting projects to rebuild
what the barbaric invasion has destroyed in the Strip, to
restore life to our people and prepare elections”, devel-
oping and reinforcing “the Palestinian political system on
democratic bases, through general elections (presidential,
legislative and for the national council), according to a
completely proportional system of representation, in free,
just, transparent and democratic elections, with the partic-
ipation of everyone, thus reconstructing internal relations
on the bases and principles of the national coalition and
authentic, national partnership”.

Since then, 28/12/2023, more than eight months have
passed: and so, the 40,000 Palestinian proletarians killed



since then (and those who will be, together with all the

physical, psychological and material devastation) have

died for “free, just, transparent and democratic elections™?!
sk

Now, as we await developments in this dramatic situation
and the publication of new documents by Hamas, let’s
indulge in some political fiction. Without going as far
as a scenario hypothesising the destruction of the State
of Israel (and to be accomplished by whom?), an unreal-
istic hypothesis unless part of a complete reversal of the
present international balance of power and, as a conse-
quence, of a new world conflict with all that this implies,
let us imagine that a Palestinian State finally comes into
being. Apart from the foreseeable unceasing belligerence
towards the “old enemy”, a belligerence at least equal
to what exists now, if not worse, and therefore still with
immense suffering for the Palestinian proletariat, who
would be managing the rebuilding of Gaza and the West
Bank: the “people”? or else rather — through their body
of officials — the highly bourgeois economic-financial
Palestinian élites, at present living abroad but tomorrow
bloodsuckers in their own country, closely entwined (and
in competition) with foul international capital? And who
would the land belong to: to the “people”? to a league
of cooperatives? to a modern category of agricultural en-
trepreneurs? to the State? and in any case wouldn’t the
relations with Palestinian and immigrant farm workers be
relations of exploitation? Indeed, in the new State what
would be the relationship between capital and labour,
if not one of ferocious exploitation of the latter by the
former, with a Palestinian (and, again immigrant) prole-
tariat subjected to the whip for “the higher good of the
Nation™? And we could continue.

We know that indignant voices will be raised: “So what do
you propose?”. We can only tell the Palestinian (and more
generally Arab) proletarians that, independently of their
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membership of one organisation or another, any national
prospective leads to a dead end destined to cause slaugh-
ter, suffering and destruction to drag on infinitely; that the
only, difficult way out (and not in the short term) involves
a radical upturning of all the prospectives adopted and
upheld up to now by all the “resistant” and “nationalist”
formations (with the consequences we are well aware of,
especially after a year of massacres); and that the prospec-
tive of communism (with all that this involves in terms of
theory and practice, daily political friction and open social
struggle, right up to the class war) must be recovered and
put into practice again in close contact with the interna-
tional proletariat.

Whatever the political outcome of today’s terrible slaugh-
ter, the proletariat of Gaza and the West Bank (those living
there, emigrants and refugees, paralysed by the cynical,
sticky charity of international organisms more interested
in keeping them in a State of humiliating subjugation)!3
and in all the Arab countries more or less directly in-
volved, will find themselves obliged to fight resolutely
both against the State of Israel that has been oppressing
them so savagely for over eighty years, and against their
own bourgeoisie, which has made use of them as can-
non fodder for its own national interests and international
business. At the same time, once they have finally redis-
covered the path of open social conflict, without compro-
mises or limits and under the guidance of the revolution-
ary party, it will be up to the proletariat in the cities of the
older imperialisms to attract and include that battle into
the broader, general and decisive class war against the
capitalist mode of production, in all its national political
disguises. We are for this prospective. We work towards
this objective.

Along and rocky path? Certainly. But there are no others.
September 2024

13. To be meditated on: “Hitherto, every form of society has
been based, as we have already seen, on the antagonism of
oppressing and oppressed classes. But in order to oppress a
class, certain conditions must be assured to it under which
it can, at least, continue its slavish existence. The serf, in
the period of serfdom, raised himself to membership in the
commune, just as the petty bourgeois, under the yoke of the
feudal absolutism, managed to develop into a bourgeois.
The modern labourer, on the contrary, instead of rising with
the process of industry, sinks deeper and deeper below the
conditions of existence of his own class. He becomes a pauper,

and pauperism develops more rapidly than population and
wealth. And here it becomes evident, that the bourgeoisie
is unfit any longer to be the ruling class in society, and to
impose its conditions of existence upon society as an over-
riding law. It is unfit to rule because it is incompetent to
assure an existence to its slave within his slavery, because it
cannot help letting him sink into such a State, that it has to
feed him, instead of being fed by him. Society can no longer
live under this bourgeoisie, in other words, its existence is no
longer compatible with society” (Marx-Engels, Manifesto of
the Communist Party, Chapter 1: Bourgeois and Proletarians)
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A Few Words About
the American Elections

Once again, now that the Great

American Electoral Circus has

finally upped sticks and left
town (democracy at its finest, com-
plete with colourful balloons and
strobe lights, a howling public and
candidates constrained to perform
impossiblly acrobatic back-somer-
saults in rhetoric to say something
meaningful), we can spend a few
words on an ignoble farce that has
become increasingly vulgar, gro-
tesque and void of content.

Puppets on a String!

Every four years American citizens
are asked to pop down to their local
polling booths and ‘choose’ between
‘two candidates’, while the world
looks on with bated breath. But who
are these eternal ‘two candidates’?
If you ask us communists where
our preferences lie, we always say
that the ‘two candidates’ are, quite
simply, puppets: ‘The individual
subject, especially in societies
whose structure is individualistic in
nature, is immersed in utmost [...]
impotence when looking ahead and
showing the way. In such societies
— and especially in those dominated
by broken-winded liberalism— the
higher up the hierarchical ladder the
individual gets, the more puppet-
like they become, pulled this way
and that by deterministic strings.’
That’s what we wrote as early as
1958.1 With millions, nay billions,
of dollars (or other forms of cash)
on the table, the indecorous spec-
tacularisation of elections in Amer-

ica and elsewhere has continued to
flourish ever since, notwithstand-
ing their sheer emptiness and total
absence of real meaning. To obsti-
nately believe that the eternal ‘two
candidates’ are anything more than
‘puppets on deterministic strings’
is, therefore, nothing less than blind
naivety — heady and celebratory, or
masochistic and self-flagellating,
depending on the election results.
In actual fact they are, to a lesser
or greater degree, well-oiled and
convincing expressions of much
bigger and entrenched economic,
financial and social interests that
remain hidden in the background
precisely because of this kind of
personalisation. It is the interests of
capital that pull the strings of the
puppets on this desolate electoral
stage. Contradictory interests, let it
be said, just as the entire substance
of capitalism — propped up by laws
governing the compulsive quest for
profit and, consequently, the com-
petitive free-for-all — is contradic-
tory. The ‘narratives’ expounded
by these puppets, and the roles they
interpret (be they aggressive or in-
ane), are the script destined to fill
the minds of those who, out of hope
or confusion, believe (or rather, are
forced to believe) in it all. Leaving
aside all the broken-winded rheto-
ric which, apart from anything else,
is repeated almost word for word
at every new round of elections,
emptying itself of any real meaning
(‘The Golden Age’ or ‘The Light of
America’s Promise’ ... yuck), the
eternal ‘two candidates’ say prac-

1. From ‘La teoria della funzione primaria del partito politico, sola custodia e
salvezza della energia storica del proletariato: Contenuto originale del program-
ma comunista ¢ I’annullamento della persona singola come soggetto economico,
titolare di diritti e attore della storia umana [Theory of the primary function of
the political party, sole custodian and saviour of the proletariat’s historical en-
ergy: Original content of the communist program is the nullification of the single
individual as an economic subject, owner of rights and actor in human history],’
1l programma comunista, nos. 21 and 22/1958.

2. We’re well aware that in the latest greatest circus show there was a third candidate,
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continued —

tically the same things. They say
what the de-personalised power of
capital requires them to say and,
above all, they do so in a way that
is believable. So forget all the idle
proclamations fired in the direction
of a panegyrical public: Trump,
Harris, auntie Mabel, uncle Tom
Cobley and all, will do whatever
capital requires them to do, reciting
the dog-earred script as best they
can. If the many ‘experts’ in geo-
politics don’t mind...

The single party of capital

We have used inverted commas to
refer to the eternal ‘two candidates’
because on closer examination it
will be seen that they are nothing
more than members of a single par-
ty whose binary diversity is only a
question of appearance: in its com-
pulsive need to maintain the power
of capital over society, the party is
united. ‘Liberalism/statism’, ‘glo-
balisation/isolationism’, ‘free trade/
protectionism’, ‘increase produc-
tion/widen demand’, ‘encourage/
clamp down on immigration’, ‘fight
inflation/fear deflation’, ‘individual
freedom/overwhelming State pow-
er’, ‘outsourcing/re-industrialisa-
tion’, ‘Silicon Valley/Wall Street’,
‘polarisation of wealth/proletariani-
sation of the half classes’, ‘social
expenditure/military  expenditure’
and ‘war/peace’ are just some of
the huge contradictions (with all the
related social repercussions) that
capital is unable to solve. And every
time, they are ritualistically sold to
a public that is paralysed for months
on standby.

For the entire period leading up
to the Big Show no-one has ever
dared to ask the question: “Why
are there only two real candidates?”’
A democracy shouldn’t count on a
wide range of positions and, there-
fore, candidates?? Not to be. Un-
disturbed, the two parties blithely



call the shots in a political world
awash in a sea of dollars.3 Mil-
lions and millions of dollars. Here,
too, can we not see evidence of the
single party? The party of capital,
the party of democracy of capital
for capital? To mis-quote a famous
line from the western films of yes-
teryear: “Capital talk with forked
tongue!”

So ...

Democracy? Fascism?

So, the election campaign was
largely dominated by the question:
“Democracy or fascism?”” Or rather
(personalisation being the order of
the day...): “Is Trump a fascist?”
And the prize for the best joke goes
to ... John Kelly: retired US Marine
Corps general, military medals ga-
lore, ex-Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity and ex-White House Chief
of Staff in the previous Trump
administration.* When asked if
Trump was a fascist, Kelly candid-
ly admitted to having checked the

ian character meant he was a fas-
cist ... Now, joking aside (Kelly’s
remarks speak volumes about the
substance of ‘political discourse’ in
the USA!), what we have here is a
recurring mantra in American (but
not only) politics: what is democ-
racy and what is fascism?

Of course, everything is personal-
ised in the political-cultural déba-
cle that marks the entire post-Second
World War period: the “authoritarian
character” of aunt Mabel or uncle
Tom Cobley, or little else. As if we
needed reminding, fascism is slightly
more complex than authoritarianism,
lust for power, cruelty, arrogance and
militarism as embodied in one or
more individuals. On the contrary, as
the facts have in reality increasingly
borne out, fascism is the economic,
financial, political and military sub-
stance of bourgeois domination in the
imperialist phase (see Lenin again:
Imperialism, the Highest Stage of
Capitalism), oriented towards the re-
organisation of a crisis-ridden post-
First World War capitalist economy

Internet to understand ... what was
meant by ‘fascist’, and conclud-
ing that yes, Trump’s authoritar-

that is closely threatened by a de-
termined and combative proletar-
ian movement politically oriented

Jill Stein, whose leanings were ‘green’, but she was spurned by the electorate. As
for the much vaunted ‘left’ of the Democratic Party, i.e., that represented by Bernie
Sanders and Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez, the left is all one with the party, and we will
address this another time.

3. In 2010 ‘the winners in elections for the House spent $1.4 million on average
during their campaign. And what about the Senate? Almost seven times as much.’
And, in 2014, ‘for the first time ever, the majority of Congress members [is made up
of] millionaires.” And then there’s this: ‘the wealth of Nancy Pelosi, President of the
Democrats in the House, rose from $41 million in 2004 to $115 million in 2018 while
[...] that of Mitch Connell, leader of the Republican majority in the Senate, went
from $3 million to over $34 million during the same period’ (see Bruno Cartosio, G/i
Stati Uniti oggi. Democrazia fragile, lavoro instabile, Roma 2024, p.97). Some
tasty nuts to get your teeth into between one circus act and another ...

4. Turncoating is an interesting aspect of the last elections: the ease with which cer-
tain party bigwigs left one party for another confirms the nature of the single party ...
5. With this in mind, we’ll go back in time to what we already reported in another
article in this issue (7he Resistible Rise of the Ignoble ‘Free World’) — the words of
W. J. Astore, an ex-officer in the U.S. Army: “No other nation in the world sees
its military as (to borrow from a short-lived Navy slogan) “a global force for good.”
No other nation divides the whole world into military commands like AFRICOM for
Africa and CENTCOM for the Middle East and parts of Central and South Asia,
headed up by four-star generals and admirals. No other nation has a network of 750
foreign bases scattered across the globe. No other nation strives for full-spectrum
dominance through “all-domain operations,” meaning not only the control of tra-
ditional “domains” of combat — the land, sea, and air — but also of space and cy-
berspace. While other countries are focused mainly on national defense (or regional
aggressions of one sort or another), the U.S. military strives for total global and
spatial dominance. Truly exceptional!” Forget the glitz and gloss of Philadelphia and
New York, or the dullness of Main Street America: there’s no mincing of words here!
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towards revolution under the guid-
ance of Communist International
through its ‘national’ sections. After
World War II that substance would
translate into democratic form when,
helped along by the dissolution of the
Third International under Stalinism,
the ‘red threat’ was yet to appear on
the horizon and it wasn’t always nec-
essary to use batons to shepherd the
lost sheep back into the fold (except
in a number of situations!): to do that
... Parliament would fit the bill. It
was and still is a substance consisting
of State interventionism on the eco-
nomic front, the gradual integration
of trade unions into State structures, a
strong executive increasingly bent on
decree-based legislation, an emptying
out of the real functions of a Parlia-
ment drowning in a vortex of empty
words, social reformism and, when-
ever the occasion arose, legal and po-
lice repression of proletarian revolts
(in the little Italy of this time, the ap-
plication of the infamous Rocco Code
in a democratic guise), progressive
increases in military spending, more
control measures, and so on (and of
course that’s without mentioning the
oft-repeated resorting to State-spon-
sored terrorism) ... But that’s enough
for now — we’ve been over these
things several times in the past!

Instead let’s take a moment to look at
the USA over the last seventy years:
military actions all over the world,
U.S. military bases here, there and
everywhere, coups wherever need-
ed, undisguised racism in forms and
practices resembling a police State,
prisons spilling over with proletari-
ans, lumpen proletarians and assorted
unfortunates, murderous repression
of movements like the Black Pan-
thers and Co., infiltrations and provo-
cations, increasingly sophisticated
means of control over society and in-
dividuals, hikes in military spending
and arms sales worldwide, an ever
greater bond between finance and
politics, politics and militarism, State
interventionism in the economy... We
could go on.> But we think it’s enough
to answer the anxiety-laced question
posed by those ‘sincere democrats’
who — while milling it over in their
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minds — fail to see (do not want to
see and cannot see) the reality before
their very eyes, and who always end
up being taken in — ruinously — by the
‘lesser evil’. Much to their undoing.

Is it really so hard to understand that
behind the ‘Make America Great
Again’ slogan (with all its menacing
undertones) there isn’t only the vul-
gar arrogance of the man who coined
it, but also the vacuous vapidity of
his ‘antagonist’? And that everything
else (including the empty promises
made to the middle classes and work-
ing-class aristocracy, or all the nice
speeches about ‘civil rights’) is de-
pendent on that? Somebody recently
coined the neologism ‘democrature’:
we have always spoken of democratic
dictatorship or armoured democracy.

Disenchantment
or abstention?

All the voting data has yet to be fully
examined, but as far as we’re con-
cerned, it matters little if the numbers
of people trotting along to the polling
stations went up (as it seems, albeit
only slightly) or down. Neither are we
interested in all the various analyses
of the ebbings and flowings to work
out the “who voted for whoms?”:
all the Women, Men, Youths, OAPs,
Immigrants, Labourers, the Country
Bumpkins and the City Dwellers and,
please, onwards and upwards with
the abstract sociological categories:
heaven forbid there should ever be a
class analysis! Whatever, for us the
turnout is not the point because our
abstensionism is of a completely dif-
ferent nature and substance. As we
wrote in the last edition of our Italian
journal:

“The more the franchise has expand-
ed, the greater its loss of political
meaning; the more the franchise has
expanded, the more political capacity
has been alienated; the more the fran-
chise has expanded, the less its mean-
ing and value. And in almost all the
most important States, the number of
voters has dwindled progressively. It
would seem the influencers and chaste
purveyors of the dominant ideology
are pulling their hair out as they speak
of a ‘worrying abstention.” But were
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they blessed with greater intellectual
honesty (a rare and poorly rewarded
commodity!), they would speak of a
disenchantment with voting, i.e., a re-
signed acceptance of a political per-
sonnel that is totally interchangeable.
Even the recurring “Ah! They're all
the same”, which goes hand in hand
with the “They all stink no matter
what!” — Statements that resurface to
the tune of every petty scandal of this
or that clique — express a tacit and re-
signed acceptance.’

And there’s more:

‘Abstention would imply dissent, al-
beit passive: instead, this disenchant-
ed acceptance closely resembles a
tacit acceptance, a kind of resigned
acceptance, which is just waiting in
the wings for a good reason to start
acclaiming something or someone
anew. No revolution-minded indi-
vidual minimally in touch with real-
ity could attribute even a potentially
subversive value to this phenomenon,
especially when pedantic amateur
sociologists seek to work out, statis-
tically, whether more or fewer resi-
dents from ‘working-class districts’
have voted. What is more, hi-tech im-
provements and the mass media mar-
ket have succeeded in assembling a
machine of consent that has replaced
and rendered unnecessary — super-
fluous to requirements — the organi-
zational structure of political parties
representing the masses. And it is by
no means a coincidence that behind
the idea of the mass party (prefer-
ably of ‘workers’), lies a pernicious
and persistent nostalgia typical of the
multitudes of PCI orphans as well as
the theorists and practitioners of the
so-called ... ‘conflictual democracy’!
Nowadays, the ‘rank-and-file’ of any
modern electoral caravanserai no
longer consists of poor militants de-
luded into thinking they are part of a
political project, but a coterie of sup-
porters backing teams of politicoes
scrambling to winning the Presidency
Cup and the Ministry Championship.’
And so:

‘Once again, events as they have un-
folded prove us right, regrettably. Ab-
stention cannot be a principle but must
be a tactical attitude within a political
perspective that ‘reveals class to it-

self’, part of an all-encompassing and
complex anti-institutional political
activity that is extra-parliamentary
because it is anti-parliamentary; not
simply a necessary denunciation of
personalistic and electoralist politick-
ing, but an anonymous and hierarchi-
cally structured collective prepara-
tion against the State and each of its
organs and organizations. Abandon-
ment of the ballot box will only take
on a politically active meaning when
it is recognized as an expression of
the radical and revolutionary strug-
gle against Capital, the Bourgeoisie,
the imperialist State (all States) and,
above all, for the foundation of those
organs with which our class, consti-
tuting itself as a Party, will exercise
its dominance.’®

Harsh realities

Two days prior to the elections,
45,000 dockworkers on the east coast
of the United States, and members
of the International Longshoremen’s
Association union, ended the three
day strike that had completely shut
down 36 ports managed by the US
Maritime Alliance, from Maine to the
Gulf of Mexico (including 14 major
ports like Boston, New York, Phila-
delphia, Baltimore, Miami and Hou-
ston). They took home a 62% wage
increase over six years, but it still
needs to be ratified in January 2025,
when the contract that expired last
September comes up for renewal (no
surprises then if either side decides to
let off a few fireworks...).

The action of the dockworkers carries
symbolic significance because these
workers have always been a highly
combative category which, over the
decades, has had to fight both against
employers and criminal infiltrations
into the union; and also because it

6. “Il dominio della borghesia tra cos-
truzione del consenso ed esercizio
della coercizione (Qualche consid-
erazione a proposito di disaffezione
e partecipazione elettorale)”, il pro-
gramma comunista, n0.4/2024. Avail-
able on our site www.international-
communistparty.org.



can be seen as the tip of an iceberg:
conflict has become more widespread
throughout the country, primarily as a
result of increasingly difficult work-
ing conditions, with wages eroded by
rising inflation.

Indeed, the dockworkers were not
the only ones to down tools. For over
seven weeks, they were joined by
33,000 Boeing workers who, on 4th
November, approved (with 59% of
the members of the International As-
sociation of Machinists-District 751)
a 38% wage increase and measures to
update a pension plan that the com-
pany had long refused to implement.

But alongside these headlining
strikes, there has been a multitude of
others, which we can only partially
list here: at John Deere (agricultural
machinery), GM, Ford, and Stellantis
(automobiles); in the coal mines of
Alabama; at Nabisco and Kellogg’s
(food industry); among nurses and,
more generally, healthcare workers

7. Cf. B. Cartosio, cit., and also his
“Stati Uniti: soggetti e strategie di lot-
ta nel mondo del lavoro”, in Officina
Primo Maggio, https://www.officinap-
rimomaggio.eu/ 2/11/2024.

in California and New York State and
at the Kaiser Permanente healthcare
company; among carpenters in Wash-
ington and Hollywood film and TV
workers; in the services sector and
in the so-called gig economy where
temping is the name of the game and
ultra low wages the order of the day;
at Amazon and foods company Frito-
Lay; AT&T and Google (telecom-
munications), among workers in tel-
ephone installation and maintenance,
and the list goes on ... Here too, sal-
ary hikes, pensions and better living
and working conditions have topped
the agenda; but there have also been
plenty of examples of solidarity
strikes with workers in different cat-
egories, and that is interesting.” What
does all this tell us?

Well, it tells us that behind all the
glitter, dancers and puppets of the
Great Electoral Circus, there ex-
ists an often dramatic social situa-
tion affecting almost all sectors of
the workforce across every region
of this vast country. Struggles have
multiplied over the years, some-
times conducted by official trade
unions with a shameful history be-
hind them and facing strong pres-
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sure from workers; and sometimes
as an expression of grassroots or-
ganizations, which are something
of a novelty in the complicated
post-World War II era. It’s very
simple: workers in the land that
symbolizes imperialist domination
are in dire straits and can’t take it
any more. Of course, we aren’t
looking to overState the importance
of these episodes, but it would be
just as criminal to downplay them
with a shrug of the shoulders. The
American working class is a hetero-
geneous body, and there can be no
doubt that the road towards a deep-
er and more widespread awareness
of the need for open and constant
antagonism is still long and wind-
ing; and neither can anyone doubt
especially that a powerful and well-
rooted international revolutionary
party needs to make its presence felt
along the way.

With regard to the first point, it will
once again be a case of material fac-
tors and determinations doing their
work; with regard to the second, we
will continue to do ours.

November 2024

The party’s activity cannot and must not be limited to maintaining the purity of theoretical and

organizational principles, nor to obtaining immediate success or a great popularity at any price.

Always and in all situations it must develop simultaneously in these three directions:

a) Defend the basic elements of the program, and refine them in relation to new events, i.e.
develop the theoretical consciousness of the working class movement;

b) Ensure the continuity and effectiveness of the party organization and protect it against out-
side influences opposed to the revolutionary interest of the proletariat;

c¢) Participate actively in all the working class struggles, even those for partial and limited in-
terests to encourage their growth, but always relating them to their revolutionary final goals
by showing that the conquests of the class struggle are paths leading to indispensable future
battles and denouncing the danger of stopping at partial successes as if they were ends in
themselves and of sacrificing to these the conditions of the proletarian class activity and
combativeness, i.e. the autonomy and independence of its ideology and organizations, first

and foremost, the party.

The supreme goal of the party’s complex activities is to achieve the subjective conditions of the
proletariat’s preparation: to enable it to take advantage of the objective revolutionary possibili-
ties provided by history when they appear, in order to be victorious instead of being defeated.

(from our “Lyon Theses”, 1926)
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The Resistible Rise of the Ignoble
‘Free World’

(Résumé of the Report Given at the General Party Meeting,
4th-5th November 2023)

“How on earth did we end up today with a global sys-
tem which readily betrays signs of laboriously gearing
up for a Third Conflict? A system packed with produc-
tion facilities, bloated with financial mass, complete
with a network of diplomatic control. An out-and-out
‘superState’ wielding its influence over three-quarters
of the world, equipped with a propaganda machine that
suffocates the entire surface of the planet, its atmos-
phere and — for those who believe — the imponderable
field of the ‘spirit” itself. A system whose military clout
positively dwarfs that of anything in the past. A system
tagged with the most foolish and brazen of expressions
as the ‘free world’...”

(“Schifo e menzogna del mondo libero” [Free World Muck
and Lies], Battaglia comunista, no. 15, 1950)

The global system in the making at the time our text

was published in 1950 bore a strong resemblance to
that of today. The movement towards a Third War has la-
boriously clawed its way through a proliferation of locally
fought wars, and once the ‘bipolar antagonist’ (Russia)
had been effortlessly disposed of without any military ef-
fort, the crusade for domination and colonization became
global in direction. And behind this system is the most
powerful armed force human history has ever seen (1).

All military, technological, propagandistic and economic
means have been conceived and exploited with a view to

1. In the article “Perpetual Wars You Aren't Supposed to No-
tice”, W.J.Astore, an ex-officer in the US army, outlines a
perspicacious profile of the institution that most clearly repre-
sents the concentration of American power. Here is an extract:
“No other nation in the world sees its military as (to borrow
from a short-lived Navy slogan) ‘a global force for good.’ No
other nation divides the whole world into military commands
like AFRICOM for Africa and CENTCOM for the Middle East
and parts of Central and South Asia, headed up by four-star
generals and admirals. No other nation has a network of 750
foreign bases scattered across the globe. No other nation strives

for full-spectrum dominance through ‘all-domain operations,’

meaning not only the control of traditional ‘domains’ of combat
— the land, sea, and air — but also of space and cyberspace.
While other countries are focused mainly on national defense
(or regional aggressions of one sort or another), the U.S. mili-
tary strives for total global and spatial dominance. Truly ex-
ceptional!”  (https:/strategic-culture.su/news/2023/08/10/the-
perpetual-wars-you-arent-supposed-to-notice/).
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enforcing the principles of the ‘free world’ so that no one
can give the slip to the concept of ‘freedom’ championed
by a nation whose destiny is ‘manifest and exceptional’:
a nation whose early dealings with Native Americans and
Africans did little to dispel the idea of its essentially coloni-
alist, slave-owning leanings; a nation tasked with visiting
a similar fate upon all peoples of the world — a mission yet
to be accomplished, but which is now at a turning point. It
wouldn’t be too absurd to suggest that we have been in the
Third War for some time now (the conditional is de rigeur
for at least two reasons: firstly, for the moment at least, de-
spite increases in military spending, especially among the
main imperialist powers, we have yet to see concrete evi-
dence of the militarization typical of war economies; and
secondly, national mass mobilizations within countries are
still quite contained), and that what near future holds is the
string of battles that will determine its outcome.

Gathering steam, the ‘free world’ avails itself of forces
armed to the teeth and equipped with highly sophisticated
technologies so as to stake its superiority over forces that
dare put up resistance. This progression is accompanied
by a technical knowledge which marks the triumph of
man’s domination over man: under capitalism, from a cer-
tain point on, all technical progress translates into a more
compelling submission to its laws. In the factory, workers
experience the transition from formal to real subordina-
tion via mechanisation and the application of science to
production, while in society this transtion occurs with the
extension of the machine system and the application of
science to all aspects of social life. Let us refer back to the
same text quoted in the opening:

“For Franklin [the man who embodies the idea of a ‘free
America,” the matrix of the New World, ed.], man is a
‘toolmaking animal’ by nature. What could be more bour-
geois? The author of this cynical definition died in 1790,
but imperialism takes its origins from the making of many,
many tools. Oh ye who long for the Franklins — the atom
bomb is a tool too.”

The Bomb is the non plus ultra of tools or instruments. It
is a synthesis and materialization of the process of subju-
gation. Any resistance comes at the cost of apocalypse, but
its unlimited power is also its limit. As a tool it can only
be employed to demonstrate power — anything beyond that
and domination itself is annihilated along with the domi-
nated. Perhaps the privileged few at work in bourgeois
high finance have kitted out luxury bunkers and expect



to survive, but when no-one is left to exploit they’ll be
hard pushed to find anything over which to exercise their
dominion. The Bomb is the highest expression of fool as
it is understood in Capitalist society: but it is also encap-
sulates the limits of Capital. Through the generalization
of instrumentation, especially when it can be operated au-
tonomously, and even more so when it is immaterial and
comes endowed with a kind of intelligence that dispenses
with humans, rendering them superfluous, inadequate
and obsolete (2), Capital destroys itself, indeed, the very
foundations of the valorization that provides its movement
with meaning. Now that the Bomb is once again being
mooted as a realistic alternative, we might reasonably as-
sume this is symptomatic of the limits to its advance being
reached: beyond this point lies a choice between revolu-
tion and ruinous catastrophe.

Nowadays, technological domination — a by-product of
a science that is anything but ‘neutral,’essentially con-
ceived and developed to create fools geared towards creat-
ing profit and domination — goes well beyond the strictly
material production of goods. It relates, for ‘those who
believe, to the imponderable field of the spirit’; domina-
tion is inseparable from the control of thoughts, emotions
and the feelings of the dominated. Also here the transition
from formal to real domination has come about with the
onset of an extensive and all-permeating instrumentation
capable of reaching and forging the masses and the indi-
vidual —ideally as soon as they are out of the cradle. Being
ceaselessly connected means individuals are reduced to a
terminal of that general intellect (3) currently in the hands
of a smattering of large financial groups whose monstru-
ous monopolisation of machines geared towards monitor-
ing thoughts, behaviours and consumer habits sas enabled
them to notch up the healthiest of profits. At the same time,
they are persuaded to indulge in virtual worlds that ex-
ist independently of the real world and are disconnected
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from relationships formed in concrete reality. Some time
ago now, someone who was formed at our ‘school’ de-
duced that the extension of real domination well beyond
the working day to the whole lifetime of workers would
bring an end to any residual resistance on their part to the
great Moloch, as identified with Capital and its laws: the
anthropomorphosis of capital (4). At that point, he con-
cluded, there would be an end to the class struggle, to the
proletariat and to the historic possibility of overhauling
capitalism as indicated by Marx. The individual human
remained, facing the unfettered power of Capital, but
chances to escape it were confined within the conscience
of its domination, and in the possibility of doing “as if”:
living “as if”” being in the future community, of humanity
which has recovered itself.

It would be all too easy to call out this strange theorist of
invariance for leaving so little of the historical doctrine
unchanged; for having decreed the abandonment of the
prospect of proletarian revolution, confident that this was
the sentence of History; and for having entrusted the fate
of humankind to the greatly circumscribed limits of in-
dividual choices, of groups or ‘communities’. Were this
the case, what slim hopes would remain for the fate of a
species forced to experience a enormous catastrophe? A
species (assuming it survived) that would nevertheless be
condemned to regression, re-tracing its footsteps down the
centuries and stumbling along paths of emancipation that,
hopefully, will not follow the disastrous one presently be-
ing travelled along.

An acceptance of those theories would lead one to con-
clude that human history has reached a dead end, a pos-
sibility that the Marxist vision had by no means excluded
as early as the founding Manifesto of 1848, where it was
suggested that the failure of the revolution would see all
classes united in ruin. This alone would be enough to
knock some sense into those who attribute to Marx a tele-

2. The reference is to Gunther Anders, L ‘uomo e antiquato, Ital-
ian translation, 2007.

3. “The development of fixed capital demonstrates the degree
to which general social knowledge (or knowledge) has become
an immediate productive force, so the conditions of society s
selfsame life process are now controlled by the general intel-
lect, and re-modelled in accordance with it; and also the degree
to which social productive forces are produced, not only in the
form of knowledge, but as immediate organs of the social praxis,
the real life process”. Here Marx seems to expect, as a result
of developments in social productive forces, that Capital shifts
its control over production to control over society as a whole, a
transition from formal domination to real domination, extend-
ing from the production process to the whole of society. During
this phase, Marx States in Grundrisse, “it is the development of
the social individual that stands out as the crucial form of sup-
port behind production and wealth.” As soon as Capital starts
exercising complete control over the whole process of produc-
tion and circulation — a contradictory unity, as far as Marx is
concerned — even so called “free time” (which, if the truth were
told, is only time freed from the work that is essential for the re-

production of labour power and society in its entirety) becomes
a period of time integrated to capitalist reproduction. If Capital
failed to maintain a tight and all-encompassing grip of the time
freed up to guarantee this integration — not a formal control,
but one maintained through instruments provided by the gen-
eral intellect — the fundamental contradiction that decrees the
inherent limitations of the capitalist mode of production and
its necessary supersession would explode: “to the reduction of
work required of society at a minimum [...Jwhat follows up is
the formation and artistic, scientific et al. development of indi-
viduals as a result of freed up time and the means created for
them all. Capital is, itself, the contradiction in process because
it tends to reduce working time to a minimum while at the same
time establishing working time as the only measure and source
of wealth.”.

4. Obviously we are referring to Jacques Camatte, who in the
1960s was a member of our Party, before leaving it mid-decade,
hence misunderstanding and misinterpreting Marxism. His is
the expression anthropomorphosis of Capital which implies
(wrongly and purportedly, in our view!) the identification of the
human being with Capital.
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ological vision, as a matter of fact indebted to the ‘pro-
gress’ which capitalism has undoubtedly brought about.
Marx and Engels surely have honoured the historical role
of capitalism, but at the same time they have revealed
its unresolvable contradictions, its finite limits as a mode
of production and, therefore, the need for it to be super-
seded. When Marx recognizes the limit of Capital as be-
ing an obstacle to the development of productive forces,
and therefore historically transitory and destined to fade
away, he doesn’t lay down an absolute quantitative limit
to the mass of production and the means that generate
it. He expresses the essence of Capital in the fact that it
presents itself as ‘an immense accumulation of commodi-
ties ’; the obstacle lies wholly in the mercantile form and
its being an expression of value, which ensures that pro-
duction is cyclically excessive in relation to the possibili-
ties of valorization, but also remains inadequate in terms
of meeting human needs — even in phases of ‘expansion’
— essentially because of its form. On positing thereafter
insurmountable limits when it comes to “mass consumer
capacity”, he points on the one hand to the waste implicit
in excess productivity that can’t be consumed prior to its
value being realized and, on the other, to the fact that the
human capacity for consumption is by no means infinite
— it too has quantitative limits that are human.

But the immense accumulation of commodities must needs
continue to expand and satisfy Capital’s insatiable craving
for valorization. On the one hand, this entails an absolute
increase in production and the corresponding “continual
expansion of the circle of circulation”. The result of this is
that the “selfsame circulation presents itself as a moment
of production” and that “the tendency to create the world
market is immediately present in the very concept of capi-
tal. Here every limit appears as an obstacle to be over-
come”’; on the other hand, it entails that “the production of
relative surplus value, or rather, the production of surplus
value based on the increase and development of produc-
tive forces, demands the production of new consumptions”
—including ‘the production of new needs and the discov-
ery and creation of new use values’ (Marx, Grundrisse, 11.
Our translation, emphases in the text).

Marx himself attributes an ‘enormous civilizing influence’
to this process: it recognizes no geographical limits, nor
limits to human needs as defined in the name of some idea
of “human” that lays down boundaries, be they physical,
philosophical, religious or moral. So the idea of “man”
changes its contours, being gradually defined anew in line
with the needs and related desires that emerge following
the extension of production to ever newer fields.

“By virtue of this inclination, capital is driven to go beyond
national barriers and prejudices, as well as the idolatry
of nature, the traditional satisfaction — proudly restricted
within narrow limits — of existing needs, and the reproduc-
tion of the old way of life. In relation to all of this, capital
operates destructively, carrying out a permanent revolu-
tion, doing away with any obstacles that impede the de-
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velopment of productive forces, the expansion of needs, the
variety of production and the exploitation and exchange of
the forces of nature and the spirit’ (Marx, Grundrisse, cit.).

The advancement of the “free world” follows hot upon
the heels of the laws underlying the capitalist mode of
production, extending spatially and in depth as it takes
root in human behaviours; guantitatively — as immense
accumulated mass of commodities that’s erupted from the
volcano of production — and qualitatively, as forge of new
products and needs.

New and different needs and desires have replaced those
that defined what it meant to be human before Capital mus-
cled in and became the general system, and for Marx their
proliferation is proof of the extraordinary transformative
action of Capital. Yet historically, this relentless march for-
ward must come up against limits that can only be over-
come by revealing the unsustainability of capitalism for
our species. Upon considering the variety of new products
and needs that Capital has spawned since it historically
foisted itself upon us as a general mode of production, we
can see that up to a certain stage in its history — and limited
to the most advanced capitalist areas — the production of
new commodities and corresponding needs brought about
a general improvement in living conditions. This phase, al-
beit at different stages of development, covered the period
from the era of the Industrial Revolution to the 1970s. Its
demise coincided with the end of the post-war recovery,
giving way to a new phase centered on financialization and
the outsourcing of production to new and more lucrative
areas in terms of profit rate. In the old metropolises, trans-
formed from productive areas into consumer areas largely
dependent on foreign productions, new areas of consump-
tion were focused to a considerable degree upon services,
especially those associated with so-called “free time” (or,
more accurately speaking, “time freed up” from the ne-
cessities of reproduction as a result of the development of
social productive forces, see note 3): an area of life that
Capital would come to overshadow more and more, en-
couraging consumers to entertain increasingly superfluous,
if not harmful, needs. Productive growth seeks largely to
satisfy bogus needs and consequently gives new bases to
Malthus’s law of population growth embraced by the ultra
modern bards of welfare:

“The ultra modern have replaced parasitic bands of nobles
and their retinue with the same nondescript mass of na-
tional consumers, forcing them to consume like fools: not
much grub, but plenty of stuff to meet their bogus needs.
They believe that an excited and addicted (yet poorly nour-
ished) mass will have fewer kids, and their renowned ‘per
capita’ product will remain high” (from our text ‘Produc-
tion Volcano or Market Swamp?’, I/ programma comuni-
sta, n0s.13-19/1954).

From the 1990s on, the latest developments in IT meant
that centralized control over financial flows, production
time and consumption patterns on a global scale became



easier. A further phase opened with the great crisis of
2008-9 which, instead of being followed by a robust re-
covery, gave rise to an asphyctic trend partly compen-
sated for by a huge expansion in fictitious capital sired
by the central banks with their “easy money” policy, a
highly precarious State of affairs. The metropolises — and
notably the United States — went into parasite mode as
consumers perpetually indebted to the rest of the world,
a situation that clearly couldn’t continue. Parasitic they
were, but nonetheless essential to the continuation of
the global accumulation mechanism: the whole com-
plex system of globalized production would now revolve
around the volcano of Chinese production and the mar-
ket swamp in American metropolises..

As far as the movement of capital and goods on a plan-
etary scale was concerned, the assignment of different and
complementary roles in the global system confirmed the
pre-eminent position of financial capital of the Atlantic
metropolis (USA), but brought about a growing diver-
gence of interests between areas of surplus value produc-
tion and those of parasitic consumption, thus paving the
way for an increasingly bitter struggle for a share in global
surplus value quotas. Indeed, the abnormal growth of fic-
titious capital generated by the financial machine could
not compensate for the production losses of hegemonic
capitalism indefinitely. Hence the perpetual State of war
imposed by the United States in those areas of the planet
that are strategically important for the growing economic
and political influence of its latest rivals, China above all.

During 2019, everything pointed in the direction of an
impending inflationary crisis — partially brought about by
expansive monetary policies that threatened to cause the
collapse of the global financial system — and Capital was
forced into a new emergency strategy shortly after that of
the “Global War on Terror” launched in the wake of the
Twin Towers attack. The Covid pandemic crisis led to a
brutal slowdown in global trade and consumption, thus
temporarily avoiding an explosion in prices, and allowed
governments to engage in previously unseen forms of so-
cial disciplining. Alongside the well-known restrictions in
the name of ““Science” and “Public Health”, vaccines were
imposed for consumption. Wallowing in public money,
Big Pharma notched up huge profits while the State fell
increasingly into the clutches of large financial oligar-
chies. A stricter and more centralised control over society
was established and new needs were legislated into exist-
ence. Thus began the era of imposed needs which, from
that time on, would be levied in accordance with whatever
emergency happened to be passing by: yesterday the pan-
demic, today a climate crisis that justifies an immeasur-
ably expensive “green” policy shift that global financial
elites look set to benefit from in any number of ways.
Then there is war, which rams goods and consumerism of
a different nature down people’s throats. ..

No longer able to find satisfaction in the induction of
new fictitious needs through the launching of essentially
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superfluous new products, Capital explores new avenues
of persuasion and extends its remit to the most intimate
area of human life — that of the body, health, sexual iden-
tity and procreation. What we are looking at here are vital
needs that directly impact our biological — and, “for those
who believe”, spiritual existence. Even the body becomes
an object of expropriation when health mandates take on
the character of out-and-out forced medical treatments
extended to individuals wholly of sound mind. All this
while national healthcare systems are torn apart and re-
configured along the lines of American insurance models,
thus rendering the prime asset — healthcare — inadequate
in a Malthusian sense. Fictitious, too (even if they con-
cern highly sensitive areas of human life), are those needs
bound up with the trafficking of yet unborns and the wall-
to-wall promotion of a fluid sexual identity, indeterminate
and adaptable to variable models of behaviour and con-
sumption (5).

The world has become one immense marketplace, and
even the most significant moments of the human life cy-
cle — from the cradle to the grave — have been dolled up
as merchandise peddled as inalienable ‘rights’ (6). Any-
thing can be monetized. If an event like birth is marketed
as a commodity, it immediately creates a need and a cor-
responding market, ennobled by the questionable “right
to have children”, even when the physiological require-
ments are absent. The freedom imposed by capital is the
“freedom of the commodity”, the absolute power of the
commodity over human existence, the transformation
of all areas of life into merchandise, the total commodi-
fication of existence. Ultimately, this is what is meant
by the great advance, the mission of the “free world”.
Outclassed by emerging capitalisms in the production of
surplus value, western financial capital champions the

5. The struggles of the 1970s may have been concerned with
affirming sexual freedom, but capital nowadays has imposed an
ideology of unlimited sexual consumerism involving enslave-
ment to all manner of stimuli deriving from various catalogues
of “perversion.” The struggles of the ‘70s supported the right to
enjoy sexuality divorced from procreation; today capital makes
money out of the separtion between procreation and sexuality.
The former can come about without the need for sexual in-
tercourse, in laboratories that are little more than factories of
living beings; or maybe it can simply be outsourced to firms
specialised in recruiting surrogate mothers. Even birth takes on
the form of of a commodity, and death too: are there not clinics
that provide for assisted suicide? No-one wishes to question the
aspiration for a dignified death, but it will be noted how the term
“commodity” has come to include all aspects of our existence,
from conception to death.
6. We find ourselves in agreement with the following words:
‘Nothing should limit the right to buy, want and be anything one
wishes. Every desire is an acquired right and is blessed by the
religion of capital. The market nourishes itself on rights, ampli-
fying them in order to sell its products.’ (https://www.sinistrain-
rete.info/articoli-brevi/26210-salvatore-bravo-totalitarismo-
della-chiacchiera.html).
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commodification of all aspects of life: driven by indebt-
edness, this involves a widespread expropriation of those
assets (houses, land and small businesses) that constitute
reserves or sources of income for large segments of the
population, and the destruction of whatever remains of
welfare (healthcare, education and social security) in what
are thought to be affluent societies, and that have become
targets for privatization. This is the battlefield where West-
ern capital flexes its muscles on the home front, a war it
seeks to impose on the entire world.

The commodification of existence goes hand in hand
with an ever growing dehumanization (alienation, reifi-
cation). Precisly because the capitalist mode of produc-
tion has reduced workers to labour-power commodities
and consumers of goods produced by means of commod-
ities, so too have human beings become a commercial
category subject to the law of supply and demand. In a
system geared towards the maximum realization of value
incorporated in commodities, and where human beings
are rendered as functional to this purpose as possible,
less and less is the human need to be satisfied by com-
modities, more and more is the need for commodities to
be given value satisfied.

When commodities conquer man, they fulfil themselves
as an exchange value but also as a use value; were this
not the case, they would merely be inert matter or a
worthless service. In order for this to occur, commodi-
ties must impose themselves on man, conquer his senses,
mold his thoughts and desires and replenish the world
of longing with unnecessary goods presented as being
indispensable. When need cannot be brought about in the
senses and psyche by means of deception or suggestion,
commodities can be imposed through the evocation of
catastrophes and emergencies, to which resistance is fu-
tile. Where necessity is non-existent, it must be created.
The “right” to commodities becomes a “duty”. Dooms-
day looms large and the floodgates are wrenched open:
pandemics, wars and cataclysms follow hot on the heels
of one another in an endless pageant of fear. Fear pushes
people to accept any promise of survival, if not salva-
tion (an unseemly term perhaps, evoking notions of pal-
ingenesis alien to the prosaic world of commerce). And
it is here, more than anywhere else, that commodities are
able to impose themselves most readily, transforming
humans into lifeless consumers with no will of their own.
Deprived even of the miserable faculty of being able to
choose between competing commodities, people are
given what Moloch has decided for them, be it the all-
redeeming vaccine or the car presented as non-polluting
(which they cannot afford and lands them in debt). As for
bombs, well, they impose themselves in various degrees
of destruction when they finally land on the heads of the
poor fellows. Their exchange value has already been re-
alized while the explosion exhausts their use value. Al-
though it may not always be possible, it is at the very
least much desired that this happens with growing fre-
quency, if only to empty the arsenals and fill them anew
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with the latest shiny bombs. Like every other commod-
ity, bombs also conquer and transform humans, though
in a more radical way: either they are destroyed by them,
or they end up with indelible marks on their bodies and
psyches. What is certain is that like so many other avail-
able commodities, bombs do not improve them...

Commodities bring about varying degrees of change in
humans. These changes might range from poisoning and
sex changes to dumbing down and total annihilation. The
latest fad is what has been hyped as “transhumanism,” a
sort of hybrid hooking-up between man and technology,
and is being touted as the final frontier of human evolu-
tion. But it stinks a lot of the well-known story of Frank-
enstein. If these supposedly epochal transformations do
come about, the human of the near-future looks like be-
ing somewhat dull-witted and anything but sharp... Not
that there is anything particularly new about the average
human specimen being an imbecile: in the text cited ear-
lier, “Volcano of Production or Swamp of the Market?’,
the theory of stupidity elaborated by a certain British in-
dividual around the middle of the last century is refer-
enced: “After lengthy studies, he claims to have observed
an increase in idiocy over the past forty years.” So the
phenomenon could be dated back to the early 1900s:
“Say no more: he is right”’.

After millennia of pre-History and History, and the lofty
Renaissance peaks of geniuses like Pico della Mirandola
et al, the outlook is bleak. We do not count ourselves
among those who believe such a State of affairs has
been cunningly orchestrated by a conspiracy of secret,
all-powerful elites (some proponents of this theory ar-
gue they are of extra-terrestrial or possibly divine ori-
gin: how else could such power be explained?). No, from
our simple, materialistic Marxist viewpoint, we believe
this situation arises from the inescapable evolution of the
commodity, whose influence is all-pervasive, assigning
value to everything as money, the only representation of
value that is allowed: all other values (social, ethical, re-
ligious...) must be removed because they only serve to
prevent the affirmation of the market’s only truth. Un-
derstood in these terms, “progress” dispatches with all
the old certainties, disenthralls humanity of its myths and
leaves it at the mercy of commodities. It also frees hu-
manity of its critical intelligence and its capacity to make
judgements based on considerations of a non-commer-
cial nature, as well as its ability to empathise with oth-
ers. Surely Marx recognized the civilizing influence of
Capital as it broadened its remit: but he was never close
to equating improvements in humanity’s overall condi-
tion with the trajectory of material progress. He dreaded,
rather, the consequences of a generalised brutalization:

‘Humanity becomes the master of nature, but man be-
comes a slave to his own baseness. Even the pure light
of science can only shine against the dark background
of ignorance, or so it seems. It would appear that all our
discoveries and progress have only led to material forces



being endowed with spiritual life, while human existence
is downgraded to mere material force.” (K. Marx, cited in
Alfred Schmidt, I/ concetto di natura in Marx, Laterza,
1969, p. 3).
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In the capitalist sphere, the development of productive
forces cannot be curbed because it requires that the com-
modity form enjoy continuous extension and generaliza-
tion. Since it must necessarily grow, there can be no limit
(see our text “Dottrina del diavolo in corpo [Doctrine of
the Body Possessed by the Devil]”, in our former journal
Battaglia Comunista, n0.21/1951; available in Eglish at
https://sinistra.net/lib/bas/battag/ceke/cekeogezue.html).
Everything that is produced and provided as a service is
not for humans, but for the commodity, and for the re-
alization of the value contained within it. Tell-tale signs
of this essential characteristic of the commodity include
the tendency to impose certain consumption patterns and
needs and to conquer areas that are still partly outside its
jurisdiction (health, education, culture, art and, indeed,
life itself). Now, nothing new here in the history of Cap-
ital. Between the years 1839—42 and 1856—60, British
imperialism dehumanized hundreds of thousands of Chi-
nese through drug addiction: the so called Opium Wars
saw China forced to open up to foreign trade. A limit to
the development of productive forces continues to ex-
ist as long as an idea of ‘human’ exists, beyond which
the human is transformed into something else, into non-
human. A point is reached where Capital finds it neces-
sary to demolish the integrity of human beings, reducing
them to feeble-minded exploiters cum-exploited on the
production-consumption circuit. In the developed West,
the fast-growing numbers of those hooked on psychiat-
ric drugs — not to mention drugs themselves — is clearly
symptomatic of this aimless drifting. There may well be
an emergency, but it’s due less to global warning than
to global idiocy. The temptation exists to downgrade the
philosophical formula “anthropomorphism of capital”
to the more accessible global idiocy — far less philosoph-
ical, agreed, but much less definitive and pretentious.

And so, beyond all the narrow-minded rhetoric tied to its
past, present and future triumphs, the meaning of “free
world” becomes clear. “Freedom” is all about transcend-
ing human limits, taking into account whatever is natural
in man over and beyond that “second nature” which he
himself creates and to which he is now enslaved. So “free-
dom” is essentially violence towards nature and man, ad-
vancing with no regard for either. Thus can we understand
the wayward drift towards non-sense of the LGBTQ ide-
ologies and the wild squawking of the climate doom-mon-
gers who, more or less knowingly, are in thrall to powers
intent upon drastically reducing proletarian consumption
and, perhaps, annihilating a few billion of us with bombs
or other more user-friendly deadly concoctions. A Mal-
thusian solution par excellence for “saving the planet”...
until something better comes along.
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“Free world” rhetoric has totally taken on board the clas-
sic cause celebre of the so called “left”, “freed” at last
from the burdensome trammels of class struggle: sexual
liberation, environmentalism, civil and gender rights, and
any other licence that might not call into question the na-
ture of class in this world of ours. Even “revolution” — in
its most superficial sense (coloured) —, used with a view
to conquering those “rights” supposedly championed by
the West, is exploited to turn spontaneous opposition to
so-called “tyrannical” regimes in its own interests. To
say nothing of those wars that are always waged in the
name of “freedom” against “rogue” States whose primal
sin consists of refusing to bow down before the Atlantic
bosses and their vassals. Consider how the idea of “soli-
darity” — one of the “values” most vaunted by the “left” —
was used during the Covid pandemic: anyone refusing the
vaccine was branded as a plague carrier to be denounced
to the authorities, a public health threat or an egomaniac
indifferent to the fate of the collective. The mechanism
whereby the good — the majority — were separated from
the bad (few and far between) worked, and has been em-
ployed anew during the wartime emergency that replaced
the pandemic almost overnight.

At its climax, the unashamedly foolish and deceptive term
“free world” is used to turn meaning on its head. Democ-
racy is the outer shell of a system that is rapidly turning
into open totalitarianism (7): the “free” press is complete-
ly at the beck and call of movers and shakers pressing the
buttons in the powerhouses of finance; the “duty” to wel-
come immigrants is imposed by an international market
in human trafficking that alleviates the global surplus of
commodity labour-power; and national sovereignty is de-
nied by a “super-State” whose political, economic, health
and military structures are taking on an increasingly op-
pressive character. This is the inevitable result of financial
power being centralized in the hands of just a few corpo-
rations which exert control over a global network of en-
terprises: leveraging the structures of the aforementioned
“super-State”, these entities are able to dictate to govern-
ments agendas that are oriented towards the commodifica-
tion of all aspects of life.

The “super-State” that emerged from the triumph of
American capitalism in the Second World War was one
thing in 1950 (the publication date of the text, from
which we took our cue) but it has expanded and strength-
ened to become increasingly influential. The UN, the EU
and NATO are the standard bearers of the “free world”,
elevating themselves to arbiter-status when it comes to
deciding the world’s fate. Elbowing their way forward in
the drive to impose the free market (although in its mo-

7. Under a banal administrative law, in Italy the imposition of
experimental serums has abolished the principle of Habeas cor-
pus, avouched by bourgeois revolutions, and a foundation stone
of the modern relationship between the State and the citizen.
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nopolistic phase) to the whole world and in any aspect of
life, they take no prisoners, destroying anything that gets
in their way.

For seventy years this global system has been lawmaker,
capitalising on the objective superiority of the Atlantic
dominus and sticking its oar in everywhere — a tenden-
tially single and integrated worldwide imperialist system
(not to be confused with the banality of the “unitary im-
perialism” a la Lotta Comunista S.p.A. or the imaginative
‘Imperium’ of Toni Negri & Co.), with a functional divi-
sion of roles, yet not unfailingly aligned with the laws
imposed by the dominant centre. During its advance, the
“free world” has swept aside all obstacles and leached
through into every corner of the globe, creating a verita-
ble global system not only of trade but also production,
through global value chains. But this has also led to an
upsurge in powerful antagonists that are now determined
to impede any further advances in the destructive and as-
similative process so congenial to hegemonic capitalism
— the flag-bearer of the “free world”.

The powerful antagonists on the rise today are capitalist
forces that, in the name of national, traditional, religious,
and constitutional interests and values, seek to cramp the
“free world” as it rushes headlong. Whether they do this
in the name of God, tradition, the nation or law is of scant
importance: to each its own Holy War. What does matter
is that their efforts to oppose the concentration of power
— a concentration that interprets the extreme instances of
capitalist development — are an expression of real class
forces. This holds true for both the “free world” and for
those nations which currently have to face the rush of
hegemonic imperialism trying to reassert its own global
supremacy.

Among these nations, Russia and China — albeit thro-
roughly capitalist — are significant obstacles. Among
the class forces, sectors of the proletariat have signed
up to conservative — even reactionary — forms to give
voice to their struggle. We see this happening in Europe
too, and we mustn’t be surprised. From the perspective
of bourgeois progressivism, the Luddites were seen as
conservative and reactionary when confronted with the
advances in machinery that deprived workers of control
over the labour process. This was merely the dawn of
a class movement that would lay down the theory and
organization of the proletarian revolution we still refer to
today. Even in 1917 Russia, reactionaries were a main-
stay among the masses but, according to Lenin, this did
little to compromise the pre-revolutionary nature of the
situation:

“When there is a great social crisis — that is, when peo-
ple no longer wish to live in the old way — Lenin shows
that this ‘unwillingness’ can, nay, must reveal itself in
both revolutionary and reactionary directions. Indeed,
he continued to argue with Zinoviev that a revolutionary
situation would not even be possible in the absence of
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masses turning in a reactionary direction, thus squaring
the subjective factor.’(G. Lukdcs, L uomo rivoluzionario
[The Revolutionary Man], quoted from the Italian edi-
tion, 1973).

It is often true that forces visibly opposed to the advanc-
es of commodification (as we have sought to define it
in these pages) have been — and continue to be — “right
wing” or declare themselves to be removed from en-
trenched political and ideological categories. When put
to the test, all these forces have ultimately collapsed and,
in the future, will give way to the dictates of “super-
State” institutions and international “financial markets”.
In the battle which is yet to be fully waged, the proletar-
ian way of looking at things will emerge in all its revo-
lutionary glory, imposing itself as the only realistic per-
spective if the war against the barbarities of Capital is be
undertaken with success.

skesksk

The limit to the development of social productive forces
which Marx recognized as being an unsurpassable vice
of the capitalist mode of production must not, however,
be interpreted in an absolute sense as an inability to fur-
ther expand the mass of production. Throughout history
capitalism has never disguised its appetite for wishing to
destroy anything that hinders its expansion of the realms
of production of commodities, be they material or im-
material. What Capital does not know how to do, and
indeed, is unable to do, is to adapt production to social
consumption centred upon concrete human needs — to the
potential development contained in the social production
of goods and their social fruition. A perspective of this
kind requires that human beings be renewed through a
re-discovery of their inherently social nature: during the
era of class society, this nature has been hidden and en-
feebled, but it has never been definitvely erased. If the
social nature of man is progressively denied by the forc-
es of Capital in the present age, this is because Capital
itself has created the conditions for the re-affirmation of
social man and because growing numbers of human be-
ings feel this need.

Marx condemns the idolatry of nature, but he makes
every effort to re-affirm the social nature of human be-
ings, against the socially destructive trajectory of Capi-
tal, which cannot be reversed simply by raising the ban-
ners of morality, tradition, the nation or the defence of
nature. Those who believe it may brandish their religious
symbols with a view to exorcising the diabolical power
of money. To us, it remains a question of class power.
Unfortunately, today this power is not yet a prerogative
of the global proletariat: it is the prerogative of those
concentrations of power opposed to the centre of global
capitalism, and which would like to substitute it while
maintaining the world system as it stands. No matter
how aware we are of the difficulties and contradictions
of this ongoing process, and of the fact that the whole



thing is unfolding wholly within the confines of capital-
ist dynamics, we cannot help but observe the clash — this
widespread turmoil in worldwide equilibrium — with im-
mense interest.

During its destructive, revolutionary journey, Capi-
tal encounters obstacles and readies itself to overcome
them, but “the fact capital actually establishes each of
these limits as an obstacle and has, therefore, ideally
overcome it, doesn t mean it has really overcome it; and
since each of these obstacles contradicts its purpose, the
production of each obstacle moves among contradictions
that are continually overcome but, equally, continually
established. But there’s more. The universality towards
which Capital is irresistibly drawn, contains in its self-
same nature obstacles that, at a certain moment in its
evolution, will make evident the fact that capital is it-
self the greatest obstacle to this tendency, thus paving
the way towards its suppression through itself.” (Marx,
Grundrisse, cited, our translation).

Through itself: i.e., by leveraging its own contradic-
tions, and not those of Our Father who art in Heaven
or the “values” that Capital has itself already consigned
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to the loft. Amidst grand upheaval, countries that once
grovelled beneath the diktat of the Atlantic West have
ended up in the arms of new groupings as they try to
shake off their shackles and free themselves of western
finance: obviously, this is a fact, and a destabilizing fact
at that! From the point of view of national forces, this
can be seen as an obstacle that is external to the destruc-
tive progression of the most advanced forces of capital-
ism, or the “free world” that is already in acute economic
and — ‘for those that believe’ — spiritual decline. How-
ever, insofar as they are forces that developed within the
world-system (themselves a product of the development
of social production forces), they establish themselves
as internal obstacles to its complete realization. The un-
paralleled limit of capital is internal, in the development
reached by the productive forces that can no longer be
harnessed within the old world-system and, in the future,
within the limited mercantile, commodity form. When
the battle-front will shift to this terrain — against com-
modities — that will be the moment of open class strug-
gle, whose powerful return we eagerly await.

(From: ‘il programma comunista’, n.1/2024)

Bourgeois revolutions, like those of the eighteenth century, storm more swiftly from success
to success, their dramatic effects outdo each other, men and things seem set in sparkling
diamonds, ecstasy is the order of the day — but they are short-lived, soon they have reached
their zenith, and a long Katzenjammer [hangover] takes hold of society before it learns to
assimilate the results of its storm-and-stress period soberly. On the other hand, proletarian
revolutions, like those of the nineteenth century, constantly criticize themselves, constantly
interrupt themselves in their own course, return to the apparently accomplished, in order to
begin anew; they deride with cruel thoroughness the half-measures, weaknesses, and paltriness
of their first attempts, seem to throw down their opponents only so the latter may draw new
strength from the earth and rise before them again more gigantic than ever, recoil constantly
from the indefinite colossalness of their own goals — until a situation is created which makes
all turning back impossible, and the conditions themselves call out: Hic Rhodus, hic salta!

(from Karl Marx, The Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte, 1852).
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First of May 2024
Against all imperialist wars!

No need for many words: only the pathetically de-

luded fail to see that, in the depths of the capitalist
economy, with the peaks and dips in its decades-long
crisis, a new and widespread conflict is being prepared -
one even more devastating than the two past world wars
and the countless “minor wars” that preceded and fol-
lowed them: the last of the series, the war in Ukraine,
and the slaughter of the Palestinian proletarians in and
around Gaza.
Imperialist wars are not the result of the “will for power”
or “homicidal madness” of one “dictator” or the other or
- worse still - of one more or less “chosen” “people” or
another. They are produced by the very dynamics of cap-
ital, obliged to have recourse to them in the vain attempt
to make the blocked mechanism of accumulation move
forward again, by destroying what has been produced in
excess (including the labour force). In the age of impe-
rialism, there are no “aggressor” countries or “attacked”
countries, “rogue countries” or “friendly countries™: it
is the various national bourgeoisies that are attacking
one another, continuing - with increasingly merciless
and extreme means - the “peaceful” competition (see:
trade wars!) on which the capitalist mode of production
is based. Two world wars and dozens of bloody “minor”
conflicts should have served to teach us this! Faced with
the coming conflict now under preparation, not a single
proletarian, man or woman, at the service of the ruling
classes, their States and their armies!
“Fatherlands™, “nations”, “religions” can be left to the
bourgeoisie and their faithful petit-bourgeois servants.
We have no “fatherlands” or “nations” to defend or re-
ligions to promote: our war can only be the class war,
to finally win power and bring into being a classless so-
ciety, with no exploiters and no-one exploited. And so
let us organize ourselves, starting from today, to break
national unity and oppose the war-mongering politics

of all governments! We vigorously repeat the slogan
of revolutionary defeatism and proletarian brotherhood
before and beyond any barrier or frontier, filling it out
with operational content:

An open fight to defend living and working condi-
tions, striking hard at the economic and political in-
terests of the bourgeoisie.

The refusal to accept economic and social sacrifices
in the name of the national economy.

An open break with the social pact and a determined
return to the methods and objectives of the class war,
the only real and feasible internationalist solidarity,
in the imperialist metropolises and suburbs.

The refusal to take sides (nationalist, religious, mer-
cenary, humanitarian, pseudo-socialist, pacifist...)
on behalf of any State or fronts of States involved in
wars.

Economic and social strikes leading to authentic
general strikes, paralyzing the life of the nation and
opening the way to political strikes, aiming to slow
down and prevent any military mobilization or war
propaganda.

Not unless the militant avant-garde of our class organiz-
es around these contents (and not only on the necessary
but limited ground of trade unions, environmental and
social action etc...) will it be possible to prepare for acts
of open anti-militarism and anti-patriotic defeatism:
Allowing our own State and its allies to be defeat-
ed, disobeying military hierarchies in an organized
manner, fraternizing with our class brothers (also
trapped in their “fatherlands”), keeping a firm hold
on all arms and defence systems, to defend ourselves
in first place and then free ourselves from the tenta-
cles of bourgeois institutions: transforming the war
between States into a war within States, civil war,
revolutionary war.

VISIT OUR WEBSITE:
www.internationalcommunistparty.org

WRITE TO:
info@internationalcommunistparty.org
kommunistisches-programm@gmx.de

FOR QUERIES REGARDING OUR POSITIONS, WRITE TO:
Istituto Programma Comunista
Edizioni Il Programma Comunista;
Casella postale 272 - Poste Cordusio 20101, Milano (Italy)
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FOR A BRIEF HISTORY OF OUR PARTY

The intention of this summary is to provide the basic

facts of our history in a simple form, whilst it will not
be possible to look deeply into all the connected issues in
an exhaustive manner.
This means that it becomes necessary to take a brief look
back at a few general premises. Firstly, what characterizes
the “Italian” Communist Left, so that it becomes an ob-
ligatory point of reference? After establishing these initial
points, an account will be given of the beginning of the
Internationalist Communist Party in 1943-44, to see how
the various questions characterizing the Communist Left
are posed in the period (of incubation, so to speak) from
1944-52. Lastly, we shall touch on the divergences aris-
ing within the Party in the subsequent period, with the exit
of various elements that led to the founding of other for-
mations, more or less taking the Communist Left as their
point of reference, with the aim of better clarifying what
separates us from these formations and how the Party re-
acted to these episodes.

1. The Communist Left, whilst being “Italian” in organi-
zational terms, was not so in political terms, since the
problems tackled have always been posed from a gen-
eral point of view not linked to Italian contingencies or
to the country’s specific situation. This was clearly to
be seen from the II Congress of the Communist Inter-
national onwards, in which the issues posed by the Left
(then still within the Italian Socialist Party) regarded
the organization of the International itself and not pro-
grammatic divergences, but respected the urgent need
to reinforce and stiffen certain key points and certain
political-organizational demarcations (see both: the
“question of parliamentarianism” and the “question
of the ‘points of adhesion’”, made stricter and more
binding thanks to our intervention). It will be a con-
stant mark of the Left to pose questions regarding the
whole of the International, particularly on the ground
of tactics (the “united front”, the “workers’ govern-
ment”, in general the attitude of the world communist
movement to bourgeois democracy — all of which will
become burning issues around ’21-’22 and, not having
been resolved, will open up the way — just as the Left
had previously warned — for serious and irremediable
mistakes at a theoretical level), in the conviction that
clarity in the field of tactical issues and a clear defini-
tion of them contribute to preventing a lack of balance
at the level of principles. All these issues were raised
by the “Italian” Communist Left alone and this also
explains why a fusion between the Trotskyist Oppo-
sition and the Left was later impossible, because the
former remained a constant victim of the tactics of its
contradictions regarding the “united front”, the “work-

ers’ government” and, more in general, democracy.

. After the Communist Party of Italy’s Congress in Lyon

in 1926 (which approved the shift of the Party’s major-
ity, technically not at all clear, to Gramsci and Togli-
atti), the “Italian” Communist Left suffered systematic
ideological and organizational persecution. Whilst a
small group of militants remained in Russia, and was
soon physically eliminated by Stalin’s counter-revolu-
tion, the rest of the Left’s activists had to face three
different scenarios: that of prison (or going under-
ground), that of internment, with consequent political
isolation, for those remaining in Italy, or that of exile
and the diaspora, with all its connected difficulties, both
practical and political. Amongst the latter, the largest
group (around two hundred militants) re-organized in
France and Belgium as a Foreign Fraction (Conference
of Pantin, in the suburbs of Paris, 1928), gravitating
around the journal Bilan, with the objective of taking
up their previous characteristics, defending them and
conserving them (smaller groups would operate in the
United States and Latin America, encountering serious
difficulties to keep in touch,). It did not neglect con-
tacts with other organizations (e.g. the Trotskyists) but
remained isolated for obvious political reasons (up to
the final break with Trotsky). In the course of the years
to come, however, in the work of the Foreign Fraction
a series of errors of evaluation developed that could
not fail to occur in that situation of total isolation and
the persisting “non-conclusion” of a whole historical
cycle (this also explains Bordiga’s extreme caution
in making evaluations in this period, even at the cost
of isolation: it was above all a matter of understand-
ing what was going on; a balance of the whole cycle
was needed and most importantly an in-depth study
of the social situation and the politics in Russia — see
the content, in advance, of the letter to Karl Korsch,
printed in our text The Crisis of 1926 in the Commu-
nist International and in the Russian Party — presently
available only in Italian). It was therefore a phase of
total isolation for these comrades, who were carrying
on a battle not only theoretical but also one of violent
clashes with Stalinism: for us this was the real function
of the Fraction, rather than the theoretical elaboration,
which inevitably suffered from its isolation — a dem-
onstration of obstinate devotion to the tradition and
experience of the party, above and beyond any waver-
ing or theoretical failings. The problem is that these
comrades, or some of them, were unable to arrive at a
real assessment of the phase they found themselves in,
and in some cases — particularly towards the end of the
Second World War — also fell into theoretical errors: an
inadequate analysis of the situation in Russia (to what
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extent it was or was not capitalist) and an “infantile”

forcing of the positions of the Left itself (on the united

front, the national and colonial issue, the trade unions).

Moreover, things were made more difficult and these

slips were favoured by the fact that, in the countries

where the comrades found themselves, no real Marxist
tradition existed, whilst there was a strong democratic
or anarcho-syndicalist tradition, so that the elements
they came into contact with derived from these matrix-
es and they were not always able to shake them off (see
the issue of the anti-imperialist struggles of colonial
peoples, which were denied any revolutionary value or
historical importance; see the evaluation of the unions
— especially in the later period — as completely inte-
grated, fascist). In addition, the end of the war brought
with it the widespread idea that this was a revolution-
ary phase (this was the case of the Trotskyists): a hope
later disappointed; the consequence was that the forc-
ing was incremented and there arose the concept of
the formation of the party as an extremely long-term
process, which would consist in the spontaneous work
of the proletariat in the revolutionary period to come.

These were positions sustained by a group of comrades

from the Foreign Faction, who were not to enter the

Internationalist Communist Party in 1944 and to whom

the International Communist Current-ICC now refers

— taking them up exactly as they were or pushing them

to extremes.

. Right from its formation, then, the Internationalist

Communist Party experienced both the positive and

negative effects of the preceding battle. In this sense,

Bordiga’s role is not so much to pose the bases of the

party, as much as to contribute, also as guide, at a the-

oretical level, giving a direction to the new political
movement (see the: Tracciato d’impostazione, in Ital-
ian) and this is opposed by a whole series of contrast-
ing positions, which once again take up the uncertain-
ties and forced positions of the Fraction and assume

a concrete shape in the 1952 division, when the or-

ganization splits into two and Onorato Damen’s group

takes with it the newspaper “Battaglia comunista” and
the journal “Prometeo ”, whilst Bordiga and the others

(the minority) of the organization found “i/ program-

ma comunista”’, with the aim of continuing the work

already begun through certain fundamental texts. The
divergences with “Battaglia” are as follows:

a. The question of the party: it is emblematic that Batt-
aglia comunista continues to consider Rosa Luxem-
burg’s pamphlet criticizing Lenin and What do do?
as a “text of the party”. The pamphlet attenuates the
centralization and very function of the party, con-
ceiving of it mainly as an organism of a democratic
nature, an expression of the masses, with the obses-
sion (typical both of Luxemburg and of the Men-
sheviks) that it might “superimpose itself on the
masses”.

b. The question of the unions: according to Battaglia
comunista, they are completely integrated into the
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bourgeois State and economic claims are outdated
(see here also the ICC); the union cannot be used by
the party and is not a possible chain of transmission;
it is Stated, however, that the party must work within
it to create organisms that are already political (sovi-
ets?), with the intention of carrying out political work
and propaganda in the unions, as opposed to a work
of class organization on the economic field. In any
case, despite periodic oscillations, it was and is an
incorrect way of posing the relationship party/inter-
mediary union organizations.

. The question of the anti-imperialist battle: Batta-

glia comunista denied the existence of these battles,
which by it are held not to arise from the needs of the
national bourgeoisies or the peasantry or parts of the
proletariat, but to be episodes in the battle between
the two imperialist powers (USA and USSR) — or
manoeuvres by them. Thus, for Battaglia comunista,
the party had no interest in supporting these fights
and should not even take an interest in them. All
this is in contradiction to Lenin and the “dual revo-
lution” according to Marxism, for which instead: 1)
all battles that are fought on the ground of interna-
tional contradictions should be taken into account,
to understand how they take place and explode and
what the outcome is (see our evaluations of the Sec-
ond World War, which scandalized Battaglia comu-
nista so much, because they were seen as indicating
that we supported one side rather than the other!); 2)
revolutions or bourgeois advances in backward areas
play a revolutionary role and must be examined, just
as Marx and Lenin did (see our text, representing one
of the break-off points with Battaglia Comunista, 1
fattori di razza e nazione nella teoria marxista / Fac-
tors of race and nation in Marxist theory — available
in Italian).

. The Russian question: the position of Battaglia co-

munista can be traced back to their thesis according
to which imperialism dominates everything and is a
single undifferentiated block. Moreover, since, ac-
cording to them, fill State capitalism was in force
in Russia, this means that capitalism there was more
modern and highly developed: thus: Russia=United
States, without grasping the specific characteristics
of Russian capitalism. It was in this precise field that
one of the break-off points with Battaglia comunista
occurred, on the occasion of Bordiga composing the
Lezioni delle controrivoluzioni (Lessons from Coun-
ter-revolutions, available in Italian) in which it was
emphasized that Russian capitalism was really only
very slightly developed, with an internal market still
under construction (see also our Proprieta e capital
/ Property and Capital — available in Italian). Batt-
aglia comunista’s analysis is far more similar to that
of the Trotskyists in the importance it gives to the
nationalization of industry (despite being the other
way round compared to Trotskyism, for which this is
already a sign of “socialism”)- For Battaglia comuni-



sta, it is a sign of enormous capitalist development:
for us this is not true and the truth is that capitalist
forces in Russia are still jammed. What happened at
the end of the ‘80s is a clearer and definitive confir-
mation of this: not by chance Battaglia comunista
had considerable problems in dealing with the “col-
lapse of the USSR”.

4. All these issues raise theoretical and tactical problems

and after 1952 the party works mainly (but not only) on
settling all the questions previously raised. In addition,
the party expands, at an international level, too (France
and Belgium) and inevitably the problems of how to
pass on the party’s political experience to the class
arise once again: here it is mainly the two toughest is-
sues that are involved, the national-colonial issue and
that of the unions, for which it is necessary to clarify
how work should be carried out, what claims should be
advanced, what evaluations should be drawn. The first
splits following that with Battaglia Comunista would
thus take place on this ground.

. Leaving apart individual cases, the first split comes in
’61-°62. In Italy a group leaves the Party and launches
the journal Ottobre rosso (which lasts only briefly)
and then merges with the Milanese group “di Corso
Garibaldi” (L’internazionalista, an autonomous inter-
nationalist group): it expressed an essentially “union”
line, according to which the CGIL (the main union,
linked to the big Stalinist Italian Communist Party)
should not be much attacked, but economic indications
should be launched that limited themselves to being
greater and more radical than those of the union, since
it was presumed that the CGIL would proceed towards
a class position. This position was counterbalanced
by another, which involved leaving aside economic
claims, to propose exclusively political positions, con-
ceiving of the economic movement as the basis for a
purely propagandistic and political approach, in prac-
tice a little like Battaglia comunista. For us, on the oth-
er hand, it is clear that what must be done is to launch
claims that incorporate the objective of organizing the
class: the political message is to a certain extent in-
dependent of them. Reconciling the two demands is
certainly a difficult task and the party must be aware
of it. The “group of Corso Garibaldi” ceased to exist
decades ago.

. In 1964, there was another big split, again in Milan,
which reflected (and had consequences) not so much
at the theoretical level, as at the organizational and at
that of propaganda. The immediate cause was of an
organizational nature: how to give a different organi-
zational form to the party and its Centre. The function
of the Centre was discussed and “organization com-
mittees” were suggested. Our Theses of 64 and ’65
intervened, with the aim of invalidating the illusion
of being able to use certain internal mechanisms of a
democratic matrix to guarantee the political line; and,
indeed, excluding this democratic method from inside
the party. This split — from which, in roundabout ways,
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the group Rivoluzione comunista was later to emerge —
seriously conditioned work in Milan, and reflected on
the general political level. For Rivoluzione comunista
everything boiled down to the fact that we (the Inter-
national Communist Party) were held to be those who
limit themselves to theory: their positions are that of
activism and unrestrained demagogy and all their work
is carried out to exalt the form of the organization, to
the detriment of any broader preparation and theoreti-
cal elaboration.

7. In 1965, a split came in France, too, which was in a

sense the reflection of the latest one which took place
in Italy: following some progress in the party’s devel-
opment, the need was felt to ground an organ of agita-
tion to accompany the theoretical journal Programme
comuniste. The opposing faction questioned this need
and some groups thus detached themselves, later be-
coming Invariance and Le fil du temps, according to
which the party’s main work should consist in “fore-
casting”; the revolution becomes “an objective fact”;
the masses would then “find” the party, which had been
waiting for them, having foreseen the time when they
would encounter one another. From here, it is a short
step, especially for Invariance to characterizing the
party as the anticipation of a future communist society
and not an organ for achieving it; thus an actual refusal
of the party and any political form; lastly, the actual
negation of class (a negation that periodically comes
back into fashion) and finally the complete rejection
of Marxism.

8. Around 1970, a further small group of elements in

Denmark detached, assuming positions similar to the
KAPD’s ones, once again consisting in the undermin-
ing of the party’s role as director and organizer and
conceiving of it instead as an organism for “enlighten-
ing” the masses and theorizing forms of “direct organi-
zation” — something that expresses itself as a tail-endist
way of working.!

9. In 1973, came the break with a large part of the Flor-

ence section, which, a few months later, was to begin
publishing /I partito comunista (The Communist Party)
and also self-proclaiming itself the International Com-
munist Party. The split had been ripening for some time
at a union level; some differences had arisen with the
group, made responsible by the party for producing the
central union organ (/! sindacato rosso), since the posi-
tions that were gradually being assumed were turning
into empty demagogics, both in terms of the role of
the party and in terms of union activity. Very soon,
however, it was realized that the dissent was not lim-
ited to the union level, but was present on a more gen-
eral, political scale: that of the role and organization of

1. Khvostism, The word is Russian in original and loosely
translated meaning the tail wagging the dog (khvost is the
Russian word for tail): “tail-endism,” i.e., following the masses.
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the party. Any decisions of a disciplinary nature were
refused and things went so far as to affirm that the
sense of organic centralism lay in the fact that, since
each individual element had agreed to the party’s pro-
gramme, it was safe from errors and deviations and
could thus not be criticized by the Centre, once again
falling back into an idealistic and democratic concept.
For us, instead, centralization is necessarily rooted to
the structuring of the party and organic division of
work: the problem is that this structuring and this or-
ganic division must not be of an artificial nature. The
“Florentines”, on the contrary, come to a “mystical”
concept of the party, seen as the prefiguration of a
communist society. Moreover, at a union level, the nu-
cleus of their original position (which was later to be
turned completely upside down, as is shown by their
present positions on the issue!) is the “re-conquering”
of the “red” CGIL. In this sense, a negative evalu-
ation was given of the possibility of the union with
the others trade unions — the Catholic one and the So-
cialist-inspired one), which was seen as a loss of the
CGIL’s potentially “red” nature: the problem was said
to boil down to the fact that the direction of the CGIL
was in the hands of opportunists — it was thus a matter
of working from the inside to get rid of them and take
over the direction ourselves. In addition (and this po-
sition, too, was later to be turned upside down!), there
was the total denial of any value in all other experi-
ences outside the union in those years (the so-called,
“sindacati di base”, “rank-and-file unions”), whilst the
function of the party was again limited to the “politi-
cal enlightenment” of the class and never seen as its
organization. Today the “Florence party” pursues the
illusion of “class unions” to be drawn up around a ta-
ble and plunges into pure activism as an end in itself.

10.In 1974, a group of Milan elements distanced them-

selves, as a reflection of the “primitive” concept (im-
plicit in the previous split) of revolution through the
acknowledgement of the party by a part of the class,
which up until then was supposed to have carried out
the work of enlightenment (a position, it should be
stressed, that found its material roots mostly in the
party’s detachment from the class, a detachment that
lasts up until the present): the group again fell into the
opposite position, theorized by some comrades from
Milan and Savona, who called into question the role
of the party towards other groups (privileging certain
specific groups here, especially the Trotskyites), with
the intention of creating a sort of “battlefront” with
them. In practice, it was argued, though not clearly,
that the party would come into being later. A group
was formed that would ground the newspaper /I mili-
tante and totally abandon the tradition of the Com-
munist Left, entirely re-evaluating the heritage of
Trotskyism and proposing to “reconstruct the IVth In-
ternational” (it should be noted that this group would
merge into the mainly Stalinist Rifondazione Comuni-
sta [!!], later leaving to contribute to the founding of
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the present Partito Comunista dei Lavoratori).

11.In the second half of the ‘70s, elements were then to
leave which, through successive evolutions, would
found the group revolving around the newspaper Che
fare?, this, too, now entirely outside the tradition of the
Communist Left.

12.The *81 -’83 crisis. More complex to describe (and to
explain), unlike that “of the birth” in 1952 — this crisis
was very serious and risked wiping out decades of the-
oretical-political work. Substantially, it was again a
case of “a crisis of activism”, to which other material
and more or less contingent factors contributed, with
truly dramatic final results. Here again, the preceding
situation must be described. Over the course of the
“70s, the party had spread geographically to some ex-
tent: it published not only in Italian and French (the two
“historical” languages), but also in German, Spanish
(for Spain and Latin America), Turkish, English and
Arabic and each of these languages corresponded to
one (or more) operational nuclei of the party. Moreo-
ver, the party had links with workers’ groups and par-
ticularly “hot” situations (Latin America, the Middle
East). Precisely this extension, with all the strategic-
political and practical-organizational problems it in-
volved, ended up by weighing heavily on the party in a
negative manner, because it was thought by some com-
rades (even some with central responsibility), that it
was possible a) to intensify our activity in a purely
quantitative (and not qualitative) sense, b) to force a
“militantism” disproportionate both to the real situa-
tion of the party and to the actual necessity dictated by
outside reality — and this introduced rough dynamics
into the party, totally foreign to our tradition. Faced
with the events that witnessed protests by sectors of the
half classes and a stratum of the proletariat in those
years, these comrades allowed themselves to be over-
come by the opportunist illusion that they could con-
trast the entity and duration of the counter-revolution
by a basically generic militantism that distanced them
more or less consciously from the method of restoring
the organic party, indicated and practiced with effort
and tenacity by the comrades who organized them-
selves in 1952 around 1/ programma comunista. These
wave of activism and militantism gradually led to ele-
ments and groups from the Party distancing themselves
and culminated in the “explosion” (éclatement) of
1981-83. In this situation we once again witnessed
how hard it is to assimilate the theory and practice of
Communism (and thus of the Communist Party).
Moreover it is not a matter of formulae, which makes it
always arduous to keep this theory and practice alive
and vital in the operational unit of Theory-Principles-
Programme-Tactics-Organization. Since the ‘50s, the
party had correctly foreseen that a new structural crisis
of capital would open up halfway through the ‘70s,
once the postwar cycle of expansion had been exhaust-
ed. And in fact the crisis occurred, acute and destined
to drag on, amongst peaks and dips, right up to today.



And, although the party repeatedly warned comrades
of the error of expecting the economic crisis to lead
automatically to a social crisis, in many of them (even
some with central responsibility) the impatience to fi-
nally be inside a phase of class recovery was so great
as to see this recovery even where it did not exist. The
engine generating this sequence of opportunist atti-
tudes is to be found precisely in the mechanism (con-
trary and opposed to dialectic materialism) by which
one of the most important results of our work of cri-
tique of political economy, with the significant title of
Corso del capitalism mondiale / The course of world
capitalism, was distorted (and thus betrayed). This
work identified the conclusion, halfway through the
1970s, of the cycle of accumulation following the Sec-
ond Inter-imperialist Bloodbath and thus the beginning
of a period of structural crisis. It is evident that, on
setting out these results, the comrades “of the ‘50s”
also expressed the hope that the economic crisis might,
in the near future (“in perhaps a generation”, they
wrote), lead to a social crisis as well, and to a political
crisis laden with revolutionary potential. And this in
the firm knowledge that the revolution is not made but
directed; that the party prepares the class for revolution
but does not prepare the revolution; and that in any
case “Communist revolutionaries must, instead, be
those who, tempered collectively by experiences of the
battle against the degeneration of the proletarian move-
ment, firmly believe in revolution and firmly desire
revolution, but not with the credit and the desire that
one has to exact payment, exposed to desperation and
mistrust if a day goes past after the deadline for the
promissory note,” (from our Party and class action,
1921). This “optimism” was, in any case, subordinate
to and bound to the development of the reorganization
(restoration!) of the revolutionary class organ (the par-
ty), also and above all in terms of its ability (and duty)
to act in contact with the class and in social movements
springing from the contrast between the forces and
forms of production, never subordinating our own
aims and interests to those of the “half classes”, also
obliged to “make a move”, and indeed applying to
them a tactic directed either at neutralizing those
“moves” or obliging them to work on preparing a revo-
lution. The years that witnessed our “explosion” were,
for example, those that concluded this confused period
of modernization and renewal of certain bourgeois and
petit-bourgeois ideological forms generally summed
up by the expression “May 68” — a period that wove its
way in at the end of the vast movement for economic
claims by our class, apparently victorious in remediat-
ing that “little something” made available by the cul-
mination of accumulation but almost simultaneously
threatened by the jamming of that same process of ac-
cumulation. Lastly, the final component to intervene
was the distortion and misrepresentation of the “na-
tional question”, just when, with the conclusion of the
war in Indo-China and the gaining of independence by

the internationalist n. 11

the Portuguese colonies, all the tactical potential of the
dual revolution was finally exhausted. It thus happened
that many of the “movements” of a purely inter-classist
or pacifist nature that developed over those years were
interpreted as signals of a recovery of class conscious-
ness, whilst on the contrary, they were expressing the
ill-being of essentially petit-bourgeois sectors faced
with the first pangs produced by the crisis. The party
was thus driven towards them with the idea not of mak-
ing an open criticism of them but ... of placing itself at
their service. Added to this was the fact that, from a
mistaken evaluation of those movements, there also
derived the impatience of comrades in the more deli-
cate situations (Algeria, Middle East), for the party to
come up with a “more militant” “tactical plan” to deal
with time frames that were seen as far more advanced
than they actually were. To this, markedly theoretic er-
rors were added, for example towards the “Palestinian
situation”, which was conceived of as still being a situ-
ation of dual revolution, or one in which the party
should support — whilst still maintaining its complete
organizational autonomy — the “national” claims of the
Palestinian population (on the other hand, it should be
clear that, today as yesterday, throughout the area there
was the prospect of pure, proletarian revolution and
that the national bourgeoisies in the area all form a coa-
lition against the Arab-Palestinian proletariat). When
the crisis exploded, there was thus a mixture of activ-
ism, impatience and scarce analytical theory which
found its expression, as well as in the demand for
greater militantism, in the request for democratic
mechanisms to be introduced into the party’s organiza-
tion (the Centre of the party as a mere sum of the “rep-
resentatives” from its sections). The crisis dragged on
for a year, dividing the Centre of the party itself and
disorienting many sections and individual comrades,
who gradually abandoned the organization, creating, or
attempting to create other organizations referring to the
Left. Moreover, since the real situation did not mature
towards the expected aggravation of the social crisis
and the more intense activism of the party did not seem
to be fruitful, either from the point of view of new fol-
lowers, or of a class orientation of these “movements”,
some comrades theorized a sort of “genetic inability”
of the Communist Left to make contact with the class,
influence it and direct it. This led to the party being
abandoned by sections and individual activists, who
ended up by “merging into the movement”, setting up
a group around the journal Combat (which was very
short-lived, however, despite wasting precious ener-
gy). The upset was enormous and in the space of only
a few months literally risked destroying the party. It
was a small group of comrades from the “old guard”
who took up the reins of what remained of the organi-
zation (amidst many technical and logistic difficulties
involving effective contact with comrades scattered
throughout the world), re-establishing the correct ori-
entation, starting to publish first the Italian newspaper
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and then a French review again and re-connecting the
threads of the organization in Italy and elsewhere. It
should be added that the “movementist” elements and
activists that split from the party disappeared quite
quickly, abandoning active politics; and numerous
comrades who had initially remained isolated and on
the margins gradually resumed contact and later close
bonds with the organization, in Italy and elsewhere.
This does not alter the fact that it came as a hard blow:
it meant that almost all our press and the party’s inter-
national network disappeared, resulting in the need to
start the organizational work over again from the be-
ginning, as well as re-settle the theory and take stock
of the mistakes that had been made. We are not so
much interested here in going into the polemics and
distinctions of one little group or another emerging
from the ’81-’83 crisis and its subsequent repercus-
sions, declaring that it is modeled on the communist
Left (Il Comunista-Le Prolétaire, n+1, Schio’s inter-
national communist Left or other Italian or foreign
circles or ex-militants’ discussion groups) — polemics
and discussions that run the risk of becoming gossip
and personalism and, from outside, would most prob-
ably seem obscure and of little importance. Certainly,
the main points of these differences do always re-
volve around the two opposite but convergent dan-
gers of activism and academism; but also, and no less
dangerously, around attitudes that identify the party
with the biological lifespan of its most famous expo-
nent (Bordiga) or reduce the party’s work to launch-

2.To the recurrent accusation that we did not “draw a balance-
sheet” of the *81-’83 crisis, we reply that this “stock-taking”
(a political and not a petty one!) was done, both in the articles
published by our Italian newspaper Il programma comunista
“Riprendendo il cammino” (no.1/1984), “Chiudendo
definitivamente una recente polemica” (nos. 2 & 3/1984),
“La nostra via diritta” (no.1/1985), and in the political and
organizational work carried out since then, first to survive and
then to start strengthening ourselves again — work often made
arduous by the objective conditions the Party found itself
operating in.

ing a series of slogans or, lastly, to repeating its posi-
tions in a barren and abstract manner, often as high-
sounding as it is demagogic.2 On taking the party in
hand again, the comrades who reacted to the 1981-
‘83 crisis have always identified the four key points
around which political work should revolve. What
interests us is to operate on reiterating these key
points, both at a theoretical and at a practical level.
Only by measuring ourselves with these four points it
possible to gain any clear picture of respective posi-
tions. They are:

- Centralized re-organization of the party against all fed-
eralist temptations

- Definitive closure of the “national question”

- Correct practice of “union work”, finalized to reintro-
ducing into the class the key points of a revolutionary
perspective through the experience of re-creating (not
around a table, not as inter-groups, not as “embryos of
soviets”, not as union-parties) territorial organisms of
defence for living and working conditions

- Aprecise critique of the political economy through the
constant analysis of the “course of capitalism”

keksk

A few brief final considerations. Every crisis is born of
objective inadequacies in the party and its organization
and in vain we look for the causes in the “faults” or po-
litical insufficiencies of those who distance themselves.
Every crisis concentrates the party’s efforts not only on
clarification, but often unbalances the organization in the
opposite direction, a lack of balance that is a herald of
possible opposite trends. This is what the history of the
whole of the communist movement tells us, not only that
of our own party. The attention must therefore always be
concentrated on a precise identification and definition of
mistaken trends, in an equally precise framework of the
historical moment in which they take place. It is on this
basis that we indicate to those who read us or are taking
an interest in our positions the possibility of working with
and for the Party and, consequently, the way for gaining a
better understanding of our differences with other groups.
With which, we should repeat, we do not have or intend to
have any relations, preferring to work for our class.

For QUERIES REGARDING OUR POSITIONS, WRITE TO:

Istituto Programma Comunista
Edizioni Il Programma Comunista;
Casella postale 272 - Poste Cordusio 20101, Milano (Italy)
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Proletarian Dictatorship and Class Party (1951)

I

“Every class struggle
is a political struggle” (Marx)

A struggle which limits itself to
obtaining a new distribution of
economic gains is not yet a po-
litical struggle because it is not
directed against the social struc-
ture of the production relations.
The disruption of the relations of pro-
duction peculiar to a particular social
epoch and the overthrow of the rule
of a certain social class is the result of
a long and often fluctuating political
struggle. The key to this struggle is
the question of the State: the problem
of «who has power?» (LENIN).

The struggle of the modern proletar-
iat manifests and extends itself as a
political struggle with the formation
and the action of the class party. The
specific features of this party are to
be found in the following thesis: the
complete development of the indus-
trial capitalist system and of bour-
geois power which issued from the
liberal and democratic revolutions,
not only does not historically exclude
but prepares and sharpens more and
more the conflict of class interests
and its development into civil war,
into armed struggle.

II
The communist party, as defined by
this historical foresight and by this
program, accomplishes the following
tasks as long as the bourgeoisie main-
tains power:

a) it elaborates and propagates the
theory of social development, of the
economic laws which characterise
the present social system of produc-
tion relations, of class conflicts which
arise from it, of the State and of the
revolution;

b) it assures the unity and historical
persistence of the proletarian organi-
sation. Unity does not mean the mate-
rial grouping of the working class and

semi-working class strata which, due
to the very fact of the dominance of
the exploiting class, are under the in-
fluence of discordant political leader-
ships and methods of action. It means
instead the close international linking-
up of the vanguard elements who are
fully orientated on the integral revo-
lutionary line. Persistence means the
continuous claim of the unbroken
dialectical line which binds together
the positions of critique and struggle
successively adopted by the move-
ment during the course of changing
conditions;

¢) it prepares well in advance for the
class mobilisation and offensive by
appropriately employing every pos-
sible means of propaganda, agitation
and action, in all particular struggles
triggered off by immediate interests.
This action culminates in the organi-
sation of the illegal and insurrectional
apparatus for the conquest of power.

When general conditions and the
degree of organisational, politi-
cal and tactical solidity of the class
party reach a point where the gen-
eral struggle for power is unleashed,
the party which has led the revolu-
tionary class to victory through the
social war, leads it likewise in the
fundamental task of breaking and
demolishing all the military and ad-
ministrative organs which compose
the capitalist State. This demolition
also strikes at the network of organs,
whatever they may be, which pre-
tend to represent the various opin-
ions or interests through the inter-
mediary of bodies of delegates. The
bourgeois class State must be de-
stroyed whether it presents itself as
the mendacious interclassist expres-
sion of the majority of citizens or as
the more or less open dictatorship
wielded by a government apparatus
which pretends to fulfil a national,
racial or social-popular mission; if
this does not take place, the revolu-
tion will be crushed.

111

In the phase which follows the dis-
mantling of the apparatus of capitalist
domination, the task of the political
party of the working class is as vital
as ever because the class struggle —
though dialectically inverted — con-
tinues.

Communist theory in regard to the
State and the revolution is character-
ised above all by the fact that it ex-
cludes all possibility of adapting the
legislative and executive mechanism
of the bourgeois State to the socialist
transformation of the economy (the
social-democratic position). But it
equally excludes the possibility of
achieving by means of a brief vio-
lent crisis a destruction of the State
and a transformation of the tradi-
tional economic relationships which
the State defended up to the last mo-
ment (the anarchist position). It also
denies that the constitution of a new
productive organisation can be left
to the spontaneous and scattered ac-
tivity of groups of producer, shop by
shop or trade by trade (the syndical-
ist position).

Any social class whose power has
been overthrown, even if it is by
means of terror, survives for a long
time within the texture of social or-
ganism. Far from abandoning its
hopes of revenge, it seeks to political-
ly reorganise itself and to re-establish
its domination either in a violent or
disguised way. It has turned from a
ruling class into a defeated and domi-
nated one, but it has not instantly dis-
appeared.

The proletariat — which in its turn will
disappear as a class alongside all oth-
er classes with the realisation of com-
munism — organises itself as a ruling
class (the Manifesto) in the first stage
of the post-capitalist epoch. And after
the destruction of the old State, the
new proletarian State is the dictator-
ship of the proletariat.
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The precondition for going beyond
the capitalist system is the overthrow
of bourgeois power and the destruction
of its State. The condition for bringing
about the deep and radical social trans-
formation which has to take place is a
new proletarian State apparatus, capa-
ble of using force and coercion just as
all other historical States.

The presence of such an apparatus
does not characterise communist
society but instead it characterises
the stage of its construction. Once
this construction is secured, classes
and class rule will no longer exist.
But the essential organ of class rule
is the State — and the State can be
nothing else. Therefore communists
do not advocate the proletarian State
as a mystical creed, an absolute or
an ideal, but as a dialectical tool, a
class weapon that will slowly wither
away (ENGELS) through the very re-
alisation of its functions; this will
take place gradually, through a long
process, as the social organisation is
transformed from a system of coer-
cion of men (as it has always been
after prehistory) into a comprehen-
sive, scientifically built network for
the management of things and natu-
ral forces.

v

After the victory of the proletariat,
the role of the State in relationship to
social classes and collective organisa-
tions exhibits many fundamental dif-
ferences as compared with its role in
the history of the regimes that spring
from the bourgeois revolution.

a) Revolutionary bourgeois ideology,
prior to its struggle and final victory,
presented its future post-feudal State
not as a class State but as a peoples’
State based on the abolition of every
inequality before the law, which it
presented to be sufficient to assure
freedom and equality for all members
of society.

Proletarian theory openly asserts that
its future State will be a class State,
i.e. a tool wielded by one class as long
as classes exist. The other classes will
be excluded from the State and out-
lawed in fact as well as in principle.
The working class having achieved
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power «will share it with no one»
(LENIN).

b) After the bourgeois political vic-
tory and in keeping with a tenacious
ideological campaign, constitutional
charters or declarations of principles
were solemnly proclaimed in the dif-
ferent countries as a basis and foun-
dation of the State. They were con-
sidered as being immutable in time,
a definitive expression of the at last
discovered immanent rules of social
life. From then on, the entire inter-
play of political forces was supposed
to take place within the insuperable
framework of these statutes.

During the struggle against the exist-
ing regime, the proletarian State is
not presented as a stable and fixed
realisation of a set of rules govern-
ing the social relationships inferred
from an idealistic research into the
nature of man and society. During its
lifetime the working class State will
continually evolve up to the point that
it finally withers away: the nature of
social organisation, of human associ-
ation, will radically change according
to the development of technology and
the forces of production, and human
nature will be equally subject to deep
alterations always moving away more
and more from the beast of burden
and slave which he was. Anything
such as a codified and permanent
constitution to be proclaimed after
the workers revolution is nonsense,
it has no place in the communist
program. Technically, it will be con-
venient to adopt written rules which
however will in no way be intangible
and will retain an «instrumental» and
temporary character, putting aside the
facetiousnesses about social ethics
and natural law.

¢) Having conquered and even
crushed the feudal apparatus of pow-
er, the victorious capitalist class did
not hesitate to use the force of the
State to repress the attempts of coun-
terrevolution and restoration. How-
ever the most resolute terroristic
measures were justified as being di-
rected not against the class enemies
of capitalism but against the betray-
ers of the people, of the nation, of

the country, and of civil society, all
these hollow concepts being iden-
tified with the State itself and, as a
matter of fact, with the government
and the party in power.

The victorious proletariat, by using
its State in order to «crush the una-
voidable and desperate resistance of
the bourgeoisie» (LEnN) will strike
at the old rulers and their last sup-
porters every time they oppose, in a
logical defence of their class inter-
ests, the measures intended to uproot
economic privilege. These social ele-
ments will keep an estranged and pas-
sive position vis-a-vis the apparatus
of power: whenever they try to free
themselves from the passivity im-
posed upon them, material force will
subdue them. They will share no «so-
cial contract», they will have no «le-
gal or patriotic duty». As veritable so-
cial prisoners of war (as in fact were
the former aristocrats and clergymen
for the Jacobean bourgeoisic) they
will have nothing to betray because
they will not be requested to take any
ridiculous oath of allegiance.

d) The historical glitter of the popular
assemblies and democratic gather-
ings hardly disguised the fact that, at
its birth, the bourgeois State formed
armed bodies and a police force for
the internal and external struggle
against the old regime and quickly
substituted the guillotine for the gal-
lows. This executive apparatus was
charged with the task of administer-
ing legal force both on the great his-
torical level and against isolated vio-
lations of the rules of appropriation
and exchange characteristic of the
economy founded on private prop-
erty. It acted in a perfectly natural
manner against the first proletarian
movements which threatened, even
if only instinctively, the bourgeois
form of production. The imposing
reality of the new social dualism was
hidden by the game of the «legisla-
tive» apparatus which claimed to be
able to bring about the participation
of all citizens and all the opinions of
the various parties in the State and
in the management of the State with
a perfect equilibrium and within an
atmosphere of social peace.



The proletarian State, as an open
class dictatorship, will dispose of all
distinctions between the executive
and legislative levels of power, both
of which will be united in the same
organs. The distinction between the
legislative and executive is, in ef-
fect, characteristic of a regime which
conceals and protects the dictatorship
of one class under an external cloak
which is multi-class and multi-par-
ty. «The Commune was a working,
not a parliamentary body» (MARX).

e) The bourgeois State in its classi-
cal form — in coherence with an indi-
vidualist ideology which the theoreti-
cal fiction universally extends to all
citizens and which is the mental re-
flection of the reality of an economy
founded on the monopoly of private
property by one class — refused to al-
low any intermediate body other than
elective constitutional assemblies to
exist between the isolated individual
subject and the legal State centre.
Political clubs and parties that had
been necessary during the instruc-
tional stage were tolerated by it by
virtue of the demagogic assertion
of free thought and on the condition
that they exist as simple confessional
groupings and electoral bureaux. In a
later stage the reality of class repres-
sion forced the State to tolerate the
association of economic interests, the
labour unions, which it distrusted as a
«State within the State». Finally, un-
ions became a form of class solidarity
adopted by the capitalists themselves
for their own class interests and aims.
Moreover, under the pretext of legal-
ly recognising the labour unions, the
State undertook the task of absorbing
and sterilising them, thus depriving
them of any autonomy so as to pre-
vent the revolutionary party from tak-
ing their leadership.

Labour unions will still be present in
the proletarian State in the measure
where there still remain employers
or at least impersonal enterprises
where the workers remain wage
earners paid in money. Their func-
tion will be to protect the standard
of living of the working class, their
action being parallel on this point
to that of the party and the State.

Non-working class unions will be
forbidden. Actually, on the question
of distribution of income between
the working class and the non-pro-
letarian or semi-proletarian classes,
the worker’s situation could be
threatened by considerations other
than the superior needs of the gen-
eral revolutionary struggle against
international capitalism. But this
possibility, which will long subsist,
justifies the unions’ secondary role
in relation to the political communist
party, the international revolution-
ary vanguard, which forms a unitary
whole with the parties struggling in
the still capitalist countries and as
such leads the proletarian State.

The proletarian State can only be
«animated» by a single party and it
would be senseless to require that
this party organise in its ranks a sta-
tistical majority and be supported
by such a majority in «popular elec-
tions» — that old bourgeois trap.
One of the historical possibilities
is the existence of political parties
composed in appearance by prole-
tarians, but in reality influenced by
counterrevolutionary traditions or
by foreign capitalism’s. This con-
tradiction, the most dangerous of
all, cannot be resolved through the
recognition of formal rights nor
through the process of voting within
the framework of an abstract «class
democracy». This too will be a crisis
to be liquidated in terms of relation-
ships of force. There is no statistical
contrivance which can ensure a sat-
isfactory revolutionary solution; this
will depend solely upon the degree
of solidity and clarity reached by the
revolutionary communist movement
throughout the world. A century ago
in the West, and fifty years ago in
the Czarist Empire, Marxists rightly
argued against the simple-minded
democrats that the capitalists and
proprietors are a minority, and there-
fore the only true government of the
majority is the government of the
working class. If the word democ-
racy means power of the majority,
the democrats should stand on our
class side. But this word both in its
literal sense («power of the peo-

the internationalist n. 11

ple») as well as in the dirty use that
is more and more being made of it,
means «power belonging not to one
but to all classes». For this histori-
cal reason, just as we reject «bour-
geois democracy» and «democracy
in general» (as LEnN also did), we
must politically and theoretically
exclude, as a contradiction in terms,
«class democracy» and «workers’
democracy».

The dictatorship advocated by marx-
ism is necessary because it cannot be
unanimously accepted and further-
more it will not have the naiveté to
abdicate for lack of having a majority
of votes, if such a thing were ascer-
tainable. Precisely because it declares
this it will not run the risk of being
confused with a dictatorship of men
or groups of men who take control of
the government and substitute them-
selves for the working class. The revo-
lution requires a dictatorship, because
it would be ridiculous to subordinate
the revolution to a 100?% acceptance
or a 51?% majority. Wherever these
figures are displayed, it means that
the revolution has been betrayed.

In conclusion the communist party
will rule alone, and will never give
up power without a physical struggle.
This bold declaration of not yield-
ing to the deception of figures and of
not making use of them will aid the
struggle against revolutionary degen-
eration.

In the higher stage of communism — a
stage which does not know commod-
ity production, money nor nations
and which will also witness the death
of the State — labour unions will be
deprived of their «reason to be». The
party as an organisation for com-
bat will be necessary as long as the
remnants of capitalism survive in the
world. Moreover, it may always have
the task of being the depository and
propagator of social doctrine, which
gives a general vision of the develop-
ment of relationships between human
society and material nature.

\Y%
The marxist notion, that of substitut-
ing parliamentary assemblies with
working bodies, does not lead us back
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into «economic democracy» either,
i.e. into a system which would adapt
the State organs to the workplaces, to
the productive or commercial units,
etc., while excluding from any rep-
resentative function the remaining
employers and the individuals still
owning property. The elimination of
the employer and the proprietor only
defines half of socialism; the other
half, the most significant one, con-
sists of the elimination of capitalist
economic anarchy (Marx). As the
new socialist organisation emerges
and develops with the party and the
revolutionary State in the foreground,
it will not limit itself to striking only
the former employers and their flun-
kies but above all it will redistribute
the social tasks and responsibilities of
individuals in quite a new and origi-
nal way.

Therefore the network of enterprises
and services such as they have been
inherited from capitalism will not be
taken as the basis of an apparatus of
so-called «sovereignty», that is of
the delegation of powers within the
State and up to the level of its central
bodies. It is precisely the presence
of the single-class State and of the
solidly and qualitatively unitary and
homogeneous party which offers the
maximum of favourable conditions
for a reshaping of social machinery
that be driven as little as possible by
the pressures of the limited interests
of small groups and as much as pos-
sible by general data and by their
scientifical study in the interests of
the collective welfare. The changes
in the productive mechanism will be
enormous; let us only think of the
program for reversing the relation-
ships between town and country, on
which Marx and ENGELS insisted so
much and which is the exact antith-
esis to present trends in all countries.

Therefore, the network modelled
after the working place is an inad-
equate expression which repeats the
old Proudhonist and Lassalian posi-
tions that Marxism long ago rejected
and surpassed.

VI
The definition of the type of links
between the organs of the class
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State and its base depends first of
all upon the results of historical dia-
lectics and cannot be deduced from
«eternal principles», from «natural
law», or from a sacred and inviola-
ble constitutional charter. Any fur-
ther details in this regard would be
mere utopia. There is not a grain of
utopianism in MARX, ENGELS Stated.
The very idea of the famous delega-
tion of power by the isolated indi-
vidual (elector) thanks to a platonic
act emanating from his freedom of
opinion must be left to the foggy
realms of metaphysics; opinions in
actuality are but a reflection of mate-
rial conditions and social forms, and
power consists of the intervention of
physical force.

The negative characterisation of the
proletarian dictatorship is clearly
defined: the bourgeois and semi-
bourgeois will no longer have po-
litical rights, they will be prevented
by force from gathering in groups of
common interests or in associations
for political agitation; they will nev-
er be allowed to vote, elect, or del-
egate others to any post or function
whatsoever. But even the relation-
ship between the worker — a recog-
nised and active member of the class
in power — and the State apparatus
will no longer retain that fictitious
and deceitful characteristic of a del-
egation of power, of a representation
through the intermediary of a depu-
ty, an election ticket, or by a party.
Delegation means in effect the re-
nunciation to the possibility of direct
action. The pretended «sovereignty»
of the democratic right is but an ab-
dication, and in most cases it is an
abdication in favour of a scoundrel.

The working members of society will
be grouped into local territorial or-
gans according to their place of resi-
dence, and in certain cases according
to the displacements imposed by their
participation in a productive mecha-
nism in full transformation. Thanks
to their uninterrupted and continuous
action, the participation of all active
social elements in the mechanism of
the State apparatus, and therefore in
the management and exercise of class
power, will be assured. To sketch

these mechanisms is impossible be-
fore the class relationships from
which they will spring have been
concretely realised.

VII

The Paris Commune established
as most important principles
(see Marx, ENGELS, LENIN) that its
members and officials would be sub-
ject to recall at any time, and that
their salary would not exceed the
wage of an average worker. Any sep-
aration between the producers on the
periphery and the bureaucrats at the
centre is thus eliminated by means
of systematic rotations. Civil ser-
vice will cease being a career and
even a profession. No doubt, when
put into practice, these controls will
create tremendous difficulties, but it
was long ago that LENIN expressed
his contempt for all plans of revolu-
tions to be carried out without diffi-
culties! The inevitable conflicts will
not be completely resolved by draw-
ing up piles of rules and regulations:
they will constitute a historical and
political problem and will express
a real relationship of forces. The
Bolshevik revolution did not stop
in front of the Constituent Assem-
bly but dispersed it. The workers’,
peasants’ and soldiers’ councils had
risen. This new type of State organs
which burst forth in the blaze of the
social war (and were already present
in the revolution of 1905) extended
from the village to the entire country
through a network of territorial units;
their formation did not answer to any
of the prejudices about the «rights of
man» or the «universal, free, direct
and secret» suffrage!

The communist party unleashes and
wins the civil war, it occupies the
key positions in a military and social
sense, it multiplies its means of prop-
aganda and agitation a thousand-fold
through seizing buildings and public
establishments. And without losing
time and without procedural whims,
it establishes the «armed bodies of
workers» of which LENIN spoke, the
Red Guard, the revolutionary police.
At the meetings of the Soviets, it
wins over a majority to the slogan:
«All power to the Soviets!». Is this



majority a merely legal, or a coldly
and plainly numerical fact? Not at
all! Should anyone — be he a spy or
a well-intentioned but misled worker
— vote for the Soviet to renounce or
compromise the power conquered
thanks to the blood of the proletar-
ian fighters, he will be kicked out by
his comrades’ rifle butts. And no one
will waste time with counting him in
the «legal minority», that criminal
hypocrisy which the revolution can
do without and which the counter-
revolution can only feed upon.

VIII
Historical facts different from those
of Russia in 1917 (i.e. the recent
collapse of feudal despotism, a dis-
astrous war, the role played by op-
portunist leaders) could create, while

remaining on the same fundamental
line, different practical forms of the
basic network of the State. From the
time the proletarian movement left
utopianism behind, it has found its
way and assured its success thanks
not only to the real experience of the
present mode of production and the
structure of the present State, but
also to the experience of the stra-
tegical mistakes of the proletarian
revolution, both on the battlefield of
the «hot» civil war where the Com-
munards of 1871 gloriously fell
and on the «cold» one which was
lost between 1917 and 1926 — this
last was the great battle of Russia
between LENIN’s International and
world capitalism supported in the
front lines by the miserable complic-
ity of all the opportunists.
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Communists have no codified con-
stitutions to propose. They have
a world of lies and constitutions
— crystallised in the law and in the
force of the dominant class — to
crush. They know that only a revo-
lutionary and totalitarian apparatus
of force and power, which excludes
no means, will be able to prevent the
infamous relics of a barbarous epoch
from rising again — only it will be
able to prevent the monster of social
privilege, craving for revenge and
servitude, from raising its head again
and hurling for the thousandth time
its deceitful cry of Freedom!

(from our former journal
“Battaglia Comunista”,
nos.3, 5, 5/1951)

Internally, the communist party develops an intense work of study and political critique
intimately linked to the exigencies of action and to historical experience, and it strives to
organize this work on an international basis. Externally, in all circumstances and with the
means at its disposal, it works to diffuse the lessons of its own critical experience and to refute
hostile schools and parties. Above all, the party conducts its activity and propaganda among
the proletarian masses and works to polarize them around it, particularly at those times when
they are set in motion in reaction against the conditions capitalism imposes upon them and
especially within the organizations formed by proletarians to defend their immediate interests.

(from “Theses of the Abstentionist Communist Faction of the Italian Socialist Party”,

1920, Part III, Section 4)
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The internationalist n. 5 - Winter 2018/2019

* Abandon the voting booths! Either prepare for elections, or prepare for revolution!
* 1917-2017. Toward the Future

* Great Britain. Once again and endlessly “The Housing Question”

* From Germany. The Hamburg G20 Summit: a mega-show of democratic illusions
* The Beleaguered Path of the African Proletariat

* Tunisia a new blaze ofrebellion!

* Humanitarian Intervention as an Imperialist Political Act

* [ran. A blaze of class war

* Open Party and Closed Party

* The Ghost ofthe European Unity

* Proletarians pay with their lives for the survival of a mode of production which is by now only lethal
* Back to Basics. Party and Class (1921)

The internationalist n. 6 - Winter 2019/2020

* Proletarians pay with their lives the survival of a mode of production that amounts to murder
* Migrants: The Stink of Bourgeois Politics

* The “Migrants’ Caravan” Before the US Democratic Wall

* “A historical movement going on under our very eyes”

* Save the planet... But how?

* 1919-2019. In memory of Rosa Luxemburg and Karl Liebknecht

* One Hundred years ago, the Foundation of the Third International

* Eight Theses Regarding Russia (1953)

* Not to forget. A Page by Engels

* Class Memory. Peterloo 1819

* First May 2019. Drive back the attack by capital! Organize the response of the proletariat!
* The “gilets jaunes”: a people’s revolt short of breath, a long wave of people’s illusion

* Out now: issue no. 2 of Kommunistisches Programm

* Turkey: In the depths of the social, economic and political abyss

* Venezuela: Between democratic-bourgeois and military adventurers

The internationalist n. 7 - Winter 2020/2021

* And When the Emergency is Over?
* USA: Racism, Class Struggle and the Need for the Revolutionary Party

* AFTER MINNEAPOLIS. Let the revolt of the american proletarians be an example to proletarians
in all metropolises

* Three Texts from the Sixties

* Virus and class struggle

» The Long, Long Night of the Living Dead

* The winds of war blowing across the entire middle east proclaim the need to prepare for revolution
* The Bourgeois State is a Tool of Oppression and Repression

* Don’t let us forget what May Day is!

» What distinguishes our Party

* What Is Communism?

* Day by day the need for communism grows dramatically

* Why we are not “bordigists”
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The internationalist n. 8 - Spring-Summer 2022
¢ In Ukraine as in the whole world, in the face of the imperialist war, the proletarian watchword
once again must be: revolutionary defeatism against all bourgeoisies and their States! (leaflet)
* Capitalism is war
* Against ongoing imperialist wars and those under peparation
* Afghanistan: the crocodile tears of imperialism
* May 1st 2022.
Against the wars of capitalism, prepare revolutionary defeatism (leaflet)
* From the Pandemic Front: Three Articles
* 1921. Birth of the Communist Party of Italy. A Section of the Communist International.
The war for revolution and a class dictatorship continues without respite
* The Question of Power
* Back to Basics: Nature, Function and Tactics...
* Where We Come From

The internationalist n. 9 - Spring-Summer 2023

* Ukraine: core issues underlying the world crisis

* Who is attacking “europe”?

* The difficult path of a renewed class struggle faced with war
* Prepare revolutionary defeatism against the imperialist war!

SOME LEAFLETS

» We greet with enthusiasm the rebellion of the young women and the proletarians in Iran

» War, disaster, environmental destruction, high cost of living and the other treats bestowed by bourgeois rule
* Other chickens come home to roost

* Eighth of march two thousand and twenty three

* The wave of strikes in Great Britain continues and is a forerunner of battles resuming in the rest of Europe
* “We are all anti-fascists!”... So what?

* How the communist party works

* To fight against the war of capital, we need to fight again against the peace of capital

The internationalist n. 10 - Winter 2023-2024

* Alongside the men and women of the Palestinian proletariat!

* We will not pay for your wars!

* Israel and Palestine: State terrorism and proletarian defeatism

* The long job that awaits us

* France. After the rebellions in the banlieues, what’s to do now?

* For the uncompromising defence of the proletariat’s living and working conditions

* Revolutionary communism is characterised by its violent conquest of power, the destruction of bourgeois states

and the revolutionary dictatorship of the proletariat
* After the appeal... Here is the counter appeal

* Back to Basics.
Considerations on the party’s organic activity when the general situation is historically unfavourable (1965)

* The cycle of national and anti-colonial revolutions is drawing to an end (1979)
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