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France: Right-wing offensive follows killing

28 February, by Léon Crémieux

This campaign is highly structured,
carried out on several levels by the far
right Rassemblement national (RN),
the mainstream right and President
Macron’s “central bloc”, with the
support of the reactionary and
conservative media, in the hands of
large capitalist groups or billionaires
such as Bolloré, Arnaud, Saade,
Kretinsky, Mohn, Bouygues, Dassault,
Pinault, Niel and Drahi.

This new campaign of delegitimization
and demonization of LFI in the
political field takes on great
importance because we are
approaching the presidential and
legislative elections of 2027 and
therefore the end of an electoral cycle
opened in 2017 by the election of
Macron with his governments built
around his chaotic political alliances
in the National Assembly. The
Republicans (LR) are therefore
multiplying the bridges to the RN, the
presumed favourite in the next
elections. Macron’s “central bloc”,
already in advanced decomposition,
will not survive 2027, as no
presidential candidate from this camp
will claim either his successor or his
record, like Gabriel Attal and Edouard
Philippe. The only common point
between the RN, the LR and the
Macronists is that everything must be
done to prevent a political union on
the left around an anti-austerity

programme from coming into a
position of strength, as was the case in
2022 and 2024 with LFI and the
Nouveau front populaire (NFP). The
ruling classes are ready to consider
coalitions integrating the far right, in
a leading or allied role, but fear a
popular alliance that runs counter to
the ultra-neoliberal policies that the
far right supports in France as in the
rest of Europe.

The death of this fascist militant was
therefore the starting point of a
hateful outpouring against LFI and the
Jeune Garde, a national anti-fascist
organization whose activists are
accused of having organized the
response to the far-right commando
that day in Lyon. Raphaél Arnault,
elected LFI MP in 2024, is one of the
founders of the Jeune Garde and his
parliamentary attaché is among those
indicted in this case.

The Jeune Garde was created in 2018
in Lyon and has since developed in
several cities in France in the face of
the multiplication of anti-immigrant
and anti-LGBT attacks by far-right
groups, particularly in Lyon, and
attacks on the workers’ and
associative movement, premises and
meetings and demonstrations. The
Rue89 website has recorded 102
attacks, assaults and hateful acts in
Lyon since 2010. The Jeune Garde in

Lyon, acting in unity with the left-wing
parties, EELV, LFI, NPA, PCF among
others, the CGT, Solidaires, FSU and
the social movement, succeeded in
combating the upsurge in far-right
attacks and in obtaining the closure of
premises and the dissolution of
several fascist groups. Since then, it
has played a very dynamic role in the
organization of anti-fascist protection
action. In October 2021, for example,
it demonstrated in Lyon against far-
right violence with Planned familial,
Alternatiba, the CGT, Solidaires,
UNEF, EELV, LFI, the NPA and the
PCF.

At the request of the RN and the neo-
fascists of Nemesis, a group whose
action he claimed to support (“bravo
for your fight, you know that I am very
close to it” he said) LR president
Bruno Retailleau, when he was
Minister of the Interior, had the
government adopt a decree of
dissolution of the Jeune Garde in June
2025 (as well as the association
Urgence Palestine). The Jeune Garde
launched an appeal to the Council of
State against this dissolution and
there was a significant reaction from
the trade union organizations of the
CGT and Solidaires, the social
movement, the EELV, the PCF, the
NPA, in particular. The Ligue des
droits de 'homme and the GISTI
(Information and Support Group for
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Immigrants) intervened in support
before the Council of State.

The Jeune Garde, presented as “the
praetorian guard of Jean Luc
Mélenchon” or “the armed wing of
LFI”, is therefore quite simply an anti-
fascist organization that works with
the entire workers’ movement and
contributes to building the self-
defence of organizations and activists.
It is now criminalized to make it
almost a terrorist organization, at the
instigation of Nemesis and the far
right, widely followed by the
government and many media outlets.
It is a question of using it as a lever to
isolate LFI, which has been ordered to
break its ties with the Jeune Garde,
and to push Raphaél Arnaud to give up
his mandate.

Media narrative

For several days, in the mainstream
media, the narrative of the ultra-right
was taken up and broadcast in a loop:
a peaceful young man, “young
Quentin”, a traditionalist Catholic with
no history, was the victim of an
ambush, a lynching on the ground by a
group of about fifteen unleashed
antifas, and died two days later in
hospital with several head wounds.

The background of this activist, the
course of events, as reconstructed by
several videos and investigations
broadcast by Le Canard Enchainé, Le
Monde, Médiapart and Libération
paint a rather different picture from
the ultra-right’s narrative. Mediapart
has retraced the profile and political
career of Quentin Deranque, a
member of, among others, Action
francaise, the Audace group, heir to
the Bastion Social, and the fascist
group “Allobroges Bourgoin”, with
which he participated in the neo-Nazi
parade of 9 May 2025. [1]

He was on February 12, in front of the
premises of the Sciences Po Lyon
university campus, where a meeting
was being held with Rima Hassan,
MEP for France Insoumise and
Palestinian activist. As had already
been the case on several occasions,
the right and the far right had sought
to obtain a ban on his meeting. Having
been unable to obtain it, a group of
activists from Nemesis, a racist and

identitarian far-right collective,
decided to organize a picket in front of
Sciences Po with a banner (“Islamo-
leftists out of our universities”). This
Nemesis group (named after the
Greek goddess of divine vengeance!)
has been prosecuted several times for
inciting racial hatred, specializing in
provocations widely publicized on
social networks and “friendly” media
(such as CNews or Europe 1), having
tried on several occasions to provoke
the feminist processions of the 8
March demonstrations, but also
demonstrations of solidarity with
migrants or even against a meeting of
Valérie Pécresse, LR candidate in the
2022 presidential election.

This group was demonstrating in front
of Sciences Po with the distant
support of about fifteen ultra-right
activists, including Quentin Deranque.
A first altercation took place between
Nemesis’ group and anti-fascist
activists protecting the meeting. A
second clash took place a little later,
next to Sciences Po, between the
group of ultra-right activists and an
equivalent number of antifa activists.
Following the response of the antifa,
the ultra-right group retreated,
dispersed, leaving only three of them,
including Quentin Deranque. It was at
this moment that, on the ground, he
received several violent blows to the
head. Without calling the firefighters
or the SAMU, he left on foot with
another member of his group and,
after a walk of an hour and a half, his
reformed group finally called the
firefighters to take care of him, one
kilometre from the place of the
confrontation. He died two days later
as a result of his trauma.

Even before his death, the media
surge took up the narrative of
Nemesis spokesmen saying that the
fascist militant had been ambushed
and lynched by a group of the ultra-
left Jeune Garde, and the news
channels only played a loop of the
video of the last moments of the
confrontation when he was knocked to
the ground. A self-defence action by
anti-fascist activists cannot justify
these blows. This act is also far from
the conception of the antifa struggle
put forward by the Jeune Garde, which
has always advocated the action of
collective self-defence, has always
been to act in connection and in unity

with all the organizations of the
workers’ movement, to build a
collective and unitary anti-fascism in
the face of the fascists, as opposed to
a virilist private war. And therefore,
also the opposite of what happened on
February 12 when the antifas hit this
fascist militant on the head.

Collective self-
defence

But this should only highlight the risk,
in the face of the rise in aggressions
and attacks by the far right, of not
putting at the heart of the concerns, in
all the organizations of the workers’
movement, the construction of a
collective self-defence based on the
members of these organizations, with
the right training. Otherwise, it is the
groups that devote themselves
centrally to anti-fascist political action
that risk finding themselves invested
with these tasks of protection and it is
from this specialization that excesses
or individual acts outside the
framework and collective
recommendations can arise. Whatever
the involvement of Jeune Garde
activists on February 12, what
happened should not put anti-fascist
self-defence on the back burner, but
on the contrary make it more present
in all organizations.

In a worrying shift in political life,
almost all political forces, including
the social democrats, are now
spreading the idea of a generalized
violence of the ultra-left, of which LFI
is said to be the instigator. Far right
leader Marion Maréchal was thus able
to declare on BFM on February 17
“statistically, far-right violence is
derisory compared to far-left violence,
which is structural.” However, the
figures, like the facts, are stubborn: in
France, since 1986, 58 people have
been killed by ultra-right activists, 6
by people classified as ultra-left
(including 4 by the group Action
directe, another, fifteen years ago,
during a brawl between PSG football
hooligans, and finally Quentin
Deranque this month). [2]

“There is a structural decline in
physical political violence compared to
previous decades and today if we put
aside the acts attributed to Islamists



and separatists, political lethality is
almost non-existent, compared to
other countries in Europe and of
course in the United States.” [3] But,
for several years, the DGSI itself has
been listing “a very worrying
resurgence of violent actions and
intimidation by the ultra-right in
France” as the former head of the
DGSI, Nicolas Lerner, told Le Monde
in July 2023, a resurgence motivated
according to him by a logic of war of
civilization, seeking to precipitate
clashes to prevent the great
replacement.

Even Gérald Darmanin, then Minister
of the Interior, on September 20 2025,
in the daily Ouest France, declared
regarding the risks of political
terrorism: “There is among the ultra-
politicized a small part of the ultra-left
(...) which mainly attacks property.
But the bulk of the threat is the ultra-
right, especially in the last five years,
with white supremacists and
accelerationists (who are hardening
up for a race war). There were no
attacks committed in France, but ten
plans foiled, and individuals arrested,
convicted or awaiting trial.” According
to a Europol report on terrorist
threats in Europe, 69 members of the
ultra-right have been arrested in
France for preparing terrorist actions.

Manuel Bompard, coordinator of La
France Insoumise, sent the newspaper
Libération a list of names, indicating
that “since 2022, in this country, the
far right-wing groups linked to the far
right have killed 12 people”: Federico
Aramburu, Eric Casado-Lopez, Emine
Kara, Mahamadou Cissé, Angela
Rostas, Djamel Bendjaballah, Rochdi
Lakhsassi, Hamid G. and Hadi R.
Aboubakar Cissé, Hichem Miroaoui.
Ismaél Aali, killed last January in
Lyon, should be added to this list.
Their murders have triggered fewer
reactions than the death of the Lyon
identitarian activist. Immigrants, or
people of foreign origin, for the most
part, which is clearly part of this
obsession with a race war. Fascist
activities and aggressions are
increasing, stimulated by the rise of
the RN and anti-fascism is a demand
and a necessity of the first order.

Anti-fascism would therefore have
become, in an Orwellian manipulation,
the new fascism, responsible for

political violence. The weekly
Marianne has also put on the front
page this Orwellian concentrate: “THE
NEW ANTIFASCISTS” superimposing
this headline in front of the photos of
Raphaél Arnaud, J.L. Mélenchon and
Rima Hassan. We can quickly
understand that this is a reversal of
values that is in no way based on
reality but on the desire of the ruling
classes to try to erase the landmarks
and trivialize the possible arrival of a
fascist party at the Elysée Palace
and/or at the head of the government.
A desire to transform reality by relying
on the power of the media and social
networks, which are devoted, more
and more, to an editorial line and to
openly reactionary, if not far-right,
columnists.

Charlie Kirk

So in all this, there is a dangerous
remake of the mechanisms that
followed the death of Charlie Kirk in
the USA, Donald Trump seizing on this
murder to declare that “the left is the
party of murder”, his acolyte Elon
Musk saying that “the radical left had
contributed to the murder” and, by
decree, Trump declaring the entire
antifa movement in the USA to be
terrorists. In the wake of all this, a
study by the US Department of
Justice, concluding that the far right
was the movement that had killed the
most people in the US since the
1990s, was simply removed from the
ministerial website.

The common point with Trump’s
actions is, in France, to push for an
identical shift and some political
forces are testing the possibilities of
pushing the fires. As denounced by the
Green deputy Sandrine Rousseau,
“anti-fascism is being hit at a time
when fascism is about to come to
power”. When the government
spokeswoman allows herself to say
“not a single LFI deputy in the
Assembly” or when Renaissance
deputy Aurore Bergé responds to
Jordan Bardella, president of the RN,
who is calling for an “anti-LFI
republican front” during the next
legislative elections, “start by
withdrawing for our candidates
against the LFI”, we see that new
dikes are beginning to break.

That the right and the RN seek to gag
LFI and make Mélenchon a foil
incapable of gathering a sufficient
number of votes on the left for the
presidential election is obviously in
the order of things. That Macronism is
doing the same thing proves that the
spokesmen of the ruling classes do not
want the situation of 2024 to be
repeated. Despite months of division
of the left-wing parties, after the
success of the RN in the European
elections and the dissolution of the
National Assembly by Macron, the
arrival of a majority and an RN
government in June 2024 has only
been blocked by the strength and
unity of the left, united around a
series of measures to break with
capitalist austerity policies. This unity,
achieved, with a predominant weight
of LFI in the NPF, whose deputies had
formed the biggest force in the
National Assembly, has become the
spectre to be brought down in the
perspective of 2027.

Because despite the many divisions
present today on the left, the strength
of the rejection of austerity policies,
the growing feeling of social injustice
can, with the mobilization of the
organizations of the social movement
as was the case in 2024, force, in one
way or another, all the political forces
of the left to unite electorally in the
face of the neofascist danger. The
freezing of any unitary and offensive
dynamic on the left for several months
makes this perspective more difficult
every day, and the most likely is a
splintering of the left-wing candidates
in the first round of the presidential
election, but it is nevertheless this risk
of a new surge to the left in 2027 that
the far right and the Macronists want
to eliminate by targeting LFI.

What is more serious is that those of
the Socialist Party leaders who are
most opposed to the NFP experiment
have taken another step in recent
days, by associating themselves with
the campaign of slander against LFI
and the Jeune Garde, explicitly aiming
to prevent any reconstitution of a
political front on the basis of a break
with neoliberal policies. Several
statements by Raphaél Glucksmann
and Francois Hollande were in chorus
with the positions of Macron and
Lecornu, calling LFI to account. This
was not the case for Olivier Faure and



other leaders, but they nevertheless
insist (for the moment...) that there
will be no withdrawal agreement for
the next municipal elections on 15 and
22 March, except against the RN. This
posture of rupture with LFI has clearly
been at work since the adoption of a
“responsible” line of support for the
Macronist/LR minority governments to
pass the 2025 and 2026 budgets in the
Assembly and refusal to vote on
motions of censure on the budgets
presented and voted on by the other
components of the NFP (LFI, EELV
and PCF).

In fact, the aim is to tip the party into
the orientation that was that of the
minority around Hollande at the last
congresses. This is the line which,
most likely with the candidacy of
Raphaél Glucksmann, hopes to reap in
2027 the electoral remnants of “left”
Macronism to restore a social
democracy that manages
neoliberalism as Hollande’s
governments were from 2012 to 2017,
before they collapsed in the face of
popular disavowal. Dreaming of the
return of the electorate lost in 2017 to
Macron, they want to cast off the
moorings of the union on the left with
LFI, by imposing their candidacy for
2027.

There is then a great weakening of the
necessary front in the face of the far
right, which is responsible for the
current situation of the NFP
components. Everything is
overdetermined by electoral tactics.
First of all, the municipal elections of
next March in which, as for the 2024
European elections, the greatest
disunity reigns. With very few
exceptions, there are no NFP lists in
the cities and, to the Socialist desire
to distance itself from LFI, the latter’s
strategy of anchoring a municipal
presence in large and medium-sized
cities, commensurate with its national
electoral weight. The same is true for
the prospects for the 2027
presidential election, since, without
even talking about a program, the
stumbling block on the left is reduced
to the method of designating a

candidate. LFI is clearly moving
forward alone by building a
Mélenchon campaign, certain that his
establishment and political weight will
impose him as the candidate against
the RN, creating de facto, if not
around an agreement, a dynamic of
unity as in 2022. Glucksmann, also
solo, is betting the opposite. The
demonization of Mélenchon on the one
hand, the agony of Macronism on the
other, leaves space that could allow
him to reach the second round, on a
very moderate social-democratic
program. The other components are
trying to make do, a rally around
EELYV, the Apres and Frangois Ruffin,
with Lucie Castet, wants to set up a
primary open to the entire left (“from
Poutou to Hollande” in Ruffin’s words)
in October 2026 for a single
candidate. LFI and Glucksmann
clearly reject this, while the PS and
PCF are not taking a position yet.

In these schemas, the main political
forces on the left leave the activists as
spectators or summoned to choose the
corridor of support for this or that
presidential candidate. There are of
course real programmatic issues with
a social democracy that saves the day
for Macron’s governments and agrees
to endorse austerity budgets. But
there are also issues of democratic
functioning in the face of the LFI
which, with its weight, plans to garner
support for its campaign without
seeking to build the slightest unity of
the campaign. These electoral
disagreements weigh heavily today on
the ability to organize united fronts to
act together on all the issues of the
day and to build a political and social
balance of power capable of
countering the RN and the
organizations of the social movement
are finding it difficult to take the lead
in imposing their own frameworks and
their own deadlines. There is
nevertheless an urgent need to
respond with a unitary activity to all
the social and political questions,
national and international, in which
the forces of the NFP, or at least most

of them, could act together inj,

campaigns and common actions, on all
these questions where the NFP put
forward, at least, elements of common
demands. Moreover, despite the
commitments made in 2024, the main
component forces of the NFP have
done little to develop and maintain
NFP collectives locally and nationally.
However, it is here that the forces of
the social and trade union movement
have been united that have been the
cement of the 2024 campaign. All this
weighs heavily and, for the past two
weeks, moreover, despite the very
clear positions taken by many, there
has hardly been any expression and
united rally denouncing the far right
and the criminalization campaign
carried out against LFI following the
death of the neo-fascist from Lyon.

All in all, therefore, the situation is
open but quite dramatic, and the
resistance asserted by LFI in the face
of the attacks to which it is subjected
will not be able to replace the
construction of a unitary dynamic of
all the forces convinced of the need
for an anti-fascist front and also to
maintain a program of rupture with
the politicians at the service of
capitalist groups and the wealthy.

Footnotes

[1] “Mort de Quentin Deranque:
retour sur le parcours d’un
militant néofasciste”
mediapart.fr.

[2] “Violences politiques en
France, de 1986 a nos jours” -
Isabelle Sommier, Xavier Crettiez
and Francgois Audigier- Presses de
SciencesPo.

[3] ibid.
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Deaths to order

27 February, by Andreas Sartzekis

Victims of super-
exploitation

On 26 January, a liquid gas explosion
followed by a fire at a factory killed
five workers at the prosperous
Violanta biscuit factory in Trikala
(central Greece) and injured several
others. All five women worked night
shifts, and at least one of them had
another day job.

This tragedy is added to the macabre
list of work accidents, at least 201 in
2025 according to union sources. Here
we see the cynicism of super-
exploitation: the absence of security
(the smell of gas had been reported,
but the director refused minimal
repair work), legality (the basement
where the five victims worked was not
included in the official plans, doors
were often blocked and so on).

Not to mention a policy of terror: the
local union had succeeded in imposing
professional elections, but the
management had threatened any
worker who went to vote, and, even
today, the staff are afraid to express
themselves, with blackmail for
employment in a poor region.

For its part, the government reacted...
by denying the figures on work
accidents and the difficulties of
controls (glaring lack of labour
inspectors). Of course, the workers’
reaction was immediate: a national
sectoral strike, demonstrations, with
hundreds of people in Trikala at the
call of the local union proclaiming
“this is not chance, these are
programmed crimes”. But no general
strike in the face of this tragedy which
confirms the complicity of the
employers and the government for a
now unlimited exploitation of workers.

Carnage in Chios

Of the 3,148 dead and missing in the
Aegean Sea between 2015 and 2025,
how many were victims of the Greek
repression aimed at preventing
migrants and refugees from reaching
Greece? It’s hard to say. On 3
February, fifteen migrants died near
the island of Chios. Not drowned, but
victims of injuries due to the collision
with the coast guard boat. The latter
accuse the (overloaded) boat of having
manoeuvred against them, it seems
more likely to experts that, once
again, the coast guard rushed to push

the migrants out of Greek sea waters. 9

This horror was encouraged by the
Minister of Migration, the fascist
Plevris, who declared in 2011: “The
borders cannot be guarded without
damage, and to be clearer, without
deaths.” The same person places the
responsibility for the tragedy on the
smugglers and NGOs, while
congratulating the coast guard. The
entire left denounced a new crime, but
the protest demonstrations have so far
not been massive enough in the face
of the horror.

To top it all off, this government,
adopting the new European line of
“selective immigration”, is considering
the creation of an agency — an official
smuggler! — bringing in migrants to
work without rights. An additional
reason, if need be, for a unified battle
against super-exploitation and
repression, uniting Greek and
immigrant workers.

19 February 2026

Translated by International
Viewpoint from I’Anticapitaliste.
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Israel’s International Prison Policies

26 February, by Edouard Soulier, Monira Moon

The genocide continues in occupied
Palestine. The establishment of Phase
2 is simply another—less
spectacular—way of colonizing Gaza.
While it was provided for in the
ceasefire agreements, the opening —
for 4 days only and in dribs and drabs
— of the crossing point at Rafah is a
glaring example of this. Ethnic
cleansing is also increasing in the
West Bank, where the Israeli colonial
state has decided to grant itself even
more military power in Areas A and B
fragmented by Oslo and normally
under civilian control by the

Palestinian Authority. This allows the
army to arrest Palestinians on “non-
security grounds.”

A gigantic prison
policy

This new colonial advance will fuel
Israel’s already gigantic prison policy:
the Israeli colonial state arrests
Palestinians on a daily basis. More
than 10,000 of them are in detention
today, illegally locked up and

subjected to acts of violence and
deprivation of care and so on.

The torture of Palestinian prisoners in
Israeli prisons has long been
documented, including by the
Addameer organization and many
international observers, including the
UN. But particularly unbearable
accounts have reached us in the last
two years with a generalization of the
most barbaric practices, particularly
in the Sde Teiman camp, in the
Nagab, in the south of occupied
Palestine.
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Food deprivation, painful chains,
deafening music, rape by animals, etc.
Israel goes so far as to kill Palestinian
prisoners and hold their bodies
hostage. People abducted in Gaza by
the army can disappear without ever
being registered.

Intimidation
without borders

The impunity that Israel enjoys in
Europe allows it to lock up and kill
Palestinians, but also to arrest
internationals. These arrests are
aimed at intimidating activists and
giving settlers free rein to steal
Palestinian farmland. Camille and
Momo paid the price last week. While
these two Frenchmen were in the
West Bank, they were arrested by the
Israeli colonial state on Sunday, 1
February.

Camille, a human rights activist, was
arrested while working with a
delegation from the International
Solidarity Movement to form a non-
violent intervention presence in the

village of Mughayyer, near Ramallah
in the West Bank. The settler attacks
on Palestinian peasants are as violent
as the resilience of the Palestinians is
impressive. Both were eventually
deported to France, a practice that is
increasingly normalized for Israel,
which enjoys the complicity of a large
number of Western countries.

Complicity
everywhere

This complicity makes it possible to
subcontract, everywhere, the
oppression of Palestinians. In the
United States, Palestinians are
subjected to Guantanamo-style
treatment: racist ICE police arbitrarily
arrest and detain Palestinians. It also
allows itself to confiscate their
personal documents and to deport
them discreetly to the West Bank by
private jet. About twenty Palestinians
have been sent to the West Bank,
sometimes after more than a year of
detention, without any information to

the families. In France, Ali, a3

Palestinian refugee, was searched and
arrested in front of his wife and young
children and remains locked up today
on behalf of Israel.

Israeli finance minister Bezalel
Smotrich announced that he was
burying the idea of a Palestinian state
for good without ever losing the
support of his Western allies. Today,
there is only one state between the
Mediterranean Sea and the Jordan
River. A colonial state that maintains
itself through ethnic cleansing,
apartheid and genocide. Torture in
prisons is not a drift, it is the result of
colonialism, anti-Palestinian racism
and the dehumanization that results
from it.

19 February 2026

Translated by International
Viewpoint from I’Anticapitaliste.

A Ukrainian Socialist Went to War. Here’s
What He Thinks About Peace.

25 February, by Sasha Talaver, Taras Bilous

The situation on the ground

Sasha Talaver: You've been in the
army for almost four years. What
is your job now? How are you
feeling?

Taras Bilous: I'm a drone operator
who performs aerial reconnaissance.
I'm currently on leave to recover from
injury, so I have more free time now
than I have these past three years. I
am feeling well, thank you. I still have
a piece of shrapnel in my liver, but
overall, I have fully recovered. I am
currently in Kyiv with my parents, and
my leave is coming to an end.

Sasha Talaver: What’s the
situation in Kyiv, after the Russian
shelling of energy facilities?

Taras Bilous: It has finally started to
warm up, so things are getting better.
The worst is over; at least there won’t
be such severe frosts. In general, it all
depended on the area — in some
places, the heating hasn’t been
working since January. It was hardest
for the poor, people with disabilities,
and so on.

This was definitely the hardest winter
for civilians thus far: luckily, the
previous winters were mild. Still, for
many people not belonging to
vulnerable groups, it was easier than
in autumn 2022, when Russia first
started bombing Ukraine’s energy
infrastructure. Back then, the lights
went out, the water supply completely
stopped working, and there was no
internet or mobile communication,

sometimes all day. Now, even when
we don’t have electricity, the water
supply often works, and
communication is stable.

The Western left and Trump’s
“peace” push

Sasha Talaver: You wrote a well-
known letter to the Western left in
February 2022 in which you
criticised it for insisting that its
main enemy is in its own
countries, and for its lack of
solidarity with the armed
resistance to the Russian
invasion. [1] How do you assess
the situation now, after Donald
Trump’s push for negotiations?

Taras Bilous: Circumstances have
changed, and my position has changed
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somewhat accordingly. But what I
wrote then was generally correct. I
think that Trump’s failure in the peace
negotiations confirms what I wrote
then: "A call for diplomacy in itself
means nothing if we don’t address
negotiating positions, concrete
concessions, and the willingness of the
parties to adhere to any signed
agreement." For example, regarding
the ceasefire, Ukraine has favoured a
complete and unconditional ceasefire
since April 2025, but Russia still does
not accept it. But who on the Left is
saying that Russia must be forced to
comply with the ceasefire?

The progress of peace negotiations

Sasha Talaver: How would you
assess the progress of peace
negotiations?

Taras Bilous: Only recently could we
say that real negotiations are taking
place. What happened over the past
year was a show for Trump. He got
involved without understanding the
situation, with foolish illusions, and
only made things worse.

When Trump won, I thought that
things would most likely get worse for
us, but to be honest, deep down I had
a faint hope that a miracle might
happen after all. Although Trump is
the last person from whom I'd want to
seek help, I, like other Ukrainians,
above all want this damn war to be
over. Unfortunately, it soon became
clear that no good could be expected.

Importantly, Trump returned as
president when both Ukraine and
Russia were already exhausted by
war, though certainly not as much as
now. After the failure of the 2023
counteroffensive, the argument that
"we cannot leave our people under
occupation" became irrelevant.
Throughout 2024, sentiment in favour
of freezing the conflict gradually grew
in Ukraine, including within the
army. [2] Regardless of who won the
US presidential election, negotiations
would have started anyway. And it
seems that the Ukrainian government
understood this — the 2024 peace
summit in Switzerland and the Kursk
operation were, among other things,
attempts to strengthen their position
ahead of negotiations.

I think many Western analysts don't
understand that the main reason for
Volodymyr Zelensky changing his
position on the ceasefire was not
pressure from Trump but a change in
Ukrainians’ mood and recognition of
battlefield realities. Zelensky shifted
already back in November 2024,
agreeing to the possibility of freezing
the conflict without Russia returning
all occupied territories. Everything
pushed in this sense. Even since
spring 2024, if I heard any mention in
the army of Ukraine’s "1991 borders,"
it was always sarcastic.

Changing attitudes in the army

Sasha Talaver: Did opinions
change in the army too?

Taras Bilous: Yeah, for sure. Maybe
even earlier than in society as a whole.
I first heard people talking about how
it would be good to freeze the conflict
back in autumn 2022, from guys who
were fighting around Bakhmut and
then got transferred to a rear unit. But
back then this was a rare view, given
the prevalent optimism after the
successful Kharkiv operation. This
gradually changed during 2024.

Sasha Talaver: How did people in
your unit react to Trump’s
initiatives?

Taras Bilous: At first, a mix: fears that
Trump would cut off military aid and
hopes that the war would finally end.
But gradually, people stopped talking
about it. When the twenty-eight points
appeared last autumn, [3] some
international journalists asked me
what ordinary soldiers were saying,
but T had no answer because it
seemed that no one was paying
attention anymore. In general, soldiers
don’t often discuss such topics —
usually, everyone is absorbed in their
daily routine. For my team, the most
pressing problem back then was mice
in the blindage, not Trump.

Trump and the failure of
negotiations

Sasha Talaver: But now, Ukraine
was ready to freeze the conflict.

Taras Bilous: Yes, but to end the war,
Trump had to increase pressure on
Russia, and instead, we got a farce,
with a red carpet for Vladimir Putin in

Alaska. [4] Obviously, Trump doesn’t
care about Ukraine and thought he
could quickly achieve peace by forcing
Ukraine to agree to Russia’s terms.
Well, he didn’t understand either
country, and if he really wanted to end
the war quickly, his actions were
counterproductive. Trump could write
a book on "the art of how not to make
a deal."

Trump surrendered one negotiating
position after another, abandoned his
demand for an unconditional
ceasefire, and gave Putin what he
wanted: recognition and a way out of
international isolation. In essence,
Putin played him for a fool for a whole
year, and apparently only after his
history lessons in Alaska did Trump
begin to understand what he was
dealing with. But now the Russians
are rejecting all proposals, citing the
“spirit of Anchorage.” Trump gave
them that.

What real grounds are there to believe
that Putin has abandoned his original
plan to destroy the Ukrainian state?
The Kremlin is still talking about the
“root causes of the conflict.” The
demand to surrender the unoccupied
part of Donbas to Russia without a
fight may be just a step towards this.

Sasha Talaver: But you said that
real negotiations are finally
underway. Why?

Taras Bilous: First, we have direct
negotiations between Ukraine and
Russia, rather than a show where the
“great powers” agree on something
without Ukraine’s involvement.

Second, the delegations’ membership
has changed, and with it the nature of
the negotiations. Regardless of the
political conditions, important
technical issues need to be resolved,
in particular how to monitor the
ceasefire. It would be better if, by the
time political agreements finally
become possible, decisions on such
technical issues are already made. But
on political issues, Russia is still
putting forward conditions that are
unacceptable to Ukraine, so this is at a
standstill.

Thirdly, in October, Trump finally
began to put pressure on Russia and
imposed new sanctions against



Russian oil companies. This is surely
not enough, but it is something.

Moreover, last year, Russia’s economy
finally faced serious problems and
headed into stagnation. This is far
from a collapse, but its problems are
growing. Most of its reserve funds
have already been spent in previous
years on overcoming the
consequences of sanctions and
developing the military-industrial
complex.

Security guarantees

Sasha Talaver: What do you think
about one of the most pressing
issues in the negotiations: security
guarantees?

Taras Bilous: Let’s look at things
soberly. In the context of the collapse
of the international order, no written
security guarantees are reliable. For
Ukraine, there are two main security
guarantees: the army and the fact that
Russia has suffered heavy losses in
this war. Now they will think twice
before attacking us again.

As for the negotiations, let’s compare
them with the Istanbul talks in spring
2022, where the Russians demanded
that the Ukrainian army be limited to
85,000 troops. [5] Now they also want
to limit our army, but no one is talking
about such ridiculous numbers
anymore. Back then, they wanted
Russia to have the right to veto
military aid to Ukraine in the event of
aggression. This would have made the
agreement no more valuable than the
Budapest Memorandum from 1994. [6]
Ukraine could never have agreed. We
don’t know for certain all the
conditions Russia is currently pushing,
but it seems that they are no longer
demanding such a veto.

Sasha Talaver: Some authors still
say that Ukraine and Russia were
close to signing a peace agreement
in Istanbul, but Boris Johnson
ruined such hopes.

Taras Bilous: I don’t understand how
this can still be repeated after the
publication of the draft security
guarantee agreement and the article
by Samuel Charap and Sergey
Radchenko about these
negotiations. [7] They show that even

in this agreement, the parties’
positions on some key issues differed
greatly. In addition, territorial issues
were not even discussed then — they
were put off until a personal meeting
between Zelensky and Putin. Now the
territories are being discussed, and
this is the most difficult issue.
Ultimately, according to Russian left-
wing political scientist Ilya
Matveev, [8] Charap and Radchenko
overestimate Putin’s willingness to
agree even to the terms discussed
then.

As for Western countries, the main
problem was that they refused to
provide Ukraine with the security
guarantees that Kyiv sought, for which
reason it wanted to involve the US and
others in negotiations. But even those
countries that offered security
guarantees were only promising to
keep supplying weapons. Ukraine
wanted more. As for those who write
that Johnson disrupted the
negotiations, if the West had actually
agreed to provide the security
guarantees that the Ukrainian
government wanted, these same
authors would have opposed it.
Because that would have meant that in
the event of new Russian aggression,
the West would have to enter the war
on Ukraine’s side.

The risks of freezing the conflict

Sasha Talaver: So, if I understand
correctly, you believe that freezing
the conflict would be the best
possible option right now. But
doesn’t that create significant
risks?

Taras Bilous: Of course, it’s a risk. And
it’s not just about the threat of a new
war but also about the political,
economic, and migration
consequences of a frozen conflict. The
more that Ukrainians see the
likelihood of a new war, the more
people will leave the country once this
war ends. Incidentally, if it were
indeed possible to deploy European
troops in Ukraine, this would be
important not only to prevent further
Russian aggression but also simply to
reassure people. Ukraine’s ability to
repel future aggression also depends
on how society perceives the outcome
of this war. But every day we pay a
very high price for continuing our

resistance, and this creates other
risks.

Even if Ukraine is given formal
security guarantees, a new Russian
invasion may still begin some time
after the ceasefire, and the conditions
would be much worse for us than they
are now. It would end with the
occupation of most of Ukraine. But if
we continue the current war, there is
a risk that eventually the front line
will collapse, with the same bad
outcome. I don’t think it’s a good idea
to continue a war of attrition until we
find out who has greater reserves of
strength.

The situation on the front line is not so
bad as to force us to agree to Russia’s
terms, many of which are
unacceptable because they would
increase the risk of a new invasion.
This is especially true of Russia’s
demand to surrender the unoccupied
part of Donbas without a fight. Still,
we cannot afford to set maximalist
goals either. We don’t have the luxury
of seeing this as some theoretical
question. Our lives depend on it.

Sasha Talaver: And what would you
say to people who deny the risk of
new Russian aggression?

Taras Bilous: If they're so sure, they
should publicly swear that they will
personally come to fight against the
Russian army in the event of a new
invasion. Without this, their words are
worthless.

Hope and the fall of Putin’s regime

Sasha Talaver: You paint a very
bleak picture. Is there any hope
for the future?

Taras Bilous: Even in the best-case
scenario, Ukraine’s future looks pretty
bleak. Whatever postwar
reconstruction projects there may be,
Ukraine will never fully recover from
the losses this war has inflicted on us.

Ultimately, this applies not only to
Ukraine. Even if Russia wins the war
decisively, it cannot regain its
previous international influence.
Regardless of how much territory it
manages to occupy, the war will have
severe consequences for the Russian
economy and broader society. Russia
has paid for Putin’s imperial ambitions



with its future.

Hope still lies in the fall of Putin’s
regime. Perhaps the ceasefire will
help. As far as I understand, the
prevailing view among the Russian
elite and society is that the full-scale
invasion was a mistake by Putin, but
since the war has already begun, it
cannot risk defeat. After the war, the
question "Why did we pay such a high
price?" will become sharper still.

Essentially, only the Putin regime’s
downfall can bring lasting peace. Until
then, regardless of the terms Ukraine
is forced to accept, any peace
agreement will only freeze the
conflict. Even if someone boasts that
"I’'ve brought you peace," Eastern
Europe will still live in fear of new
Russian aggression. And even if
Ukraine is forced to capitulate, the
result will not be peace but resistance
to occupation by other means.

Ultimately, nothing lasts forever, and
this regime will eventually fall
anyhow. But apparently many Western
authors and politicians who fear
destabilisation in Russia after Putin’s
downfall do not understand that the
later this happens, the worse the
consequences will be. I think this fear
was one of the reasons for the Biden
administration’s excessive caution,
which led to the prolongation of the
war and, accordingly, thousands of
deaths, destroyed cities, and, in
general, much more severe
socioeconomic consequences.

Earlier chances for victory

Sasha Talaver: Do you think
Ukraine had a better chance of
winning earlier in the war?

Taras Bilous: Definitely. The chances
were there until late autumn 2023.
The losses and defeats Russia did
suffer back then prompted Yevgeny
Prigozhin’s rebellion. [9] If Russian
losses had been even greater, it could
have destabilised the regime further
still. Unfortunately, this didn’t happen,
partly due to mistakes by the
Ukrainian Armed Forces command,
but much more so due to the excessive
caution of the Biden administration
and the EU. They delayed the delivery
of weapons too long, initially refusing
to provide certain types of weapons,

and when they finally did provide
them, it was too late. Once it turned
into a war of attrition, our chances
diminished dramatically.

Elections and Zelensky’s future

Sasha Talaver: One of the
Kremlin’'s demands is for
presidential elections in Ukraine.
It seems that the Ukrainian
authorities have recently changed
their position on this. . .

Taras Bilous: It’s interesting, because
Putin is demanding elections to get rid
of Zelensky, whereas Zelensky instead
wants elections in order to remain in
power.

Sasha Talaver: Does he have a
chance of winning?

Taras Bilous: His chances in an
election during the war are definitely
greater than they will be afterward.
Right now, he has only one real
competitor, the general Valeriy
Zaluzhny. The war is holding back
political battles, and people are self-
censoring. Even now, talking to
foreign journalists, I get the
impression that they understand that
Ukrainians self-censor when
communicating with them, but these
journalists don’t understand how
much criticism of the authorities there
is in Ukrainian media and on social
networks. But after the war, this will
become much more prevalent, and
questions such as "Why did we suffer
such heavy losses?" will arise sharply
not only in Russia but also in Ukraine.

I would like Zelensky to leave politics
after the war. But if he can renew his
mandate until the end of the war, he
will surely refuse to do so. It is
difficult to predict what form public
discontent will take then.

Moreover, all this looks bad not only
from a political perspective but also
from a legal one. According to the
constitution, elections under martial
law are prohibited, and changing the
constitution during martial law is also
not allowed. The bill on elections
during martial law, which is currently
being prepared by parliament, may be
declared unconstitutional.
Furthermore, Zelensky wants to hold a
referendum at the same time as the

elections, which is prohibited by law.
The Central Election Commission has
stated that it will take six months after
the lifting of martial law just to
organise the electoral process, but the
government seems to be planning to
carry out this process much faster. I
don’t yet understand how they intend
to do this.

Sasha Talaver: Why does he need a
referendum?

Taras Bilous: To get approval for the
peace deal and share the
responsibility with society. A
referendum would be necessary if
Ukraine were forced to legally
recognise Russia’s annexations. But
neither Ukrainian society nor the
government agrees to this. There’s no
need for a referendum; it’s just
another example of Zelensky’s
unwillingness to make tough
decisions. There have been many such
examples during the war, and this has
produced many problems. The
government hoped that the war would
end soon, so it postponed decisions on
difficult issues until it was too late.
Our military weakness is now
primarily linked not to the cancellation
of US military aid but to internal
problems.

Trump’s impact on the war

Sasha Talaver: What impact did
Trump’s policies have on the
course of the war?

Taras Bilous: I am not a military
analyst; as a soldier, I know about the
situation on my section of the front,
but I may not understand more
general issues. But in general, I think
Trump’s policies had the greatest
impact not on the frontline situation
but on Ukrainian rear cities. Our
greatest military dependence on the
US is in air defence. We cannot
effectively defend rear cities from
ballistic missiles without Patriot
systems. Trump’s policies are one of
the reasons for the sharp increase in
civilian casualties last year. The
current dire situation in our energy
sector is also related to this.

As for the frontline situation, the
effect was not as grave. Perhaps the
greater impact was in 2024, when
Republicans in Congress blocked new



military aid for six months.
Dependence on US military aid
became significantly less, and Europe
was able to partially compensate.
HIMARS [10], for example, were very
important in 2022, but now not so
much. I don’t remember the last time I
heard about Javelins. The battlefield
has changed a lot because of drones.

Post-war Ukrainian politics

Sasha Talaver: Let’s move on to
more civilian issues. What do you
think Ukrainian politics will be
like after the war?

Taras Bilous: Firstly, for Ukrainian
politics to exist, Ukraine must remain
intact. Secondly, I think the answer
will depend heavily on the outcome of
the war and the terms of the peace
agreement. But surely politics will
change significantly.

Traditional Ukrainian oligarchs have
lost a lot because of the war. In
addition to economic losses, many of
them are under political pressure —
five of the ten richest Ukrainian
oligarchs are under Zelensky’s
sanctions. Thor Kolomoyskyi, who
helped Zelensky win in 2019, has been
in a detention centre since 2023. The
influence of oligarch-controlled TV has
significantly decreased. At the same
time, a new military-industrial
complex has emerged, and new
political entrepreneurs will certainly
emerge from it after the war.

The Ukrainian far right

Sasha Talaver: What about the
Ukrainian far right?

Taras Bilous: Again, everything will
depend on the war’s outcome. If it is
seen as a defeat, the far right can
insist, "We could have handled it
better," and many people will believe
them. Over the years, they have
gained sufficient symbolic capital to
do so. If the outcome is perceived as a
victory (albeit not a complete one), it
will be more difficult for them to
convert their military successes into
political capital. [11]

In general, far-right influence is likely
to grow compared to prewar times;
this is happening almost everywhere
in the world. But I would not be 100
per cent sure of this. After

Maidan, [12] it also seemed at first
that we were in for a rise of the far
right: Svoboda was one of the three
main opposition parties and entered
the new post-Maidan government, and
the Right Sector was the most famous
radical organisation on Maidan. But
instead, Svoboda began to decline
after Maidan, the Right Sector was
unable to build on its success, and the
Azov movement took years to build its
structures and attract young people.
In 2019, it seemed for a while that
they had been given a new chance, but
instead, the far right faced a new
crisis.

There is also the "Trump factor" —
some of the Ukrainian far right
supported Trump until 2025 and are
now being criticised for it. This can be
compared to Canada, where Trump’s
pressure undermined the
Conservatives’ poll scores and instead
aided the Liberals. But it’s hard to say
how significant this influence will be
in Ukraine.

The Ukrainian left

Sasha Talaver: What about the
Ukrainian left?

Taras Bilous: The fact is, we are quite
weak. As in other post-socialist
countries, the anti-Stalinist left in
Ukraine had to start from the ground
up. [13] But while in Poland, Slovenia,
Croatia, and other countries, the new
left has had certain victories since
2014, in Ukraine, the annexation of
Crimea and the war in Donbas have
split and weakened the Left.

The 2022 invasion had a different
effect — there was a reactivation, and
in 2023, the student union Priama Diia
(Direct Action) [14] was even restored.
But our activities are complicated by
martial law and the fact that many
experienced activists are serving in
the army. Some have also died on the
front lines, such as anarchist artist
David Chichkan, anthropologist and
author of the Commons journal
Evheny Osievsky, and others. Russian
anarchist Dmitry Petrov, who was our
comrade and a Commons author, also
died fighting on the Ukrainian side.

The Priama Diia student union’s
activities have now become more
difficult also due to far-right pressure.

While early in the war the far right did
not pay attention to us, conflicts
began to arise again in 2024. But the
conditions of the confrontation have
now changed. For example, in 2024,
the far right tried to disrupt the
presentation of a student zine in
Odesa, but anarchist veterans came to
the students’ defence. Last year, the
leader of Russian neo-Nazis in
Ukraine, Denis Kapustin, staged a
provocation at David Chichkan’s
funeral, but he was pinned down by
anarchist soldiers.

As for the future, again, everything
depends heavily on the war’s outcome.
It may sound counterintuitive, but if
Ukraine loses, the far right will
increase its influence, and in that
case, we will most likely disappear as
a collective. The next generation of
leftists will be forced to start from
scratch. Again.

Sasha Talaver: Some Western
leftists still talk about the "old-
left" heirs to the Soviet
Communist Party in Ukraine,
which were banned along with
other pro-Russian parties in 2022.
How do you answer questions
about them?

Taras Bilous: I usually just show a
video of a racist advertisement by
Natalia Vitrenko, whose party was
called the Progressive Socialist Party
of Ukraine. Experience has shown that
it is better to show something once
than to try to explain everything in
words.

European rearmament and
blaming Ukraine

Sasha Talaver: There is currently a
lot of discussion among the
European left about increasing
government spending on defence
and militarisation. What do you
think about this?

Taras Bilous: I am not an expert on
European defence issues, and I have
not had much time to figure out
exactly where defence spending is
going in Europe right now. We
cooperate with the Left in the Nordic
countries, and it seems to me that
they have many good ideas on this
topic. For example, they proposed a
Europe-wide embargo on arms sales



anywhere except Ukraine — in my
opinion, this was a great idea. In
general, international security is a
topic for a separate long conversation.
But I would like to comment on one
thing: on social media, "some
European leftists who oppose
rearmament sometimes blame
Ukraine" for this. But this is a blame-
the-victim argument. The reason for
the new arms race is not Ukrainian
resistance but Russian invasion. If
Ukraine loses, militarisation will only
intensify.

Lessons from Trump'’s first year

Sasha Talaver: Last question: What
conclusion do you think the
international left should draw
from Trump’s first year in office?

Taras Bilous: There could be many
conclusions. I'll just say what concerns
me most. Over the past year, the
reactionary US president has done
what the "antiwar" left has been
calling for. What has this led to?
Increased aggression, more civilian
casualties, and more destruction.
Things have only gotten worse. In this
situation, I think the "antiwar" folks
should have done some rethinking.
But I still don’t see them doing that.

The logic of many “antiwar” leftists
seems to be, “We provoked this war,
so now let’s throw the victim of
aggression under the bus.” In Trump's
version, it’s “Let’s throw the victims
under the bus and rob them.” Despite
the humanistic rhetoric, all proposals
in practice boiled down to leaving
Ukraine defenceless in the face of
imperialist aggression. It should be
obvious by now that this is the wrong
approach. In the 1990s, the US forced
Ukraine to give up its nuclear
weapons to Russia, making us
vulnerable. The US’s responsibility
now is to help Ukraine, not to reward
the aggressor.
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Viktor Yanukovych’s decision to
suspend an association agreement
with the European Union. The
protests culminated in

Yanukovych’s ouster and the
formation of a new government.

[13] On the challenges facing the
Ukrainian left and the work of
Sotsialnyi Rukh (Social
Movement), see "Don’t exaggerate
the influence of Russian
propaganda" (interview with Taras
Bilous), Europe Solidaire Sans
Frontiéres. Available at:
https://www.europe-solidaire.org/s

pip.php?article63762 4.

[14] Priama Diia (Direct Action) is
a Ukrainian anarcho-syndicalist
student union, originally active in
the 2000s and early 2010s, which
was re-established in 2023 during
the full-scale war.

Landslide Victory For The Ruling LDP Party
in the General Election

24 February, by Toshizo Omori

Although this historic outcome was
enough shocking, a more significant
change for us was the defeat and
marginalization suffered by the
parliamentary Lefts - comprising the
Japanese Communist Party (JCP), the
Social Democratic Party (SDP), and
Reiwa Shinsengumi, a progressive
populist party, as well as the
progressive wing of the former CDP.

Another significant change was the
victory of LDP in Okinawa over the
"All Okinawa" forces (a network of
anti-US military bases movements).
The latter lost all seats in the House of
Representatives. When the Takaichi
administration is stepping up its right-
wing agenda—pushing for military
expansion, arms exports, and the
transformation of Okinawa and the
Nansei Islands into military fortresses,
the people resisting the militarization
in Okinawa and the other regions lost
the most important voices in the Diet.

Regenerating the left is now our
urgent task. I will discuss the current
situation of Japanese politics based on
a detail analysis on the changes in
voters’ political choices and clarify the
immediate tasks for the regeneration
of leftists in our country.

Voter Turnout and

Dynamic Changes
in the Political
Situation

The defining characteristics of this
general election that warrant our
attention and analysis are: (1) LDP’s
landslide victory, particularly its
overwhelming dominance in single-
seat constituencies; (2) crushing
defeat of the Centrist Reform Alliance,
especially the devastation of the
former CDP camp; (3) further isolation
and marginalization of the
parliamentary Left; and (4) total loss
of seats for the "AIl Okinawa"
movement.

Before analyzing these points, let us
look into the voter turnout. The
turnout was 56.26%, an increase of
2.82% from the previous election
(2024) and 0.34% from the one before
that (2021). Yet, despite the immense
popularity of Prime Minister Takaichi,
this turnout was the fifth lowest in the
postwar era. Although age-specific
data has not yet been available, a
Ministry of Internal Affairs sampling
survey from last year’s The House of
Councilors election clearly indicated a
trend of an increase in youth turnout
(increasing significantly among those
in their late 20s from 38.19% in 2024
to 51.97%). It is reasonable to assume
this trend is continuing or even

accelerating. I was at a polling station
all the day as an observer in an
locality with many elderly residents,
and noticed an unexpectedly high
number of young people turned out.
This implies that while a new layer of
young voters is heading to the polls,
another segment is withdrawing from
the act of voting. Whether this
correlates with the defeat of the
political center cannot be determined
at this moment.

The LDP’s
Overwhelming
Victory Supported
by Strong Youth
Turnout

The LDP secured 316 seats , a figure
exceeding even the records in "Postal
Privatization Election" in 2005 under
the Koizumi administration and the
"National Crisis Breakthrough
Election" in 2017 under the Abe
administration. In fact, since 14 seats
were “conceded” to other parties in
some districts the votes for LDP (in
the propotional representation block)
exceeded the votes needed for all their
nominees to be elected. So effectively
LDP would have got 330 seats. In
single-seat constituencies, they won
249 out of 289. This was a vivid
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manifestation of the characteristics of
the single-seat constituency system. In
regions like Hokkaido, Tohoku,
Niigata, Tokyo, Kanagawa, Aichi, and
Okinawa—where opposition
cooperation led by the CDP previously
won seats—the LDP achieved a near-
total victory.

In the proportional vote, the LDP
garnered 21 million votes, second only
to the approximately 25.88 million in
the 2005 "Postal Election" (which saw
a much higher turnout of over 69%).
Exit polls by Yomiuri, NHK, and
Nippon TV indicated that while the
percentage of young people voting for
the LDP was lower in 2024, it surged
to 38% among 18-29-year-olds this
time. Similarly, an ANN exit poll
showed that 44% of teenagers and
37% of those in their 20s voted for the
LDP. Given that these figures were
only 12% and 11% respectively in last
year’'s The House of Councilors
election, it is clear that PM Takaichi’s
populist appeal is heavily driven by
the younger generation.

Analysts explain LDP’s victory was a
success in framing the election as a
“binary choice”: "Takaichi or not."
Takaichi’s political style—avoiding
backroom deal-making and "banquet
politics"—and her "clear and easy-to-
understand" rhetoric likely left a
positive impression on young people.
According to Asahi Shimbun exit polls,
48% of those who "supported" the
Takaichi Cabinet voted for the LDP in
the proportional block, a figure not
vastly different from the Kishida or
Ishiba eras. The difference lies in the
height of the approval rating itself. As
the Asahi Shimbun noted, "The base of
cabinet supporters has swelled
compared to the last two elections of
the House of Representatives. Cabinet
approval tends to reflect the Prime
Minister’s personal popularity, and it
can be said that PM Takaichi’s
personal popularity led to the LDP’s
seat gain." Additionally, support from
unaffiliated voters rose from 14% to
23%, making the LDP their top choice.

One factor contributing to this high
support was Takaichi’s refusal to
retract her comments on the "Taiwan
Contingency," despite the resulting
tensions with China. The younger
generation supporting Takaichi has no
lived experience of economic

"growth." To such a generation, the
slogan "A Strong and Prosperous
Japan" likely resonated as an
expression of hope against a sense of
stagnation and anxiety about the
future.

Regarding the issue of tightening
regulations on foreigners—which
significantly boosted the far-right
Sanseito party in last year’s The
House of Councilors election and
paved the way for Takaichi’s victory in
the LDP leadership race—a different
trend emerged. According to Yomiuri
exit polls, among those who prioritized
"foreigner policy," the LDP’s share
rose to 28%, overtaking Sanseito’s
26% (which had previously dominated
this segment at 43%). This indicates
that conservative voters who had
defected to Sanseito returned to the
LDP.

The LDP also dominated the SNS
sphere, outperforming Sanseito and
the Democratic Party for the People
(DPFP). It is reported that PM
Takaichi’s short videos were viewed
140 million times, and vast sums were
spent on TV commercials and
automated phone campaigns featuring
her voice.

With this landslide victory, the
Takaichi administration now has the
power to re-pass bills in the House of
Representatives even if rejected by
the House of Councilors, granting her
considerable free hand in policy
execution. In the House of Councilors,
the overwhelming majority in the
House of Representatives will make it
easier to form issue-based alliances
with the DPFP or Sanseito. Moving
forward, the administration is
expected to push "economic measures
centered on proactive fiscal policy,"
"amendments to the three defense
documents, the creation of a National
Intelligence Bureau, and the drafting
of an Anti-Spying Law," and
potentially "a review of the Three Non-
Nuclear Principles." Other likely
priorities include "strengthening
foreigner management policies,"
"legalizing the use of maiden names as
professional names," and "laying the
groundwork for revising the Imperial
House Law and the Constitution."
Furthermore, Keidanren (Japan
Business Federation) has called on the
administration to realize a “science

and technology-based nation through
continuous innovation, promoting
integrated tax, fiscal, and social
security reforms, revitalizing regional
economies and societies, labor
reforms, maintaining and
strengthening a free and open
international economic order while
considering economic security,
securing a cheap and stable supply of
clean energy and promoting Green
Transformation (GX), and corporate
governance reforms for sustainable
growth.” The question now is how
opposition movements can prepare to
counter the materialization of these
policies across various fields.

The Significance
of the Former
Constitutional
Democratic
Camp’s
Catastrophic
Defeat

While the Centrist Reform Alliance
(CRA) suffered a crushing defeat with
only 49 seats, the real loser was the
former CDP wing. They secured only 7
seats in single-seat constituencies and
14 through proportional
representation. However, 7 of those
were effectively "conceded" by the
LDP. Without this, the former CDP
wing would have won only 14
seats—one-tenth of their pre-election
strength—compared to the 28 seats
won by the former Komeito wing. The
CRA proportional vote plummeted to
just under 10.14 million, a drastic
drop from the 17.53 million combined
votes of the CDP and Komeito in the
previous election.

Under the leadership of Noda, CDP
made a clear shift to " center-right
voters." By abandoning the "united
candidate" strategy with the JCP and
others, they became unable to win
single-seat constituencies alone.
Therefore they pivoted rightward. This
was the backdrop for the formation of
the Centrist Reform Alliance with
Komeito. However, the "coup-like"
dissolution of the CDP and the
formation of this alliance caused



massive confusion among supporters.
Consequently, only 64% of those who
voted for the CDP in last year’s
proportional block voted for the CRA
this time; 30% voted for parties other
than CRA or the LDP. The
disappointment was likely immense
for those who saw the CDP—originally
formed in 2017 to oppose the "logic of
exclusion"—abandon its core policies
on nuclear energy and national
security.

In an election framed as the choice of
the leader -"Takaichi or not,"- the
"powerful posture " of party leaders
was the decisive factor. In this
populist arena, the CRA leadership
was mocked online as the "5G" (Five
Geezers) and lacked the appeal to
reach unaffiliated voters compared in
comparison with Takaichi. An poll
after this election showed that 81% of
people attributed the LDP’s win to
"expectations for PM Takaichi’s
political stance," while 64% cited a
"lack of appeal in opposition leaders."

The most serious result for us is that
the progressive wing within the
former CDP has been nearly wiped
out. Why were these progressive
lawmakers unable to resist the coup-
like dissolution and policy shift? It is a
deeply regrettable outcome. While
some suggest CRA might split back
into Komeito and the CDP, it is
doubtful the former CDP side has the
energy left to choose a path of
cooperation with the parliamentary
Left again. If they had that energy,
they would have chosen a split when
CRA was first formed. Instead, it is
more likely they will be swallowed into
some form of center-right realignment
led by Komeito.

Bottomless
decrease of
Parliamentary
Left’s Proportional
Vote

The biggest losers in this election
were the parliamentary Left: the JCP,
Reiwa, and the SDP. These three
parties fell from 18 seats to just 5.
More serious than the seat count,

however, is the proportional vote.
Since Reiwa Shinsengumi first
contested a national election in 2019,
these three parties together
consistently garnered 7 to 8 million
votes—a stable support base for the
Left. This time, they failed to even
reach 5 million. Previously, Reiwa’s
growth compensated for the decline of
the JCP and SDP, but that structure
has collapsed; the "bottom has fallen
out."

The JCP secured 2.5 million
proportional votes, but its decline
remains unchecked. Their appeal for a
"leftist rally" to counter the rightward
shift of Japanese politics failed to gain
traction among former CDP-
supporting liberals. Local JCP activists
are aging, making the future of the
party uncertain. Even their reputed
daily newspaper “Akahata” is said to
be in financial crisis. Amidst this,
some new challenges were made. For
example, a kind of cooperation
between the JCP, SDP, and New
Socialist Party has been developed in
some areas, and limited electoral
cooperation with Reiwa were tried in
certain districts. Whether these
initiatives will be adopted as the
general policy of these parties remains
to be seen.

Meanwhile, the SDP fell well below 1
million votes, hitting a historic low
and failing to secure a single seat in a
general election for the first time,
including the former Japan Socialist
Party era. The party’s very existence is
at risk.

Reiwa Shinsengumi’s visibility
plummeted due to Representative
Yamamoto’s absence from the
campaign for health reasons. The
party remains heavily dependent on
Yamamoto’s charismatic appeal. Their
proportional vote dropped to roughly
44% of their previous totals, securing
only one seat due to an LDP shortage
of candidates. Furthermore, as the
ruling party began partially adopting
"consumption tax abolition"—Reiwa’s
signature policy—the party lost its
unique selling point.

The Loss of "All

Okinawa" Seats

Another grave defeat was the loss of
all four seats in Okinawa. The "All
Okinawa" candidates were defeated in
every district, failing even to secure
proportional seats. Consequently,
Okinawa’s voice against the
construction of the new base at
Henoko has vanished from the House
of Representatives. Internal friction
within the "All Okinawa" camp,
particularly a public dispute between
the SDP central leadership and the
local Okinawa chapter regarding
candidate selection, contributed to
this "mutual destruction."

Ongoing Political
Realignment of
Centrist Forces

Japan Innovation Party (JIP) and the
DPFP also saw their seat counts
decrease (excluding "conceded"
seats). JIP’'s focus on a "double
election" in Osaka boosted its local
vote but hindered its growth as a
national party, reinforcing its image as
a regional entity—perhaps akin to the
relationship between Germany’s CDU
and CSU. The DPFP, while losing
overall votes, remained the second
choice for voters in their teens to 30s
after the LDP. As we head toward the
2028 election, we expect further
realignment among center-right forces
as they compete to show "policy
affinity" with the Takaichi
administration.

New Challenges
for Leftist
Regeneration

As we pointed out after last year’s The
House of Councilors election, the Left
is largely invisible to the younger
generation and no longer functions as
a channel for political participation.
We must start by facing this reality.
We need broad exchanges of opinion
and experience, beyond our own
circles, to understand why our claims
are not reaching the youth.



Regenerating the Left is inseparable
from the struggle against military
expansion and constitutional revision,
solidarity with local movements in
Okinawa, and addressing the
economic demands of the precarious
"underclass." Furthermore, we must
concretize an Eco-Socialist project as
an alternative to the impending
climate catastrophe.

These tasks have become even more
urgent as the "bottom has fallen out"

for the parliamentary Left. What is
required now is a grounded, long-term
discussion on how to deliver the Left’s
message to the youth while
maintaining a global perspective. This
process involves surviving the current
political climate, collaborating with
radical movements, and preparing the
ideological groundwork for a future
mass upsurge. Our contribution will
be to articulate the image of an Eco-
Socialist society and its transitional

demands in a way that resonates withg_

the younger generation.
23 February 2026

Translated by Tsutomu Teramoto from
“Weekly Kakehashi (Bridge)”

Jesse Jackson (1941-2026): An Assessment of
a Civil Rights Icon

23 February, by Malik Miah

Today the victories of the civil rights
revolution of the 1960s — the winning
of civil rights (1964), Voting Rights
(1965) and other laws ending legal
segregation and discrimination — are
being reversed. We are experiencing a
counterrevolution against equality for
peoples of color, with African
Americans a special target.

Black history is denied. Confederate
flags rise again in military bases. Is
the return of Jim Crow segregation
next?

The counterrevolution, which began in
full throttle in the 1980s, continues to
unfold under Trump’s authoritarian
regime.

Born in Jim Crow
South

Jackson was born in South Carolina, in
the Jim Crow South. He became a
close associate of King. We recall the
iconic photograph of the civil rights
leaders standing on the balcony where
King was assassinated the next day.
That was when King had gone to
Memphis, Tennessee in 1968 to
support striking sanitation workers.

King always spoke out for labor rights
as well as civil rights. He was
criticized by others in the movement
who thought he went too far. Most
major voices criticized King for

speaking out against the Vietnam War
in 1967, so soon after President
Johnson signed the civil and voting
rights acts.

King always argued legal equality was
not enough for Blacks after centuries
of super exploitation and oppression.
He always compared Blacks starting a
track race as being 50 yards behind
better off whites. Affirmative action
programs were necessary to move
toward full equality. Today affirmative
action lives on as Diversity, Equity,
Inclusion (DEI) programs, programs
that the Trump government strongly
OppOSeES.

Jackson identified with King’s
determination and militancy. King
appointed him to lead the Southern
Christian Leadership Conference
(SCLC) office in Chicago.

In 1971 Jackson set up in Operation
PUSH (People United to Save
Humanity) after leaving SCLC over
differences with King’s replacement.
PUSH continued the civil rights
agenda that King had founded.

In 1984, Jackson set up the Rainbow
Coalition as he prepared for a run for
the presidency as a Democrat. His
Rainbow Coalition campaign was
based on the concept of a country
based on hope (popularized by Barach
Obama who was elected the first Black
president 20 years later). The Rainbow
Coalition represented ethnic diversity

and stood against white nationalism.

Between his Operation PUSH to his
presidential campaign in the 1980s,
Jackson remained an outspoken critic
of racist politics, even endorsing
independent Black politics while
supporting former comrades running
for office in the Democratic Party. He
demanded the hiring and
advancement of Blacks in industry,
banking and higher education, all
institutions that in the Jim Crow era
had been off limits.

Unlike many other civil rights leaders
at the time, Jackson said African
Americans might vote for Republican
candidates if the Democratic Party did
not work for its rights. His framework
was always protecting the rights and
well-being of African Americans.
That’s why during his 1984
presidential campaign Jackson spoke
up for Gay and Lesbian rights and for
women'’s equality.

Like King on Vietnam, Jackson spoke
on international issues. He praised the
Sandinistas after the 1979 Nicaraguan
revolution, went to Cuba to help free
some detained Americans and met
with Cuban President Fidel Castro.

Jackson backed the anti-apartheid
movement against South Africa and
later met Nelson Mandela.

He voiced support for the freedom for
the Portuguese colonies of Angola


https://internationalviewpoint.org/Jesse-Jackson-1941-2026-An-Assessment-of-a-Civil-Rights-Icon
https://internationalviewpoint.org/Jesse-Jackson-1941-2026-An-Assessment-of-a-Civil-Rights-Icon
https://internationalviewpoint.org/Jesse-Jackson-1941-2026-An-Assessment-of-a-Civil-Rights-Icon
https://internationalviewpoint.org/_Malik-Miah_

Mozambique and Gunia Bissau. He did
so while official U.S. policy backed the
military junta in Portugal.

Jackson’s activism stayed within the
framework of the capitalist system. He
supported building a strong Black
middle class and threatened Wall
Street firms that did not take
affirmative steps of inclusion. He drew
on the boycott tactic adopted during
the Jim Crow era as a silent club
against the big companies.

Independent Black
Politics

While nodding to independent Black
politics, King rejected that path. After
his assassination, it was still not clear
if Black participation in the political
system was possible. There were few
Black elected officials.

The left wing of the Black Power and
civil rights movement (Black Panthers,
League of Revolutionary Black
Workers and African nationalists

openly spoke against capitalism)
advocated an independent Black
freedom movement and party.

An important gathering occurred in
Gary, Indiana, in 1972. Gary had
elected one of the nation’s first Black
mayors, Richard Hatcher. Many future
Black elected officials and leaders
came to the convention. Many on the
left were also present, including
myself. Some 10,000 delegates
attended.

Jackson attended and gave a fiery
speech. He spoke out even if the
Democratic Party did not.

Jesse Jackson was a hero to millions.
Even those of us on the socialist left
praised his integrity and outspoken
views on issues like Black Lives
Matter and police violence.

Jackson was a living link to two
periods. The first covered the legal
segregation of the first 200 years of a
country that never was the true
democracy it proclaimed. The

founding fathers (a majority of whomg_

were slave owners) only considered
that whites were U.S. citizens.

The second period only comes in the
second half of the 20th century, with
the passage of civil rights legislation.
That’s when the country became a
true capitalist democracy. It discarded
legal segregation and belatedly began
to recognize the talents of African
Americans and other people of color.
It is the 50 years of integration that
Trump as an authoritarian ruler seeks
to reverse.

Within the framework he accepted,
Jackson’s life story represents what'’s
possible in a life dedicated to winning
equality and freedom.

Source: Against the
Current->https://againstthecurrent.or
g/jesse-jackson-1941-2026-an-
assessment-of-a-civil-rights-icon/].

Nurses Leading the Class Struggle and
Resistance to ICE

22 February, by Dan La Botz

As Nancy Hagans, the president of the
New York State Nurses Association
(NYSNA) said, “For a month and a
half, through some of the harshest
weather this city has seen in years,
nurses at NYP showed this city that
they won’t make any compromises to
patient care.”

And across the country, another
union, National Nurses United, a
union with 225,000 members has
carried out mass protests at health
centers in many cities calling for the
abolition of the Immigration and
Customs Enforcement (ICE) agency.”

The New York

Nurses’ Strike

In New York City, after weeks on
strike, NYSNA won wage gains of 12%
over the next three years, maintained
health insurance benefits, and
improved staffing levels, so that
nurses are only responsible for a
reasonable number of patients. The
new contract also calls for protecting
nurses from workplace violence, such
as violent attacks by deranged
patients, and greater protection for
immigrant patients and nurses. Gema
Demayo Medina, at Presbyterian, said,
“We were waiting for this for forty
days in rain and snow.” Fifteen days in
January were at or below freezing, one
of the coldest winters in memory.

A remarkable 99% of union members
voted to approve the new contract.

The strike by 15,000 nurses was one
of the largest and longest in U.S.
history. In the middle of the
negotiations, nurses at New York
Presbyterian hospital, carrying signs
saying “I'm Rank and File and I'm
Voting No,” did vote at first against
ending the strike and demonstrated
against their union leaders, calling for
Hagans resignation, and in the end
won an improved agreement.

Nurses Protecting
Patients, Resisting
ICE

National Nurses United (NNU), calling
ICE and Customs and Border Patrol
(CPB) “the country’s greatest public
health threat,” carried out a
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countrywide protest against ICE on
February 19. NNU calls for the
abolition of ICE.

“We are way past the point of
‘reform,’” said Mary Turner, an
intensive care unit RN from
Minneapolis, Minn. who is president of
National Nurses United. “Reform only
works when you care about abiding by
and enforcing the law. Nurses make
professional assessments and this is
what we conclude: ICE and border
patrol are violent, cruel, lawless, and
racist organizations that the Trump
administration is using as a
paramilitary force to ultimately quash
the American people’s opposition to
his fascist takeover of our democracy.

Our hospital CEOs are at fault, too, for
enabling Trump by doing nothing. We
all need to wake up and shut ICE
down now before it is too late.”

In San Diego, California, where I've
been for the last few weeks, nurses
demonstrated at several hospitals,
calling for the abolition of ICE, which
they say is necessary for the health
and safety of their patients and of
local communities. ICE agents have
beaten and gassed both immigrants
and their supporters, and killed nurse
Alex Pretti in Minneapolis.

A nurse in San Diego, Kendle
Hargrove said, “ICE is a public health

crisis because patients are afraid to7,

seek care because they’re afraid to go
outside. People in the hospital should
feel like they can seek care and not be
in fear of persecution,” she said.
Missing their medical appointments
can lead to sickness or even death.

Turner, NNU’s president, said, “We
are turning out on Feb. 19 to demand
that Congress abolish ICE now, or
face electoral consequences.”

22 February 2026

The Algerian Regime: Incompetence,
Inconsistency, Arrogance and Repression!

21 February, by Nasser U Haddad

On the morning of 1 January, Algerian
motorists arriving at petrol stations
discovered that fuel prices had
increased. The decision was taken
secretly without any announcement or
information. Even social media,
through which alerts are typically
issued, was caught off guard!
Previously, a punitive and police-
oriented road traffic law, which makes
drivers exclusively responsible for the
fatal accidents plaguing Algerian
roads, was promulgated without
debate or explanation! These two
events were sufficient to trigger a
strike amongst transport workers,
which paralysed the movement of
passengers, students and especially
goods for over a week. [4]

A faltering diplomacy... moderated
sovereignist discourse

At the international level, a change in
diplomatic approach is notable.
Contrary to a known tradition of
firmness and reciprocity on questions
of sovereignty and rejection of
interference, the
Tebboune/Chengriha [5] presidency
has observed remarkable silence
regarding the violent United States
attack on Venezuela, an attack that

undermines what remains of already-
violated international legitimacy,
notably in occupied Palestine.
Similarly, on this latter question, or on
the Syrian question and now on Iran,
which is experiencing internal revolt
and external interference, Algerian
diplomacy remains timid or silent.
What is placed in the register of "new
realism" is in reality a remarkable
shift distancing Algeria from the "axis
of resistance", however formal it may
be, to move closer to the imperialist
axis of evil that is on the warpath.

Indeed, recent votes at the United
Nations Security Council have forced
Algeria into strategic abandonments,
notably on Western Sahara [6] and the
war in Gaza, pillars of its international
action. These reversals have eroded
the credibility of its ultra-nationalist
discourse by sowing doubt about its
sincerity and the regime’s capacity to
implement it. They have caused
internal trouble and anxieties,
rendered more acute by the fall in
Syria of Bashar al-Assad, militarily
victorious over his opponents but
himself a victim of isolation and
abandoned by the Russian ally —
supposedly also Algeria’s ally. An
"ally" that had already preferred

Ethiopia over Algeria for BRICS
membership and had chosen to
support Sahelian juntas hostile to
Algeria.

These waverings contrast, however,
with a more virulent tone towards
Morocco, France and the United Arab
Emirates. The latter have moved to
the forefront of the media scene, in
the context of a rebalancing of forces
in the Gulf. Certain media, in their
roles as "pollsters and opinion-
makers", have openly questioned the
possibility of a rupture in relations
between Algeria and Abu Dhabi, at a
moment when the Emirates are going
through a delicate phase in their
relations with Saudi Arabia.

Each dossier, taken individually,
seems to belong to different contexts.
But their combination, coincidence
and synchronisation revive questions
about the regime’s capacity to
anticipate and resist the challenges
introduced by the new global situation
and new regional stakes. None of
these facts constitutes a rupture in
itself, but together they outline
contours of a situation of waiting,
where future decisions will be
observed beyond triumphant
presidential speeches.
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An anti-national law to strip
Algerian opponents of their
nationality

It is, however, on the internal level
where the repressive system,
established since the end of the
Hirak [7] to counter any hint of
protest, is reinforced by other legal
artifices beyond Article 87 bis. [8] This
is the case with the latest law allowing
"stripping of Algerian nationality by
origin" voted unanimously by the
Algerian National Assembly. A world
first.

To justify this stripping, the law cites
acts "threatening the security or unity
of the State" and "participation,
including financial or propagandist, in
terrorist or subversive organisations
abroad". Need we recall that hundreds
of Algerians languish in prison under
such elastic and vague accusations. In
reality, through this law, the regime
wants to extend repression to any
dissenting voice, which de facto
encompasses any form of critical
political or activist expression,
particularly expressed from abroad.
For abroad is increasingly becoming
the space where any criticism and
opposition to power attempts to
organise. This is a return to square
one where, in the past, Ait Ahmed,
Boudiaf or Mohammed Harbi, [9] to
cite only the most emblematic, were
obliged to go into exile without
however being stripped of their
nationality.

This recalls the German Nazi regime
with its "denaturalisation" law as the
first regime in the world to have dared
to legislate on stripping nationality of
origin, before being followed by
similar regimes such as Vichy!

The alibi of a largely fabricated
"external threat"

This law providing for nationality
stripping, directly targeting binational
opponents even when their Algerian
nationality is by origin, whilst
brandishing the "external threat", has
as its primary function to conjure
tensions within the regime through
muscular nationalist discourse that
will better facilitate acceptance of
inevitable future concessions to real
external injunctions. These are — or
already have been — dictated to it by

its impotence on the international
level and its internal fragility.

The external threat is now embodied
solely by the Movement for the Self-
Determination of Kabylia (MAK). [10]
The Islamists are no longer
"dangerous", since their setbacks in
the Middle East, notably with the
retreat of Iran embodying the "axis of
resistance" since its 1979 revolution.
It is therefore necessary to give this
ultra-minority movement, the MAK, an
importance it does not possess to
make it a scarecrow. This offers the
opportunity to caricature and
demonise protest expressions coming
from Kabylia, the beating heart of
contestation in Algeria, to discredit
and neutralise them by conflating any
contestatory political posture with this
movement.

It is in this register that we must
understand the implausible police
arrest of our comrade Lyes Touati,
member of the PST [11] leadership.
Formally, he is accused of being an
element of the pro-Zionist MAK and
propagandist for the Kabylia self-
determination project. Yet in fact, his
positions, which everyone can read by
following his writings on social media,
are the complete opposite and a
proven pro-Palestinian stance. It is in
substance that this arbitrariness must
be grasped. It is the policy of
repression and arbitrary power vis-a-
vis any opinion coming from the
population and political organisations,
which moreover remains expectant in
terms of action, that persists and
intensifies. [14] His positions and
actions have surely blocked certain
local investors. This repressive climate
fulfils its function well.

Every capital in crisis diverts peoples’
attention by deploying a logic of
internal purification. This political
project is supported by a rhetoric of
the internal enemy that must be
eradicated, as one must treat a sick
body. One must thus eliminate the
"impurities" that parasitise the nation
and prevent the liberation of its
productive forces and cause its loss.

The neoliberal forces of
underdeveloped countries largely
incorporate the political ambitions of
the historical far-right of advanced
capitalist countries and progressively

climb the ladder of nationalism and
authoritarianism, translating into the
development of surveillance, the
hunting down of recalcitrants, the
criminalisation of social movements,
the restriction of civil rights and the
deployment of constant anti-
progressive rhetoric.

But the crisis that Algerian
neoliberalism is experiencing is not
solely economic in its difficulties in
integrating and being integrated into
the world market. It is above all
ideological, a crisis of political
representation, a crisis of political
institutions and a crisis of mediation
between the State and citizens. The
Tebboune/Chengriha power creates a
sort of state of exception where
everything is permitted, to the point of
absurdity. What counts is not the
substance of accusations and ongoing
trials. In Lyes Touati’s case, it is the
Kafkaesque arbitrariness that goes to
the point of caricature.

On the strictly legal formal level,
making the MAK and the "Kabyle
danger" the spectre for incriminating
any dissenting voice seems to be the
leitmotiv of the repressive apparatus.
For at the same moment, another PST
activist, Samir Larabi, is forbidden
from defending his doctoral thesis
because he also deals with Kabylia
and the MAK project. The link
between the two incriminated
individuals is developing a Marxist
critique of Kabylia’s weight on the
political chessboard and in the
country’s political history. They
develop a "Berbero-Marxist" critique,
one might say! which brings us back
to the treatment of the 1949 political
crisis also qualified as "Berbero-
Marxist". [15] With this game, drift is
possible!

A bill to accentuate the regime’s
grip on political parties

The control exercised by the Algerian
State over political life is tightening.
To crown this repressive ensemble, an
organic bill, adopted in the Council of
Ministers at the end of 2025, will soon
be examined by Parliament. It
provides for toughening the conditions
for creating and operating parties,
whose room for manoeuvre is already
restricted.



Presented as a "modernisation" of the
legal framework and a means of
rationalising a fragmented partisan
landscape, the bill introduces,
amongst other things, a limitation of
party leaders’ terms, which should not
exceed two five-year terms. It also
imposes compulsory electoral
participation on political formations. It
raises territorial representativeness
thresholds and strengthens
administrative control, considerably
reducing their autonomy and further
weakening partisan plurality.

Inscribed in the extension of the 2020
constitutional amendment —
conceived by the regime in the wake
of the 2019 Hirak to regain control
over the political field — the text aims
to transform militant and partisan
engagement into an activity subject to
permanent administrative constraint,
where a party’s survival depends on
its strict obedience to rules dictated
by the State.

Here then is an ensemble of political
and legal facts and events that gives
an overview of the Algerian regime’s
political purification project. A project
that began after the Hirak and seems
to be engaging for the long term, in
the wake of the repressive arsenal
being put in place at regional and
global level.

4 February 2026

Translated by Mark Johnson for ESSF.

Footnotes

[1] On repression of social
movements in Algeria, see
"Algerian government uses
Covid-19 lockdown to increase
repression", Europe Solidaire Sans
Frontieres. Available at:
http://www.europe-solidaire.org/sp
ip.php?article52794

[2] The Sahel is the semi-arid
region stretching across Africa
south of the Sahara, where several
countries have experienced

military coups since 2020,
including Mali, Burkina Faso and
Niger.

[3] BRICS is an intergovernmental
organisation comprising Brazil,
Russia, India, China and South
Africa, which has been expanding
to include other emerging
economies.

[4] On the 2019 presidential
election and military control in
Algeria, see "The Algerian people
reiterate their rejection of military
rule", Europe Solidaire Sans
Frontiéres. Available at:
http://www.europe-solidaire.org/sp
ip.php?article71931

[5] Abdelmadjid Tebboune has
been President of Algeria since
December 2019. Said Chengriha is
Chief of Staff of the Algerian
People’s National Army since 2019
and a key figure in the military-
backed regime.

[6] Western Sahara is a disputed
territory in North Africa, largely
controlled by Morocco but claimed
by the Sahrawi Arab Democratic
Republic. Algeria has historically
supported Sahrawi independence.

[7] The Hirak ("Movement" in
Arabic) refers to the mass protest
movement that erupted in Algeria
in February 2019 against
President Bouteflika’s bid for a
fifth term. It continued until March
2020 when it was suspended due
to COVID-19 restrictions. See
Samir Larabi, "Algeria: Students
Build Unity in Struggle", Europe
Solidaire Sans Frontieres.

Available at:
https://www.europe-solidaire.org/s
pip.php?article53741

[8] Article 87 bis of the Algerian
Penal Code broadly defines
terrorism and related offences. It
has been criticised by human
rights organisations for its vague
wording, which allows authorities
to criminalise peaceful dissent and
political opposition.

[9] Hocine Ait Ahmed (1926-2015),
Mohamed Boudiaf (1919-1992)

and Mohammed Harbi
(1933-2025) were prominent
figures in Algeria’s independence
struggle who later went into exile
due to their opposition to the post-
independence regime. On Harbi’s
legacy, see Mahmoud Rechidi,
"Mohammed Harbi left us
yesterday", Europe Solidaire Sans
Frontiéres, January 2026.
Available at:
https://europe-solidaire.org/spip.ph
p?article77773

[10] The MAK (Mouvement pour
I'autodétermination de la Kabylie)
is a separatist movement founded
in 2001 seeking independence for
the Kabylia region. The Algerian
government has designated it as a
terrorist organisation. On Kabylia’s
political significance, see Shelagh
Smith and Hamza Hamouchene,
"Algeria: The Struggle in Kabylia",
Europe Solidaire Sans Frontiéres.

Available at:
http://www.europe-solidaire.org/sp
ip.php?article53736

[11] PST: Parti Socialiste des
Travailleurs (Socialist Workers’
Party), an anti-capitalist
organisation in Algeria that has
been administratively suspended
since April 2022. See "Petition
(Algeria) - For the immediate
release of socialist activist Lyes
Touati", Europe Solidaire Sans
Frontiéres. Available at:
http://www.europe-solidaire.org/sp
ip.php?article77411

[12] On the persecution of Lyes
Touati, see "Lyes sentenced to six
months in prison in Algeria",
Europe Solidaire Sans Frontiéres.
Available at:
http://www.europe-solidaire.org/sp
ip.php?article76562; and "Algeria -
Against arbitrariness and
repression: Freedom for our
comrade Lyes Touati!", Europe
Solidaire Sans Frontieres.

Available at:
http://www.europe-solidaire.org/sp
ip.php?article77410

[13] MALG: Ministére de
I’Armement et des Liaisons
Générales (Ministry of Armament
and General Liaisons), the
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intelligence service of the FLN
during the Algerian War of
Independence (1954-1962), which
formed the basis of post-
independence Algerian
intelligence services.

[14] On environmental activism
and repression in Algeria, see
"Algeria: Environmental alert is
not a crime! It’s a duty", Europe
Solidaire Sans Frontieres.

Available at:
https://europe-solidaire.org/spip.ph
prarticle68845

[15] The "Berbero-Marxist crisis"
of 1949 refers to a political crisis
within the Algerian nationalist
movement when several Kabyle
militants were expelled from the
MTLD (Mouvement pour le
triomphe des libertés
démocratiques)

Roots of the Labour Crisis

20 February, by Phil Hearse

As things stand, Wes Streeting
(Secretary of State for Health) is the
bookmakers’ favourite to succeed him
- assuming Angela Rayner (former
Deputy leader) won’t stand because of
her tax problems. Yet neither would
break from Labour’s self-imposed
fiscal straitjacket. If anything,
Streeting would likely push further
right: on public spending, on
Palestine, and on the right to protest.

Every week brings a fresh scandal.
But the real problem is deeper. The
common thread is the deference
shown by Britain’s major parties
towards wealth and power. Even
without controversies like the
Mandelson-Epstein  revelations,
Labour would still be trapped in the
contradictions of its economic
strategy.

The depth of the Labour crisis is such
that many are asking whether Labour
can survive. When the Labour loyalist
paper, Tribune, says the party is on its
last legs, the situation is at least
deadly serious.

The Growth Myth

Starmer and Rachel Reeves
(Chancellor of the Exchequer)
promised that economic “growth”
would magically generate tax revenue.
It did not. Partly that reflects a
sluggish global economy. More
importantly, it reflects a domestic
context in which working-class
households and poorer segments of

the middle class lack spending power.

The result? Millions face low pay,
inadequate benefits, and deteriorating
public services. The NHS and
transport systems are visibly
struggling. Meanwhile, the housing
crisis grinds on, locking people out of
stable and affordable homes.

Yet despite this, Labour pressed ahead
with deeply unpopular policies:
keeping the two-child benefit cap,
scrapping winter fuel payments, and
attempting to cut disability mobility
payments - moves withdrawn only
after backbench revolts. Add to that
the retreat on key net-zero pledges
and the refusal to take meaningful
action over Gaza, and the political
damage becomes clearer.

Labour’s slide in the polls was
predictable. So too was its failed
attempt to deal with Reform UK by
echoing it. In addition, the right’s
obsession with small boats crossing
the Channel, restrictions on care
homes, and the NHS recruiting from
abroad threaten drastic cuts in the
availability of care home places and a
further squeeze on the number of
NHS workers.

If the aim is to encourage British
people to take up these roles, this is
unlikely to succeed. Unemployed
people won't want to take jobs that
offer low pay and very long shifts, and
need skills they don’t have.

New restrictions on international

after being g,

accused of promoting Berber
identity claims alongside socialist
ideas. This episode established a
template for the regime’s
conflation of Berber identity claims
with subversion.

students, including restrictions on
family reunion for graduates, will
affect both higher education finances
and the number of skilled workers and
researchers who wish to remain in
Britain. And why not go instead to
Canada or Australia that are more
welcoming?

Reform cannot be beaten by copying
its ‘keep them out’ and ‘send them
back’ sentiments. The policies of
Enoch Powell and the National Front
in the 1970s on ‘stop immigration,
start repatriation’ are becoming the
policies of all the main parties. It is
shameful that these are now the
policies of a Labour government.

And the widely held but utterly false
view that immigrants are to blame for
crisis-ridden services ignores the real
causes: decades of under-investment,
privatisation, and spending squeezes.

The Tax Taboo

Mention higher taxes and the major
parties protest that ordinary people
are already stretched. But this
deliberately obscures where
substantial tax revenue could actually
come from.

Corporation tax remains low by
international standards. Vast profits
are lightly taxed or untaxed.
Enormous personal wealth sits
shielded in offshore havens. Britain is
not short of money - it is short of
political will. This is the case for
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dozens of transnational corporations
that reap vast profits in the UK. They
pay minimal tax by claiming to be
headquartered in Ireland, Switzerland,
or Luxembourg, and asserting that
their UK subsidiaries must pay
substantial licensing fees, leaving little
or no taxable income in the UK.

High-tech giants such as Apple,
Amazon, Jigsaw (Google), Meta
(Facebook), Microsoft, X (Elon Musk),
and OpenAl all benefit from a low or
no-tax regime for their British
operations. In addition, untold billions
of taxable wealth globally, valued at
£388 billion per year, evade tax in tax
havens, the majority of which are
British overseas territories.

Public Services in
Decay

Because Labour has bound itself to
strict fiscal rules, meaningful
improvements to the NHS, elderly
care, and housing remain elusive.
Across public services, the picture is
bleak.

Water is a glaring example.
Privatisation has delivered vast profits
for investors, rising bills for
consumers, and chronic under-
investment in infrastructure. The
result: polluted rivers and sewage-
strewn beaches.

Local government is near breaking
point. Housing shortages deepen
poverty. All of this creates fertile
ground for Nigel Farage and Reform
UK. The opposition hardly needs to

try.

The Shadow of
New Labour

What is now unravelling is an attempt
to recreate Tony Blair’s New Labour.
Across Labour’s leadership - from
Streeting to Miliband, Rayner to
Starmer - there is broad agreement
that the New Labour record is
something close to sacred: pragmatic,
modern, electorally successful.

But that account is a myth. New
Labour’s support started to drain

because of Tony Blair’s role in backing
George W. Bush in the Iraq and
Afghanistan wars. Domestically, it
ended in 2010 with austerity and
political collapse after years of
indulgence towards banks and
financial institutions.

When mortgage-backed investments
imploded in 2008, the state bailed out
Northern Rock, Lloyds, and the Royal
Bank of Scotland and gave significant
sums to other banks as well. The cost
was in the hundreds of billions of
dollars. Austerity followed - first
under Labour chancellors Gordon
Brown and Alistair Darling, which
intensified under David Cameron and
George Osborne.

Public-private partnerships have left
long-term debt that continues to strain
health budgets, with some hospital
trusts paying millions annually in
interest before funding frontline
services.

The tight grip on spending is also
evident in the slow compensation for
victims of the Post Office scandal, the
contaminated blood catastrophe, and
the Windrush scandal. WASPI women,
affected by the rapid rise in the state
pension age, have been denied
compensation entirely.

Mandelson and the
Party Machine

There is little reason to shed tears for
Morgan McSweeney or Peter
Mandelson. Over different periods,
both were instrumental in
marginalising the Labour left and
steering the party toward intensified
neoliberal and anti-left-wing policies.

Morgan McSweeny rose up the ranks
of the Labour hierarchy under the
protective wing of Steve Reed, then
leader of Lambeth Council, whose
chief of staff he became. Latterly, he is
said to have had close links with Peter
Mandelson while advising Keir
Starmer.

Mandelson - alongside Blair and
Brown - was a principal architect of
“Blairism”. The largely symbolic
Clause 4 on common ownership was
swept away, the policy shifted

rightward, and relations with the
wealthy elite flourished.

Mandelson’s close connections with
the mega-rich and his strongly pro-
American, pro-Israeli positions were
positive credentials for an incoming
ambassador to the US. After all, the
American president also has multiple
connections to the rich and famous
internationally, a world where hostility
to the needs and rights of ordinary
people is taken for granted.

Mandelson once said: “Every morning
I wake up and think about how to
bring down Jeremy Corbyn.” The
party’s right wing attempted to
remove Corbyn for the first time in
2016 by standing Owen Smith against
him. Smith’s campaign was backed by
Keir Starmer, Yvette Cooper, Ed
Miliband, Sadiq Khan, Margaret
Beckett, Harriet Harman, and dozens
of other Labour MPs and some trade
unions, including the GMB and
USDAW. The outcome was a
humiliating defeat for Smith, who took
only 38% of the vote.

But if you drill down into that figure,
you find that Smith won 81% of MPs,
46% of trade unions, and 40% of
constituency members. However,
these votes were swamped by the
123,000 registered supporters, whose
votes were permitted in 2015 and
2016. This was a shock to the Labour
right, who decided that something
much more serious had to be
undertaken to undermine Corbyn, and
it is a strong indication that
Mandelson was involved in the
subsequent witch-hunt against him.

The Housing
Example

Housing is among the clearest failures
of the Starmer era. Labour pledged to
boost housebuilding dramatically and
expand affordable housing, promising
to sweep away planning “obstacles”.
Yet little meaningful public investment
has followed.

The housing crisis remains a major
driver of poverty and insecurity.
Promises of large-scale social housing
construction have not materialised.
Labour promised 300,000 new homes



each year until 2029. Last year, only
122,500 were built, up slightly from
the previous year and way off the
300,000 target.

Everyone knows that climbing onto
the housing ladder is hugely difficult
when the average house price in
Britain is £300,000 and a staggering
£553,000 in London. The rent for a
two-bedroom flat is also extremely
high.

Many private renters are paying 50%
or more of their disposable income on
rent or mortgage repayments. The
housing crisis and low wages are
graphically revealed in the figure,
which shows that approximately 30%
of people are still living at home at
age 30.

The housing crisis and the high costs
of utilities lead to a substantial
transfer of disposable income to
finance capital. This, in turn, means
that hundreds of thousands of
households are using their savings and
credit cards to sustain household
expenditure. They are, in effect, in
debt bondage.

The Core Question

The crisis facing Labour is not just
about personalities. It is about
political economy. Public services are
crumbling. Inequality is widening.
Living standards are stagnant. And yet
the party leadership refuses to
challenge the structures that produce
these outcomes.

There is an unavoidable conclusion: if
Britain is to repair its public realm -
from the NHS to housing, from local
councils to environmental
infrastructure - state revenue must
rise.

Governmental spending is a lower
percentage of GDP than in comparable
states. In Germany, for example, it is
58% of GDP; in France, it is 57%. In
Britain, it is around 40%, just above
the US rate of 37-38%, while in Brazil,
it’s just 20%. These are not just
economic figures; they represent the
extent to which public spending has
been repressed in Britain.

Political movements advocating ag

Lessons from Minneapolis

19 February, by Tempest Collective

The murder of Alex Pretti—the day
after workers shut down Minneapolis
in protest of ICE’s invasion of their
city-has raised the stakes for those
resisting the war on immigrants.
Masked government agents violently
attacked Pretti moments after he
helped a fellow protester who had
been pushed down by ICE thugs. He
was maced, beaten, and shot in the
back.

All of this was captured on video from
multiple angles by eyewitnesses, and
the world watched in horror. Kristi
Noem'’s outlandish claims that the
victim was a “domestic terrorist,” who
“wanted to do maximum damage and
massacre law enforcement” stood in
stark contrast to the video evidence
watched by millions who learned that
Pretti was an intensive care nurse for
military veterans.

Coming just sixteen hours after a
massive march in subzero
temperatures—the culmination of a
day of mass civil disobedience, work
stoppages, school closures, and
business closings—Pretti’s murder left
many wondering if it was in revenge
for the Minneapolis resistance, and
what it would take to defeat this kind
of occupying force. As the movement
confronts an entrenched and
dangerous enemy, it is increasingly
clear that protests and demonstrations
are essential, but the only thing that
will stop Trump is the kind of action
that seriously impacts the economy:
mass strikes.

No work, no

realignment of the British economy
towards working people and a shift
towards supporting the poor and the
victimised internationally face a major
political struggle. Without it, the far
right will walk into the political
vacuum that the left has been
incapable of occupying.

A government that works for the
majority, the millions without
significant wealth, who struggle from
one payday to the next, must bite the
bullet of a realignment of wealth and
power. Until that question is
confronted honestly, the cycle of
disappointment will continue - and the
political space will remain open to
Reform UK, the Tories, or a coalition
of both.

16 February 2026

Source: Anti*Capitalist Resistance.

school, no
shopping

The mass actions of January 23 put
tens of thousands in the streets in
response to a call for “no work, no
school, no shopping.” Almost one
thousand businesses closed their
doors, even if only for a few hours, in
solidarity. Workers called in sick or
took a “mental health day.” Some
workplaces were forced to close by
the collective will of employees. Even
while labor unions stopped short of
officially declaring a strike, many
endorsed the day of action.

The protest was spurred by the
murder of Minneapolis ICE resister
Renee Good on January 7. The general
strike, as it was widely referred to,
was organized by a coalition of trade
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unions, faith organizations, and
neighborhood rapid response
networks. Some of these formations
came together in 2011 around
common bargaining demands. They
also built on the long history of anti-
racist mobilization in the wake of the
George Floyd wuprising. This
organizational cross pollination
combined with popular sentiment
against ICE raids to produce a
significant showing. One survey found
that one in four voters in the state
participated or had a loved one who
did. This is all new territory for the
movement.

When the administration sent 3,000
federal officials into
Minneapolis—which, to put things in
perspective, employs about 600 police
officers—they declared war on the
immigrant population. The Border
Patrol officers who murdered Pretti
were in pursuit of a delivery worker
who was sheltering in a local business
behind locked doors.

Immigrant unions and entire
neighborhoods sprang into action to
defend their community. Masked
officers escalated their violent attacks,
entering schools and confronting
students and educators. The image of
five-year-old Liam Conejo Ramos,
arrested on his way home from
preschool in the Minneapolis suburb
of Columbia Heights on January 20,
became a symbol of the cruelty of ICE.
This only added to the indignation
many already felt and drove more to
take action on the 23rd.

The people vs. the billionaires

Thirty-five people have died while in
federal custody since President
Donald Trump began this campaign in
July 2025, and eight have been
murdered in the field by ICE officials.

Almost all of the people killed and
injured by these agents so far have
been immigrants and people of color.
These individuals include Keith Porter,
an African American father of two in
Los Angeles, and Silverio Villegas
Gonzélez, also a father of two
elementary school children in Franklin
Park, Illinois—a Chicago suburb.
Renee Good and Alex Pretti were
outliers in that they were both white.

The “domestic surge” has deployed

thousands of heavily armed, armored
and masked agents mostly to cities in
blue states, regardless of the actual
concentration of immigrants. ICE has
been met with popular community
resistance, from Los Angeles to
Chicago to the Twin Cities. In each
case the opposition has learned new
lessons, which have been shared with
protesters elsewhere. Minnesota is the
latest link in the chain of learning how
to resist.

Communities across the Twin Cities
and beyond have stood up to these
racist attacks on people who are just
trying to live their lives and raise
families. Their actions are inspiring as
they show the depth of opposition to
MAGA and the potential for an
alternative.

The outpouring of protest and support
for immigrants is a multiracial
fightback based in the working class
with anti-racist politics at its heart. It
is a powerful antidote to Trump’s use
of anti-immigrant scapegoating to
divert attention from the billionaire
class while it cuts SNAP benefits,
health care, and funding for
education.

National Nurses United, a health care
union representing 225,000 workers,
organized vigils across the country for
Alex Pretti. At an event outside a
Veteran Affairs hospital in Chicago,
one speaker called on us to recognize
the “state sanctioned violence” of
unaffordable health care as well as
targeted murder by government
agents.

The administration attacks immigrants
in the name of fighting crime. But the
true criminals are the richest one
percent and their hired help in
Congress. They spend billions of our
tax dollars terrorizing immigrants and
billions more on regime change in
Venezuela and Israel’s ongoing
genocide in Palestine. They fund their
imperial projects by cutting domestic
services at home.

In order to get away with this blatant
theft, the billionaire class suppresses
individuals and organizations that
defend our rights. They have
decimated public unions, criminalized
outspoken organizers like Mahmoud
Khalil, and murdered people in the

streets in an attempt to scare people
away from protest.

They have not succeeded in stemming
mass protest by students,
neighborhood organizations and
workers, but they are forcing us all to
confront the daunting question of how
we can stop these attacks.

The power of the
mass strike

More people than ever are asking how
we can stop the war on immigrants
and also address the raft of economic
problems known as the “affordability
crisis.” The pledge by Democrats to
reform ICE and Border Patrol to
refocus on their mission only reveals
their complicity. Some Democrats
sense the political winds are shifting.
One candidate for Senator from
Illinois, Raja Krishnamoorthi, voted as
a member of the House to express
“gratitude” to ICE in June 2025, when
they were arresting union leaders in
Los Angeles. He is now calling for ICE
to be abolished.

ICE should be abolished, and the
priorities of our society should be
thoroughly recalibrated. But as we
argued in our January editorial, we
cannot expect these changes to come
from above. Our collective ability to
redirect funding away from war and
occupation (domestically and
internationally), towards health,
housing, and education should look
instead to the lessons from
Minneapolis.

Our greatest power is in our potential
ability to organize mass strikes.

Recent years have seen political
strikes globally, such as in South
Korea when martial law was declared
in December 2024, or in France in
January 2023 when the retirement age
was raised. While the U.S has seen
strikes over contractual or safety
issues, such as the tens of thousands
of health care workers on strike in
New York and against Kaiser
Permanente, strikes over political
issues are not common here.

When a call for a general strike on
January 30 went out via social media



following the murder of Alex Pretti,
the Google search for the word
“strike” increased dramatically, as
people across the country attempted
to educate themselves. In multiple
cities, students demonstrated, small
businesses shut down, and people
gathered to rally and march in
solidarity with the resisters in
Minnesota. This shows tremendous
potential, but until labor is far better
organized, most workers cannot
simply walk out without risking their
jobs. Most unions are far from ready
to launch the kind of coordinated,
disciplined strike action that could
really make a difference, and most
workers lack a union, given that
unionization rates are below 10
percent.

So the pressing question is how we
can harness the collective strength on
display in Minnesota, and everywhere
that people are standing up against
ICE, in order to make a significant
economic impact.

What do we do
next?

The U.S. workforce does not currently
have the organizational capacity to
launch a mass strike on the scale of

those in South Korea. But with the
vision of this goal, we can plan and
build campaigns in the here and now
that will help us build this
organizational capacity and the
infrastructure to nurture and sustain
it. These campaigns will vary
depending on the particular location
and context, but there are many
available options for both union and
non-union workers.

We can hold strike schools that help
unionized and non-unionized workers
to become strike ready. We can build
emergency response networks to
move into action against ICE and CBP.
We can form workplace-based
emergency response networks,
especially in schools, which are
powerful sites at the intersection
between the community and
workplace and therefore of great
strategic importance for a mass strike.
We can agitate to make every
workplace a Fourth Amendment zone
which refuses access to ICE and CBP.
We can push to force towns and cities
to pledge non-compliance with ICE
and CBP, even if that means defying
federal law (even Minnesota, a so-
called sanctuary state, does not have
such measures).

In the upcoming months we should

join local organizing efforts for thp(.

March 28th No Kings protest, with the
explicit plan of projecting mass
actions for May Day—which is on
Friday, a work day—including strikes
and sickouts against the Trump
regime.

Finally, we should join May Day
Strong. 3,500 people participated in a
virtual call on February 1, entitled
“How We Build a General Strike,”
where union leaders, organizers, and
even the mayor of Chicago Brandon
Johnson addressed this question. The
focus of that meeting was building
towards coordinated actions across
the country on May 1, 2026.

We can draw inspiration from the anti-
ICE movement and commit to building
the kind of sustained, ongoing
organizing in workplaces, schools, and
neighborhoods that will increase our
capacity and power. A better world is
waiting to be born, and it will take all
of us to help make that happen.

9 February 2026

Source: Tempest.

Jetten 1: harsh neoliberal policies to

continue

18 February, by John Cozijn

Wennink
Committee

The influence of the Wennink
Committee report on the agreement is
clear.

The Wennink Committee, former CEO
of ASML, was set up in the autumn of
2025 by outgoing Minister Karremans
(not coincidentally a member of the
VVD) to come up with
recommendations for the Netherlands’
future “earning model”. It is
considered to be the Dutch version of

the recommendations that former ECB
President Mario Draghi formulated for
Europe in September 2024 because it
has fallen behind the US and China.

European and Dutch capital wants to
be able to compete with these
superpowers and is willing to take far-
reaching measures to achieve this. In
practice, this means as many subsidies
as possible for the business
community, the abolition or reduction
of regulations for companies and the
further dismantling of “expensive”
social services. From a capitalist point
of view, labour is an expensive factor
in the competition with China and the

US. Therefore, a further attack on the
services provided to the working class
must drive down this cost.

It is logical that it looks like another
VVD cabinet. The VVD best serves the
interests of capital. It is no surprise
that D66 and the CDA are going along
with this. D66 is first and foremost a
neoliberal party. Now that a tougher
neoliberal policy is needed, it is
adapting effortlessly. The CDA has
always been the party that, under the
motto of class cooperation and “taking
responsibility”, put society at the
service of businesses.


https://tempestmag.org/2026/02/lessons-from-minneapolis/
https://internationalviewpoint.org/Jetten-1-harsh-neoliberal-policies-to-continue
https://internationalviewpoint.org/Jetten-1-harsh-neoliberal-policies-to-continue
https://internationalviewpoint.org/Jetten-1-harsh-neoliberal-policies-to-continue
https://internationalviewpoint.org/_John-Cozijn_
https://www.rapportwennink.nl/downloads/rapport_wennink_12december2025.pdf
https://www.rapportwennink.nl/downloads/rapport_wennink_12december2025.pdf

Dismantling of
social services

When it comes to the housing
shortage, for example, this cabinet
believes that the problem lies in the
fact that the real estate sector is
bound by too many rules. It is still “the
market” that must provide the
solutions, which is why landlords, for
example, must be able to earn even
more. It is mainly landlords and
investors who will benefit from this
policy. Mortgage interest relief
remains untouchable, but “all forms of
migration” (including refugees) are
mentioned as a problem.

In healthcare, not only will the excess
continue to rise, but less care will be
reimbursed. People who need long-
term care and the elderly in particular
will bear the brunt of the new policy.

The CDA, VVD and D66 have chosen
to place the heaviest burden on the
weakest shoulders.

Climate policy at
the service of
business

When it comes to climate, the
agreement has opted for “the
government to take control”. That
means nuclear energy, government
funding for CO2 storage and so-called
“green gas”. The EU target is a 90 per
cent reduction in greenhouse gas
emissions by 2040 compared to 1990
levels. That target was the minimum
recommended by the European
Scientific Advisory Council on Climate
Change, and even to achieve that, the
reduction will have to be faster in the
coming years than before. However,
the agreement is vague about an
“additional effort” and, with its
wording about “aligning as much as
possible”, it already anticipates that
this target will not be achieved either.
Even when it comes to a concrete
point such as the billions in subsidies
for fossil fuels, for example in the form
of tax breaks, the agreement remains
vague. It merely refers to “phasing out
financial incentives for fossil fuels”
without setting any concrete targets.

Militarization

At the same time, defence spending is
rising sharply, supposedly to protect
“our free way of life”. What this is
really about is ensuring that the
Netherlands, as part of Europe, will
arm itself to defend the interests of
European capital. To make it more
difficult to reverse this policy, the
cabinet wants to enshrine the NATO
standard of 3.5 per cent in law. That
means 19.3 billion in 2035. And even
with regard to the expansion of
European nuclear weapons, the new
cabinet is “positive”. But it is no
coincidence that the enormous costs
will largely have to be borne by the
population: two-thirds by us, one-third
by businesses.

Against the
working class

Jetten 1’s plans are largely directed
against the working class. The
retirement age will rise faster as life
expectancy increases; they want to
reduce unemployment benefits (WW)
to one year; they want to abolish full
disability benefits; people will have to
accept work sooner; companies will no
longer be obliged to pay compenzation
to people who are made redundant
after two years of illness, and
collective labour agreements will also
be further eroded.

In response to these measures, Linda
Vermeulen, FNV trade union
representative for the retail sector,
rightly commented on BlueSky 'What I
find lacking in the debate about the
deterioration of the #ww and the
increase in the #aow-leeftijd... is the
question: why is the government doing
this? My argument is: to accommodate
companies in their demand for more
cheap labour.’

Continuation of
PVV asylum policy

Much remains the same with regard to
asylum. In other words, antisocial and
racist. The asylum laws of PVV
minister Faber will remain in place. In
addition, efforts will be made to keep

refugees in camps outside Europe. It
is strikingly cynical that the
agreement describes this policy as
contributing to stability and “reducing
the influence of Russia and China”.
Outsourcing EU refugee policy to
countries such as Libya means
supporting authoritarian regimes and
ongoing human rights violations.

Meanwhile, it remains to be seen how
long the Jetten I cabinet will last. A
coalition agreement that is so
distinctly right-wing is, of course,
welcomed by the business community
and right-wing media. Little remains
of the “progressive” aspects of D66 or
the “social face” of the CDA other than
rhetoric. Although the fierce, PVV-
inspired tone has changed, the course
remains right-wing and focused on
undermining countervailing power,
such as restricting the right to
demonstrate.

What is the

response from the
left and the trade
union movement?

Resistance from the left and the trade
union movement will be sorely
needed. On the one hand, to defend
the immediate interests of the
population, and on the other, to
prevent the far right from capitalizing
on the disappointments resulting from
the deteriorating situation. But right
now, those left-wing parties and the
trade union movement are in a weak
position.

GL-PvdA, led by Jesse Klaver [1],
wants to be “constructive” and
“responsible” because it believes that
this is the shortest route to
government participation. At the same
time, Klaver also realizes that these
measures go too far and that he must
take his supporters into account.
Which of the two - “constructively”
contributing to the dismantling or
resistance - the party will give in to
will mainly depend on the extent of
broader social resistance and
outspoken discontent.

The SP [2] and PvdD [3] are both right
to describe the agreement as one that



favours the rich and attacks working
people. But given the balance of
power, much more is needed than
voting against it in parliament. Large-
scale resistance will have to come
primarily from the FNV trade union.
But this has been seriously weakened -
structurally, by forty years of
neoliberalism and the defeats it has
incurred and currently, due to the
decision of the Enterprise
Chamber [4] and the intervention of
PvdA luminaries Asscher and Heerts.
The General Board has resigned and
member democracy, and with it the
influence of the grassroots, is being
curtailed. It now remains to be seen
what the new board, to be composed
by the two PvdA members, will look
like. They are looking for
“professionals” who can represent the
FNV in The Hague and in consultative
bodies such as the SER.

However, FNV members are
overwhelmingly rejecting Jetten 1’s
plans, and this will have to be taken
into account. The preliminary results
of the union’s survey show that 80 per
cent of FNV members are against the
reduction in unemployment benefits,
87 per cent are against the increase in
the retirement age and 90 per cent
believe it is unfair that working people
are bearing the brunt of the crisis,

while companies are much less
affected. The survey is still open for
more than a week, but has already
been completed by 35,000-40,000
members.

The best response actually comes from
CNV chairman Piet Fortuin [5]. He
said: “This way, we can already
reserve the Malieveld.” [6]

The aim now is to try to reinforce the
dissatisfaction among FNV members
and to organize ourselves in order to
put as much pressure as possible on
the FNV leadership. Despite the
limited direct influence of its
members, the FNV will have to be
pressured from the bottom up to come
up with the necessary response to
these serious attacks on the position
of working people.

6 February 2026

Translated by International
Viewpoint from Grenzeloos. French
available on ESSF.

Footnotes

[1] GroenLinks-PvdA (Green Left-
Labour Party), a centre-left
alliance led by this charismatic

figure. 11.

[2] Socialistische Partij (Socialist
Party), a left-wing party with
Maoist origins that has become
social democratic.

[3] Animalist Party, which
combines the defence of animal
rights, the environment and global
well-being.

[4] A consultative body where
representatives of employers and
trade unions meet to negotiate
collective agreements, settle
disputes or give opinions,
particularly in the event of an
appeal against a trade union or
employer decision.

[5] President of the CNV (Christen
Nationaal Vakverbond), a
Christian-inspired trade union.

[6] The Malieveld is the venue for
large demonstrations.

In Lyons, the regrettable consequences of the
fascist atmosphere

17 February, by NPA-I’Anticapitaliste (NPA-A)

The Lyons context

It was on the sidelines of a public
meeting with Rima Hassan, MEP for
La France Insoumise, that the
Némésis collective came to provoke,
as it has been doing regularly for more
than two years in many places. [1]

This time, it was in Lyons, where left-
wing political groups, anti-racist
collectives, Palestine solidarity
groups, bookshops and people of
colour have for years been victims of
attacks by violent, racist and virilist
groups. As a result, they are

developing self-defence strategies.

These far-right groups attack places,
events and people, without any
reaction from the state.

The far right and
racism kill

The far right and its ideas kill.
According to studies, of the 53
ideologically motivated murders
committed between 1986 and 2021,
90% were carried out by the far right.
We think of Federico Martin
Aramburd, shot dead in 2022 by Loik

Le Priol and Romain Bouvier,
members of the GUD (a far-right
fascist group). We also remember
Clément Méric, an anti-fascist activist
killed by the nationalist far right in
2013.

Let us not forget the recent racist
murder of Ismaél Aali, south of Lyon,
or those of Djamel Bendjaballah,
Rochdi Lakhsassi, Mustafa and Ahmid,
Hichem Miraoui and Aboubakar Cissé,
also for racist motives, and in
particular Islamophobic motives in the
latter case.
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The demonisation
of the radical left

Media coverage is disproportionate. It
serves the interests of those who, for
several years, have been demonizing a
left that refuses to give up and the
activists who are fighting fascism on
the ground.

Already, for the municipal elections
[on 15 and 22 March], the Ministry of
the Interior classified LFI as far left a
few days ago. Today, Gérald Darmanin
speaks of the “Mélenchon militia”.

The normalization and trivialization of
the far right and its racist, masculinist
and LGBTQIAphobic ideas have
reached new heights over the past two
years.

They are the result of anti-social and
security policies pursued for decades
by successive governments, which
have taken up racist ideas and closed
borders. They are the result of trade
union and political opposition being
silenced and repressed by the various
Macron governments.

Remigration and (it is) fascism

Building a mass
front

For several days now, fascist groups
have been calling for revenge. They
have attacked the premises of political
organizations such as LFI and, in
Lyon, the premises of Solidaires trade-
union and the La Plume Noire
bookshop.

Anti-fascist activists, particularly those
from the former Jeune Garde, are
being publicly accused of murder and
threatened with death, with their
personal information being revealed
online. We offer them our full support.

Fascists idealize and romanticize
violence and death and threaten our
side, that of the exploited and
oppressed, while anti-fascism fights
for equality and justice.

There are many forms of struggle. But
there are no shortcuts in the fight
against fascism. To oppose it, we need
unity - and not just in elections -
between trade unions and political
forces committed to social

transformation. 12.

16 February, by Osservatorio Repressione

This is a political development of
enormous gravity. It is not a marginal
fringe obsession, nor another social
media provocation by the far right, but
a formal, concrete and disturbing turn
of events. Trumpian fascism is
attempting to become law in Italy too.

Let’s say it bluntly: remigration is a
project of deportation on ethnic and
cultural grounds. It affects not only
those without documents, but also
people who are legally present, guilty
of not being considered “assimilated”.
It is ethnic cleansing disguised as
public policy. It is state racism. It is
unconstitutional. And it is already
strong enough to be knocking on the
doors of the state institutions.

Outside parliament - for now - the
RER (Remigration and Reconquest)

Committee, which brings together
CasaPound, Veneto Fronte Skinheads,
Rete dei Patrioti with former militants
of Forza Nuova, were prevented from
holding a press conference in the
Chamber of Deputies on the mass
deportation project. Good. But it
would be a fatal mistake to read this
day as a definitive victory.

That scenario - the closed doors of
Montecitorio [1] - is only a tactical
truce, not the end of the offensive.
Because those fringe groups are not
isolated. They are courted and
normalised, . By former general
Roberto Vannacci, but also by the
Lega, which, not surprisingly, has just
publicly legitimised the British racist
and supremacist Tommy Robinson,
who was received by Matteo Salvini.

More than ever, we need to build a
united mass front capable of pushing
back the fascists at the ballot box, but
above all in the streets, in
neighbourhoods and in workplaces.

There is an urgent need to maintain a
united, popular and mass anti-fascist
line in the face of the coming brown
wave. Anti-fascists for as long as it
takes!

Montreuil, 17 February 2026

Translated by International
Viewpoint from I’Anticapitaliste.

Footnotes

[1] This far right collective calls
itself feminist and in particular
tries to insert itself into feminist
demonstrations such as those on
25 November and 8 March.

Fratelli d’Italia has been pretending to
keep its institutional distance since it
came to power, but its ideological
foundations remain compatible with
this approach. The skinheads’ “day of
the lions” also highlighted the internal
divisions within the majority: between
those who want to appear presentable
and those who are pushing for a head-
on confrontation. But the direction of
travel is the same.

The script has now been tried and
tested throughout Europe.

Openly neo-fascist groups stir up the
issue with flash mobs, banners, rallies
and petitions, while sovereignist and
national-populist parties - often
nothing more than extremists who
have made it - gather support and
institutionalise it. This happened in
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Austria, with the Identitarian
Movement leading the way and the
FPO providing political support. It
happened in Germany, where the link
between neo-Nazism and AfD on
remigration led to huge anti-racist
demonstrations. It is happening in
Northern Europe, with the Swedish
Democrats, in Denmark with the
Danish People’s Party, in the
Netherlands with Geert Wilders, in
Belgium with Vlaams Belang, in Spain
with Vox, and in Portugal with Chega.

In France, the leadership of the
Rassemblement National distances
itself in words, but identitarian ideas
remain strong, especially among
young people. This is no coincidence:
it was in France in the 1990s that the
paranoid obsession with ‘Great
Replacement’ theory, the common
ideological matrix of these projects,
took shape. Europe is imagined as an
ethnic body to be “cleansed”, culture
as a substitute for race, and today -
without shame - race is back in the
spotlight.

Globally, there is only one model:
Donald Trump. His project of mass
deportations, a return to a pre-civil
rights America, and the structural
criminalisation of migrants is the
completed model of remigration.

An administered ethnic cleansing. This
is what they are looking at. This is

what they want to import.

One hundred and five years ago, as
Emilio Lussu recalled, the first armed
fascist MPs entered parliament and
dragged their opponents out.
Yesterday, those doors remained
closed to the neo-fascists. Good. But
the threat will not remain outside for
long. It is already inside: when a
minister like Francesco Lollobrigida
talks about “ethnic replacement”, he
is legitimising the theoretical
framework of remigration. When a
proposal to expel regularised migrants
becomes “debatable”, the dam has
already broken.

Giorgia Meloni’s political and
ideological closeness to Trump is an
affinity for these policies. The march
that was stopped yesterday at
Montecitorio (Parliament) was, to all
intents and purposes, a Trumpian
march. Perhaps there is
embarrassment about the most
unpresentable characters, but there
are no real differences when it comes
to anti-migrant hatred.

The most dangerous point is this:
without any constitutional safeguards,
this bill is now part of the
government’s platform. In just a few
hours, it has already gathered a large
number of signatures. Thanks to
online petitions - belated and poorly
designed - a racist and

unconstitutional proposal can becomg3.

the subject of legitimate debate and
perhaps achieve an unexpected
CONSensus.

Those who think that closing a door is
enough are mistaken. We need to
open our eyes. We need to organise
ourselves, socially and politically. We
need to counter this wind before it
becomes a storm. Because remigration
is not a bad idea to be refuted: it is
fascism, and fascism is not up for
discussion. It must be stopped.

31 January 2026

Translated by Dave Kellaway for
International Viewpoint from
Osservatorio Repressione.

Footnotes

[1] On January 30 Opposition MPs
occupied a room in Parliament
which had been booked by Lega
leader Salvini to host a press
conference of the far right/fascist
sponsors of this proposed law. The
press conference did not take
place. (Tr note)

A Victory for the Resistance to ICE and

Trump

15 February, by Dan La Botz

At its peak there were 3,000 ICE and
Border agents conducting violent raids
in the city, beating, gassing, and
murdering two of the city’s residents.
ICE’s violent tactics had led to a
militant resistance as thousands
rallied to challenge ICE, blowing
whistles to alert people to the raids,
shouting “ICE out!” at the officers,
blocking streets and following their
cars. The movement in the streets and
the national reaction to the violence
and violation of civil rights led to a
national outcry and Trump was forced

to retreat.

At the same time in Congress the
Democrats, who have become
notorious for their timidity in the face
of Trump, have for once taken a firm
stand against Trump and ICE.
Democrats have demanded that ICE
agents remove their masks, that they
get warrants to arrest people, wear
body cameras to record their actions,
and avoid locations such as schools,
churches, and hospitals. The
Democrats and Republicans passed

the majority of the budget, but the
Democrats refused to pass the budget
for the Department of Homeland
Security (DHS) that includes ICE, and
Congress adjourned. Last year,
however, Congress voted about $80
billion for ICE, so it will not be
affected whatever the vote. And
Trump and the Republicans are
unlikely to accede to any of the
Democrats’ demands.

While Congress may be paralyzed, the
people are not. Throughout the
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country protest demonstrations
against ICE continue. I went to
Southern California last week to visit
family and friends in Imperial Beach
where I grew up. At Mar Vista High
School, my alma mater, students
walked out of class, one boy holding
up his skate board on which he had
written, “Fuck ICE.” Thousands of
high school students have walked out
at scores of high schools across the
country. Friends told me there was not
a city or town in San Diego County
that hadn’t had protests. While in Los
Angeles, [ accompanied a friend to the
weekly protest being held in Culver
City where a couple of hundred
protesters gathered in front of city
hall holding signs with slogans like
“Abolish ICE, Protect Immigrants.”
Hundreds of passing cars honked their
horns in support.

The government is also on the
offensive. DHS has subpoenaed tech
companies such as Meta, Google, and
Reddit demanding that they provide
information about people posting
criticism of ICE, including their
names, addresses, and their IP
internet number. The government has
gone after organizations and
individuals posting alerts about the
presence of ICE in neighborhoods. The
government has the capacity to
identify cell phones carried in
demonstrations and to recognize faces
from photographs. Clearly these
actions threaten our rights to
assemble, to protest, and to speak in
opposition to the government.

In the last month, we forced Trump to
back down. The withdrawal of ICE
troops from Minneapolis is a victory

for our movement, but those agentp

and others will be sent to other
Democratic Party led states and cities
and into other immigrant communities
to continue to remove members of our
communities. ICE agents will continue
to kidnap people from our
neighborhoods, schools, and
workplaces. Its agents, recruited for
their rightwing politics and their
brutality, are hardly likely to give up
their vicious and brutal behavior. Our
movement, already large and militant,
has to become even bigger and
braver, combining our street protests
with political pressure.

15 February 2026

The process of accumulating wealth in the
formation of a new Venezuelan bourgeoisie

(2002-2026)

14 February, by Luis Bonilla-Molina

Rentier Capitalism

The term Rentier State was
popularised by Hossein Mahdavy in
1970 to describe states that receive
massive incomes resulting from
external rents (oil royalties), which
develop unique economic and political
patterns, with exacerbated
dependence on oil exploitation,
clientelistic redistribution and
precarious incentives to diversify
production. Asdrubal Baptista would
develop the concept of rentier
capitalism (1997) to describe the
mode of bourgeois accumulation and
hoarding that occurs in Venezuela,
based on external rent rather than
internal production, with all that the
fluctuations in international crude oil
prices mean for the local economy.

Since the Venezuelan bourgeoisie is
the result of a rentier enrichment
process, typical of the uneven and
specific development of capitalism in

the country, this makes it impossible
to study and understand Venezuelan
bourgeois hoarding and accumulation
within the strict framework of global
or regional patterns. That is why we
use the term hoarding to describe the
capture and concentration of capital,
without denying the need of the
bourgeoisie to continue expanding its
wealth, using part of this money to
promote other mechanisms of
accumulation by dispossession, as
occurs with imports or financial
speculation.

The architecture of the economy-
power-politics-society relationship of
Venezuelan rentierism was structured
from the 1920s onwards, with
permanent tensions between
dictatorship and democracy, political
parties and other instruments of social
intermediation, the role of the State
and social economy, making
rentierism a phenomenon not only
economic, but also political, cultural
and social. The very way of

understanding science, innovation,
technological development and
education was highly influenced by
rent-seeking, which also imposed a
consumerist cosmopolitanism in all
spheres.

Origins of the
current
Venezuelan crisis

Oil rentierism experienced an
exceptional boom starting with the so-
called oil booms of 1973-1974 and
1979-1981, causing GDP to grow
strongly until the mid-seventies, with
features of macroeconomic stability
(low inflation, fixed exchange rate at
4.30 bolivars per dollar since 1964,
moderate external debt), but this
model proved unsustainable in the
long term due to its extreme
dependence on oil revenues, with
expansive public spending,
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overvaluation of the bolivar and lack
of productive diversification. A
significant portion of the income
flowed into the mechanisms of
political intermediation and social
control, consumption schemes, and
even the ways of understanding so-
called social advancement based on
distortions in the way of obtaining and
displaying goods.

Towards the end of Carlos Andrés
Pérez’s government (1978) and during
the mandate of Luis Herrera Campins
(1979-1984) there were signs of the
collapse of the model, with the
contraction of real GDP per capita in
some quarters or years, the fall in the
rate of capital accumulation, inflation
that rose from moderate levels (7% in
1978) to higher levels affecting the
quality of life of the population in an
accelerated manner, increase in
external debt, incipient fiscal and
trade deficit. The Venezuelan
intellectual Arturo Uslar Pietri used to
point out that Venezuela had
squandered the equivalent of twenty
Marshall Plans during that period.

1979-1983 is a period of acceleration
in the crisis of the model as a result of
the fall in oil prices (1981-1982) which
produced a drop in exports of up to
30%, generated a massive flight of
capital that some economists estimate
at 8 billion dollars, added to the Latin
American external debt crisis which
affected the possibility of refinancing,
and the abrupt decrease in
international reserves (19 billion in
1981 to 4 billion in 1983), giving rise
to what the prominent analyst Malfred
Gerig calls the long Venezuelan
depression. This crisis accelerates and
intensifies with the arrival of
neoliberal globalisation and its
pressures on the nation-state, the
dismantling of what was related to the
Welfare State and the beginning of the
post-Fordist cycle.

What happens as a result of the
government measures taken in
February 1983 is not only the
temporary suspension of the free sale
of foreign currency, the effective
devaluation of the bolivar, the
beginning of the loss of purchasing
power of the population (70-75% in
just hours for savings and salaries in
bolivars), the imposition of restrictions
on the outflow of foreign currency, but

also the rentier hoarding model
collapses. This marks the beginning of
Venezuela’s current systemic crisis,
which has persisted for forty-three
years without resolution. During this
period, the so-called Bolivarian
Revolution, while an attempt at
overcoming this crisis, unfortunately
failed to transcend the rentier model,
much less consolidate an anti-
capitalist solution. This initial crisis
has been compounded by other
crises [1] that further complicate the
solution from a labour perspective.

The Bolivarian
Revolution
between two
turbulent currents

The 2002 coup d’état, which briefly
removed Chavez from power and
placed Carmona Estanga, leader of the
business federation Fedecdmaras
(with the support of Maria Corina
Machado), at the head of the so-called
Government of National Salvation,
marked an unprecedented break
between the bourgeoisie and political
power. This reshaped the way in
which the leadership of the Bolivarian
Revolution had been relating to the
bourgeoisie.

As we have explained in other
writings, from 2002 onward, Chavez
promoted two parallel projects (in
fact, though not explicitly): on the one
hand, the construction of popular
power and 21st-century socialism, and
on the other, the shaping of the
revolution’s economic project,
creating a new bourgeoisie. This
duality expressed one of the forms
that the class struggle took in
Venezuela during this period.

This situation generated - and
continues to generate - a whole debate
within the radical left regarding
whether or not the Bolivarian
revolution should have been
supported, especially given this shift
(which it is necessary to point out was
not evident at that time). A significant
portion of the left, as a progressive
movement, supports the call to build
popular power and then 21st-century
socialism, within the framework of the

class struggle. Another debate that
will be difficult to resolve with
consensus is regarding when it was
appropriate to continue supporting it,
but that is a discussion for another
article.

As we mentioned, Venezuela’s model
of accumulation and rentier hoarding
is a kind of anomaly, which does not
correspond to the Fordist models of
industrial capitalism, but neither does
it fit into the post-Fordism of the
production of subjectivities, but rather
seems to be a kind of hybrid, with its
own identity within the framework of
bourgeois accumulation and 21st-
century capitalism.

The banking
network

In rentier economies like Venezuela's,
the banking system doesn’t always
function as an engine of credit for
capitalist production, but rather as a
conduit or intermediary for rent.
Enrichment through banking occurs
by manipulating financial variables
that only the state controls.

Between 2002 and 2009, a substantial
portion of hoarding occurred through
various means. The first was
arbitrage with debt securities
(structured notes), a process in which
the government issued bonds of the
Republic or of the oil industry
(PDVSA) denominated in dollars, but
allowed national banks to buy them in
bolivars, at a subsidised dollar
exchange rate. [2] The banks, and
their VIP clients (mostly linked to
government hierarchies) acquired
these securities and then sold them at
their real price on the international
dollar market.

The second, through the “float” or
management of public funds,
whose mechanism allowed ministries
and state companies to deposit their
budgets in private banks, not in the
central bank. The banks used these
deposits by investing them in
government securities that earned
interest (similar to treasury bills). In
other words, the bank earned interest
by "lending" the government its own
money, generating low-risk financial
gains.



Third, there is the inflation-indexed
and devaluation-linked credit,
whereby banks grant loans in bolivars
at interest rates that fall below
inflation (negative real rates), which
means that those who have access to
bank credit under these conditions
(generally sectors linked to the
political elite) use that money to buy
assets (real estate) or dollars on the
constantly rising black market, which
means that at the end of the loan term
they return to the bank bolivars that
have no value compared to the goods
they acquired. This operated as an
accumulation by dispossession,
transferring wealth from savers
(whose money was losing value) to
large debtors with political
connections.

Fourth, the bank intermediation
fees, which were carried out under
exchange control schemes such as
CADIVI, SICAD or SIMADI, in which
the banks acted as operators. Since
the bank acted as a filter for a
company to access subsidised foreign
currency, these financial entities
charged "intermediation fees" or
required the opening of accounts in
foreign banks owned or partnered by
local managers, causing oil revenue to
flow to tax havens or private accounts
under the guise of legal import
operations.

Fifth, the so-called “briefcase
banking”, financial institutions that
were created for the sole purpose of
implementing the scheme mentioned
in the four previous points. They were
not banks in the usual sense, that is,
they did not have branches or a
network of agencies for the public, but
rather they were financial
management offices, which also
served to legitimise oil revenues
obtained through overbilling, public
contracts or direct corruption, moving
them through the international Swift
system before official controls could
detect them.

In short, a portion of the banking
system operated as a mechanism for
capital concentration, fostering the
formation of the new bourgeoisie by
attracting state deposits, converting
bolivars into dollars through
arbitrage, capturing the subsidised
dollar differential, and facilitating
capital flight to the global financial

system. From its inception, this new
bourgeoisie lacked nationalist
characteristics; on the contrary, it
quickly integrated itself into the logic
of the world-system.

During this period (2004) the Ministry
of Food was created, which, as we will
see later, would be fundamental to
diversifying the bourgeois
accumulation and hoarding model.

The new
bourgeoisie
appears on the
public scene

The 2009 banking crisis exposed
this form of capital concentration by
the new bourgeoisie. The trigger was
the structured notes scheme, which
had progressed to the purchase of
sovereign debt from other countries
(especially Argentina and Ecuador)
and government bonds, which were
then resold to local banks, particularly
to the sector where the new
bourgeoisie operated. The banks
bought these state securities at the
official rate of bolivars, and since they
were dollar-denominated instruments,
they sold them again in US dollars on
the parallel market, which increased
the profit margin, generating massive
instant liquidity, which caused small
banks, created or acquired in the
period 2002-2009, to go from being
modest entities to managing fortunes
in just seven years.

This exposed the perversion of buying
banks with state funds, or the so-
called "self-purchase." New (and old)
businessmen with political
connections received massive deposits
from state entities (such as the finance
ministries or PDVSA), which they then
used to buy other banks or insurance
companies (the state also acquired
private insurance policies for its
employees, which served as an
additional mechanism for hoarding
wealth). The new bourgeoisie became
owners of banks, using not their own
capital but the very funds they were
supposed to safeguard. This became
evident with the 2009 financial crisis,
in which relatives and associates of
high-ranking officials appeared as

owners of banks and insurance
companies that had been established
using these schemes.

The mechanism of capital
concentration did not stop there; on
the contrary, it expanded with the
cycle of transferring public
deposits to granting loans to own
companies. Contrary to the
confrontational political discourse, the
old bourgeoisie was not uninvolved in
this scheme of wealth concentration;
on the contrary, it acted as a driving
force by serving as correspondents
and operators of the large bond issues
of the debt that fueled the speculative
financial market. Furthermore, seeing
the country risk the predatory
acceleration that this dynamic
imposed, they opted to sell their
banking entities to the new
bourgeoisie, often at inflated prices.

In the end, faced with this banking
crisis that was the face of the new
bourgeoisie, the State acted as usual,
launching state bailouts and
socialising the losses among the
common people. When the structured
notes scheme ran out, banks began to
show capital gaps due to the diversion
of funds to personal businesses, which
caused the bourgeois hoarding model
to collapse. Beginning in November
2009, the Venezuelan government
intervened in several banks (Banco
Canarias de Venezuela, Banco
Confederado, Bolivar Banco, Banpro
or Banco Provivienda, Banco Real,
Central Banco Universal, Baninvest,
and Banorte). While Venezuela’s
banking crisis is still feeling the
effects of the 2008 global financial
crisis, it is necessary to analyse it in
terms of both its complementary
aspects and its unique characteristics.

This bank intervention and the
accusations against the so-called
"Tsar" of the MERCAL popular food
network, revealed how social
programmes were being used for this
model of accumulation by
dispossession, making poverty
functional for the origin, development,
and growth of the new bourgeoisie.
One key element is the exposure of the
Public Treasury’s involvement in
directing public deposits and
allocating structured notes.

This crisis culminated in the creation



of Banco Bicentenario (which
absorbed and managed the crisis
bailout), which was formed from a
state-owned bank considered efficient,
Banfoandes. The State used oil
revenues to return the money to
depositors. 2009 was the year in
which the existence of two parallel
projects within the so-called
Bolivarian Revolution became evident
and undeniable: the popular-socialist-
communal project and the project of
creating a new bourgeoisie, which
were intended to be combined into a
new multi-class model of governance.

Stockbrokers and
brokerage firms in
hoarding schemes

After the banking crisis, the bulk of
the model of capital concentration and
bourgeois enrichment (2008-2010)
moved to operations in Stock
Exchange Houses and Brokerage
Companies, a period known as the
era of the swap dollar. During this
period, accumulation was also
achieved through securities arbitrage.
Because access to official dollars
through CADIVI (the state exchange
control agency) was very slow (and
preferential), brokerage firms created
a legalised parallel market based on
the buying and selling of securities
denominated in dollars but acquired in
bolivars. In this triangulation, the
brokerage firms transferred the
security to an account abroad
(Panama, Switzerland, Miami), selling
it at the normal (non-subsidised) dollar
rate, allowing the owner of these
securities to obtain dollars (capital
flight) abroad and the stock exchanges
to profit from the intermediation. This
led to a widening gap between the
official and parallel exchange rates.
Meanwhile, bond arbitrage meant that
some brokerage firms received direct
allocations of bonds from the National
Treasury, which they then sold to
other market players at inflated
prices, with the brokerages pocketing
the difference. Some analysts estimate
that a single brokerage firm could
earn millions of dollars in a single day.
Within this framework, the
relationship between stockbrokers,
government officials, and the new
wealthy elite fostered a highly specific

model of wealth accumulation.

This created a bubble in brokerage
firms between 2008 and May 2010,
which operated in luxurious offices
without having a real portfolio of
minority clients, entities that were
used to obtain profits from overbilling
of state contracts and to take capital
out of the country. This scheme
imploded with the so-called Casazo,
which led the Central Bank of
Venezuela (BCV) to prohibit brokerage
firms from trading securities in
dollars, creating the SITME (System of
Foreign Currency Transactions) that
centralised bond business within the
BCV. This demonstrated that the
dynamics of capital capture by the
bourgeoisie shifted toward where the
State was investing the surplus oil
revenue.

Exchange controls,
imports and
hoarding

From that moment (2010) a key aspect
of the bourgeois appropriation of
rentier capital became the importation
of food for the popular sectors,
whether given at subsidised prices or
through direct delivery at zero cost.
This scheme is built from import
arbitrage (the CADIVI/CENCOEX
era), through international
outsourcing and logistics control,
using the experience of banking
arbitrage for food arbitrage, and
placing the income in food boxes.

The death of Chavez (2013) allowed
the emergence of Madurismo, a
political expression of a new moment
of voracious accumulation by the new
bourgeoisie and a response to the fall
in oil prices, which led this sector to
liquidate the part of the national-
popular-socialist project promoted by
Chévez, in order to concentrate on the
consolidation of the process of
hoarding by the new rich. Delcy
Rodriguez (current acting president),
Jorge Rodriguez (president of
parliament and Minister of the
Interior) and Vladimir Padrino
(Minister of Defense), were a
structural part of Madurismo, and
today they are in the process of
mutation and accommodation to the

role of the colonial administration
board that the United States has
assigned to them.

The model of
accumulation by
dispossession and
the Solution to the
Food Problem

Starting with the formation and
nationalisation of the Local
Councils for Food and Planning
(CLAP) in 2016, the system shifted
from private briefcase companies for
imports that served as rent-seeking
machines to networks of transnational
intermediaries with direct connections
to the upper echelons of power. This
allowed not only the accumulation of
wealth, but also the building of
political relationships that had
previously been adverse to business
sectors internationally linked to social
democracy or even the far right (the
case of Colombian businessmen
associated with sectors accused of
links with paramilitarism). These
companies bought low-quality
products on the global market and
sold them as if they were top-quality
within the country, quadrupling their
profits. Control of logistics (where
many companies were linked to
military figures) operated as another
mechanism for capturing rent through
freight and distribution processes in
the country (deliveries to community
councils or the CLAP programme).
Poverty, shortages, inflation, and lack
of purchasing power contributed to
bourgeois enrichment and the
maintenance of the non-ideological
power structure.

That is to say, that we have moved
from structured notes and bonds to
food boxes, from the BCV bank’s
spread to the widening of this spread
plus surcharges, from financial
sovereignty to food sovereignty,
especially after the sanctions or
unilateral coercive measures applied
by the United States and European
nations. The sanctions served the
purpose of rent-seeking, capital
concentration, and the enrichment of
the new bourgeoisie. At this stage,



hoarding did not require bank
intermediation, but rather the
existence of an associated company in
countries with lax controls, high-level
government contacts who could grant
import licenses, and access to state-
subsidised foreign currency.

The mining arc,
gold, rare earths
and the digital
economy in the
consolidation of a
new bourgeoisie

When US sanctions came into effect
and Venezuela left the Swift system,
the mechanisms had to dematerialise
(cryptocurrencies) and return to
physical values (exploitation and
appropriation of gold). When the
United States froze the foreign
accounts of the Central Bank of
Venezuela (BCV) and PDVSA, the
Orinoco Mining Arc project was fully
activated. Lacking public control and
accountability, gold production
became the slush fund for the new
bourgeoisie and the government,
creating a new mechanism for
hoarding wealth. There is total opacity
surrounding this matter; the current
gold reserves are unknown, as is how
the precious metal from the Orinoco
Mining Arc was sold and stored.
Furthermore, the Venezuelan Mining
Corporation (CVM) began exploiting
rare earth elements, or so-called
"black sands," around the Orinoco
River, particularly cassiterite, nickel,
rhodium, titanium, and other minerals.
The exploitation, commercialisation,
and revenue generated from these
highly deregulated resources
contribute to the accumulation of
wealth for the emerging bourgeois
class.

For their part, cryptocurrencies,
especially promoted by the
government since 2016-2017, with
mining farms, constituted another
model of accumulation by
dispossession, through speculative
financial mechanisms, which allowed
the Creole bourgeoisie to "learn" to
generate profits in such volatile

environments as these. With the
creation of the Petro (2017), the
Venezuelan cryptocurrency, this
digital currency operated as an
international trading mechanism that
bypassed the controls of countries
imposing sanctions. The use of
stablecoins (USDT) allowed for the
sale of oil and other trade without
requiring permission from the global
banking system. This scheme
collapsed when $23 billion
disappeared from public finances,
when it became clear that debts were
registered as accounts receivable by
PDVSA, even though they had been
paid off, but the resources for these
concepts had been converted into
digital currencies by the nouveau
riche in high government positions,
especially from the state oil company.

The circulation of dollars from gold,
cryptocurrency arbitrage, and
overbilling generated what economists
call "the mirage of recovery," or the
consumption bubble, localised and
segmented to the radius of action of
those who gravitate in this sub-
economy. This led to the emergence of
the so-called Bodegones, where there
were all kinds of imported
merchandise, companies that
functioned as mechanisms for
capturing rent, mostly in the hands of
relatives of politicians and military
personnel. Similarly, the opening of
dealerships for high-end and luxury
vehicles served as another means of
capturing this type of income. Other
outlets for this capital flow included
the activation of the real estate
market and the construction of large
buildings and shopping centers.

When the Attorney General of the
Republic reported the imprisonment of
those responsible for the
cryptocurrency run, he explained that
digital currencies and PDVSA funds
had been used by the sector accused
of corruption to increase the
devaluation of the bolivar along with
the rise in the price of the dollar, as
another mechanism for appropriating
income. In other words, the tragedy
that the Venezuelan working class was
experiencing, a product of the
devaluation of the bolivar’s purchasing
power and inflation, was not only the
result of US sanctions, but also of the
hoarding scheme that operated
through the constant and upward run

of the dollar price by the new
bourgeoisie and high officials who
controlled cryptocurrencies and oil
revenues.

In each of these stages, the proceeds
of corruption were legitimised through
these mechanisms of expanded rent
capture, with the public budget
becoming another source of bourgeois
enrichment. This explains how
Venezuela, despite receiving income
equivalent to ten Marshall Plans over
the past 25 years, saw its
infrastructure rapidly destroyed, along
with the material living conditions of
its population. The corruption-poverty
nexus operated as a system of
accumulation by dispossession.

The necessity for
inter-bourgeois
agreements

The search for inter-bourgeois
agreements to maintain power is part
of the nature of the bourgeoisie as a
social class. That is why, since 2018,
the new Venezuelan bourgeoisie has
worked intensely to reach an
agreement with the old bourgeoisie
and form a single class without
confrontational divisions. For this
purpose it was necessary to rebuild
the relationship with the United
States, showing that what remained of
the Bolivarian revolution had lost all
capacity and will for radicalism; the
negotiations became public from
2019, when Maduro confirmed that
dialogue had begun with the first
Trump administration, which would
continue with Biden (recognised on
March 8, 2022) returning Venezuela
to its role as a secure supplier of oil to
the United States in the context of the
war in Ukraine.

Between 2018 and 2026, there was an
accelerated rapprochement between
the two bourgeoisies (of the Fourth
Republic from approximately
1958-1999 and the Bolivarian Fifth
Republic of 1999 onwards), to such an
extent that today many of us think that
both are practically integrated in their
interests and, whose visible face of
that fusion is Delcy Rodriguez, the
current interim president. Since 2021,
Delcy Rodriguez has been a guest of



honour at the annual assemblies of the
business group Fedecamaras, and
after the events of January 3, 2026,
she is the one who calls for legal
flexibility to promote private, national
and international investment with the
consensual applause not only of the
entire national bourgeoisie but also
internationally.

To achieve this bourgeois consensus,
between 2018 and 2026 they not only
outlawed and intervened in all left-
wing parties, but also implemented a
package of economic liberalisation,
restrictions on union freedoms and the
right to strike, limitations on freedom
of expression, and usurped popular
sovereignty. The Anti-Blockade Law (a
euphemism for imposing a new
neoliberal adjustment on the
Venezuelan economy) and the Law on
Special Economic Zones are just two
examples of this restructuring.

The Venezuelan
bourgeoisie (both
of the Fourth and
Fifth Republic)
accepts the
colonial
relationship

In the context of the emergence of a
new world order, which the United
States aspires to lead, the granting of
oil rights and the economy that
Maduro had promoted was
insufficient; the Trump administration
wants total access to Venezuelan
energy and wealth. The US military
offensive in the southern Caribbean
begins in August 2025, finding the
Venezuelan bourgeoisie unified and
attempting to maintain its status quo
of wealth accumulation. For this
unified bourgeoisie, the democratic
closure that began in July 2024 is not
a primary concern, nor is it for the
United States after the events of
January 3, 2026.

In the 30 days following the
imperialist attack against Venezuela,
the capture and kidnapping of
Maduro, and the imposition of a
protectorate situation, directly

monitored on the territory by the
American chargé d’affaires in the
country, Laura Dogu, the Colonial
Administration Board (Delcy
Rodriguez, Jorge Rodriguez, Diosdado
Cabello and Vladimir Padrino) has
initiated a set of structural legislative
reforms, which seek to guarantee that
in the new situation of domination, the
Creole bourgeoisie receives a part of
the rentier hoarding. Trade laws were
modified and simplified, and a reform
of the Hydrocarbons Law was enacted
that broke even with the type of
limited nationalism promoted by
Venezuelan social democracy in 1943
and 1976, taking the country back to
the time when transnational oil
companies dictated the relationship
with the national treasury. The
reduction of royalty rates (from 30%
to 15%), the concession to
transnational corporations to sell oil
directly, and the acceptance of the
United States’ authority to decide on
the administration of resources
derived from oil trade are a shameful
attempt by the unified bourgeoisie and
the colonial governing body to
maintain some level of control over
capital accumulation. Now, labour law
reform is being announced to end the
structural adjustment programme
dictated by the Trump administration.

The unified bourgeoisie of today has
gone further than the old bourgeoisie
of the Fourth Republic, losing all
nationalist character and accepting
the colonial protectorate status that
the US seeks to impose. But the final
word will be spoken by the events of
the class struggle to come.

11 February 2026

Translated by David Fagan for
International Viewpoint.

In Spanish viento sur.

Footnotes

[1] These complementary crises
arises from the schism of the
popular-national State as a result
of the Caracazo of 1989 (the
notion of the people as a
consensus for state control
dissolves), the return to the
contradiction between the military

and civilian world (military
uprisings of February 4 and
November 27, 1992), the
questioning of electoral power by
the multitude (1993, expanded in
each subsequent election), the first
radical distancing between the
Creole bourgeoisie and its political
representations in government
when the rich attempted to break
the democratic thread (2002), the
process of the emergence of a new
bourgeoisie with liquidationist
intentions of its predecessor
(2002- ), the tensions of the new
model of multi-classism that the
Bolivarian revolution attempts to
promote (representative
democracy, communal power, new
bourgeoisie), the definitive failure
of the exchange control models
based on the subsidy of the dollar
(as a form of enrichment of the
financial bourgeoisie), the
problems in the type of price
control (capture of surplus income)
that led to the shortage crisis and
the evaporation of bourgeois
developmentalism due to the
collapse of basic public services
(2014-2026), the escalation of
tensions between Venezuela and
the United States (2004-2017/
2018-2025/ 2026 - ) whose trade
relationship had been central to
the rentier model, the democratic
shutdown (2024-2026), and the
risk of the Republic’s collapse in
the face of US colonial ambitions
(with the submission of the
governing junta installed on
January 3, 2026). Overcoming the
Venezuelan structural crisis
requires resolving all these
problems simultaneously—or at
least in a convergent
manner—something that will be
very complex in a colonial situation
like the one that began in January
2026.

[2] In Venezuela the dollar was
subsidised, placing an official
value below its real market value,
a difference that operated as a
mechanism for capturing oil
revenue.
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In defence of Cuba against the neocolonial
blockade and starvation imposed by Trump

13 February, by Ana C. Carvalhaes, Israel Dutra, Jodo Machado, Manuel Rodriguez Banchs

Following the de facto “takeover” of
Venezuela by the United States, with
the kidnapping of Maduro and Flores
on 3 January, the main target of the
far-right strategists around Trump is
the Caribbean island, which has been
the scene of resistance against two
empires since the 19th century and
the scene of the world’s last victorious
anti-capitalist revolution, between
1959 and 1961, led by the 26 July
Movement (Fidel Castro’s movement)
and the working masses of the sugar
cane fields and factories.

From Washington and from a Caracas
transformed - by force of arms and
sanctions - into a kind of capital of a
viceroyalty in the 21st century, the
Yankee hawks have declared war on
Cuba, a small country, isolated by
nature and geopolitics, whose
development has been limited by
decades of US blockade and energy
and food dependence on the outside
world. (Many will say, as we do,
combined with the mistakes of its own
successive governments.)

The first step in the ongoing attack
was to cut off the supply of
Venezuelan oil, which since Hugo
Chévez’s first government (1998) had
guaranteed the functioning of Cuba’s
economy. An order quickly carried out
by Delcy Rodriguez. Cuba needs
100,000 barrels of oil per day and
produces 40,000. The current attack is
putting intense pressure on Mexico,
Cuba’s last and historic oil supplier, to
stop supplying a single drop more. In
February, harassed by Trump and
Rubio, Claudia Shienbaum replaced
the oil she was sending with
humanitarian aid, basically food. It is a
tragedy that she did so, although one

can understand the extremely strong
military blackmail represented by the
US Armed Forces deployed in the
Caribbean and the threats of invasion
of Mexican soil, in addition to the
threats of new tariffs on the country
that sends oil to Cuba.

At the same time, in a festival of media
provocations typical of a genocidal
showman, Trump calls on Cuban
leader Diaz-Canel to “negotiate”
nothing less than the end of the
country’s sovereignty. He says that
Cuba will surrender, thanks to the fact
that he is starving Cubans, just as,
with the support of Israel and its
bombings, he starved the inhabitants
of Gaza. (For now, there is no
equivalence between one and the
other, but the inhumane method is the
same.) Everything indicates that the
Yankee government expects one of
two things: the capitulation of Havana
or an internal popular rebellion.

At an international press conference
on 6 February, Diaz-Canel described
the suffering of his people and
denounced what is happening as an
attempt at genocide. Unfortunately,
although China and Russia,
considered by many to be “alternative
powers”, have issued formal
statements criticising Washington,
they have so far not contributed even
a gallon of petrol to prevent the worst
in Cuba. Delcy Rodriguez’s cut-off of
oil supplies to Cuba should also give
pause to those who continue to repeat
the “mantra” that the Venezuelan
government still has something to do
with the “revolution”, when in reality
it has become the administrator of the
protectorate. As for Lula and the PT, it
is regrettable that they do not order

the wealthy Petrobras to break the
energy blockade on Cuba, as the
National Federation of Oil Workers
(FNP) rightly demands.

Fascist revenge

Why is a weakened David like little
brave Cuba the object of so much
hatred from the neo-fascist Goliath?
Unlike what was correctly observed
about Venezuela, that the immediate
objective was to secure oil — to the
point that imperialism discarded its
long-time friend Maria Corina
Machado and kept a Maduro-style
regime without Maduro in power — in
the Cuban case, the explanation is
pure neo-fascist geopolitics, with an
overdose of ideological and class
revenge. Trump and his Secretary of
State, Marco Rubio, a descendant of
Cuban counterrevolutionaries, need to
defeat the country that dared, in the
past, to fight capitalism 150 km from
Miami, and which was a symbol and
inspiration for generations of fighters
for national sovereignty and, in the
first decades after 1961, for social
transformation.

Cuba was the only Latin American
country in which the bourgeoisie was
expropriated, more specifically with
Fidel’s proclamation of the socialist
character of the revolution in 1961. It
is worth remembering that in the early
years of the Sandinista revolution in
Nicaragua, at certain moments during
the governments of Hugo Chévez
(particularly after the defeat of the
pro-US coup in 2002), during the first
government of Rafael Correa in
Ecuador, local and international
capitalists were displaced from power,
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and governments were temporarily
formed without the bourgeoisie. In
another stage of imperialism, they
were also the target of imperial hatred
- particularly Nicaragua, with the US-
financed Contras. But the radicalism
of the Cuban revolution was never
completely imitated.

It is true that decades ago, decisively
influenced by the then Soviet
bureaucracy (from 1961 to 1991) and
harassed by US economic persecution,
the Cuban leadership abandoned the
only path that would remove the
country from its isolation and
economic fragility: it worked hard to
ensure that the mass struggles in
Nicaragua and El Salvador between
the 1970s and early 1990s, and in this
century among the peoples of
Venezuela and Bolivia, did not
advance towards a course similar to
its own, of direct confrontation with
capitalism through the expropriation
of bourgeois groups. In any case, the
island continued, with great difficulty,
as a sovereign country. And it is this
autonomous nature that imperialism
cannot tolerate.

The current situation in Cuba must be
addressed as an unprecedented
humanitarian crisis and a threat of a
new military operation by Trump’s
imperialism against another sovereign
Latin American nation. These two
elements are more than enough to
warrant a strong and unified national
and international campaign in defense
of Cuba. At a time when the US
government is facing growing internal
opposition, mobilizations against ICE,
and a feeling of solidarity with
immigrants, particularly Latinos, it is
necessary to prevent Trump from
winning again, as in Venezuela.

Regardless of the balance sheet of the
Cuban revolution, what is at stake is
the sovereignty and independence of a
historically oppressed Latin American
country. It is urgently necessary to
press for the resumption of oil
supplies to Cuba and for food and
medicine to be sent to the island. All
those who support the idea of
sovereignty, the principle of non-
interference and the right of peoples

to decide their own destiny must bpg.

called upon to speak out, take a stand
and mobilize against the blockade!
* Trump and Rubio, hands off Cuba!

* For an immediate end to the energy
and food blockade against the island!
Sheinbaum, Lula, Petro, Orsi, mobilize
with force. Let the Mexican
government resume oil supplies! Let
everyone work for a front of
governments opposed to the blockade
and siege of Cuba.

* For a continental humanitarian
campaign of solidarity with the Cuban
people.

13 February 2026, update 17
February.

The authors are members of the
Executive Bureau of the Fourth
International.

USA/Africa: privatisation of health aid

12 February, by Paul Martial

These new partnerships are part of
the so-called America First Global
Health strategy, which makes aid
conditional on US priorities. In
December, Washington signed
memoranda with some fifteen
countries setting specific objectives
for epidemic surveillance, laboratory
strengthening and health information
system improvement. On the surface,
Africa stands to gain: increased
political visibility, financial flows, and
the promise of modernising often
fragile health systems.

Serving US
corporations

But this rise in bilateral aid comes at a
time when the United States is turning
its back on the WHO, to which it was
the main contributor. This withdrawal
risks weakening the collective

mechanisms for responding to health
crises, which greatly benefit African
countries. It deprives the Organisation
of a decisive part of its budget and
increases competition between
multilateral and private frameworks,
at a time when the fight against
pandemics requires global
coordination and data sharing.
However, the new agreements
concluded with African capitals
provide Washington with privileged
access to health information and
pathogen samples, solely for the
benefit of American pharmaceutical
companies. As is often the case, public
money is spent on aid, but the “return
on investment” benefits private
companies. As for African
governments, they are caught in a
blackmail situation where funding for
their health policies means giving up
their sovereignty.

Worrying abuses

Abuses are already being observed. In
Zambia, access to aid funds has been
made conditional on an agreement
allowing US companies to exploit the
country’s rare earth resources. In the
United States, the strategy of Robert
F. Kennedy ]Jr., Secretary of Health,
aims to discredit vaccination policy
and sow doubt. This allows him to
justify questioning American
recommendations and reducing
funding to the Global Alliance for
Vaccines and Immunisation (Gavi).

In early January, he withdrew the
recommendation for wuniversal
vaccination of newborns against
hepatitis B, citing the precautionary
principle despite its widely
demonstrated efficacy and safety. At
the same time, he funded a study in
Guinea-Bissau to examine the so-
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called consequences on
neurodevelopment. This study is
unethical: it deliberately deprives
some infants of immediate
vaccination, even though the

prevalence of hepatitis B in this West
African country is very high and the
vaccine is a safe and vital intervention
for preventing cirrhosis and liver
cancer. In the face of public outcry,

this study should be abandoned.
5 February 2026

Translated by International
Viewpoint from I’Anticapitaliste.

Where is Ahmad al-Chareh’s Syria heading?

11 February, by Jean Batou, Joseph Daher

Ahmad al-Chareh (formerly known by
his nom de guerre Abu Mohammed al-
Julani) is the leader of Hayat Tahrir al-
Sham (HTS) who became Syria’s
interim president following the fall of
the Assad regime in December 2024.
A former jihadist who fought with al-
Qaeda in Iraq before founding the
Syrian branch Jabhat al-Nusra in
2011, he has sought to rebrand
himself as a pragmatic statesman, but
his government’s authoritarian
consolidation of power, neoliberal
economic policies and
instrumentalisation of sectarianism
have drawn sharp criticism from
democratic and progressive forces
within Syria.

Jean Batou: You have just returned
from a lengthy stay in Syria. What
developments in the domestic
situation have struck you most since
your recent trips to the country? What
significant testimony were you able to
gather?

Joseph Daher: This is my third stay
since the fall of the Assad regime in
December 2024. Each time, I try to
visit different regions of the country
and not remain solely in the capital,
Damascus.

Syria is experiencing a contradictory
situation. It faces numerous
challenges at the political, economic
and social levels. For instance, the
country’s reconstruction — which is
still not the subject of any plan from
the central state — is developing
through individual initiatives or local
communities. The destruction has
been massive across the entire
country, affecting both residential

buildings and infrastructure.

Moreover, despite the lifting of a large
proportion of the sanctions, the socio-
economic situation remains
catastrophic, further amplified by the
austerity policies of the new ruling
classes. More than half of all Syrians
remain displaced either within the
country or abroad. Over 90 per cent of
the population lives below the poverty
line, and 17 million people — three
quarters of the population — require
humanitarian aid. The vast majority of
Syrians survive thanks to remittances
from their families and relatives
abroad, estimated at over 4 billion US
dollars (approximately EUR 3.8
billion) per year.

Sectarian and ethnic fragmentation
has, in many respects, been reinforced
by the authoritarian, exclusionary and
violent policies of the new government
that followed the fall of the Assad
regime. At the same time, a number of
civil society organisations and local
initiatives are attempting to counter
these dynamics, working towards
social solidarity against hateful
discourse and practices and sectarian
tensions.

A new political space is emerging

JB: You paint a difficult, not to say
very bleak, picture of the state of the
country, but are social and political
openings not conceivable after the fall
of the monstrous regime of Bashar al-
Assad?

JD: Yes, the situation is far from ideal,
but at the same time, a new political
life is emerging. It is now possible to
discuss politics, including criticising
those in power, to organise
conferences, sit-ins and
demonstrations, and to form new

political groups (even though no law
on the creation of political parties has
yet been enacted). There is also a free
press and local popular initiatives
covering varied and diverse themes,
seeking to bring together different
sectors of society. This does not mean
that there are no obstacles to these
initiatives, or indeed outright
repression.

There is, however, a political space
with greater freedom of action and
expression, albeit one with serious
obstacles. It can nonetheless be
occupied, and it must be, wherever
possible.

The picture is therefore nuanced.

JB: What is your assessment of the
nature of the current regime, led by
Ahmad al-Chareh, who previously
headed Hayat Tahrir al-Sham [1]
(HTS), a group formerly linked to al-
Qaeda in Syria, since he took power
over a year ago? To what extent has
his pragmatism initially led him to
accommodate the aspirations of the
peoples of Syria to break with the
brutal dictatorship of Bashar al-Assad?

JD: Although his group has evolved
politically and ideologically,
abandoning its transnational jihadist
objectives to become an actor seeking
to operate within the Syrian national
framework, this does not mean that
Ahmad al-Chareh and HTS support a
democratic society or promote
equality and social justice.

Far from responding to popular
aspirations, since the overthrow of the
former Syrian regime, the political
transition has served as an
opportunity for the authorities in
power — dominated by Ahmad al-
Chareh and HTS — to consolidate
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their grip on political and economic
institutions, rather than ensuring an
inclusive democratic process aimed at
reconstruction founded on social
justice. [12]

The responsibility for the massacres
committed in March and July, the
incessant murders and abductions of
Alawite civilians in coastal areas, and
the continued siege of Suwayda
governorate lies primarily with the
new Syrian authorities. They failed to
prevent them, and some of their
militias were directly involved in these
atrocities. The upper echelons of the
state were aware of these
persecutions and approved them, as
reported by Reuters and Human
Rights Watch. Moreover, the HTS-
dominated authorities created the
political conditions that made them
possible. [13]

Indeed, human rights violations
against Alawite individuals and
populations, including abductions and
assassinations, have increased since
the beginning of the year. Some of
them, such as the Fahil massacre at
the end of December 2024 and the
Arzah massacre at the beginning of
February 2025, resembled dress
rehearsals before the coastal
massacres. Similarly, sectarian attacks
against Druze populations in
Damascus and in the south, in
Suwayda, took place before the mid-
July 2025 massacres.

Sectarianism is fundamentally a tool
for consolidating power and dividing
society. It serves to divert the
attention of working people from
socio-economic and political questions
by designating particular groups —
defined by their religious community
or ethnic affiliation — as responsible
for the country’s problems and as a
security threat, thereby justifying
repressive and discriminatory policies
against them.

Moreover, sectarianism acts as a
powerful mechanism of social control,
shaping the course of class struggle by
fostering the dependence of working
people on their communal leaders. As
a consequence, they find themselves
deprived of their own capacity for
political action and come to be defined
— and to manifest themselves
politically — through the prism of

their sectarian identity. In this regard,
the new authorities are following in
the footsteps of the former Assad
regime, continuing to use sectarian
policies and practices as a means of
governance, control and social
division.

JB: To what extent does the
establishment of new institutions
reflect both this policy of "divide and
rule" and the establishment of an
authoritarian central power?

JD: From this perspective, the new
government deprives the population of
any inclusive democratic process. This
has been reflected in various
initiatives, conferences and
committees supposedly intended to
help define the country’s next steps.
Among these, the Syrian National
Dialogue Conference, held on 25
February, was widely criticised for its
lack of preparation,
representativeness and seriousness,
given the limited time allocated to its
sessions. The interim constitution,
signed by the interim Syrian
president, was also sharply criticised
by various political and social actors,
both for the lack of transparency in
the selection criteria of its drafting
committee and for its content.

Furthermore, whilst the interim
constitution formally proclaims the
separation of powers, this is hampered
by the extent of the powers conferred
upon the presidency. Another example
is the supposed "elections" for the
People’s Assembly in October, which
also drew widespread criticism. The
method and process adopted for
selecting members of the future
parliament lacked transparency and
inclusiveness, thus favouring actors
close to the new rulers.

Moreover, the interim president,
Ahmad al-Chareh, will appoint one
third of the members of parliament,
whilst the remaining two thirds were
selected by "regional sub-committees”,
themselves designated by the Higher
Committee for the Election of the
People’s Assembly, whose members
were chosen by the presidency. Not to
mention that twenty-one seats were
left vacant for the time being — those
allocated to the governorates of
Hassakeh and Raqga in the north-east,
with a Kurdish majority, and Suwayda

in the south, with a Druze majority —
which were outside the control of the
central state at the time of the
"elections".

THE AUTHORITIES IN POWER
HAVE TAKEN MEASURES TO
STRENGTHEN THEIR CONTROL
OVER SOCIETY, INCLUDING BY
ATTEMPTING TO REDUCE
DEMOCRATIC RIGHTS

JB: On the ground, what concrete
forms does this policy of restricting
democratic rights — or indeed
outright violations of the rights of
individuals and communities — take?

JD: During the latest offensives
against the SDF by armed factions
linked to the new Damascus
government, numerous human rights
violations were recorded against both
civilians and Kurdish soldiers,
accompanied by hateful practices and
discourse.

More broadly, the authorities in power
have taken measures to strengthen
their control over society, including by
attempting to reduce democratic
rights. In recent months, they have
not hesitated to impose restrictions on
the organisation of political meetings.
Whilst these measures were initially
mainly informal, they are
progressively being formalised. For
example, in November, the Syrian
Ministry of Tourism issued a circular
requesting that tourist establishments
refrain from hosting any event or
conference of a political character
without prior approval from the
General Secretariat for Political
Affairs.

This means that the General
Secretariat for Political Affairs —
created by the Ministry of Foreign
Affairs only after the fall of Assad —
now has extensive powers, including
that of monitoring political activities.

In certain cases, events have been
purely and simply cancelled, including
sessions organised by civil society on
themes such as women'’s rights, peace
or social cohesion in certain regions.

Whilst the local and international
press certainly enjoys greater freedom
of action in Syria since the fall of
Assad, cases of harassment against



researchers and journalists have
nevertheless been reported.

VIOLENCE AGAINST SECTARIAN
AND ETHNIC MINORITIES HAS
INCREASED SOCIAL
FRAGMENTATION

JB: The new Syrian regime emerged
from an Arab Salafist and jihadist
matrix, even though it has broken with
it. It is now endeavouring to
reconstruct a centralised state. Thus,
as it grows stronger, it is more or less
violently challenging the relative
autonomy of Kurdish communities,
and it has launched attacks against
other minorities such as the Alawites
and the Druze. Could such an attitude
lead to a new civil war, as suggested
by the current clashes with the
predominantly Kurdish forces in the
north-east of the country?

JD: In many respects, the fall of the
despotic Assad regime has not put an
end to the worsening of sectarian,
territorial and socio-economic fault
lines.

Following the massacres against
Alawite and Druze populations,
together with the tensions and the
latest offensives against the SDF, the
fragmentation of society has further
increased. I do not believe we are
necessarily heading towards a civil
war — even though violence
unfortunately remains ongoing and
could continue in the future — but
rather towards a form of
authoritarianism depriving broad
sectors of society of any political
participation, particularly ethnic and
religious minorities. The Damascus
government is prepared to recognise
certain cultural rights, mainly
symbolic, but nothing that would
challenge its monopoly on power,
excluding any political participation
from below.

At the same time, the danger of social
fragmentation is serious. There are
now many debates, particularly on
social media, about Syrian identity,
minorities, social cohesion and so on.
These debates are necessary, but they
often lead to an exacerbation of
sectarian and ethnic tensions rather
than the search for inclusive and
democratic solutions. It is worth
noting that debates within the

country, within local popular
initiatives and civil society, are often
more constructive on these questions
than those introduced from outside or
on social media.

JB: Can you return to the violence
against Druze populations,
particularly in the Suwayda region,
and also to the attempts by the Israeli
state to profit from it?

JD: The refusal of any form of political
decentralisation and, above all, the
violence and massacres against the
Druze by armed groups linked to the
government have pushed large
sections of this population, in the
southern governorate of Suwayda, to
express their desire for separation
from Syria. This has strengthened
those elements within the Druze
community who have been working for
years towards a rapprochement with
Israel. They have been increasingly
accepted in Suwayda and have
become practically dominant in many
respects, at least on the local public
stage. [15]

The agreement also provides for the
creation of a military division
composed of three SDF brigades, as
well as a brigade from the forces of
Kobané (Ain al-Arab), attached to a
division in Aleppo governorate. The
military and security integration of the
SDF will be carried out on a case-by-
case basis within each brigade, with
the state exercising full control over
all civilian institutions, as well as
border crossings and entry points. The
institutions of Kobané will be
progressively integrated into Syrian
state institutions, whilst retaining
their civilian personnel. The
agreement includes provisions
concerning the civil and educational
rights of the Kurdish community and
guarantees the return of displaced
persons to their regions of origin.

This agreement is positive insofar as it
allows the cessation, at least
temporarily, of attacks and threats
against Kurdish populations. It follows
weeks of fighting which saw
government armed forces seize
control of the predominantly Kurdish
districts of Sheikh Magsoud and
Ashrafiyeh in Aleppo, causing the
forced displacement of tens of
thousands of civilians. This culminated

in the seizure by government forces of
large portions of the governorates of
Deir ez-Zor and Raqqa, following the
withdrawal of the SDF.

JB: Under what domestic and
international conditions did the
offensive of the new Syrian
government against Kurdish
communities unfold — both in Aleppo
and in the zones controlled by the
SDEF?

JD: The military offensive by the
Damascus authorities in Aleppo, as
well as in other SDF-controlled zones,
came after the expiry of the 31
December 2025 deadline set by the 10
March 2025 agreement. Sponsored by
Washington, this agreement between
interim Syrian president Ahmad al-
Chareh and Mazloum Abdi, head of
the SDF, aimed to integrate the
civilian and military branches of the
SDF into the state. However, the
political impasse persisted.

Moreover, the military escalation
developed only two days after a
meeting between the Syrian
authorities and the SDF, attended by
American military personnel. It is
clear that, whilst negotiations were
under way, the Syrian authorities
were devising a plan to launch first a
military operation in Aleppo, then to
extend it to other SDF-controlled
zones. They mobilised various Arab
tribes — in contact with al-Chareh for
some time — in Deir ez-Zor and Ragqga
in order to prepare a general offensive
against the SDF.

All of this was done with Turkey’s
support and Washington’s green
light. [20] The rise in electricity prices
was the largest in the country’s
modern history. Household costs rose
from an average of 10,000 to 50,000
Syrian pounds (approximately 0.85 to
4 US dollars, or EUR 0.80 to EUR
3.80) to peaks of 600,000 to more than
2 million pounds (50 to 169 US
dollars, or EUR 47 to EUR 160). Some
families even saw their bills reach 5 to
6 million pounds (423 to 508 US
dollars, or EUR 400 to EUR 480).

The new tariffs have also dealt a
severe blow to key sectors,
particularly manufacturing and
agriculture, which were already facing
rising production costs.



Despite the increase in the minimum
wage since the end of July (to 68 US
dollars per month, approximately EUR
64), the majority of the population —
whether employed by the state or the
private sector — cannot meet its
needs on its income. The average cost
of living for a family of five in
Damascus was estimated at
approximately 11.6 million Syrian
pounds (983 US dollars, approximately
EUR 930) at the end of December
2025, according to the newspaper
Qasioun.

Government officials justified the
decision to raise electricity prices by
the significant improvement in power
supply across most of the country,
even though in some rural and
marginalised regions it remains
irregular. Furthermore, in line with
the arguments of the IMF and the
World Bank, government
representatives assert that this
increase serves to correct price
distortions and guarantee the
continuity of service, given that the
electricity sector costs approximately
1 billion US dollars (approximately
EUR 950 million) per year in the state
budget.

The population now fears that
electricity prices will continue to rise
owing to the liberalisation of the
sector. These concerns are
exacerbated by the fact that the
government has concluded an
agreement with a group of foreign
companies, led by the Qatari company
UCC Holding, for the construction of
eight gas and solar power stations in
Syria, for a total value of 7 billion US
dollars (approximately EUR 6.6
billion).

The rise in prices benefits these large
foreign companies within the
framework of a reinforced
privatisation process.

In early February, new social
mobilisations took place. Teachers in
the cities of Tartous and Latakia, for
instance, protested against their
transfer — without any prior
notification — to locations far from
their places of residence, whilst
employees at the port of Latakia
mobilised to denounce their
dismissals. Moreover, in Quneitra
governorate in the south of the

country, employees of the agricultural
research centre organised a rally to
protest against 65 dismissals without
prior notice and to demand the
annulment of this decision. In Aleppo,
a demonstration was also held,
organised by street vendors against
the decision of local authorities to ban
their activities — in other words, to
eliminate their selling points in the
street.

ONE OF THE ESSENTIAL TASKS
WILL BE TO TACKLE SECTARIAN
AND ETHNIC DIVISIONS IN
ORDER TO OVERCOME THE
DIVISIONS WITHIN SOCIETY.
THIS CHALLENGE MUST BE MET
SO THAT THE WORKING CLASSES
OF THE COUNTRY, IN ALL THEIR
DIVERSITY, CAN WALK THE PATH
OF THEIR EMANCIPATION

JB: What is the current potential for
the development of a political
alternative that rejects sectarian or
ethnic divisions in order to defend a
programme of democracy and social
justice across the country? Are the
forces that support such an
orientation subject to particular
repression by the new regime?

JD: The forces rooted in a popular
movement of social and democratic
inspiration are limited, and everything
must be rebuilt.

The vast majority of the democratic
organisations and social forces behind
the Syrian popular uprising of March
2011 [21] were repressed with
unprecedented violence — first and
foremost by the former Syrian regime,
but also by various armed Islamist
fundamentalist organisations. The
same was true of the alternative local
political institutions established by the
protesters, such as the coordination
committees and local councils that
provided services to the population.

Some civil society groups and
networks did remain active during this
period, but operated covertly in areas
under the control of the former regime
for fear of repression. In the north-
west, in the decade before the fall of
the Assad regime, a network of NGOs
developed with very varied political
orientations. But they generally had a
different dynamic from that of the
early uprising. In the north-east, there

were political organisations and civil
society bodies, but the great majority
were dominated by the PYD, or rather
subordinated to it. Actors who were
too critical of the AANES were
repressed or obstacles were placed in
the way of their activities.

Other experiences of struggle
developed in the country, even if they
were of lesser intensity.

Following the fall of the Assad regime,
new local popular initiatives and civil
society organisations appeared and
developed — very often NGOs, but not
exclusively — yet everything still
remains to be done.

What is needed today is to build a
democratic and progressive bloc
capable of organising itself, of taking
root amongst working people and of
clearly opposing the new government
in power. This will take time,
particularly after 50 years of
barbarous dictatorship and 14 years of
violent war. The objective of this bloc
must be to combine the struggles
against autocracy, exploitation and all
forms of oppression, whilst demanding
democracy, equality, support for
Kurdish self-determination and
women’s liberation, in order to build
solidarity amongst the exploited and
oppressed people of the country.

To advance these demands, this
progressive bloc must promote the
creation and reconstruction of popular
organisations, from trade unions to
feminist organisations. This will
require collaboration between
democratic and progressive forces
across the whole of society.

Furthermore, one of the essential
tasks will be to tackle sectarian and
ethnic divisions in order to overcome
the divisions within society and
develop solidarity between
populations. This challenge has been
posed since the beginning of the
Syrian revolution in 2011 and must be
progressively met so that the working
classes of the country, in all their
diversity, can walk resolutely on the
path of their emancipation.

In conclusion, the struggle for a
democratic and progressive society
cannot rest upon any trust in the
current HTS authorities, in their



governance or their management of
the transition, but upon the
construction of an independent
counter-power, bringing together
democratic and progressive networks
in the struggle for the demands of
working people.

Decision-making power is today
entirely in the hands of interim
President Ahmad al-Chareh and HTS.
This process is supported by the great
majority of regional and international
powers. More broadly, they share a
common objective: to (re)impose a
form of authoritarian stability in Syria
and in the region. This does not, of
course, mean unity amongst the
regional and imperial powers. Each
has its own interests, often
antagonistic, but all have everything
to fear from the destabilisation of the
Middle East and North Africa.

The hope for a better future rests
entirely upon the capacity of Syrians
to develop and coordinate struggles
from the grassroots. Currently, the
power and control of the new HTS-
dominated authorities over society are
not yet complete, as their human and
military capacities do not allow them
to fully govern the entire country,
even though they are increasingly
consolidating. There therefore
remains room for manoeuvre to
organise, which it is essential to
exploit. Today, this possibility exists,
but time is pressing and working
people must seize it to raise their
heads and give meaning to all the
sacrifices made to defend the original
aspirations of the 2011 Revolution:
democracy, social justice and equality.

1 February 2026

Translated from
[marx21-https://marx21.ch/ou-va-la-syr
ie-dahmad-al-chareh/] for ESSF by
Adam Novak;

Footnotes

[1] Hayat Tahrir al-Sham (HTS,
Organisation for the Liberation of
the Levant) is a Syrian armed
Islamist group that evolved from
Jabhat al-Nusra, which was
originally the Syrian branch of al-
Qaeda. HTS formally severed its

ties with al-Qaeda in 2016 and
subsequently consolidated control
over the Idlib governorate in
north-western Syria.

[2] See Joseph Daher, "Why Syria
needs better governance...and a
new kind of opposition", Europe
Solidaire Sans Frontieres.
Available at:
http://www.europe-solidaire.org/sp
ip.php?article77361

[3] The Assad family ruled Syria
from the coup of Hafez al-Assad in
1970 until the fall of his son
Bashar al-Assad in December
2024.

[4] The Caesar Syria Civilian
Protection Act, enacted in 2019,
imposed sweeping sanctions on
the Syrian government and its
supporters, targeting individuals
and entities involved in the
conflict. It was named after the
pseudonym of a Syrian military
defector who smuggled out
thousands of photographs
documenting the systematic
torture and killing of detainees by
the Assad regime.

[5] The Syrian Democratic Forces
(SDF) are a multi-ethnic armed
coalition in north-eastern Syria,
dominated by the Kurdish People’s
Protection Units (YPG), the armed
wing of the Democratic Union
Party (PYD). They served as the
main ground force allied with the
US-led coalition against the
Islamic State.

[6] The Partiya Yekitiya Demokrat
(PYD, Democratic Union Party) is
the principal Kurdish political
party in Syria. It is ideologically
linked to the Kurdistan Workers’
Party (PKK), which Turkey, the EU
and the United States classify as a
terrorist organisation.

[7] See Joseph Daher, "The
progressive economic strategy for
Syria", Europe Solidaire Sans
Frontiéres. Available at:
http://www.europe-solidaire.org/sp
ip.php?article73000

[8] Idlib is a governorate in north-

western Syria that has been under
the de facto control of HTS since
2017, serving as the group’s
political and military base before it
led the offensive that toppled the
Assad regime.

[9] The Baath Party (Hizb al-Ba’th
al-’Arabi al-Ishtiraki, Arab Socialist
Baath Party) was the ruling party
of Syria from 1963 until the fall of
the Assad regime in December
2024. 1t served as the institutional
backbone of authoritarian rule
under both Hafez and Bashar al-
Assad.

[10] Alawites are an esoteric
religious minority in Syria, an
offshoot of Shia Islam, comprising
approximately 10 to 12 per cent of
the population. They are
concentrated along the coastal
regions of Latakia and Tartous.
The Assad family belonged to this
community, and the identification
of the Alawite population with the
regime has made them targets of
sectarian reprisals since its fall.

[11] The Druze are an ethno-
religious minority present in Syria,
Lebanon and Israel, practising a
faith that originated in the 11th
century as an offshoot of Ismaili
Islam. In Syria, they are
concentrated mainly in the
southern governorate of Suwayda.

[12] See Joseph Daher, "Syria: No
hope for transitional justice if
sectarianism is the doctrine of the
new Syrian state", Europe
Solidaire Sans Frontiéres.

Available at:
http://www.europe-solidaire.org/sp
ip.php?article74338

[13] See "The ruling factions use
violence as leverage in the 'New
Syria’", Europe Solidaire Sans
Frontiéres. Available at:
http://www.europe-solidaire.org/sp
ip.php?article75742

[14] See Joseph Daher, "Syria:
Suwayda Under Fire - The
Consolidation of Power and
Sectarianism", Europe Solidaire
Sans Frontieres. Available at:
http://www.europe-solidaire.org/sp


https://marx21.ch/ou-va-la-syrie-dahmad-al-chareh/
https://marx21.ch/ou-va-la-syrie-dahmad-al-chareh/
https://www.europe-solidaire.org/spip.php?article77994
http://www.europe-solidaire.org/spip.php?article77361
http://www.europe-solidaire.org/spip.php?article77361
http://www.europe-solidaire.org/spip.php?article73000
http://www.europe-solidaire.org/spip.php?article73000
http://www.europe-solidaire.org/spip.php?article74338
http://www.europe-solidaire.org/spip.php?article74338
http://www.europe-solidaire.org/spip.php?article75742
http://www.europe-solidaire.org/spip.php?article75742
http://www.europe-solidaire.org/spip.php?article75794

ip.php?article75794

[15] See "Syria: On the Recent
Agreement Between Damascus
and the Kurdish Administration",
Europe Solidaire Sans Frontiéres.
Available at:
http://www.europe-solidaire.org/sp
ip.php?article77967

[16] See Gilbert Achcar, "On the
emerging ‘new order’ in the
Middle East - Israel refrained from
intervening in Syria to avoid
irritating Trump", Europe Solidaire
Sans Frontieres. Available at:
http://www.europe-solidaire.org/sp
ip.php?article77942

[17] Al-Hol is a large displacement
camp in north-eastern Syria that
housed tens of thousands of
people, including families and
affiliates of the Islamic State (IS).
Managed under SDF authority
since 2019, it has been widely
described as a major security

concern due to IS radicalisation
within the camp.

[18] The Autonomous
Administration of North and East
Syria (AANES), also known as
Rojava, is the de facto self-
governing entity established by
Kurdish-led forces in 2012 in
north-eastern Syria. It operates
with a model of democratic
confederalism inspired by the
ideas of PKK leader Abdullah
Ocalan.

[19] The Anfal campaign
(1986-1989) was a genocidal
military operation conducted by
the Iraqgi Ba’athist regime of
Saddam Hussein against the
Kurdish population of northern
Iraq. It included chemical weapons
attacks — most notoriously the gas
attack on Halabja in March 1988
— mass executions and the
destruction of thousands of

villages, resulting in an estimated] g,

50,000 to 182,000 deaths.

[20] See Joseph Daher, "Syria new
electricity tariffs are cruel
neoliberal shock therapy", Europe
Solidaire Sans Frontiéeres.
Available at:
http://www.europe-solidaire.org/sp
ip.php?article77939

[21] The Syrian uprising began in
March 2011 as part of the broader
Arab Spring wave of protests.
What started as peaceful
demonstrations calling for

democratic reform and an end to
corruption was met with brutal
repression by the Assad regime,
eventually escalating into a multi-
front armed conflict.

In the face of climate catastrophe, Portugal
mobilizes vote against the far right

10 February, by Jorge Costa

Seguro led the Socialist Party between
2011 and 2014. During those years,
outside of government, the PS
collaborated in the implementation of
the troika’s austerity programme.
Despite this profile - which the press
has called ‘moderate’ - Seguro was
not officially supported by the right-
wing Prime Minister, who preferred to
remain neutral in the second round.

Despite Ventura’s defeat, the far right
has emerged stronger from this
election. After becoming the second
largest national party in the May 2025
legislative elections, it has now
managed to equal, in the second
round, the number of votes obtained
in May by the ruling parties, thanks to
the votes of voters who had never
voted for the Chega party and who
had supported the presidential
candidates of the government (PSD)
and the Iniciativa Liberal party.

According to exit polls, one in three
voters who supported the ultra-liberal
candidate in the first round (third with
16% of the vote) have now opted for
Ventura. As the French experience
shows, a government based on a right-
wing programme is the best breeding
ground for the electoral growth of
neo-fascism. Despite the differences in
politics and regime, it should be
remembered that in 2017, facing
Macron, Marine Le Pen finished the
second round with 34% of the vote; in
2022, she has already reached 41%,
preparing to contest the majority in
2027.

What does this
victory mean?

Essentially, it is a significant
mobilisation of the people who reject
the neo-fascist proposal. It should be

noted that the elections took place
while Portugal was in a ‘state of
calamity’, declared since early
February, under devastating storms
that killed a dozen people and left part
of the country flooded and without
essential supplies (electricity, water,
telecommunications). Despite this,
turnout remained stable between the
first and second rounds.

As for the left, support for Seguro was
not fuelled by political
misunderstandings. The new president
did not represent a ‘left-wing camp':
his political career has been marked
by the adaptation of social democracy
to neoliberalism and, in the middle of
the campaign, after announcing his
veto of the package of labour
measures put forward by the
government, the candidate washed his
hands of the matter, delegating the
enactment of the new law to a possible
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agreement between the government
and the UGT trade union (aligned with
the centre). Seguro does not even
represent a supposed ‘constitutional
camp’: Seguro himself failed when, as
head of the PS and under the troika,
he accepted an unconstitutional
reduction in pensions and opposed
left-wing MPs who took the matter to
the Constitutional Court and had the
reduction overturned. He has just
been elected thanks to the votes of
many supporters of a regressive
revision of the Constitution, from the
same right wing that concludes

agreements with Chega in parliament
(on labour and immigration) or in local
authorities such as the capital. As in
France, many of those who have now
declared their tactical support for
Seguro would have voted for Ventura
if the alternative had been on the left.

Given Seguro’s track record, this will
not be an obstacle to the government’s
liberal reforms, which will make their
way between the ambiguity of the
socialists and the intermittent support
of the neo-fascists. The response from
the left will have to come from social

resistance and dialogue that avoidgQ.

political marginalisation. The general
strike in December showed the way
forward: more protagonism for
struggles and extra-parliamentary
action, more convergence in solidarity
against fascism.

9 February 2026

Purges and Regime Crisis in China

9 February, by Pierre Rousset

The only remaining member of the
CMC, which Xi Jinping chairs, is
Zhang Shengming, Secretary of the
army’s CMC Commission for
Discipline Inspection and Deputy
Secretary of the party’s Central
Commission for Discipline Inspection,
responsible for carrying out dirty
work [1].

The profound opacity of the regime
makes it difficult, if not impossible, to
know why a particular person is
targeted by the successive purges
within the party apparatus, the army,
the Administration, civil society, or the
economic world—even if the reason
sometimes seems obvious: the victim
had become too powerful, at the head
of a conglomerate or a municipality,
for example, or had been too vocal in
its criticism and needed to be made an
example of. But otherwise, how can
we know why a particular figure no
longer appears in public, as if they
had fallen into a black hole, or why
another is denounced for corruption
or even treason? This would seem to
be the case for the five disgraced
members of the Central Military
Commission.

Accusations of corruption are
routinely used by Xi Jinping to justify
the conviction of real or supposed
opponents in order to hide other
issues. Corruption is certainly a major
problem. Because of it, defective
weapons sometimes leave military

production factories, which says a lot!
Unfortunately, it is not just a matter of
corrupt individuals; corruption is
endemic. It is rooted in a system of
autocratic power and privilege to
which Xi Jinping, his family, and his
close associates belong. Even if Xi is
aware of its harmful consequences,
this system is his own, and making it
increasingly opaque and paranoid, and
less and less collegial, will not put an
end to it.

Zhang Youxia was the highest-ranking
active military officer. He and Xi
Jinping are known to have been very
close for a long time, as “second-
generation red princes”, a term
referring to the descendants of CCP
leaders from the revolutionary era.
However, their family lineages differ.
Xi Jinping’s father, Xi Zongxun, was a
high-ranking official in the People’s
Republic before being purged by Mao
Zedong in 1962 and then rehabilitated
by Deng Xiaoping. A civilian lineage,
therefore, for a man of the apparatus.
Zhang Zhongxun, Zhang Youxia’'s
father, on the other hand, was one of
the generals of the People’s Army
during the revolution. A prestigious
ancestry if ever there was one, and
perhaps that is the problem, as the
military leadership has been bled dry
by successive purges and Xi imposes
his sole (and lifelong) leadership in the
party and the government (which he
marginalizes).

This is not the first time Xi Jinping has
attacked members of his inner circle.
It is quite logical in such a
personalized regime. As the domestic
situation deteriorates (and with it his
authority), opposition to him may
come from external centers of power,
but also from members of the party’s
central organs. After all, they are well
placed to assess Xi’s missteps and to
maneuver. In many monarchies, it is
customary to assassinate “blue-
blooded” relatives, members of the
royal family, as a preventive measure.
Within the North Korean dynastic
regime, Kim Jong-un has not shied
away from doing so. In China, being a
“prince of red blood” is a precious
privilege, but it can also be a risk...

Beijingologists wonder whether these
purges are a sign of Xi Jinping’s
strength or weakness. Why not both?
He has the power to carry them out,
but not to stabilize his grip on power
or calm his paranoia. His ambition
comes up against a reality: China is
far too vast (1.4 billion inhabitants),
the party far too large (more than 100
million declared members) and the
army (more than two million active
soldiers) far too alien to his own social
milieu to impose the dictatorship of a
single man (instead of the dictatorship
of a single party) on the country. Yet
Xi’s entire policy is based on
exclusions. By decreeing the primacy
of the “princes of red blood,” he
excludes from power the majority of
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cadres and elites who are not the
children or grandchildren of the
recognized central leaders of the
Chinese revolution. By amending the
Constitution to grant himself the right
to rule for life, he is no longer
involving representatives of the
political generation that should have
succeeded him during his lifetime, as
was traditional, in the party
leadership. By making the CCP the
sole and central pillar of his control
over the country—from the capital “to
the most remote village”—he is
devitalizing the government structure.
In doing so, he broke the balance that
allowed the population to address two
centers of authority, thus ensuring a
certain flexibility in the system, but
which could also provide support for
competing factions within the party.

Mao, Xi, and the
Cultural
Revolution

The purges currently underway are
said to be the most significant since
those that China experienced under
Mao during the ill-named Cultural
Revolution. However, to understand
the nature of the purges under Xi, the
analogy is more valid in terms of the
differences between the two eras than
in terms of their similarities (an
authoritarian single-party regime,
etc.). While Mao was the leader of the
party, the CCP’s Politburo was
composed of strong personalities
whose legitimacy was based on their
role in the revolutionary struggles that
led to the historic victory of 1949.
Mao’s strength lay in his ability to
form with them a new leadership
team, but this unity eventually
shattered under the pressure of
economic crises and social tensions.
Faction struggles led to calls for mass
mobilizations to settle internal party
scores, opening a veritable Pandora’s
box. All the contradictions at work in
Chinese society in the 1960s came to
light.

The history of this “moment” of
historical crisis is very complex, made
up of murderous shadows (the
summary condemnation of supposed
bourgeois counter-revolutionaries, an
unbridled cult of personality, etc.) and

rays of light (the questioning by large
sectors of society of a bureaucratized
regime, the freedom of movement and
initiative of a youth crisscrossing the
country, etc.). The shock was such
that the party disintegrated. Mao had
played the sorcerer’s apprentice. He
finally had to call in the army to
restore order, including against his
own Red Guards and his supporters in
the working class, thereby signing the
political death warrant of early
Maoism. The Cultural Revolution was
the ultimate expression of a crisis of
the regime. The crushing of social
movements marked the completion of
a bureaucratic counter-revolution,
embodied by the rise to power of the
Gang of Four [2] From this point of
view, it is very confusing to extend the
period of the Cultural Revolution
(1966-1969, a major and well-defined
crisis) to 1976 (the fall of the Gang of
Four). Unfortunately, this is commonly
done.

Throughout its long history, the CCP
has obviously experienced more or
less opaque factional struggles,
paranoid slips, and discreet purges,
but can we imagine Xi Jinping calling
on mass mobilization to resolve
internal conflicts within the regime?

The analogy between the current
purges and the factional conflicts of
the 1960s is all the less valid given
that they took place in radically
different historical contexts. The
victory of 1949 initiated a double
break: with imperialist domination,
ensuring the independence and unity
of the country, and with the pre-
existing social order (a break
accelerated by the Korean War, which
the Maoist regime did not want, but
for which it paid a very heavy price).
The old ruling classes, both urban and
rural, were disintegrated. Today’s
China is a major imperialist power
deeply integrated into the global
capitalist order, of which it is one of
the major players. Obviously, the
historical context is essential to
understanding a regime
crisis—yesterday’s Maoist regime,
today’s regime established by Xi
Jinping.

International
Great Leap
Forward

The traumas of the Cultural
Revolution and the caricatural reign of
the Gang of Four discredited “leftism,”
creating the political preconditions for
bourgeois counterrevolution. This
process was largely initiated by Deng
Xiaoping, culminating in the massive
repression of 1989, which was not
confined to Tiananmen Square and its
surroundings (in Beijing) or to
students alone. It spread to the
provinces and to many social milieus,
and broke the independent workers’
organizations for a long time. As for
China’s reintegration into the
international order, it was largely led
by Xi Jinping’s predecessors, including
Jiang Zemin and Hu Jintao.

The bulk of the transformation that
enabled China’s Great Leap Forward
on the world stage was accomplished
by others than Xi Jinping. He was
elected head of the party and the state
in 2012 not because he was powerful,
but because he represented an
acceptable compromise between the
main factions within the CCP
leadership. He knew how to take
advantage of his position. Thus, after
his re-election in 2017, he was able to
push through changes to the
Constitution that allow him, among
other things, to remain in power for as
long as he wishes. This can be
described as a genuine change of
political regime. That said, although Xi
has been able to acquire great powers,
his legitimacy is weak. He is not a new
Mao, despite the care he takes to
cultivate his personality cult. Today,
however, developments in China are
not working in his favor, far from it.

Social Crisis,
Regime Crisis

The profound effects of the real estate
crisis that erupted five years ago are
still being felt today - and go far
beyond municipal debt and market
sluggishness. It is traditional in China
to invest a large portion of one’s
savings in the purchase of a home to



cover the costs of old age, as
healthcare costs are prohibitively
high. Many households have been
ruined after investing in buildings
under construction, buying plots of
land in cities where construction has
remained unfinished, or purchasing
residences whose value has
plummeted. Growth is sluggish. There
are many signs of a regime crisis.
China’s “Generation Z” refuses to
obey Xi Jinping’s injunctions (work
tirelessly, procreate without delay,
etc.). Social struggles are regaining
momentum.

What allows an authoritarian regime
to gain support or neutrality among
the population, beyond clientelism, is
the belief that the economic situation
of households will improve. However,
parents no longer believe that their
children will have a better life than
they do. Social insecurity is growing,
corruption is fuelling numerous
scandals (building collapses, fires,
defective medicines and baby milk,
preventable deaths of children, etc.),
and the ravages of the climate crisis
are being felt ever more brutally. This
explosive cocktail is not unique to
China. On an international scale, it is
fuelling a preventive and unilateral
class war, from top to bottom, which
aims to destroy long-standing popular

solidarity and nip the formation of new
solidarity in the bud at a time of “poly-
crisis.” The so-called Western
democracies are not kind today to
their working and popular classes and
resistance movements (see the
criminalization of ecological struggles
in France, even though they face the
most urgent of the urgent
emergencies)...

Xi Jinping calls for unity in the name
of patriotism and the US threat, but
this is great power nationalism, not
anti-imperialism as in the days of the
Chinese revolution. Could external
war be the government’s response to
the internal crisis? This seems unlikely
at present. It would not be an easy
undertaking. The military chain of
command is disorganized by ongoing
purges. It is riddled with corruption
and has no significant military
experience. The invasion of Taiwan is
probably not on the agenda (with
psychos like Trump and Xi, “probably”
remains the order of the day), while
remaining a totalitarian ambition.

A war in the Taiwan Strait would also
jeopardize the political and diplomatic
gains China is currently making on the
international stage. Thanks to
Washington’s blows to the Atlantic
Alliance, China is in a pivotal position

in representing a “front of refusaly().

that includes a country like India, with
which it nevertheless has serious
disputes. Leaders of “Western bloc”
countries are visiting one after
another, from Canada, Finland,
France, Great Britain, Ireland, South
Korea... and tomorrow from Germany.
Xi Jinping must be enjoying this
moment, but Beijing will not be giving
any gifts. Faced with a cascade of
overproduction crises, the Chinese
economy is increasingly dependent on
its foreign markets. This will be felt
hard in Africa, of course, but not only
there.
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Footnotes

[1] No relation to Zhang Youxia
and Zhang Zhongxun

[2] Namely Jiang Qing, Mao’s wife,
Zhang Chungiao, Yao Wenyuan,
and Wang Hongwen.
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Criticism of Trump by Democrats,
Republicans Grows as his Support Falls

8 February, by Dan La Botz

Now things have changed.
Republicans have criticized his
immigrant deportation policies, his
racist posts, and his threat to take
over the election process. At the same
time support for Trump is declining as
shown in polls. Trump and the
Republicans fear, and many
Democrats believe, that they could
lose the next midterm election on
November 3, 2026.

The turning point was the murder in
Minneapolis of nurse Alex Pretti by
Immigration and Customs
Enforcement, visible to the entire
nation on videos of the event filmed by

bystanders. Pretti’s murder forced
Trump to relieve the pretentious and
sadistic Gregory Bovino, who had
been in charge of the ICE deportation
operation there and replace him with
Border Czar Tom Homan as well as
removing 700 of 3,000 federal agents
there. Yet ICE continues its operations
in Minneapolis and in other cities
across the country, facing resistance
everywhere.

The American public has been
horrified and angered by ICE and its
violent attacks on both immigrants
and U.S. citizens. Today according to
recent polls, 65% of Americans say

ICE has gone too far. This is a view
shared by 95% of Democrats, 71% of
independents, and 27% of
Republicans. And 50% of those polled
say ICE is making them less safe while
only 22% believe it is making them
safer. Note that some 57% of women,
a critical segment of the electorate,
feel much less safe. Support for Trump
remains at 39%, this usual score, but
now, and this is something new, 51%
strongly disapprove.

Trump recently posted a video online,
based on “The Lion King,” that
showed Trump as the king of the
jungle but portrayed both former
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President Barack Obama and former
First Lady Michelle Obama as apes.
The portrayal of Black people as apes
is an old racist trope that goes back to
the days of slavery and to the Jim
Crow era of disfranchisement,
segregation, and lynching and served
to dehumanize African Americans.
Both Democrats and Republicans
strongly condemned the post. Senator
Tim Scott, the Republicans only Black
senator, usually a loyal Trump
follower, said he hoped the post was a
fake, “because it's the most racist
thing I've seen out of this White
House.” But it was not a fake, Trump
or one of his assistants had actually
posted it. After the criticism, he was
forced to take it down—but he refused
to apologize.

Creating more criticism, Trump
recently said, “We [the Republican
Party] should take over the voting, the
voting in at least many — 15 places.
The Republicans ought to nationalize
the voting.” Trump claims that in
Democratic Party states and cities,
such as Philadelphia, Atlanta and
Detroit voting is corrupt. And
elsewhere he complains that aided by
the Democratic Party immigrants who
are not citizens are voting. In fact,
there is little voter fraud in the United
States and non-citizen voting is not an
issue. Under the U.S. Constitution,
states manage elections and the U.S.
president has no role whatsoever.
Some Republicans have also criticized
Trump for saying the Federal

government should run the electiong.q .

There’s fear that Trump might declare
a national emergency at the time of
the election, though the law says no
“troops or armed men” can be present
at the polls.

Trump is pushing and so are we.
Across the country people are
organizing against ICE in their
communities, planning to defend their
elections, and will demonstrate again
on March 28, declaring Stop Ice! And
No Kings!

7 February 2026

Germany joins Hungary in prosecuting
left-wing activists

7 February, by Gus Fagan

The state’s use of law courts and
prison as a weapon against democratic
protest is happening not just in Britain
but across Europe. In Britain,
protesters have been imprisoned
under anti-terrorism law. In Germany,
they are being imprisoned under a law
which charges them with being
members of a ‘criminal organisation’.
But what is most alarming in the
German case is the way in which the
German government is cooperating
with the repressive Hungarian regime
of Viktor Orbdn in imprisoning
German citizens who took part in an
international anti-fascist protest in
Budapest in 2023. This is known in
Germany as the Budapest Komplex.

On 26 January 2026, in the Regional
Court in Diisseldorf, six people were
accused of having taken part in
physical combat with Nazis in
Budapest in February 2023 and
causing bodily harm. The background
to this is the fact that, on 12 February
each year, thousands of Nazi
sympathisers from across Europe
march in Budapest to commemorate
the escape of fascist troops from that
city at the end of the second world

war. The Hungarian government turns
a blind eye but there are regular anti-
fascist protests.

In the encounter of opposing sides in
February 2023, a number of Nazis
were injured. Orban’s right-wing
government used the opportunity to
strike a blow against the international
anti-fascist movement. Local activists
were arrested and imprisoned and
international arrest warrants were
issued for foreign activists from
Germany, Italy, France and elsewhere.

The German authorities used these
arrest warrants for their own agenda
against the anti-fascist movement in
Germany. Using Section 129 of the
German Criminal Code (which defines
a ‘criminal organisation), police began
the search for the accused.

Maja arrested

This German-Hungarian cooperation
led to the arrest, in Berlin in
December 2023, of a non-binary
woman from Jena (Maja [1]). The
defence team fought for months to

prevent her extradition to Hungary.
Then on 27 June 2024, the Berlin
court approved the extradition. The
German Constitutional Court, the next
day, 28 June 2024, ruled against the
extradition, saying that insufficient
checks had been made and that there
was some doubt that ‘the protection of
the applicant, who identifies as non-
binary, would be sufficiently
guaranteed. This appears doubtful at
the very least’. But the German
authorities, the night before,
anticipating the court ruling, had
already sent Maja to Budapest.

The action against anti-fascists in
Germany who participated in the
Budapest protest continued and, on 6
May 2024, a Nuremberg activist
(Hanna) was arrested and appeared
before the court in Munich on 19
February 2025. The prosecution
accused her of attempted murder and
demanded an eight-year sentence. The
evidence against he was questionable
- no evidence that she had even been
in Budapest and reliance on the
disputed recognition technology used
by the Hungarian police. The charge
of attempted murder was rejected but
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she was said to be a member of ‘a
criminal organisation’, had ‘inflicted
bodily harm’, and was sentenced to
five years in prison.

By the start of 2025, six other activists
had been arrested on charges relating
to the Budapest protest and their trial
started in Diisseldorf on 26 January
this year. They are accused of
belonging to a criminal organisation,
causing bodily harm and of attempted
murder in Budapest.

Harsh prison
conditions for
anti-fascist

Meanwhile, in Budapest, the
extradited activist, Maja, has been
kept in isolation in a damp, bedbug-
infested cell, with inadequate shower
facilities, is under constant video
surveillance day and night, and is
brought into court wearing chains.
She had to be hospitalised after a 40-
day hunger strike in 2025 but the
German authorities refused to
intervene. On 4 February 2026, the

Budapest court sentenced her to eight
years in prison.

There have been solidarity
demonstrations in many German cities
demanding the return of Maja and an
end to her inhumane imprisonment.
The Constitutional Court’s concerns
about the treatment of Maja in a
Hungarian prison is very real. This is a
regime famous for its anti-LGBT
measures. Gender-study courses at
university were forced to close and
gender change is officially prohibited.

Under Orbén’s premiership, Budapest
has become an epicentre of the
European Union’s shift to the far
right. Since 2023, his regime has tried
to use the EU’s internal extradition
protocols to round up left-wingers in
other countries of the EU who joined
Hungary’s anti-fascist demonstration.
Previous German governments had
highlighted Hungary’s disrespect for
human rights and the rule of law.
However the present conservative
government of Friedrich Merz was
willing to extradite German citizens to
be prosecuted by Orbéan’s repressive
regime. The European Arrest Warrant,
introduced in 2004, is a classical

extradition procedure. It was based op)

the claim that, in the EU, all citizens
would have the same fundamental
legal rights. But this is clearly not the
case where Hungary is concerned.
Germany’s willingness to join Hungary
in prosecuting its own citizens, based
on questionable evidence supplied by
the Hungarian police, is a very serious
development and is something the left
across Europe needs to be aware of.
We need to show our solidarity with
those on trial in Diisseldorf and those
already in prison in Germany and
Hungary.

6 February 2026

Source: Anti*Capitalist Resistance.

Footnotes

[1] For more information on
solidarity with Maja see: Maja.

Redemocratise society and politics to
overcome the colonial situation

6 February, by Luis Bonilla-Molina

This defeat is expressed in the lack of
an autonomous, popular and self-
organised response in the streets
against the military aggression and
the colonial situation that the United
States intends to impose. The
government has managed to organise,
from the apparatus of power,
diminished mobilisations without a
combative spirit; the right wing was
immobilised by Trump’s recognition of
the colonial administration board led
by Delcy Rodriguez; the radical, anti-
capitalist, and anti-colonial left wing
also failed to mobilise popular sectors;
whilst the popular movement was
activated this February 2 in response
to its most deeply felt demand: wages
and better material living conditions.

To tell the truth, however painful it
may be, there are no possibilities at
this time for unified mobilisations that
demonstrate anti-imperialist national
unity. Maduro’s regime has led us to
this disaster.

The release of political prisoners has
restored hope, although fear has not
dissipated because those freed are
subject to precautionary measures
that prevent them from speaking out
or expressing their opinions. The
perseverance of the mothers and
families of political prisoners has
achieved the most significant
democratic victory in recent years.
This has brought the democratic
agenda to the forefront.

However, public life, the exercise of
citizenship, has reached its lowest
point, leading to collective despair.
This is expressed politically in the fact
that a significant segment of the
population, not only on the right,
believes that US tutelage might be
better than Maduro’s misrule. That is
why we don’t see large-scale
mobilisations or a national anti-
imperialist front; to deny this is to
misunderstand the current political
moment.

Consequently, the struggle to
redemocratise the country’s social and
political life must be the priority on
the national agenda, which involves
the reinstitutionalisation of public
powers and a space to address urgent
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social demands. This is the only
possible path to open channels for
anti-colonial consciousness and
struggle. Without the democratisation
of Venezuelan society, it will be
impossible to recover the Republic.

In previous colonialist experiences,
the aggressor fosters the formation of
puppet political parties, due to their
acceptance of the colonial condition,
whom they consider wvalid
interlocutors; today, a significant part
of the political class, those in
government and sectors of the
opposition that are functional to the
status quo, strive to fulfill that role.
Consequently, the challenge is to build
democratic political parties that truly
fulfill the intermediary role necessary

to constructively restore the Republic.
This implies creating spaces for
convergence amidst differences and
organising pluralistic political
instruments, as the only way to
prevent redemocratisation from
leading to the rise of parties that
perpetuate a colonial situation.

It is not easy, because we come from
decades of polarisation, discord, and
abandonment of politics as the art of
making the impossible possible to
benefit the majority. For the non-
Madurist left, this implies overcoming
subjectivism, sectarianism, and radical
posturing without the capacity to
connect with the mass movement, but
it also means defending identity,

preserving the right to exist as 23,

power option for the humble, for the
popular sectors, within the framework
of an imperial agenda that may
promote the proscription of any
political instrument referenced in
socialism. Reinventing oneself to avoid
making mistakes is the biggest
challenge for the Venezuelan left in
such a complex time as the present.

3 February 2026

Translated by David Fagan for
International Viewpoint.

Why Myanmar’s Election Matters for India’s

Northeast

5 February, by Sushovan Dhar

This Sunday marks the final round of
Myanmar’s three-phase general
election, yet it hardly resembles a
democratic contest. Held amidst a
brutal civil war, the process has
unfolded with its outcome largely
predetermined. The military-backed
Union Solidarity and Development
Party (USDP) has already secured the
bulk of contested seats, and when
combined with the 25 per cent of
parliamentary seats reserved for
unelected military appointees, the
generals who seized power in
February 2021 are guaranteed
effective control of the legislature. The
election, in other words, does not
resolve Myanmar’s political crisis; it
codifies the military’s dominance
within a constitutional fagade.

Far from signalling a return to civilian
rule, the election marks a new phase
in the junta’'s attempt to legitimise
repression at home while stabilising
its authority across borders.

Manufacturing

Legitimacy

The defining features of the current
polls are now well established: the
dissolution of parties that secured an
overwhelming mandate in 2020; the
mass exclusion of entire townships
from the voting process; forced
mobilisation through threats of
conscription, imprisonment, and loss
of livelihood; and polling conducted
amidst airstrikes, armed clashes, and
military occupations. The regime has
predetermined the outcomes by
hollowing out participation and
sharply reducing turnout. What is
being staged is not a contest for
power but a performance of order.
Under such conditions, elections
strengthen authoritarian rule. They
permit violence to be reframed as law
enforcement, dissent to be
criminalised as anti-constitutional
activity, and resistance to be redefined
as terrorism against an ‘elected’ state.
The shift is not from coercion to
consent but from emergency rule to
juridified repression.

By holding elections without resolving
the internal crisis, the Myanmar junta

seeks to stabilise itself rather than the
country. Territorial fragmentation
remains intact, with large areas
beyond junta control. Armed
resistance has not diminished; in many
regions, it has expanded. In a sense,
the election does not bridge the
legitimacy gap but exposes it. And
authoritarian regimes confronted with
such gaps rarely compromise—they
escalate.

Such behaviour has consequences that
cannot be contained within Myanmar’s
borders. The normalisation of
repression and the prolongation of
war spread instability instead of
eliminating it. Border regions become
zones where conflict is displaced
outward, where humanitarian crises,
militarisation, and political
exceptionalism accumulate. It is here
that the regional consequences of
Myanmar’s sham election come
sharply into focus.

Northeast: A Frontier of Spillover

For India’s Northeast, Myanmar’s
election is not an abstract question of


https://internationalviewpoint.org/Why-Myanmar-s-Election-Matters-for-India-s-Northeast
https://internationalviewpoint.org/Why-Myanmar-s-Election-Matters-for-India-s-Northeast
https://internationalviewpoint.org/Why-Myanmar-s-Election-Matters-for-India-s-Northeast
https://internationalviewpoint.org/_Sushovan-Dhar_
https://nenow.in/neighbour/myanmar/myanmar-begins-first-general-election-since-2021-coup-amid-civil-war-and-boycotts.html
https://nenow.in/neighbour/myanmar/myanmar-begins-first-general-election-since-2021-coup-amid-civil-war-and-boycotts.html
https://nenow.in/neighbour/myanmar/myanmar-begins-first-general-election-since-2021-coup-amid-civil-war-and-boycotts.html
https://nenow.in/neighbour/myanmar/myanmar-military-airstrike-on-mrauk-u-hospital-kills-at-least-31.html
https://nenow.in/neighbour/myanmar/myanmar-junta-seizes-eastern-town-ahead-of-controversial-december-elections.html

democratic norms but a concerning
political development unfolding next
door. The regions of Myanmar most
affected by conflict—Sagaing, Chin,
Kachin, and northern Shan—border
Mizoram, Manipur, Nagaland, and
Arunachal Pradesh. The continuation
of civil war across this frontier
transforms the Northeast into a
neighbouring theatre of consequence.

In Mizoram, the impact is most visible
in the steady presence of Chin
refugees fleeing violence and
repression. Mostly sheltered by
community networks and church-
based solidarity, these refugees no
longer face temporary emergency
displacement. The junta’s election
strategy forecloses the possibility of
return. Repression is no longer
episodic; it is institutionalised. Yet the
Indian state continues to deny refugee
recognition, refusing a national legal
framework and leaving border states
to manage a permanent humanitarian
situation through ad hoc means. The
contradiction between state-level
accommodations and the union
government’s militarisation is likely to
deepen.

Manipur is situated at the intersection
of Myanmar’s civil war and India’s
internal fractures, posing a significant
risk. The presence of ethnic groups
living across the border and the
state’s own unresolved political
conflicts exacerbate an already
volatile situation. Hindutva-inflected
security narratives and domestic
power equations easily
instrumentalise external instability in
a context of acute internal violence
and political breakdown. The
dominant narrative recasts cross-
border movement as infiltration and
labels refugees as security threats.
Ethnic kinship is redefined as external
interference. This approach recreates
a politics of suspicion that feeds
militarism, exceptional laws, and the
erosion of civil space.

(Un)Free Movement Regime

The acceleration of border fencing
along the India-Myanmar frontier, the
suspension of the Free Movement
Regime, and the resurgence of
citizenship anxieties are often

presented as separate responses to
security concerns. In reality, the
normalisation of war in Myanmar
provides a rationale for a unified
framework of governance. The junta’s
assertion of electoral legitimacy
provides a veneer of political
justification for this shift: a violent
neighbour is no longer depicted as a
failing state but as a sovereign
authority with whom borders must be
secured, populations categorised, and
mobility regulated.

The dismantling of the Free Movement
Regime marks a decisive break with
the social and historical reality of the
frontier. For centuries, cross-border
movement among Naga, Kuki-Chin-
Zomi, and other communities
functioned as the basis of everyday
life. Its suspension reframes historical
and cultural continuity as illegality;
mobility becomes suspicion, and
kinship becomes a security risk. In
this context, refugees fleeing
repression in Myanmar are easily
folded into a language of infiltration,
particularly in states already fractured
by ethnic conflict.

These anxieties do not exist in
isolation. They intersect with
citizenship issues—most notably the
NRC—whose logic rests on
documentary proof, bureaucratic
enumeration, and exclusion. Even
where the NRC is not formally
implemented, its shadow looms large.
The effect is anticipatory compliance:
communities internalise the fear of
being rendered illegal, foreign, or
expendable. The border thus ceases to
be merely a line of defence; it
becomes a device for reordering
belonging itself.

Militarisation of the Region

Under these conditions, militarisation
ceases to be exceptional and becomes
a mode of governance in its own right.
Security forces do not simply enforce
the border; they regulate movement,
livelihoods, and political expression.
Exceptional measures—checkpoints,
surveillance, armed patrols, and
emergency laws—become routinised.
What is portrayed as protection
against external threats, in essence,
serves internal disciplining.

This has profound consequences for
the Northeast states. The region is not
governed through political mediation
or democratic negotiation, but
through a permanent security lens.
Development is subordinated to
control; citizenship to verification;
peace to manageability. The rhetoric
of connectivity and ‘Act East’ is quietly
displaced by a buffer-zone logic,
where stability is defined not by
justice or consent but by the mere
absence of visible disorder.

Repression Beyond Borders

In this sense, Myanmar’s sham
election does not merely justify
repression within its frontiers; it helps
entrench a political order within
India’s Northeast where coercion
substitutes for politics. Militarisation
becomes the default grammar of
rule—not because it resolves conflict,
but because it renders conflict
administratively governable.
Myanmar’s sham election and its
repressive consequences have the
potential to trigger sustained refugee
flows, deeper militarisation, and
ethnic polarisation in India’s
Northeast.

What is striking in this trajectory is
the quiet role of the Indian state.
Treating Myanmar’s election as
inevitable and prioritising security
coordination over political distance,
New Delhi actively participates in the
normalisation of authoritarian rule
rather than acting as a neutral
observer of its consequences. Border
fencing, refugee denials, and the
suspension of mobility regimes are not
merely defensive responses; they are
political choices that align India’s
border governance with the junta’s
logic of control. In doing so, the Indian
state helps translate Myanmar’s
internal repression into a regional
order structured around surveillance,
exclusion, and managed instability.

Analysing this only as a foreign policy
issue misses the point. The Northeast
is not merely adjacent to Myanmar’s
crisis; it is structurally exposed to it.
Authoritarian elections do not end
wars—they reorganise them, and their
consequences travel outward across
borders that repression alone cannot



seal.

23 January 2026

Source: Northeast Now
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A historic peasant mobilization in Greece

4 February, by Andreas Sartzekis

The reasons for the anger are many
and deep-seated. The economic
situation, with rising costs (electricity)
and insufficient and delayed subsidies.
Meanwhile, Mitsotakis’ right-wing
government is trying to stifle the
scandal of an agricultural office that
embezzled a billion euros in European
funds to serve its clientele!

At the same time, the farmers of
Thessaly remain destitute, two years
after the terrible storm Daniel.
Another cause is sheep pox, which has
already led to the slaughter of 500,000
animals since August 2024 and is
intensifying. However, the
government refuses to vaccinate and
offers no solution to combat the
disease, with risks for dairy exports.

Mitsotakis has not criticized the
Mercosur agreement, which is
disastrous for this agricultural country
with no efficient industrial network,
and his MEPs voted in favor of the
agreement despite protests from
farmers in his own camp!

In general, the farming community has
noted the right wing’s total
indifference to the real risk of the
sector’s disappearance.

A popular
mobilization

These accumulated causes meant that,
unlike previous mobilizations, this one
did not play on “competition” between
the blockades, with the action still
based on roadblocks, this time very
numerous, to stop or slow down traffic
on the country’s major roads. Faced
with Mitsotakis’ intransigence,
national coordination and grassroots
general assemblies helped to avoid
attempts at division.

Although thousands of tractors were
on the roads, the desired effect was
above all to show a united force,
rather than to bring about a total
blockade. And this time, many young
farmers were resolutely committed. As
a result, this mobilization was very
popular, and many supporters came to
the blockades: young people,
workers...

A defeat?

Unwilling to give in, Mitsotakis sought
early on to criminalize the movement,

labeling it “extremist” (and eveps.

“fascist”!). He failed in his attempt to
divide the movement by creating and
inviting a puppet delegation that even
included people with no connection to
the farming world! And he believed
that repression and trials would make
the mobilized peasants back down, but
in vain: they have nothing left to lose.

For their part, the left and PASOK
certainly affirmed their support... but
without going as far as what would
have been decisive: pushing for a
national solidarity strike.

Faced with the contempt of the right
wing and the lack of prospects with
the blockades alone, the barricades
have now been lifted. Despite this
setback, the anger remains intact, and
the idea of a national rally in Athens is
gaining momentum. On that day, a
general strike will be necessary!

25 January 2026

Translated by International
Viewpoint from I’Anticapitaliste.

On the Recent Agreement Between Damascus
and the Kurdish Administration

3 February, by Gilbert Achcar

The first point to note is that the
agreement announced last Friday
constitutes a compromise in which the
balance tilts in favour of the regime in
Damascus. It is a compromise insofar
as it was concluded between two

parties, neither of which has lost the
ability to continue fighting. Indeed,
the Syrian Democratic Forces (SDF),
even after being largely reduced to
their predominantly Kurdish core, still
retain substantial military strength in

the current Syrian balance of power.
They command tens of thousands of
seasoned fighters—men and women
alike—motivated by a national cause
forged through a century of partition
and oppression. Moreover, their
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political backbone rests on an
ideological current that has adapted to
historical changes, thus remaining
deeply rooted.

By contrast, the forces of the new
Syrian regime are not significantly
larger than the Kurdish forces and
lack cohesion. They constitute a
hybrid coalition composed of Hayat
Tahrir al-Sham, other jihadist groups
(some of them non-Syrian), and forces
directly loyal to Ankara—units
belonging to the so-called Syrian
National Army.

This configuration means that the
existing balance of power would allow
the Kurdish side to resist Damascus’s
forces for a considerable period,
provided it received external support
to prevent isolation and encirclement.
However, both actors capable of
providing such support have betrayed
the Syrian Kurdish movement. The
first, of course, is the United States,
which under the current Trump
administration has shifted from
relying on the SDF in the fight against
ISIS to relying on Turkey and the new
Syrian regime sponsored by Ankara.
The second is the Kurdistan Regional
Government in northern Iraq, led by
the Barzani family, close allies of
Ankara (see last week'’s article, “The
Kurds and the Syrian Regime”, Al-
Quds Al-Arabi, 27 January 2026).

Conversely, the forces of the new
Damascus regime enjoy unwavering
and unlimited Turkish support in their
confrontation with the Kurdish
movement. Faced with this reality, the
SDF is left with two bitter options:
surrender or wage a war to preserve
its dignity—a war that risks becoming

suicidal, akin to some of the heroic,
yet ultimately vain, epic struggles
witnessed throughout history. As a
result, the SDF opted for compromise
in order to buy time, hoping for a
change in circumstances, whether at
the regional level - given the region’s
persistent volatility - or at the
international level, given Donald
Trump’s unpredictability, his
susceptibility to pressure from
Netanyahu that counterbalances
Erdogan’s influence, and the
possibility therefore that his position
may yet shift.

For its part, the Damascus regime also
preferred compromise to launching a
fierce northern war that could
undermine its efforts to consolidate
control over the rest of Syrian
territory or further deepen its
dependence on Ankara, thereby
harming its image and limiting its
ambitions. The compromise entailed
Damascus abandoning its demand for
the immediate dissolution of Kurdish
self-administration and its armed
forces, as well as its insistence on
deploying large contingents of regime
forces into the core of SDF-controlled
areas. Instead, the agreement
provided for the initiation of limited
steps—whose interpretation may still
be disputed—toward integrating these
areas into the military, administrative,
and legal framework of the new Syrian
state.

There is therefore little doubt that the
present compromise has not resolved
the conflict but has instead shifted it
from a military to a political phase.
This new phase will involve a political

struggle that continues the war byg.

other means, just as war itself is a
continuation of politics by other
means, as the maxim goes. The
Kurdish side will seek to preserve the
de facto self-administration it has
exercised for a decade, in fulfilment of
its legitimate aspiration to self-
determination, even if this
administration is formally integrated
into the Syrian state. Meanwhile,
Ankara will persistently and
relentlessly pressure Damascus to
intensify its demands for full Kurdish
surrender and submission to
centralized rule.

The question, then, is whether
Washington can restrain both sides -
the Kurds and the Turks - so as to
keep the situation within the bounds
of a compromise that each side
publicly claims to accept. This is a
very uncertain wager. It is more likely
that the fragility of last Friday’s
agreement will soon become evident,
and that the language - and perhaps
even the practice - of war will once
again prevail over the language of
consensus, with this agreement
followed by others just as temporary,
in a pattern all too familiar in this part
of the world.

3 February 2026

Translated from the Arabic original
published in Al-Quds al-Arabi for the
author’s blog. Feel free to republish or
to publish in other languages, with
mention of the source.

Zurich: 3,000 people protest against Trump

and the WEF

2 February, by BES/MPS

It was the largest anti-WEF
demonstration in Switzerland since
2018, when Trump attended the WEF
for the first time. The presence of the
warmonger and fascist Trump at the
WEF was very unpopular with a large

number of people. The demonstration
was therefore particularly lively and
noisy.

However, the strong turnout at this
demonstration goes beyond the

outrage caused by Trump. It also
reflects the fact that more and more
people are rebelling against the
capitalist economic and social system,
which has already caused so many
crises and so much suffering in the
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first weeks of the new year. Anti-
capitalist slogans were therefore
particularly prominent.

It was striking that Palestine was
regularly mentioned in protest against
the participation of Israeli President
Isaac Herzog in Davos. The latter is
jointly responsible for the genocide in
Gaza.

MPS action during
the demonstration

The Kurdish bloc was also particularly
important. Left-wing Kurdish
organizations protested against the
presence of Syrian butcher Ahmed al-
Scharaa at the WEF. The latter is
currently attacking the autonomous
Kurdish areas in Syria. Solidarity with

the Iranian people in revolt was also
expressed.

Until yesterday, a delegation from the
murderous mullah regime was even
invited to Davos. It was only after
international protests that the WEF
removed the name of Iranian Foreign
Minister Abbas Araghchi from the
guest list, without comment.

Under the motto “A Spirit of
Dialogue”, the WEF 2026 wants to
facilitate dialogue between far-right
autocrats and business leaders. Yet
history has taught us that fascists
should not be courted, but fought. The
WEF is therefore part of the problem,
not the solution.

The replacement of the corrupt WEF
president Klaus Schwab by Larry Fink

(BlackRock) and André Hoffmanpy

(Roche) changes nothing, but rather
symbolizes the current evolution of
capitalism. In many countries,
including Switzerland, billionaires and
big business bosses are taking the
political reins themselves in order to
assert their financial interests with
even greater cynicism. The WEF
cannot be reformed. We will continue
our resistance against the WEF, its
strategic partners and the autocrats
present until the WEF is abolished and
capitalism is defeated.

19 January 2026

Source: Sozialismus.ch.

National Protests Continue Against ICE and

Trump

1 February, by Dan La Botz

Tens of thousands protested Trump’s
immigration policies this past
weekend after the murder of two U.S.
citizens by Immigration and Customs
Enforcement (ICE) agents. There were
demonstrations in hundreds of cities.
Huge protests in Minneapolis. A
massive march in frigid New York
City. Militant demonstrations against
ICE in Los Angeles where activists
threw objects at L.A. police who
protected an ICE facility. High school
and college student walkouts in
California and Florida.

At the same time, the country has
been shocked by the unprecedented
arrest of journalist Don Lemon,
formerly of CNN, and award-winning
journalist Georgia Fort. In St. Paul,
Minneapolis’ twin, city on January, 18,
they followed activists who confronted
a pastor who is also an ICE agent in
his church. The two were later
arrested by FBI and Department of
Homeland Security (DHS) agents,
accused of organizing the protest, and
charged with violating the
congregants’ right to freedom of

worship. Not surprisingly, given
Trump’s racist regime, both
journalists are Black.

In an equally startling development in
January, FBI agents searched a Fulton
County, Georgia, election center for
ballots from the 2020 election. Trump
has falsely claimed that that election,
which he lost, was stolen. The
government claims it is investigating
voter fraud but this is clearly about
gathering voter information and
intimidating votes. Attorney General
Pam Bondi has sued Minnesota and 23
other states for their voter records,
she said the chaos in Minneapolis
could end if the state turned over its
voting records.

Another injustice appalled the
country: the arrest in Minneapolis and
transportation to the Dilly Detention
center in Texas of five-year-old Liam
Ramos, shown in videos with his
Spiderman backpack and his hat with
bunny ears, DHS claimed the child
had been abandoned, though he lived
with his mother and his father, the

latter also arrested and both sent to
the Dilly. There inmates protested in
the prison yard shouting “Let us out.”
Supporters also came to protest
outside the prison but were driven
away by police using tear gas and
beating them. A judge has ordered the
boy and his father to be released.

Minnesota Governor Tim Walz and
Minneapolis Mayor Jacob Frey have
demanded that ICE end its “invasion”
and be removed entirely. But Trump
and Border Czar Tom Homan refused
to withdraw any of the 3,000 agents in
Minneapolis. The city brought suit
against ICE seeking an injunction, but
a federal judge refused.

But the country has reached a turning
point. The videos of the killing on
January 24 of Alex Pretti, the nurse
who carried a pistol for which he had
a permit, clearly showed that ICE had
murdered him. Trump officials called
him a terrorist. No one believed it.
Democrats, Republicans and
conservative gun-rights activists
criticized Trump. Political polls show
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that Americans, Democrats,
Republicans, and independents, reject
ICE’s violent attacks on immigrants
and citizens alike. January polls
showed that over 60% of voters
oppose ICE’s tactics.

In Congress, Democrats pressured

Republicans in an attempt to cut the
budget for the Department of
Homeland Security. Democrats have
demanded the unmasking of
immigration agents, an end to ICE’s
indiscriminate sweeps through
communities, that they obtain judicial
arrest warrants, and that they adhere
to strict use-of-force guidelines. Still,

it is not clear if the Democrats can win
those demands.

There is now a national movement
against ICE, and it is growing. And
Trump could lose control of Congress.
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