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Some Reflections on the Water Crisis in
Puerto Rico
21 July, by Manuel Rodríguez Banchs

The water  crisis  in  Puerto  Rico  has
been  predictable,  and  we  see  its
effects  repeatedly.  Each  time  the
water  situation  worsened,  proposals
emerged and solutions were presented
through large-scale projects involving
the construction of new infrastructure,
i n c l u d i n g  v a r i o u s  f o r m s  o f
privatisation  and  the  diversion  of
public funds to private companies. A
prime example is the super-aqueduct,
a  project  that  was  unnecessary,
environmentally  damaging,  and  a
source of corruption. Furthermore, it
was  warned  that  a  pipe  six  feet  in
diameter and over 50 kilometers long
would cause ruptures and breakdowns
that would be difficult to repair and
would  present  access  problems.  The
proposed  solutions  have  generally
arisen  as  reactions  to  crit ical
situations  and  have  not  been  the
product of the necessary reflection on
the root causes of the problems that
they are intended to solve.  Planning
and  maintenance  have  been  absent
from  water  management  as  a  vital
resource and from the administration
of  the  Autoridad  de  Acueductos  y
Alcantarillados (Puerto Rico Aqueduct
and  Sewer  Authority  or  AAA).
Although the privatisation of the AAA
was a failure, this policy has persisted
through outsourcing.

Government policies over the past 50
years have been aimed at ensuring the
conditions for the pursuit and capture
of private profit. They have promoted
a reduction in the size of government,
but contrary to the stated objective of
this reduction, the announced savings
have  not  been  achieved,  and  public
spending  has  not  been  reduced.
Instead, neoliberal programmes have
been adopted that have facilitated the
diversion of public funds into private
pockets.

Social Crisis
Every day, large areas of the country
face the problem of a lack of drinking
water. Tens of thousands of people are
deprived of  this  vital  resource daily.
According  to  official  data,  the  most
recent  crisis  deprived  more  than
110,000 subscribers of this resource,
wh ich—accord ing  to  census
figures—affected  more  than  250,000
people.  This  situation  was  not
adequately resolved due to the deep
fragmentation,  divisions,  and  power
struggles  within  the  Partido  Nuevo
Progresista (New Progressive Party or
PNP). These struggles have spread to
all  branches  of  government.  The
inadequate response to  this  crisis  is

also related to the ineptitude of  the
people  that  the  PNP  places  in
management positions in government
agencies and departments. According
to the most recent corruption scandal
revealed  by  Sebastián  Negrón
Reichard,  former  Secretary  of
Economic Development, this situation
is a consequence of the only criterion
used for the selection of these people:
their  affiliation and activism in  PNP
campaigns,  regardless  of  their
ineptitude.  According  to  messages
released by Negrón Reichard, sent by
Francisco  Domenech,  the  governor’s
secretary,  the  criterion  for  these
appointments  is  that  they be people
"who screwed up"  in  the  governor’s
primary  campaign  and  the  general
election. According to some of these
m e s s a g e s ,  t h e  g o v e r n o r ’ s
secretary—who is also the governor’s
spokesperson—does  not  tolerate  the
appointment of  people "who are not
members  of  the  New  Progressive
Party to positions of trust."

However, the country’s water supply
problems  predate  the  most  recent
breakdowns  in  the  super-aqueduct
and have two main sources.  On the
one  hand,  they  s tem  from  the
deterioration of infrastructure, a lack
of planning and maintenance, a lack of
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understanding  of  the  system  by
managers  and  contractors,  and  the
reduced  supply  capacity  of  the
reservoirs  and  problems  at  the
filtration  plants.  It  is  estimated that
the AAA loses approximately 65% of
water  produced  due  to  leaks ,
breakdowns ,  and  over f lows .
Infrastructure  deterioration  can  be
mitigated  through  planning  and
p r e v e n t i v e  a n d  c o r r e c t i v e
maintenance programmes. The lack of
knowledge of the system is limited to
sen ior  management  and  AAA
contractors, as AAA workers are very
familiar  with  the  complexity  of  the
system.  They  have  the  experience,
knowledge,  and  ability  to  identify
pipes,  leaks,  and  other  problems.
H o w e v e r ,  n e i t h e r  t h e  A A A
management  nor  the  government
takes  them  into  account  or  allows
them  the  necessary  participation  to
address the serious problems we face.

On  the  other  hand,  water  supply
problems are also due to the reduction
in storage capacity. Sedimentation of
reservoirs  seriously  affects  their
storage  capacity  and  limits  water
availability,  according  to  the  final
d ra f t  o f  the  C l imate  Change
Mitigation, Adaptation and Resilience
Plan  for  Puerto  Rico  [1]  of  the
Committee of Experts and Advisors on
Climate  Change  (CEACC)  revised  in
2024.  [2]  The reduction in  reservoir
capacity and the problems at filtration
plants are a consequence of sediment
buildup in both reservoirs and filters.
This  sedimentation,  which  reduces
storage capacity and impairs filtration,
originates from two main sources: a)
erosion and b) particulate matter from
construction projects. Deforestation of
t h e  f o r e s t s  t h a t  p r o t e c t  t h e
watersheds  that  feed  reservoirs
causes  soil  erosion.  This  erosion
increases  sedimentation  in  lakes
through  rainwater  runoff,  which
contributes  to  weathering,  carries
away  decomposing  material,  and
transports rocks and soil eroded from
the  surface  into  the  reservoirs.  But
c u r r e n t l y ,  e n v i r o n m e n t a l
destruction—which also includes cases
of  deforestation—is  primarily  due  to
construction  projects  that  affect
forests  and  areas  near  rivers  and
streams, many of which feed into lakes
that  store  water.  This  situation  is
exacerbated by the waste from these
same construction projects,  which is

a lso  carr ied  by  the  water  and
c o n t r i b u t e s  t o  i n c r e a s e d
sedimentat ion.

Crisis of Nature
Puerto Rico is one of the 10 countries
in  the  world  most  affected  by  the
climate  crisis,  according  to  the
Climate Risk Index (CRI) published in
February  2025  by  the  international
b o d y  G e r m a n w a t c h .  [ 3 ]  T h e
sedimentation situation worsened with
Hurricane Maria, which struck Puerto
Rico  on  September  20 ,  2017,
exacerbating  sediment  accumulation.
Rising  temperatures,  altered  rainfall
patterns,  and  the  intensification  of
phenomena  such  as  hurricanes  and
droughts  directly  impact  ecosystems
and infrastructure,  and,  as  we  have
experienced  in  recent  years,  disrupt
daily life.

The  c l ima te  c r i s i s  i s  i n  tu rn
accelerating the water supply crisis in
Puerto Rico. Some forecasts indicate
that there will be changes in rainfall
patterns. [4] Between 1950 and 1980,
severe droughts that led to rationing
occurred every 20 to 25 years.  It  is
important to note that under normal
conditions,  Puerto  Rico  receives
enough rainfall to meet its needs if it
had  sufficient  storage  capacity.
However,  it’s  important to recognise
that  the  climate  crisis  has  led  to
changes in the intensity and frequency
of  droughts,  which now occur  every
five  years.  This  means  we  will  face
more  droughts  requiring  rationing,
which  demands  p lanning  and
preparat ion.

The Puerto Rico Comprehensive Water
Resources Plan - which has not been
u p d a t e d  s i n c e  2 0 1 6  -  o f  t h e
D e p a r t m e n t  o f  N a t u r a l  a n d
Environmental  Resources  indicates
that, historically, droughts begin with
a  reduction  in  rainfall  in  April  and
May,  and  when  they  are  severe,
r e s e r v o i r s  d o  n o t  f i l l  u p
sufficiently.  [5]  According  to  the
document,  periods  of  lower-than-
normal  rainfall  in  the  Caribbean
region coincide with variations in the
El  Niño  phenomenon,  which  in  turn
reduces the number and intensity of
hurricanes.  Experts  have  confirmed
that this meteorological phenomenon
is  already  present,  so  drought

conditions  can  be  expected  in  the
Caribbean. [6] The extreme drought of
2015 required severe restrictions that
affected more than one million people
and resulted in millions of dollars in
agricultural losses, according to data
from  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey.
Another  drought,  in  2020,  forced
water rationing measures and led to
the  dec lara t ion  o f  a  drought
emergency for all  of  Puerto Rico. In
2024,  the  most  severe  drought
category observed in Puerto Rico was
“moderate  drought,”  which  was
present  in  the  southwest  and
northwest  corners  of  the  island,  as
well  as  in  the  eastern  interior,
covering between 40% and 55% of the
territory between January and March,
according  to  the  National  Weather
Service’s  annual  report  published in
January 2025.

Another  factor  affecting  water
availability on the island is rising sea
levels. Rising sea levels increase the
influx of seawater into aquifers. As sea
levels continue to rise, this intrusion
will increase, reducing the availability
of  groundwater.  It  is  essential  to
consider  all  these  factors  when
planning and preparing to mitigate the
impact on this vital resource.

A new threat
In addition to the problems with the
development  model  adopted  in  the
country, which prioritises the interests
of capital and drives the construction
of  environmentally  destructive
projects  like  Esencia  in  Cabo  Rojo,
there  is  a  new threat  that  also  has
irreversible  consequences  for  water
resources. I am referring to the data
centres  promoted  by  Big  Tech.
Specifically,  I  am  referring  to  the
demand  for  a  new  type  of  these
s t r u c t u r e s  t h a t  a r i s e s  a s  a
consequence  of  the  massive  use  of
generative artificial intelligence.

Data centres are not new. [7] These
buildings have existed for decades and
house the servers and other hardware
necessary for the internet to function.
However,  since  ChatGPT’s  public
launch  in  late  2022,  generative
artificial intelligence has experienced
a  dramatic  boom,  requiring  a  large
amount  of  new,  much more  energy-
intensive  equipment.  According  to  a



Consumer Reports report [8] (CR), to
meet the increased energy demand of
these data centres, electric companies
are  investing  billions  of  dollars  in
building  new transmission  lines  and
new power generation plants. [9] This
is one of the main reasons why new
data  centres  can increase  electricity
bills.  Residential electricity costs are
also rising due to the proliferation of
new,  larger-scale  data  centres  that
draw power from the same residential
grids,  increasing  demand.  In  places
where  electricity  generation  and
transmission are privately owned and
therefore  subject  to  market  forces,
this  increased demand also  leads  to
higher electricity prices.

The  rise  of  generative  artificial
intelligence requires these large data
centres  to  operate  24  hours  a  day,
generating a lot of heat whilst causing
them  to  overheat  considerably.  To
prevent  overheating,  these  facilities
use constant water circulation systems
to cool their equipment. According to
estimates  by  the  Environmental
Protection  Agency  (EPA),  a  data
centre  can consume up to  5  million
gallons  of  water  per  day.  [10]  This
only includes direct  consumption for
cooling  the  centre.  Generating  the
electricity  to  keep  data  centres
running requires millions of additional
gallons of  water—even more than is
needed for cooling.

The increasing and widespread use of
generative artificial intelligence comes
at  a  growing environmental  cost.  In
addition to  the energy consumed by
technology companies to operate their
data centres, they also use enormous
quantities of water for cooling due to
the  excessive  heat  they  generate.  A
report  published  by  the  United
Nations University Institute for Water,
Environment and Health warns that by
2030,  water  consumption  for  the
operation of artificial intelligence will
equal the annual needs of 1.3 billion
people. [11] Therefore, it is necessary
to be aware of  the threats to water
posed by new technologies in order to
organise an effective resistance.

The ecosocialist

alternative
The government of Puerto Rico serves
colonial  capitalism,  which  in  turn  is
subservient  to  foreign  capital.  It
responds  to  interests  that  prioritise
short-term private profit over the well-
being of the country and the survival
of humanity. This is confirmed by the
passage  of  Law  82-2026,  which
eliminated the absolute prohibition on
construction  in  specially  protected
rural areas. This legislation authorises
the  approval  of  building  permits  on
these lands if the central government,
municipalities,  or  the  Fiscal  Control
Board  determine  that  the  project  is
strategic.  Two  other  bills  have  also
been introduced to further deregulate
the  granting  of  building  permits,
accelerating environmental vandalism.
The  country’s  current  development
model  is  unsustainable.  Addressing
the crisis we face and averting climate
catastrophe will only be possible if we
abandon  the  prevailing  concept  of
development.  Instead  of  facilitating
environmental  vandalism,  we  must
take  measures  to  protect  the
environment.

It  is  estimated that Hurricanes Irma
and  Mar ia  caused  the  loss  o f
approximately  10%  of  the  country’s
forest cover. This does not include the
dai ly  deforestat ion  caused  by
construction  projects  in  areas  that
should be protected.  Therefore,  it  is
urgent  to  reforest  the  country,
particularly  the  areas  surrounding
water  basins.  It  is  necessary  to
prohibit  construction  on  the  coasts
while  simultaneously  planting  dunes
and  mangroves.  Dredging  reservoirs
to increase storage capacity is critical.
This  must  be  combined  with  a
coherent  programme  for  water
conservation  and  consumption
reduction.  Adopting  a  permanent
p r e v e n t i v e  a n d  c o r r e c t i v e
maintenance plan for the Water and
Sewer  Authority’s  infrastructure  is
essential.  We need to accelerate the
transition  to  renewable  energy
sources.

But  to  achieve  these  advances,  a
reform  of  the  public  service  is
essential—one  that  includes  the
r e c o v e r y  o f  p r i v a t i s e d
services—through  a  democratic
process  with  the  participation  of

workers ,  who  have  f i rs thand
knowledge of  the  system’s  problems
and needs and how to solve them, and
with  the  participation  of  users  who
directly  face  the  consequences  of
government  mismanagement.  We
must  take  all  urgent  and  necessary
measures  to  mitigate  the  social  and
environmental problems that afflict us
and the effects of the climate crisis.

O v e r c o m i n g  t h e  s o c i a l  a n d
environmental problems that afflict us
and reversing the reversible effects of
the climate crisis is impossible under
the rules of this economic system. The
climate  crisis  is  perhaps  the  most
dramatic example. It is not possible to
address  the  climate  crisis  without
making the energy sector—as well as
water  management—public  property
and  administering  it  democratically
with  the  dual  objective  of  satisfying
our needs and reducing environmental
impact .  We  must  a l so  reduce
unnecessary, nonessential, or harmful
production. But this, in turn, requires
placing  broad  sectors  of  productive
activity  under  the  same  social  and
democratic  control.  This  demands
overcoming capitalism. Therefore, we
support  all  struggles  for  immediate
demands that allow us to improve our
situation  within  capitalism,  while
simultaneously  highlighting the need
to change this system and continuing
to  fight  for  a  truly  democratic,
solidarity-based,  and  ecological
society.

27 June 2026

Translated  by  David  Fagan  for
International  Viewpoint  from
Prensasinprisa.

Footnotes
[1]  https://www.drna.pr.gov/ceacc/
publicaciones/borrador-final-plan-
ceacc-2024/

[2] Law 33-2019, which tasked the
Committee of Experts and Advisors
on Climate Change (CEACC) with
developing the plan to address the
implications  of  climate  change,
stipulates that the Joint Committee
of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of
Representatives,  after  formally
receiving the draft, “shall have no
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later  than  the  conclusion  of  the
next regular session to present the
Plan simultaneously to both bodies
of  the  Legislative  Assembly.”
However,  the  legislature  has  not
acted on the Plan.

[3]  https://www.germanwatch.org/
sites/default/files/2025-02/Climate
%20Risk%20Index%202025.pdf

[4]  https://caribbeanclimatehub.or
g / w p -
content/uploads/2024/05/Guia-
Practica-WEB-1.pdf}]  On  the  one
hand, a reduction compared to the
average is anticipated, along with
an increase in heavy and torrential
rain  events.  This  presents  a
serious  situation  for  our  entire
environment  in  the  Caribbean.  A
CEACC report  published in  2022
highlights  that  the  effects  of
climate  change  have  distinct
nuances,  including  sedimentation
i n  m o s t  r e s e r v o i r s ,  h i g h
temperatures,  and  drought.
According  to  these  projections,
water  availability  in  Puerto  Rico
wil l  decrease  even  further.
Reduced  rainfall  could  lead  to
more  frequent  and  prolonged
droughts.

The  United  States  Drought
Monitor recently noted that 4.6%

of Puerto Rico is currently under
moderate  drought  and  36.3%
under  abnormally  dry  conditions,
according to data validated as of
J u n e  9  o f  t h i s
year.[[https://www.drought.gov

[5]  https://drna.pr.gov/wp-content/
uploads/formidable/PIRA-2016.pdf

[6] https://www.cpc.ncep.noaa.gov/
products/analysis_monitoring/enso
_advisory/ensodisc_Sp.shtml}]
According to the National Oceanic
and Atmospheric  Administration’s
(NOAA)  National  Integrated
Drought  Information  System,
Puerto Rico has faced significant
droughts  s ince  1950.[ [The
municipalities  most  prone  to
drought  in  Puerto  Rico  are
principally:  Santa  Isabel,  Salinas,
Juana Díaz,  Guayama and Coamo
(south); Lajas, Cabo Rojo, Sabana
Grande and Guánica (southwest);
Moca and Isabela (northwest); and
Las  Piedras  and  Juncos  (east
interior).

[7] The data centre map indicates
that there are eight data centres in
P u e r t o  R i c o ,  n o n e  o f  t h e
magn i tude  o f  those  be ing
developed by Big Tech companies
i n  o t h e r  c o u n t r i e s .
https://www.datacentermap.com/p

uerto-rico/

[8]  Consumer  Reports  is  an
American  non-profit  organisation,
founded  in  1936,  dedicated  to
conducting  independent  testing,
research, and reviews of products
and services. Its primary goal is to
help  consumers  make  informed,
fa i r ,  and  sa fe  purchas ing
decis ions.

[9] https://www.consumerreports.o
rg/data-centers/ai-data-centers-
impact-on-electric-bills-water-and-
more-a1040338678/

[10]  https://www.wsj.com/pro/sust
a inab le -bus iness /epa -wants -
companies-to-reuse-water-to-cool-
data-centers-1893b6ad

[11] https://unu-edu.translate.goog
/inweh/collection/environmental-
cost-of-AIs-Enrgy-Use-Carbon-
w a t e r - a n d - l a n d -
footprints?_x_tr_sl=en&_x_tr_tl=es
&_x_tr_hl=es&_x_tr_pto=tc

1.

Trump Says U.S. Elections Rife with Fraud,
Demands New Election Law, May Send
Troops to Polling Places. Is He Preparing a
Coup?
20 July, by Dan La Botz

The central features of the act require
that  would-be  first-time  voters  must
produce valid photo identification and
proof  of  citizenship,  and  that  states
must  restrict  mail  in  ballots.  It  also
calls for regular purges of the voter
rolls to eliminate non-legal voters. In
fact,  there  is  very  little  non-citizen
voting  and  no  indication  of  any
problem with mail ballots.

In the United States, state laws, not
federal  laws,  govern  elections.  At
present, most Americans can register
to vote by showing a driver’s license
or social security number. On election
day, they simply have to sign in. The
SAVE  Act  requirements  threaten  to
make  it  impossible  for  millions  of
voters to participate in the November
2026 and future elections. According

to research by the Brennan Center for
Justice  and  the  Campaign  Legal
Center, more than 21 million eligible
American  cit izens  do  not  have
immediate  access  to  proof  o f
citizenship. Many of these are Black,
Latino and poor. Trump also wants to
eliminate  mail-in  voting,  but  eight
states will millions of voters have an
all-mail  election,  or  universal  mail-in
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voting system.

In addition to the proposed SAVE Act,
in  several  states  Trump  and  the
Republicans  have  redrawn  electoral
districts to give themselves more seats
in Congress and for years they have
purged  election  rolls  to  eliminate
likely Democratic voters.

Even  with  all  of  these  measures,
Republicans may lose both houses of
Congress  because  of  Trump’s
unpopular war Iran, rising prices, and
the immigration police (ICE) murder
of  both  immigrants  and  citizens.
Only37% support Trump and his war.
Desperate, Trump may turn to force.

Trump’s  speech  was  intended  to
create  a  sense  that  elections  are
fraudulent  and  to  justify  greater
federal  control  over  them.  He  has
stated  that  he  is  prepared  to  send
troops or immigration police (ICE) to
polling places,  supposedly to protect
the election process, though he has no

legal power to do so. It  is a federal
crime for the military to interfere in
elections and some states ban guns in
polling  places,  though others  permit
them.

His claims of fraud lay the basis for
Trump  to  invoke  the  Nat ional
Emergency Act and deploy troops and
other  federal  agencies  to  polling
places,  a  development  which  would
intimidate  voters  and  possibly  keep
them  from  the  polls.  The  American
Civil  Liberties Union and other such
group  are  preparing  for  such  an
eventuality  as  are  local  poll-watcher
organizations.  Trump  has  been
preparing  the  American  people  to
accept  soldiers  on  their  streets.  He
has  in  this  term  sent  troops  to
California, Oregon, Illinois, Tennessee,
Louisiana,  North  Carolina,  and
Washington, D.C. The next step would
be sending them to all states.

If  Trump  does  declare  a  national
emergency  and  send  in  troops,  he
could have them seize the ballots or

take over the vote counting process.
The deployment of troops could thus
even  be  the  beginning  of  a  coup:
ignoring the actual election outcomes,
declaring the Republicans the victors
in  the  Congressional  elections,  and
then ruling by fiat. This possibility has
been widely debated in liberal journals
and by intellectuals such as historian
Timothy Snyder.

We on the left will have to be vigilant
and active in the movement to protect
voters’  rights.  And  ready  to  join
protests  against  the  presence  of
troops or ICE at the polling places. We
will need mass, peaceful but militant
resistance.

19 July 2026

2.

“This mobilization has awakened something
in the youth”
19 July, by Evelyne Wyns

In recent weeks, French-speaking
education  has  taken  the  lead  in
the sectors in struggle in Belgium.
But  this  struggle  does  not  come
out  of  nowhere:  the  country  has
already  been  plagued  by  major
struggles against the governments
in place for two years.

Two years ago, Belgium had elections
at all levels of government. Wallonia, a
region  historically  dominated  by  the
Socialist  Party,  swung  to  the  right;
and more generally, the whole country
has gone in the same direction, with
regional  and  federal  governments
particularly  radicalized.  As  soon  as
these governments were set up, many
sectors began to resist, particularly on
the  issues  of  pensions  and  social
protection.  Some  have  led  hard
struggles:  ten  consecutive  days  of
strike by railway workers, four weeks
at  the  Post  Office  and  so  on.  And

impressive  interprofessional  days,  in
particular on 14 October 2025 when
m o r e  t h a n  1 4 0 , 0 0 0  p e o p l e
d e m o n s t r a t e d ,  w h i c h  w a s
unprecedented since the 1990s. In this
context,  governments  have  taken  a
hard line, saying that there will be no
backsliding on their part.

But from the beginning, education
was a key sector, at least on the
French-speaking side.

The  government  of  the  Wallonia-
Brussels  Federation,  i.e.  of  the
French-speaking part of the country,
has put forward proposals for reforms
by “programme decrees” as soon as it
was appointed, including programme
decree 2, which has just been voted
through. Among the measures planned
is  the  end  of  the  appointment  of
teachers,  who  will  therefore  be
recruited  on  permanent  contracts
rather than with civil servant status –

which makes it much easier to dismiss
them, and exposes them to pressure
from the  political  regime.  But  there
are  also  many  austerity  measures,
including  the  reduction  of  teachers’
coverage  in  the  event  of  illness,
controls  that  reach  an  absurd
aggressiveness, as well as attacks on
the  support  system  for  precarious
students – we are talking about 55,000
children who will lose their right to a
free  meal  in  the  canteen.  But  what
really set off the powder keg was the
addition of two hours of work to all
teachers in the last three years of high
school, without a salary increase. It is
two hours in front of the class, so in
practice, half a day of work. This also
means ,  in  the  l ong  te rm,  the
elimination of 1,300 to 1,500 jobs.

Teachers have therefore been on the
front lines almost since the formation
of governments: sometimes in sectoral
strikes, sometimes in interprofessional

https://internationalviewpoint.org/This-mobilization-has-awakened-something-in-the-youth
https://internationalviewpoint.org/This-mobilization-has-awakened-something-in-the-youth
https://internationalviewpoint.org/This-mobilization-has-awakened-something-in-the-youth
https://internationalviewpoint.org/_Evelyne-Wyns_


strikes,  and  sometimes  with  other
sectors,  such  as  early  childhood,
childcare,  culture.

With, as the first culmination, the
strike of 14 October?

14 October really lit something up in
our  country,  with  this  massive
demonstration  that  brought  together
all  sectors  of  society.  The  month  of
November  was  very  intense,  with  a
one-day  strike  for  teachers,  then  a
sequence of three consecutive days of
interprofessional  strike,  which  was
again quite unprecedented in Belgium.
But at  that  time,  one could sense a
y a w n i n g  g a p  b e t w e e n  t h e
determination of the workers, ready to
increase in intensity, and the timidity
of  the  union  leaderships,  which
refused to seize the opportunity. This
caused  a  temporary  cooling  of  the
situation, from January to March.

How do you explain this attitude of
the union leadership?

Belgium’s  institutional  model  is
traditionally based on consultation and
compromise. But for the first time in a
long  whi le ,  the  un ions  found
themselves  in  a  situation  where  the
space  for  negotiation  no  longer
existed. When the government invited
them, it was to present them with laws
that  had  already  been  finalized,
without  any margin to  modify  them.
And they haven’t found a strategy to
deal with this.

At  each  demonstration,  throughout
th i s  f i r s t  phase  o f  the  soc ia l
movement, the union leaders took the
floor  to  demand  a  return  to  the
negotiating table, as if that were the
only desirable horizon – to return to a
table where, in any case, it was agreed
that  they  would  not  be  listened  to.
They have never really become aware
of the fact that the model of Belgian-
style consultation, in hushed meetings
and  stuffy  restaurants,  no  longer
exists.

But the social movement abhors a
vacuum…

Yes, and this situation has encouraged
the  emergence  of  self-organized
collectives.  Some,  such  as  École  en
lutte, already existed, but have taken
on a new dynamic in this context, by

criticizing  this  model  of  “drop  by
drop” strikes and demonstrations that
were  repeated  identically  from  the
Gare du Nord to  the Gare du Midi.
They used slightly more radical modes
of  resistance,  including  sabotaging
examination  procedures.  Tension
mounted,  until  delegates  were
expelled  from  their  union  for  “dual
membership”.

At  the  CSC  ,  I  asked  the  question
openly:  I  am  an  activist,  an  anti-
fascist,  I  am a member of  École  en
lutte.  [1].How  secure  am  I  in  this
organization?  Should  I  expect  to  be
excluded?  These  questions  raised  a
great  deal  o f  unease,  and  the
watchword  of  the  principals  was
clearly  to  distance  themselves.

What really changed the situation was
that  a  group  of  teachers ,  in  a
particularly active school in Brussels,
decided  to  set  up  a  collective  on  a
larger  scale.  They  have  shown
themselves to be quite skilful in their
communication and relations with the
press, preparing the ground well, and
mak ing  the  f ound ing  o f  t h i s
organization an event in itself.  Their
idea  was  to  have  a  group  with  an
easily  recognizable  aesthetic,  that
everyone  could  make  their  own:  so
they called it  Mars Attacks,  because
the launch took place in March, and
they  used  the  imagery  from  Tim
Burton’s  film to create their  visuals,
videos and costumes.

At the launch, the collective brought
together  ten  schools.  But  in  the
aftermath,  it  organized  a  general
meeting  to  which  everyone  was
invited:  teachers,  families,  friends,
spouses and so on. The snowball effect
followed, helped quite strongly by the
effectiveness  of  the  communication
which  was  able  to  attract  good
coverage by the press. Schools were
added one after the other, and at the
demonstration  that  followed,  on  9
April, the size of the Mars Attacks bloc
rivalled that of the unions.

Tensions did not reduce immediately,
far from it. From the point of view of
many  union  leaders,  Mars  Attacks
remained  a  collective  of  anarchic
Brussels  residents,  doomed  to
disappear  quickly.  And  what  added
fuel to the fire was that the minister
contacted  Mars  Attacks  directly,

rubbing salt in the wound of the union
leaderships  who  lost  their  historic
place as negotiators. During the day of
mobilization on 9 April, these tensions
almost took an even more acute turn,
with many members of Mars Attacks
pushing for the collective to take the
lead in the procession and start  the
demonstration without waiting for the
union to speak. This did not happen,
but  the  episode  i l lustrates  the
paradoxical nature of this collective: a
mix  of  unionized  and  non-unionized
teachers ,  many  o f  whom  are
participating in a social movement for
the  first  time,  with  an  offbeat  and
good-natured  aesthetic  as  teachers
like it, a broader and more consensual
political  identity  than  very  left-wing
collectives such as École en lutte... but
at the same time, a strong desire to
break  out  o f  the  habi ts  o f  the
conventional  social  movement,
through disobedience. And it’s all the
more  interesting  that  on  the  other
side,  the  unions,  who look down on
these  activists,  nevertheless  shared
the  images  of  the  Mars  Attacks
cortege  on  their  social  networks  –
especially the CSC, which played on
the  fact  that  the  Martian  costumes
populating  the  bloc  were  mostly
green, like the traditional vests of the
confederation.

From there, together with a number of
activists,  we pushed for  the  CSC to
honestly acknowledge the situation: if
the unions always had the masses with
them,  they  lacked  ideas,  and  that’s
precisely  what  collectives  like  this
brought  to  the  table.  This  internal
pressure bore fruit: quickly, the CSC
Enseignement  published a  statement
stating that it supported all actions in
the  direction  of  its  demands,  and
implying  that  it  would  cover  for  its
affiliates who participated. The CGSP
was  forced  to  follow suit,  but  more
timidly. But this new context allowed
for  a  rapid  escalation,  and  Mars
Attacks grew week by week.

To the point of calling for a strike
to the finish?

The  first  announcements  on  the
timetable for  the reform,  which was
then  announced  to  be  voted  on  27
May, served as an alarm signal: from
that moment on, it was known that all
forces  had  to  be  thrown  into  the
battle.  So,  Mars  Attacks  short-



circuited the unions a little, by calling
for  what  we  had  been  waiting  for
months: a renewable strike, until the
withdrawal of the programme decree.
The  unions  were  faced  with  an
ultimatum  –  and  they  decided  to
follow. They filed a strike notice for
every day until 27 May, and when the
parliamentary  opposition  obtained  a
postponement  of  the  vote,  it  was
extended until the holidays, and even
to the beginning of the school year.

This is where we could see a new form
of  complementarity  emerge  between
Mars  Attacks  and  the  unions.  The
latter cover the movement with their
financial resources (daily allowances,
transport  reimbursement  and so  on)
and continue to try to negotiate with
the government. Mars Attacks gladly
lets them do this work, and is content
to  build  the  mobilization,  around  a
simple demand: the withdrawal of the
reform, and with it the resignation of
the ministers who support it, Valérie
Glatigny  (Minister  of  Compulsory
Education)  and  Élisabeth  Degryse
(Minister-President  of  the  Wallonia-
Brussels  Federation,  and Minister  of
Higher  Education).  But  in  concrete
terms, it is Mars Attacks that sets the
agenda.

The collective also showed intelligent
flexibility  and  attention  to  the  new
control  techniques  that  were
emerging  here  and  there.  For
example, it is in the region of Verviers
and Liège that the strike has started
best, thanks to a very effective model
of  mutual  aid between schools,  with
daily  calls  to  reinforce  this  or  that
picket; Mars Attacks quickly analysed
this operation and generalized it. The
strike has taken on a rotating model to
last in the long term: every day, the
teachers who have the most hours go
on strike, while those who have only a
few hours  give them quickly,  before
joining the picket line. And in schools
where  the  management  has  a
repressive  attitude,  teachers  from
other schools are called in to organize
actions  while  protecting  themselves
from  reprisals.  Soon  enough,  the
mobilization  spread  to  students  and
even  parents,  with  the  founding  of
Students Attacks and Parents Attacks.
The students have begun to play a role
in the organisation of pickets – which
is  very rare in  Belgium, which does
not  have  the  tradition  of  blockades

that  can  be  found,  for  example,  in
France.

And we come to this famous week
of June 1st...

As  we  have  said,  the  vote  on  the
programme  decree  was  initially
scheduled  for  27  May,  then  was
postponed following an appeal by the
opposition.  On  Monday  1  June,  the
government  announced  a  forced
passage, setting the date for the vote
on  Thursday  4  June  –  freeing  itself
from  the  deadlines  provided  for  by
parliamentary  rules  in  a  completely
unprecedented  way.  Clearly,  the
objective  was  to  short-circuit  any
protest, since this delay did not even
leave us time to ask for permission for
a demonstration.

On the union side, the tactic initially
chosen was to call on teachers to join
a  march  that  was  already  planned
(and  therefore  authorized)  that
Thursday,  in  the  morning,  for  the
health  sector  –  and  whose  message
was in  fact  broadened.  For its  part,
Mars Attacks called for an afternoon
rally  around  the  Parliament,  despite
the lack of authorisation and the fact
that ,  in  any  case ,  the  s treets
concerned  are  part  of  the  “neutral
zone”, the part of Brussels where all
demonstrations  are  banned.  Quite
quickly, several union leaders relayed
this call with bated breath, inviting the
affiliates to “determine where [their]
conscience dictates [them] to go” and
other  cryptic  phrases,  without
however  taking  the  risk  of  explicit
support.

We  knew  there  would  be  a  lot  of
people. What we did not expect was
the exceptional mobilization of young
people, who completely overwhelmed
the movement in  the early  morning.
Very early on, clashes took place. In
many ways,  this  day represented an
unprecedented  acceleration  of  the
politicization of the movement, in the
face  of  the  shock  of  a  particularly
savage  repression,  which  primarily
targeted young people of colour. But it
was also a day with sublime images,
especially  when  the  teachers  made
cordons  in  front  of  the  police  to
protect  their  students.  A  powerful
solidarity has been put in place, with
the emergency opening of care places
to  take  care  of  injured  or  shocked

people.

Parliamentary  debates  continued
throughout  the  night,  and  the  vote
took place in the early hours of  the
morning.  Many  of  us  didn’t  sleep.
Personally,  I  had  a  union  meeting
scheduled  for  the  next  day  at  9:30
a.m., and some people had come more
than  an  hour  early,  without  even  a
little nap, out of a need to be together.
While  a  few  union  leaders  vaguely
tried  to  maintain  the  items  on  the
agenda, which had been set 15 days
before, the meeting quickly became a
space  for  exchange  between  people
deeply  shocked  by  the  events  –
including  bureaucrats.  I  used  this
space to  call  on the CSC to  put  its
apparatus at the service of supporting
the  hundreds  of  young  people
arrested,  which  was  done  without
encountering opposition.

But  during  the  meeting,  we  started
receiving messages,  warning us that
the riots were starting again. And not
only  in  Brussels:  in  Namur,  the
mobilization  had  grown  to  such  an
extent that all schools were closed as
a  preventive  measure.  And  if  young
people were now clearly leading the
movement,  collectives  such  as  Mars
Attacks,  École  en  lutte,  la  Gauche
anticapitaliste  and  even  the  unions
qu ick ly  put  the i r  forces  in to
organizing  solidarity  in  the  face  of
repression – with, of course, nuances
between  some  adults  who  support
young people in their  autonomy and
others  who  have  adopted  a  more
paternalistic  attitude.  but  who  all
converged  in  the  condemnation  of
police  brutality.  On  Friday  and
throughout  the  weekend,  then  more
sparsely since then, we have seen the
same images, with quasi-scenes of war
in  Brussels  and  in  several  cities  in
Wallonia.

How has the arrival of youth in the
foreground change the nature  of
the movement?

The  narrative  has  broadened.  The
students  were  already  in  solidarity
with the teachers’ demands: my own
daughter, in her school, has known for
several  months  that  several  of  her
teachers  will  probably  be  forced  to
leave  the  school  next  year.  For  the
elderly  and  for  higher  education
students, the anger is also obviously



crystallizing over the increase in the
tuition  fee  (university  registration
fees), which goes from €300 to €1,200
for  some  studies.  But  what  also
attracts  attention  is  the  contrast
between  this  access  to  education,
which  is  becoming  clogged,  and
militarization, which is now the path
in  which  young  people  from  the
popular  classes are invited to  throw
themselves  with  enthusiasm.  Since
last  year,  all  teenagers  at  17  have
been receiving a letter inviting them
to join the army, with promises of high
pay and job security. In some schools,
students are now prepared for military
careers as early as 15 years old. These
themes  came  up  very  often  in  the
slogans,  showing that  the movement
was  now  asking  a  much  deeper
question: what kind of society are we
offering to our children?

Until  4 June, we were quite worried
that  the  vote  on  the  programme
decree would lead to  the movement
running  out  of  steam.  But,  clearly,
after  that  day,  it  took  on  a  new
dimension, and only got bigger.

From your point of view, what are
the  perspec t i ves  tha t  the
mobilization  must  give  itself  at
this stage?

Today, my main fear is  that we will
rely on young people to lead the fight.
The  scheme  adopted  from  4  June,
where they go to the front and adults
support  them  in  the  second  line,
cannot be viable for very long.

Then  there  i s  the  quest ion  o f
revitalizing the fight in other sectors.
The  next  two  dates  of  mobilization

planned, excluding education, are 22
June,  at  the  initiative  of  public
services, and 23 June, for commerce.
These  are  two  areas  with  which
convergences  are  easy:  public
services,  obviously  because  the
intersection  is  wide,  even  if  not  all
schools  depend  on  them,  and
commerce  because  the  trade  union
federations  concerned  are  very
militant, and already very supportive
of  our  struggle.  Teachers  wil l
therefore be present, and our struggle
will probably also be highlighted. But
ideally, transport, for example, should
go  on  strike  in  solidarity:  if  classes
can’t  take  place  because  children
can’t  get  there,  then  teachers  can
earn a day where their salaries are not
taken away, which can greatly help us
to hold on.

Finally, the crucial issue today is that
of exams. In addition to the pressure
to  return  to  the  classrooms,  these
cannot  be  held  in  an  equitable  way
anyway, since many students have had
almost  no  classes  for  weeks.  The
watchword  of  Mars  Attacks  is
disobedience, with a refusal to encode
grades.  Some  schools  have  already
announced that they are cancelling all
tests; and in recent days, the unions
have issued a statement calling on all
schools to follow their example.

For the future, we have planned to be
mobilized  throughout  the  summer,
even  if  the  holidays  will  necessarily
imply  a  temporary  slowdown.  The
unions  have  already  filed  strike
notices as soon as classes resume, and
if the reform is not withdrawn by then,
the objective is clearly that the start of
the school year does not take place.
This  situation  is  clearly  a  game

changer compared to everything that
the  social  mobilizations  have  shown
since  the  elections.  Until  now,  our
great weakness was the absence of a
plan  of  struggle  and  concrete
perspectives: we went into action for a
big day of strike, then we waited for
the union leaderships to announce a
new date,  one  or  two months  later.
Now, as far as teaching is concerned,
there  i s  a  p lan ,  a t  least  unt i l
September, and the determination to
follow it. I am confident: teachers will
not  accept  another  defeat,  and  this
mobilization has awakened something
in the youth –  an ardent,  and more
than legitimate, desire to win another
future.

15 June 2026

Translated  by  International
Viewpoint .

Footnotes
[1]  Historically,  Belgian  trades
unionism  has  been  divided  into
two  big  confederations:  the
“greens”, that is the Confédération
des  Syndicats  Chrétiens  (CSC),
and  the  “reds”,  the  Fédération
Générale  du  Travail  de  Belgique
(FGTB),  to  which  the  Centrale
Générale  des  Services  Publics
(CGSP) is affiliated. If the former
is historically Christian Democratic
and  the  second  Socialist,  the
passing of time has largely blurred
these  lines,  and in  many sectors
the  greens  are  more  to  the  left
than the reds.
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kmLatin America: A hostage to Trump’s United
States
18 July, by Ana C. Carvalhaes

Trump’s failures
Not only has his popularity declined in
his country with the outbreak of war
against Iran, in collaboration with his

sidekick  Netanyahu,  but  he  is  also
losing the external conflict itself. Right
now,  the  White  House  is  trying  to
cover up this  humiliating defeat.  On
the economic front, the tariff war it is
waging against  the entire world has

y e t  t o  a c h i e v e  f a v o u r a b l e
macroeconomic results – in particular
the  fall  in  prices  and  the  utopian
return  of  industries  that  the  United
States has relocated over the past 35
years. It may not prove to be a winner
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at all.

On the level, which is fundamental for
Trump,  of  technological  competition
with China, the situation seems to be
at an impasse, despite the large-scale
protectionist  measures  targeting  its
electronic  chips  and  AI  –  to  which
Beijing  responds  with  a  conciliatory
discourse  that  does  not  mask  the
retaliatory measures put in place “an
eye for an eye, a tooth for a tooth”.

Progress in Latin
America
The only region on the planet where
Trump, his billionaire friends and the
global  far  right  can  rejoice  in  their
progress  is,  without  a  doubt,  that
large  region  of  the  world  that
stretches south of Mexico’s Rio Bravo,
which the Yankees insist on calling Rio
Grande. Latin America is besieged, so
far successfully, by the colonialist and
authoritarian  attacks  of  the  world
leader.  Hegemonic  imperialism  is
launching a series of offensives, with
the aim of building the Shield of the
Americas. [1] This situation would not
be possible without the more or less
enthusiastic  support  of  large sectors
of the bourgeois oligarchies in Latin
American countries, which are making
a visible turn towards neo-fascism.

These  far-right  governments  open
their territories to US companies and
troops,  apply  ultra-neoliberal
adjustment plans at the service of the
most  retrograde  local  bourgeoisies
and  suppress  democratic  and  social
gains. The objective is to eradicate all
memory  of  progressives,  of  regimes
that  have  put  in  place,  even  in  a
limited way, social policies, respect for
human rights and defence of national
sovereignty. In June alone, Trump and
the  far  right  won  three  important
victories in the region. Or, seen from
another angle,  the social  movements
and the left suffered three consecutive
defeats,  two  electoral  failures  –  in
Peru  and  Colombia  –  and  a  direct
social confrontation lost in Bolivia.

The shadow is

spreading
Hegemonic  imperialism  has  already
invaded  Central  America  and  the
Caribbean  with  an  unprecedented
military contingent, thanks to which it
maintains, together with allies such as
Bukele in El Salvador and Mulino in
Panama,  total  domination  in  the
region.  It  is  also  trying to  suffocate
Cuba  and  advance  cap i ta l i s t
restoration—a direction that the latest
economic  plan  announced  by  the
Cuban  Communist  Party  seems  to
conform to.

Trump’s  strategists  include,  in  the
Greater  Caribbean,  Colombia  and
Venezuela  –  currently  rocked  by
devastating  earthquakes  which
Rodríguez’s  puppet  regime  is  not
competent  to  deal  with.  [2]  Since
January,  the  land  of  the  Bolivarian
revolution  has  become  a  colonial
protectorate  and Colombia  will  soon
be ruled by  an extremist  who came
from nowhere, inspired by Bolsonaro
and Milei.  With  the  narrow election
victory of Keiko Fujimori in Peru, the
right and the far right are casting a
shadow  over  South  America  of
governments that will only aggravate
overexploitat ion,  corruption,
privat izat ion,  land  transfers,
environmental  degradation,  resource
plunder, and intense repression.

Growing
polarization
Without  minimizing  this  difficult
reality  and  the  setback  that  these
governments represent for the peoples
of the region, we must take a closer
look  at  the  contradictions.  And  to
answer the question: do these recent
victories  guarantee  imperialism  a
pacified,  stable  and  submissive
“Western  hemisphere”  (according  to
the formula of the neo-fascist in power
in  the  Whi te  House)?  What  i s
happening  in  Peru  and  Colombia
seems to show that this is not the most
likely  hypothesis:  in  these  two
countr ies ,  the  le f t  and  socia l
movements have created a surprise. In
Peru,  one would not  have imagined,
before the election campaign, that a
progressive  representative  from  the
provinces would make it to the second

round. This confrontation ended in a
n e a r  d r a w  t h a t  h e r a l d s  t h e
continuation of the regime crisis that
this  Andean country has been going
through for decades. In Colombia, in
addition to the likely fraud and brazen
intervention  of  imperialism  in  the
electoral  campaign  –  with  financial
and  technological  support  for  the
wave  of  disinformation  –  everything
has  been  facilitated  by  a  privatized
political system. But never has a left-
wing pole been so united behind the
same candidacy and obtained such a
high  score,  which  suggests  difficult
consequences for  the government  of
La Espriella.

In Bolivia, the result is more difficult:
we witnessed the defeat of a peasant,
indigenous  and  worker-popular
uprising,  led  for  the  first  time  in
decades by (divided) forces different
from the  former  Movement  Towards
Socialism  (MAS).  It  is  too  early  to
draw definitive  conclusions,  but  this
fragmentation  –  engendered  by  the
self-destruction of the leaders of the
former  party-movement  –  and  the
i m m e a s u r a b l e  d i f f i c u l t y  o f
overthrowing an elected government
in  a  very  unfavourable  regional
context, will force the protagonists of
the  uprising  to  ask  themselves
whether it would not have been more
prudent to back down in an organized
way, after the movement had achieved
the precious victory of having blocked
the  neoliberal  decrees  on  the  price
and land ownership.

The Brazilian
battle
The next big battle has already begun
in  Brazil.  The  latter,  Mexico  and
Uruguay are currently the three Latin
A m e r i c a n  c o u n t r i e s  w h o s e
governments  are,  in  one  way  or
another, on the left.  It  is crucial for
the global far right, and for Trump in
particular,  to  defeat  Lula  in  the
October elections.

There is no doubt that Trump and the
tech giants will replicate in Brazil the
disinformation  war  they  waged  in
Colombia.  The  leader  of  Yankee
imperialism has already declared his
support – with photos and publications
to back it up – for Flávio Bolsonaro,



the eldest son of the former putschist
president,  who  is  the  only  viable
candidate  on the right.  But  there is
more:  the United States is  trying to
interfere  directly  in  the  vote  of
Brazilians.  This  is  the  case  on  the
issue  of  public  safety,  with  Trump
having  labelled  two  Brazil-based
criminal  organizations  as  “terrorist
organizations” and having stepped up,
under U.S.  trade law,  the tariff  war
against the country’s products.

Direct  U.S.  interference  in  Brazil’s
affairs is frowned upon in the country,
even  among  some  sec to r s  o f
Bolsonaro’s son’s electorate.  But the
weaknesses and limitations of the PT
governments ,  and  o f  Lu la  i n
particular,  will  have  a  cost  in  the
electoral  campaign.  In  particular,  it
supported  President  Rodrigo  Paz  at
the  height  of  the  Bolivian  popular
revolt and is procrastinating instead of
quickly and ruthlessly getting rid of its
members who are involved in financial
scandals.

None of this, however, should prevent
the  entire  left,  progressives  and
democratic  sectors  in  Latin  America

and around the world from supporting
Lula’s candidacy. For a new mandate,
against the return of green-yellow and
international neo-fascism. Just as the
Cuban  government’s  steps  towards
capitalist  restoration  do  not  prevent
us  from  being  unconditionally  at
Cuba’s  side  in  i ts  struggle  for
sovereignty  against  the  giant  of  the
north.

Unity against
imperialism and
the far right
In  Latin  America,  more  than in  any
other  corner  of  the  world  at  the
moment,  the  question  of  national
sovereignty in the face of imperialism
is  a  central  axis  of  the  program of
resistance  to  neofascism.  From  the
historic Colombian Pact, now legalized
and  with  the  support  of  half  the
country,  to  the  broad  left-wing
coalitions  in  Peru,  Argentina,  Chile,
Mexico,  to the resistance fighters of
heroic  Venezuela  and  Central
America,  we  need  unity  and  mutual
support in this new period of struggle

that is opening up against the far-right
g o v e r n m e n t s  ( o r  a n y  o t h e r
government  under  Trump’s  thumb)
already in power, while hoping for an
electoral reverse for Trump in the US
midterm elections in November.

2 July 2026

Footnotes
[1]  An  init iative  of  mil itary
cooperation  allegedly  to  oppose
t r a n s n a t i o n a l  c r i m i n a l
organisations,  in  particular  drug
cartels.

[2] The Greater Caribbean is made
of  forty  territories  including  an
archipelago  of  Caribbean  islands
and a continental zone of countries
in South and Latin America.

4.

Record-breaking heatwave in Europe: Does
the continent have a new climate?
17 July, by Edward Chen

Scientists  who  spoke  to  Nature  say
that a European heatwave lasting four
or five days, with London approaching
40°C,  is  an  anomaly.  "It’s  simply
phenomenal,"  says  Sarah  Perkins-
Kirkpatrick, a climate scientist at the
Australian  National  University  in
Canberra.  But  researchers  also  say
that people in Europe can expect to
see more of these phenomena in the
future as global warming continues.

"Heat waves are here to stay, until we
turn off the tap of global emissions,"
says  Samantha  Burgess,  deputy
director  of  the  Copernicus  Climate
Change  Service  at  the  European
Centre  for  Medium-Range  Weather
Forecasts in Reading, UK. "They are
more frequent, more intense, and last
longer."

The  risks  are  serious.  In  France  –
which this week recorded its hottest
day ever, with 44.3 °C in the town of
Pissos – at least 54 people have died
from heat or from drowning in water
flows while trying to cool off.

What  researchers  do not  necessarily
agree  on  is  the  speed  with  which
Europe’s climate has gone from cool
and  pleasant  summers,  in  which
residents  could  leave  their  windows
open,  to  one  dominated  by  extreme
heat and doubts as to whether to buy
an air conditioner.

New maximums
An  study  published  on  June  26
examined temperatures in 854 cities

across Europe – home to 30% of the
population – and revealed that almost
half of them have broken or will break
their historical heat stress records this
month.  According  to  the  analysis,
conducted  by  the  World  Weather
Attribution  group  (an  international
organisation  that  studies  extreme
weather  phenomena),  all  the  cities
analysed  in  the  Czech  Republic,
Lithuania  and  Luxembourg  have
recorded  unprecedented  highs.

"What  was  once rare  has  become a
common  occurrence,"  says  Erich
Fischer,  a  climate  scientist  at  the
Swiss Federal Institute of Technology
(ETH) in Zurich. Temperature records
"are  being  broken  constantly,
everywhere,  and  in  fact  are  being
surpassed  by  wide  margins . "
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According  to  him,  these  records  in
Europe would be unthinkable  in  the
sporting field: it would be like a high
jumper "under the effects of steroids"
breaking  a  record  by  half  a  metre,
instead of by one or two centimetres.

So what is  causing the current heat
wave? Like the previous ones, it has
been  triggered  by  air  circulation
patterns  that  carry  heat  from  the
equator to the icy North Pole, explains
Lara Wallberg, a climate modeller at
the  Max  P lanck  Ins t i tu te  for
Meteorology in  Hamburg (Germany).
Although  this  air  circulation  is  not
fully  understood,  some  scientists
bel ieve  that  when  sea  surface
temperatures  in  the  North  Atlantic
drop, as is happening now, warm air
from  North  Africa  and  the  Sahara
Desert  can  become  temporarily
trapped over Europe, explains Stefan
Rahmstorf,  a climate scientist at the
University of Potsdam in Germany.

"Obvious beyond
belief"
According  to  researchers,  climate
change  is  also  influencing  the
intensity of this particular heat wave.
Furthermore,  the  high  temperatures
caused by global warming have dried
out the soil and reduced evaporative

cooling in Europe, says Clair Barnes, a
researcher  at  Imperial  College
London,  specialising  in  extreme
weather  events.  Cloud  cover,  which
would normally reflect the sun’s heat
back into space, has also decreased in
Europe,  due  to  a  combination  of
drought  conditions  and  stricter  air
quality  laws  since  the  1980s,  which
have  reduced  aerosol  pollution,
Barnes  adds.  (Aerosols  can  act  as
scaffolding for cloud formation.)

In  fact,  some  scientists  believe  that
Europe  began  its  transition  to  a
different  climate  in  the  1980s.  "In
Europe,  especially  since  1980,  there
has  been  a  huge  uptick  in  global
temperatures," says Zeke Hausfather,
a climate scientist at Berkeley Earth, a
C a l i f o r n i a - b a s e d  n o n p r o f i t
organisation  that  tracks  global
temperatures. "It’s pretty clear in the
data."

Source:  Ref.  1/World  Weather

Attribution

June 26 2026

Translated  by  David  Fagan  for
International  Viewpoint  from
vientosur.
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5.

Frustration and anger rise in the streets in
Syria
16 July, by Joseph Daher

Since  the  beginning  o f  2026,
discontent  with  socio-economic
problems has increased. According to
the  Syria  in  Transition  website,
opinions  of  the  current  government
had  deteriorated  as  early  as  April
2026. The most notable deterioration
was in the perception of the economy
and the state’s  ability  to manage it:
“In  the  face  of  rising  costs  and
worsening  economic  pressures,
confidence  in  the  government’s
response  remains  low.  Only  13% of
respondents  be l ieve  that  the
government is doing enough to fight

inflation,  while 66% believe that the
current efforts are insufficient.” [1]

The  Damascus  authorities  have
reinforced  an  economic  orientation
already  in  place  under  the  Assad
regime:  instead  of  privileging  the
productive  sectors  of  the  economy,
especia l ly  the  industr ia l  and
agricultural  sectors,  they  are
prioritizing commercial and other low-
productivity  activities  focused  on
short-term  profit.  The  majority  of
investment  opportunities  offered  to
foreign  investors  since  December

2024 are in tourism, real estate and
financial services. Promises were also
made  on  critical  infrastructure,  but
they remained relatively few.

At the same time, there has been no
protection  for  local  production  –
including  manufactur ing  and
agricul ture  –  against  foreign
competition.  Quite  the  contrary:  the
government  has  pursued  trade
liberalization  policies  that  threaten
their very existence. In January 2025,
Damascus  reduced  tariffs  on  more
than 260 Turkish  products,  bringing
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Syria’s trade deficit with Turkey to a
record US$3.26 billion by the end of
the  year ,  an  increase  o f  87%
compared  to  2024  .  [2]

The  authorities  have  also  advanced
legislation that prioritizes investment
by large foreign companies and high-
net -worth  ind iv iduals ,  whi le
encouraging  consumer  dynamics
within  the  economy,  rather  than
strengthen ing  the  country ’ s
product ive  capacit ies .

The proposed new tax system, which
is expected to come into force in 2027,
provides  for  a  maximum tax  rate  of
15%  for  corporations,  regardless  of
size. The new system risks weakening
the state’s  ability  to broaden its  tax
base, in addition to being profoundly
unequal.

Similarly,  the  new  investment  law,
enacted  last  year,  grants  important
concessions  to  investors,  such  as  a
permanent income tax exemption for
agricultural and educational projects,
income tax cuts of up to 80 percent in
priority and export-oriented industrial
s e c t o r s ,  a n d  b r o a d  c u s t o m s
exemptions. In addition, state officials
have  made  repeated  statements
regarding their intention to privatize
state-owned  businesses  and  assets,
including essential  social  services  in
the areas of education and health.

In  parallel  with  these  policies
favouring economic liberalisation and
big capital, the authorities have taken
a  series  of  measures  aimed  at
concentrating  their  power  over  the
Syrian economy, and at the creation of
new networks of businessmen linked
to the new ruling class.

Strikes and
popular
demonstrations
The  protests  mobilized  various
segments  of  society,  including
transport  workers,  workers,  farmers,
teachers,  students,  lawyers,  and
bakers, reflecting growing discontent
across the country over the continued
erosion of purchasing power and the
degradation  of  public  services.  They
also  targeted  corruption,  nepotism,

and  lack  of  t ransparency  and
participation  in  decision-making
processes.

The protests erupted in mid-May, first
in Raqqa, Deir ez-Zor and Daraa, and
then  spread  to  other  parts  of  the
country,  after the Syrian Ministry of
Economy and Industry set the price of
a ton of wheat for the 2026 season at
4,600,000  Syrian  pounds  (about
$333.30  at  the  unofficial  exchange
rate of May 27, 2026, or 13,800 Syrian
pounds  for  $1).  This  decision  has
caused great discontent among a large
part  of  farmers,  as  the  cost  of
producing a tonne of wheat currently
ranges from $340 to more than $530.
Following  the  protests,  Interim
President  Ahmed  al-Sharaa  issued
Legislative Decree No. 120, granting a
bonus of 900,000 Syrian pounds per
tonne of wheat delivered by farmers to
the Syrian Grain Company. Thanks to
this  increase,  the  price  of  a  ton  of
wheat  has  reached  about  5,500,000
Syrian  pounds  (about  $398.60),  a
price still  lower than the protesters’
demands.

Other protests took place during the
same  period,  including  in  Hasakah
governorate against the reduction of
diesel  allocations  for  agricultural
projects, and in the Tarhin region, in a
rural area near Aleppo, where owners
and  employees  of  oil  refineries
protested against the decision to close
them permanently. The protesters also
demanded  fair  compensation  to
ensure a minimum standard of living,
pointing out that thousands of families
depend on this sector.

In  June,  strikes  broke  out  at  the
private company Zenobia ceramic and
at the factories of Madar Detergent in
the  Al-Kisweh  area  near  Damascus,
employing  4,000  and  4,500  people
respectively.  The  protesters  were
demanding  higher  wages  and  better
working conditions. After a week-long
strike,  Zenobia  workers  have  won
several  of  their  main  demands,
including an increase in their wages
(which  includes  a  500,000  Syrian
pound increase, in addition to 200,000
Syrian  pounds  in  cost-of-living
allowances,  for  a  total  of  700,000
Syrian pounds (equivalent to $51.2 at
the end of June) and health coverage
guarantees,  including  health
insurance, the presence of a doctor in

the  factory,  the  provision  of  an
ambulance  and  safety  equipment  at
work. [3]

Workers  at  the  Bab al-Hawa border
crossing  north  of  Idlib  protested  in
late June against the administration’s
imposition of  a  24-hour shift  system
and unfair working conditions. Despite
t h r e a t s  o f  m a s s  l a y o f f s  a n d
replacements by the administration to
break the strike, the workers – some
of whom have 14 years of seniority –
have maintained their demands for an
adjustment of working time. According
to  the  al-Hal  Net  website,  “the
administration  has  already  recruited
new  employees,  but  about  90%  of
them resigned immediately, unable to
continue  due  to  the  harsh  working
conditions and long hours.” [4]

The  city  of  Qamishli  also  witnessed
several days of protests at the end of
June  denouncing  rising  prices  and
poor  living  conditions,  as  well  as
power cuts due to fuel shortages. For
example, the demonstrators staged a
sit-in to protest against the increase in
the  price  of  diesel,  demanding  the
reversal  of  this  decision  and  an
improvement in their living conditions,
while  the  region  is  experiencing  a
surge  in  the  prices  of  goods  and
services,  as  well  as  an  increase  in
transport  and  production  costs.
Dozens of pensioners staged a sit-in in
front  of  the  city’s  Social  Security
off ice,  at  the  invitat ion  of  the
Pensioners’  Solidarity  Group,  to
demand  an  acceleration  of  the
payment  of  their  monthly  pensions
and  an  end  to  the  de lays  and
procrastination that affect their rights.
After  these  protests  by  retirees,  the
Retirees’  Rally  was officially  created
at  the end of  June,  with the aim of
defending the rights of retirees to a
decent life, in particular by resolving
problems related to their salaries and
delays in disbursement.

The  sit-ins  and  protests  come  amid
s o a r i n g  i n f l a t i o n  i n  S y r i a ’ s
northeastern Jazira region, with rising
transport  costs ,  agr icul tural
production and commodity prices, as
well  as  persistent  complaints  of
deteriorating  services  and  frequent
power cuts. For example, in mid-June,
social  movements  erupted  in  Raqqa
governorate due to salary delays and
the blocking of  the regularization of



the  status  of  thousands  of  service
workers.  These  protests  have  led  to
new  strikes  that  have  affected  the
sanitation  sector  in  several  areas  of
the governorate.

Unfair dismissals
and persistent
austerity measures
At the same time, layoffs continued in
several  ministries  throughout  2026,
provoking new protests. In mid-June,
dismissed workers at the Compagnie
Générale  du  Fil  de  Coton  in  Idlib
staged a sit-in to demand justice and
reinstatement.

The  Syrian  government  has  yet  to
establish  clear,  legal  and  precise
standards  and  procedures  for
dismissals  or  suspensions,  fuelling
accusations  of  arbitrary  dismissals.
The human rights organization Syrians
for  Truth  and  Justice  is  deeply
concerned  about  the  compliance  of
these  procedures  with  the  legal
guarantees provided for in the Unified
Basic Law for Workers No. 50 of 2004
(Articles 132 to 139 ). In addition, the
organization  published  a  report  in
June  2026  describing  cases  of
arbitrary  dismissals  and  forced
transfers based on “sectarian, political
or  gender  criteria,  or  on  criteria
related to position on the 2011 Syrian
uprising  or  regional  and  social
belonging”,  raising  serious  concerns
a b o u t  t h e  u s e  o f  t h e  s t a t e
restructuring  process  as  a  tool  for
excluding  and  reshaping  the  public
sector on non-professional bases. [5]

At the same time, the government has
recently  increased  salaries  for  some
jobs, usually at the top of management
or  in  positions  considered  more
“skilled”  or  “functional  elite”,  while
the vast  majority  of  employees have
not benefited from similar measures.
In  addition,  wage  disparities  persist
within the same ministries for similar
jobs, with employees appointed by the
new  authorities  receiving  higher
salaries  (often  in  US  dollars).

The  Damascus  authorities  have
continued  to  reduce  the  number  of
loaves of bread distributed from ten to
eight, while maintaining the price at

4,000 Syrian pounds. The ministry has
set the weight of a packet of bread at
1 ,000  g ,  compared  to  1 ,050  g
previously .  As  a  reminder ,  in
December  2024 ,  the  pr ice  o f
subsidized  bread  was  400  Syrian
pounds  (for  1,100  grams).  These
measures  have  worsened  food
insecurity among the most vulnerable
populations.
.

Opposition to
luxury projects
and population
displacement
At  the  same  time,  several  protests
have erupted against housing projects
that have led to the displacement of
local  populations  and  the  loss  or
erosion  of  their  property  rights.  In
Homs,  residents  of  the  al-Qarabis
neighbourhood  managed  to  pressure
the  Kuwaiti  real  estate  development
company Al-Omran to cancel  part  of
the  “al-Nasr  Street”  project  that
a l l e g e d l y  i m p a c t e d  t h e
neighbourhood,  threatening  their
property  and  forcing  them  to  leave
their  homes.  In  early  May  2026,  a
protest  took  place  in  Damascus,
organised  by  residents  of  the  al-
Mazzeh, Kafr Souseh and Basatin al-
Razi  neighbourhoods,  which  were
affected  by  Decree  No.  66  of  2012,
and  two  of  the  organisers  were
arrested a  few days  later.  This  is  a
testament  to  the ongoing social  and
legal tensions related to major urban
development  projects,  including  the
Marota City project. At the same time,
in  the  countryside  of  Aleppo,  the
residents  of  Jabal  Aqil  demonstrated
against the seizure of their land by the
Turkish military base.

In the same month, a demonstration
took  place  in  northern  Raqqa  to
protest  against  the  local  authorities’
plan to demolish homes north of the
railway  tracks,  under  the  pretext  of
“reconstruction and investment”. This
situation is all the more worrying as
rumours are circulating about a Saudi
investment  and  the  construction  of
housing by a Chinese company on this
land. Official statements claim that the
land  is  "state  property",  which

residents  dispute,  claiming  to  have
official  transfer documents and legal
supporting  documents.  At  the
demonstration,  protesters  chanted
slogans demanding the resignation of
the governor,  who refused to cancel
the  reconstruction  plan  affecting
about  3,000  families,  most  of  them
low-income and living in poverty. They
reaffirmed their determination to find
a just  solution that  guarantees their
rights to housing and puts an end to
evictions and demolitions.

In general, these real estate projects
are often aimed at an elite capable of
affording  new  luxury  housing  and
accumulating  capital,  rather  than
developing housing and infrastructure
projects that meet the needs of a large
part  of  the  population  faced  with
deteriorating  living  conditions  and
declining  purchasing  power.  in  a
context of soaring rents and property
prices. For example, one of the most
emblematic  real  estate  projects  is
Yaafour  963,  launched  by  Overseas
Investment Group,  owned by Syrian-
Emirati  businessman  Muwaffaq  al-
Qaddah, where apartments are offered
from  $300,000.  Similarly,  the  Abyat
Hills  project,  launched by the Saudi
Abyat  Real  Estate  Investment  and
Development Company in the suburbs
of Qudsi and al-Bajaa in Damascus, is
estimated to cost more than $2 billion
and provides for  the construction of
22,000  housing  units  in  secure
residences  equipped  with  modern
equipment.

In addition, the country continues to
suffer  from a  severe  and  worsening
s h o r t a g e  o f  h o u s i n g  a n d
in f ras t ruc ture ,  threa ten ing
stabilization and recovery efforts,  as
well  as  the  aspirations  of  displaced
persons  and  refugees  for  safe  and
dignified  living  conditions  and
prospects for return. According to the
2025 Humanitarian Response Plan, a
third  of  the  country’s  housing  stock
has been damaged or destroyed, while
critical infrastructure, including roads,
water,  electricity  and  sanitation
networks,  remains  largely  out  of
service.  [6]

Cost of living



continues to rise
The growing anger of the population
testifies  to  the  disastrous  socio-
economic situation of the country. The
poverty rate in Syria hovers between
80  and  90  percent,  and  16  million
people need emergency assistance to
survive.  More  than  7  million  people
face  severe  food  insecurity.  In
addition,  following  a  significant
funding gap, the United Nations World
Food Programme announced in  mid-
May  2026  that  it  would  reduce  its
operations  in  Syria  by  halving  its
emergency food aid from 1.3 million to
650,000  people,  and  ending  its
national bread subsidy program which
supported millions of people on a daily
basis.

The labour  market  remains  unstable
and the unemployment rate is rising,
especially  among young people.  Due
to  the  lack  of  accurate  statistics  on
unemployment  in  Syria,  due  to  the
lack of regular and systematic labour
force  surveys,  estimates  for  2025
range between 14% and 60% for youth
unemployment.  In  addition,  reports
indicate  that  83%  of  Syria’s  labour
market is informal, lacking social and
legal  protections,  leaving  millions  of
workers vulnerable to exploitation or
sudden loss of income. [7]

The  cessat ion  or  reduct ion  of
subsidies  has  led  to  a  spike  in  the
prices  of  basic  goods  and  services,
contributing to increased inflation and
a rise in the cost of living for Syrians.
Although  the  government  increased
public sector salaries and pensions by
200% in July 2025 and a further 50%
in March 2026, bringing the minimum
wage to 1,256,000 Syrian pounds per
month  (about  $114),  this  amount
remains  insufficient  to  ensure  a
decent standard of living. According to
the Syrian Center for Policy Research,
the extreme poverty line for a family
was  3.34  million  Syrian  pounds  per
month  in  April  2026  (about  $252
according to the exchange rate at the
end of April), while the lower poverty
line  was  5.26  million  Syrian  pounds
($397) and the upper poverty line was
7.26 million Syrian pounds ($548). [8]
From  this  point  of  view,  what  the
Syrian  people  lack  are  not  only  job
opportunities, but jobs that allow them
to  live  with  dignity  and  meet  their

daily  needs.  In  this  context,  the
reduction  of  subsidies  and  the
increase  in  the  prices  of  basic
necessities  will  only  aggravate  the
situation and cancel out the effect of
wage increases.

Limits of protest
movements
Protest  movements  and  attempts  at
self-organisation  by  workers  are
positive developments, especially after
years  of  war  and  dictatorship.  For
example,  workers  at  the  Zenobia
company  have  set  up  a  s tr ike
committee, made up of four members
elected by the strikers to negotiate on
their behalf.

Despite the positive aspects of these
events, their impact remains limited.
F i rs t ,  these  protes ts  remain
geographically circumscribed, with no
coordination  between  regions,  with
t h e  p a r t i a l  e x c e p t i o n  o f
demonstrations related to the price of
wheat. There is no close cooperation
between workers in the same sector,
for  example  between  public  sector
teachers  protesting  in  different
governorates.  This  al lows  the
Damascus authorities to manage each
movement  separately  and  limit  its
influence on the political landscape.

Second,  protest  movements  lack
political  channels  and  means  of
expression, mainly due to the absence
of  political  parties  or  mass  political
networks  capable  of  relaying  their
demands  and  ca l l s  to  act ion .
Moreover, with the exception of a few
left-wing  parties  that  observe  these
protests without playing an influential
role, political actors and civil society
do not  give them the attention they
deserve.
In  this  context,  it  is  important  to
emphasize  that  workers’  self -
organization  and  the  struggle  for
democratic,  independent  and  mass
trade  unions  –  in  order  to  foster
coordination  between  workers  and
autonomous  unions  of  power  –  are
essential to improving the living and
working conditions of  the population
and, more broadly, to the defence of
democratic rights.

In addition, it is essential to build and

rebuild  people’s  organizations,  from
trade unions to feminist and women’s
r i g h t s  o r g a n i z a t i o n s ,  l o c a l
associations,  progressive  political
parties  and  national  structures,  in
order to unify them.

The  collective  and  democratic
organization  of  the  popular  and
working classes is also the best way to
face  and  oppose  the  religious  and
ethnic  tensions  that  continue  to
impact  society.  These  tensions  are
often encouraged or inflamed – or at
least not radically combated – by the
central government and/or its political
allies  to  divert  attention  from  the
social ,  economic  and  polit ical
problems affecting the population. For
example,  recently,  protests  that
“demanded justice  for  the crimes of
the Assad era in Syria” coincided with
an  escalation  of  attacks  by  civilian
groups and incitement to hatred based
on  sectarian  identity  between  13-17
June 2026. The Syrian authorities have
so far failed to establish a mechanism
to  promote  a  comprehens ive
transitional justice process to bring to
justice  all  individuals  and  groups
implicated  in  war  crimes.  Such  an
approach could have played a crucial
ro le  in  curbing  repr isa ls  and
mitigating the escalation of sectarian
and ethnic tensions.

Conclusion
Any political force that came to power
after  the  fall  of  Assad  would  have
inherited  a  multitude  of  political,
social,  and  economic  challenges.
However,  the  policies  of  the  Syrian
authorities in place have exacerbated
these  difficulties  instead  of  solving
them.  On  the  economic  level,  the
approach of the new ruling classes has
not improved the living conditions of a
large part of the population and has
had a negative impact on the recovery
of  the  productive  sectors  of  the
economy.
The  increase  in  protests  since  the
beginning  of  the  year,  fuelled  by
deteriorating  living  and  working
conditions as well  as  socio-economic
p r o b l e m s ,  t e s t i f i e s  t o  t h e
shortcomings  of  current  economic
policies and could serve as a warning
to Damascus.

Any successful economic recovery and



reconstruction process must be based
on  a  democratic  and  comprehensive
political  transition  that  gives  the
different sectors of society – political
parties,  social  actors  such  as  trade
unions,  professional associations,  the
Farmers’  Union,  human  rights  and
feminist  organizat ions,  local
associations,  etc.  –  the  means  to
participate  in  decision-making
processes, including in the economic
field. This would create the necessary
conditions for the integration of their
co l l ec t i ve  in te res t s  and  the
establishment of the political stability
essential for the sustainability of these
pol ic ies .  Therefore ,  f ree  and
transparent  elections  must  be  held
within  trade  unions,  professional
associat ions  and  agricultural
federations so that these sectors can
choose  their  representatives  and
defend the interests of their members.

Finally,  the  processes  of  capital

accumulation and distribution, as well
as  economic  policies,  should  be  the
subject  of  collective  debate  within
society, not be the preserve of a small
ruling elite.
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60,000 in Geneva against the G7, imperialism
and fascism
15 July, by Juan Tortosa

The route  of  the  demonstration  had
been negotiated with  the authorities
since  November.  We  have  come  up
against an intransigence on the part of
the Minister  of  Police,  a  member of
the Socialist Party, and the authorities
of the city of Geneva.

The path  requested by  our  coalition
was not accepted. They didn’t want us
to  get  close  to  the  streets  where
multinationals  and  luxury  boutiques
are located. The city centre looked like
a barricaded city, most of the windows
and some windows were protected by
planks. We have witnessed a political
and media bludgeon on the part of the
authorities  and  the  right  against
possible  violence.

The  number  of  participants  in  the
protest  exceeded  al l  the  most
optimistic  forecasts  of  the  NOG7
Coalition.  We  were  counting  on  a
range  of  10,000  people;  we  were
about 60,000!

The feminist strike remains the most
powerful, socially anchored and most
capable of mobilizing. Its cortege was
undoubtedly  the  most  numerous.  Its
demands  are  radical  and  anti -
capitalist.

Solidarity with the Palestinian people
was  shown  by  a  large  group.  The
Kurds,  in  all  their  diversity,  also
played  a  very  important  role  in  the
demonstration.

The  “Living  Defends”  bloc  brought
together  all  the  environmental
movements.  However,  we can regret
the  weak  presence  of  Swiss  trade
unions,  as  well  as  the  limited  and
rather  symbolic  presence  of  French
trade unions.

Repression and

bludgeoning
A  f e w  d a y s  b e f o r e  t h e  b i g
demonstration, the city of Geneva was
under siege: thousands of police and
military personnel from other regions
of Switzerland had been deployed in
the city  of  Calvin,  supported by the
French police who could intervene in
the  canton .  Accord ing  to  the
newspapers, people were stopped up
to five times a day, police vans in large
numbers, German-speaking Swiss who
did not speak French.

All  along  the  route,  grids  were
provided in “sensitive points” that the
demonstrators  had to  channel.  Once
the protest ended, in the same park
where  it  had  started,  the  police
intervened  brutally  and  surrounded
some of the protesters. More than 300
people were trapped until dawn, then
about twenty of them were taken to
the  police  station,  before  being
released.
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The  Geneva  and  French  NOG7
Coalition  issued  several  statements
hailing  the  success  of  the  huge
demonstration,  but  also  the  “serious
security abuses” observed on Sunday.
The  coalition  condemned  “the  very
numerous tear gas shots, especially on
the part of the procession reserved for
families  and  children.  Similarly,  the
coalition  castigates  the  scandalous
kettling  of  549  people  implemented

for nearly 10 hours.”

The joy of having
succeeded!
Despite  the  repression,  we  are  very
satisfied  with  the  massive  size,
conviviality,  diversity  and  radicalism
of the demonstration. This feeling of

victory is an excellent springboard for
the mobilizations and challenges that
await us.

23 June 2026

7.

A (temporary) calm before the storm in Iran
14 July, by Houshang Sepehr

T h e  r e c e n t  s i g n i n g  o f  t h e
Memorandum  of  Understanding
between the Islamic Republic of Iran
and the  United  States  is  a  complex
and multidimensional event. A careful
examination  of  the  text  reveals  the
extent of the internal crises that both
sides  are  experiencing.  Far  from
reflecting a genuine desire for peace
or marking a substantive settlement of
their  historical  differences,  this
agreement  appears  more  as  the
product  of  a  political  impasse,
structural  blockages  and  short-term
constraints  weighing on each of  the
two  camps.  Faced  with  growing
internal  and external  difficulties,  the
leaders of the two countries opted for
a limited de-escalation, in the form of
a  temporary  truce  and  a  temporary
suspension  of  their  confrontation,
without  eliminating  the  root  causes.

Memorandum of
Understanding:
U.S. perspectives
An  analysis  of  the  off icial  and
unofficial statements of the leaders of
the  two  countries  clearly  highlights
the fragility and precariousness of this
memorandum of understanding. It also
highlights  the  significant  differences
between  the  par t ies  as  to  i t s
interpretation and how it  is  applied.
Under these conditions, the prospects
for  its  sustainable  implementation
remain shrouded in great uncertainty
and its future appears more than ever
to  depend  on  the  evolution  of  the
political,  regional  and  international

balance of power.

On  the  US  side  of  the  equation,
Donald  Trump  tried  to  present  this
memorandum of understanding as the
consecration  of  an  undeniable
strategic success. In an interview with
the media outlet Axios,  published on
18  June,  he  stated  bluntly  that  the
acceptance of this agreement by the
Islamic Republic was tantamount to an
“unconditional  surrender”.  He
elaborated  on  this  claim  by  stating,
“ W e l l ,  i t  r e a l l y  p r o b a b l y  i s
unconditional surrender… I think so…
Look, they have no army left. All their
ships are at the bottom of the sea, 159
ships.  That’s  all  they  had.”  Through
this  deliberately  hyperbolic  and
martial rhetoric, he strives to impose a
reading  of  the  balance  of  power  as
definitively  decided  in  favour  of  the
United States.

This triumphalist discourse appears in
reality  as  an  attempt  to  mask  the
management  of  strong  internal
pressures .  By  present ing  the
agreement  as  a  total  and  unilateral
victory,  he  helped  to  consolidate  an
image of power and political mastery,
intended as much for the international
scene as for stabilizing the domestic
political  field.  This  narrative  of
diplomatic  success  is  thus  part  of  a
logic  of  strategic  communication
aimed at  transforming a  dynamic  of
compromise  and  constraint  into  a
show of force.

After the publication of the text of this
memorandum of understanding, in the
United  States  a  wave  of  virulent
criticism  was  raised  among  many

Republican officials as well as among
Dona ld  T rump ’ s  t r ad i t i ona l
supporters.  Several  conservative
voices have considered this document
particularly weak, going so far as to
compare  it  to  previous  agreements
such as the JCPoA.  [1]  This internal
contestation  reveals  the  persistent
tensions within the Republican camp
around the strategy to adopt vis-à-vis
Iran,  and  highlights  the  American
president’s difficulties in stabilizing a
lasting  political  consensus  on  this
issue.

In the face of  these attacks,  Donald
Trump’s defence has been based on a
strictly pragmatic logic, centred on an
assessment of  costs  and benefits.  In
the  same  interview  with  Axios,  he
said: “The only way I could have been
tougher was to go there for another
two or three weeks and keep bombing
them, right? But what does that get
us?  The  Strait  of  Hormuz  will  not
reopen.”

With  this  argument,  he  justifies  the
signing of the memorandum not as an
ideological  concession,  but  as  a
strategic arbitration aimed at avoiding
an  escalation  with  potential ly
uncontrol lable  economic  and
geopolitical  consequences.  He  had
previously  declared,  on  Wednesday,
17  June,  in  an  ironic  and  sarcastic
tone:  “If  it  works  out,  I’m going  to
take the credit. If it doesn’t work out,
I’m blaming JD [Vance].”

These  s ta tements  have  been
interpreted  by  some  observers  as
revealing  the  fault  lines  likely  to
develop  within  the  presidential
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e n t o u r a g e  i n  t h e  e v e n t  o f
unfavourable  developments  in  the
situation.  In  this  reading,  the
emphasis  placed  on  “pragmatic”
arbitrations and on the prevention of
uncontrolled escalation could,  in  the
long  term,  serve  as  a  basis  for  a
r e d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  p o l i t i c a l
responsibilities  in  the  event  of  the
failure of the process.

In  this  context,  J.D.  Vance’s  role  is
sometimes evoked in  the public  and
media  debate  as  that  of  a  figure
potentially  exposed  to  internal
criticism from the Republican camp, if
t h e  i m p l e m e n t a t i o n  o f  t h e
memorandum were to produce results
deemed  insufficient.  Some  analysts
believe that such dynamics could, in a
scenario of prolonged political crisis,
weaken  his  position  in  the  internal
balances of the Republican Party and
indirectly  influence  his  prospects  in
the 2028 presidential  race,  although
these  developments  cannot  be
considered  as  taken  for  granted  or
determined at this stage.

Recomposition of
the theocratic
regime
In  Iran  too,  the  signing  of  this
memorandum  seems  to  reflect  a
paradigm  shift  and  recompositions
within the power bloc. It appears that
the hard core of  the regime is  now
facing structural tensions, as a result
of the gradual erosion of its ability to
e n s u r e  i t s  l e g i t i m a c y  a n d
governmental  effectiveness,  in  a
context  of  continuous aggravation of
economic, social and political crises.

The  acceptance  of  this  agreement
would  thus  have  contributed  to
reviving  internal  fault  lines  and
accentuat ing  a l ready  la tent
divergences  between  different
sensitivities of the government and its
traditional social base. Rather than a
homogeneous adherence, it is a more
contrasting dynamic that is emerging,
m a d e  u p  o f  r e s e r v a t i o n s ,
readjustments  and  various  forms  of
disillusionment, revealing the fragility
of the balances on which the current
political architecture is based.

I n  t h e  n i g h t s  f o l l o w i n g  t h e
announcement  of  the  agreement,
some fringes of the Islamic Republic’s
supporters, as well as forces within its
ideological base, who had held nightly
rallies  in  the  streets  and  public
squares,  expressed  deep  anger  at
w h a t  t h e y  p e r c e i v e d  a s  a n
abandonment of basic slogans. These
mobilizations have resulted in virulent
speeches and slogans.

In particular, the participants accused
government officials of compromising
and overstepping ideological red lines,
thus reflecting a break between part
of the activist  base and the political
choices made at the top of the state.
This  reaction  highlights  the  internal
tensions caused by the agreement and
the  difficulty  for  the  government  in
maintaining  narrative  and  political
cohesion  around  it.

At  the  same  time,  certain  factions
within  the  regime  itself,  especially
among  the  most  hardline  currents,
have multiplied their harsh criticism of
the negotiating team. These positions
reflect a desire to distance themselves
from the content and implications of
the agreement, in a context where the
distribution of political responsibilities
is also at stake.

By  seeking  to  dissociate  themselves
from the consequences perceived as a
retreat, these segments of power try
to avoid assuming the political  cost,
thus  revealing  internal  logics  of
disengagement and redefinition of the
lines  of  cleavage  within  the  state
apparatus.

In  response  to  th is  tense  and
disorderly  climate,  the  dissemination
of  a  s ingular  message  widely
interpreted  as  disempowering
attributed to Mojtaba Khamenei,  the
Supreme  Leader,  testif ies  to  a
perception of instability and confusion
at  the  highest  level  of  decision-
making. This message, while implicitly
validating the need to resolve to this
compromise,  also  seems  to  aim  to
redistribute its political and symbolic
costs.

In this perspective, the responsibility
for the retreat is attributed, in a logic
of distancing, to Masoud Pezeshkian,
in his capacity as president and head
of  the  Supreme  National  Security

Council.  This  reading  is  part  of  a
discursive style often associated with
Ali Khamenei, where the preservation
o f  the  cen t re  o f  au thor i t y  i s
accompanied by an externalization of
operational  responsibilities,  thus
revealing  the  internal  tensions  and
mechanisms of  political  management
of  disagreements  within  the  state
apparatus.

This  political  manoeuvre  would  thus
a im  to  cons t i tu te  a  symbo l i c
protection  mechanism,  intended  to
contain  the  anger  of  the  ideological
base  while  preserving  the  internal
balances of power. By proceeding to
a n  e a r l y  r e d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f
responsibilities, it would also make it
possible to designate, in the event of
the failure of the agreement scenario,
a figure likely to bear the political and
institutional cost of its consequences.

In  this  logic,  the  distancing  of  the
operational responsibilities associated
with Masoud Pezeshkian would appear
as  an  instrument  for  managing
internal tensions, aimed at protecting
the central decision-making core while
absorbing  the  criticism  emanating
from the  various  components  of  the
regime.  It  would  thus  be  less  a
quest ion  of  a  c lar i f icat ion  of
responsibilities than of  a strategy of
political  stabilization  through  the
c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  a  s p a c e  o f
differentiated  responsibility.  In  this
case,  Mojtaba  Khamenei  is  adopting
the same strategy as Trump.

Behind  these  political  and  media
stagings, some analysts believe that a
deeper  turning  point  could  be
underway within the state apparatus.
The  military-security  bloc  in  power,
embodied in particular by figures such
as  Mohammad  Bagher  Ghalibaf,  the
speaker  of  the  Iranian  parliament,
seems to be gradually coming to the
conviction that the system has entered
a form of structural impasse.

In this reading, its leaders would have
taken note of the growing limits of the
reproduction  of  the  old  ideological
registers,  in  which  certain  historical
slogans such as “Death to America” or
“Destruction  of  Israel”  would  no
longer make it possible, on their own,
to meet the material and institutional
requirements facing the state. Beyond
their  symbolic  dimension,  these



transformations  reflect  a  broader
constraint:  that of the economic and
administrative  sustainability  of  a
particularly  extensive  bureaucratic
and  security  apparatus.

The  survival  and  continuity  of  this
architecture of power, often described
as sprawling and bloated, would now
depend  on  access  to  substantial
financial  resources.  However,  in  a
context  marked  by  international
isolation and the persistence of strong
geopolitical  tensions,  the  ability  to
secure  these  resources  appears
increasingly constrained, contributing
to  redefining  the  regime’s  strategic
room for manoeuvre.

This is why, according to this reading,
the  political  struggle  and  internal
recompositions  that  could  unfold  in
Tehran over the next sixty days would
mainly  revolve  around  an  increased
rivalry  between  different  power
networks  for  access  to  post-conflict
resources  and  rents.  The  issues  at
stake  would  include  the  sharing  of
economic dividends potentially linked
to sanctions relief, the control of the
main  national  economic  circuits,  as
well  as  the  modalities  of  a  possible
reintegration of the country into the
international financial markets.

In this context, the various factions of
the  regime  would  be  engaged  in  a
dynamic  of  repositioning  aimed  at
strengthening  their  capacity  for
influence  and  securing  the  most
favourable  share  of  the  benefits
expected from an easing of  tensions
a n d  a  r e d u c t i o n  i n  e x t e r n a l
constraints.  These  developments
reflect  less  a  brutal  break  than  a
gradual  recomposition  of  internal
power  relations,  where  economic,
security  and  political  considerations
tend to be closely intertwined.

Frustration of
monarchists
One  of  the  most  important  indirect
effects  —  and  perceived  by  some
observers as potentially significant —
of  this  memorandum may lie  in  the
recomposition, or even the weakening,
of  certain  factions  of  the  right-wing
opposition  established  abroad.
Currents such as the monarchists, as

well as the supporters of Reza Pahlavi,
have,  in  recent  years,  structured  a
significant  part  of  their  political
strategy  on  the  assumption  of
maximum  external  pressure  on  the
Islamic  Republic.  This  combined the
intensification of economic sanctions,
the  continuation  of  a  policy  of
diplomatic  isolation  and,  for  some
segments,  the  hope  of  more  direct
support from foreign powers, notably
the United States and Israel.

The  petty  and  criminal  bargaining
attributed to Reza Pahlavi, combined
with  the  growing  frustration  of
monarchist  circles,  is  part  of  an
increasingly  visible  dynamic  of
political  radicalization.  Once  again,
their  slogan remains unchanged and
unambiguously  claimed:  “Thank  you
Trump, thank you Bibi”, in celebration
of  the  bombing of  Iran.  History  has
rarely seen a pretender to the throne
associated  with  a  crime  of  such
gravity

Indeed,  the  conclusion  of  this
agreement  highlights  the  fragility  of
this  strategic  approach  to  currents
that take advantage of  the figure of
Reza Pahlavi. The external powers on
which  these  currents  based  part  of
the i r  hopes  have ,  in  the  end,
privileged  their  own  geopolitical,
economic  and  security  interests,
rather than an explicit logic of regime
change in Iran.

This development has contributed to
weakening  the  political  prospects  of
these  segments  of  the  opposition  in
exile,  by  revealing  the  limits  of  a
strategy mainly based on international
dynamics.  It  has  also  highlighted,
according  to  some  analyses,  the
weakness  of  their  social  anchoring
within  the  country,  as  well  as  their
structural  dependence  on  external
conditions that are difficult to control
or anticipate.

Distanced for reasons specific to their
social  roots  from  any  approach
involving the construction of political
influence  based  on  social  dynamics
and  the  mobilizations  of  workers,
women, students and other protesting
forces  within  the  country,  these
currents  have  largely  favoured,  in
recent  years,  a  strategy  based  on
diplomatic  action.  lobbying  and
seeking support from foreign decision-

making  centres,  particularly  in
Washington  and  Tel  Aviv.

For  some  of  their  most  radical
representatives  or  supporters,  this
orientation  has  sometimes  been
accompanied by an attitude in favour
of  intensifying  external  pressure,  or
even military escalation, in the hope
that  the  weakening  of  the  regime
could pave the way for its overthrow.
This  stance  has  sparked  fierce
controversy,  including  among  the
Iranian  opposition,  with  many  of  its
critics accusing it of subordinating the
prospects for political  change to the
in te rven t i ons  and  s t ra teg i c
calculations of foreign powers, to the
detriment  of  internal  social  and
popular  dynamics.

The  Islamabad  agreement  also
highlighted the limits of this strategy
of externalizing political change. It has
shown that, from the point of view of
the great powers, figures such as Reza
Pahlavi  are  not  necessarily  central
actors  in  a  sustainable  political
project,  but  can  be  mobilised  in  a
conjunctural way as part of diplomatic
and  media  pressure  strategies.  As
soon as the evolution of regional and
international  power  relations  led
Washington  to  favour  the  path  of
negotiation,  this  form of  “opposition
under  external  tutelage”  has  been
largely marginalized and deprived of
part of its political function.

A breath of fresh
air for social and
civic movements in
Iran
Therefore, in the light of the available
evidence and past experience, there is
no  evidence  that  this  memorandum
will enjoy lasting stability. The deep-
rooted  mistrust  that  has  structured
relations  between  the  two  countries
for  decades,  combined  with  the
essentially  pragmatic,  cyclical  and
often  opportunistic  nature  of  the
motivations that led to its conclusion,
considerably limits its strategic scope.

More  than  a  step  towards  a  lasting
normalization  of  bilateral  relations,
this  agreement  appears  to  be  the



product  of  a  provisional  balance  of
power and immediate  needs specific
to both parties. In this sense, it is not
based  on  the  political,  institutional
and diplomatic  foundations generally
associated  with  lasting  peace.  It  is
more like a tactical truce, intended to
manage a crisis situation and offer a
temporary respite to the protagonists,
than a substantive settlement of  the
antagonisms that continue to oppose
Washington and Tehran.

However,  even  this  fragile  and
precarious  agreement  has  had  the
effect  of  temporarily  removing  the
heavy,  paralyzing  and  destructive
shadow of  war from Iranian society.
This  is  probably  its  most  important
consequence. For Iranian civil society,
the suspension of hostilities is not only
a respite from the material and human
destruction  of  a  protracted  open
conflict; it also leads to the weakening
of  one  of  the  main  instruments  of
legitimation  and  political  control  of
the regime.

For  decades,  the  authorities  have
regularly  invoked the  threat  of  war,
foreign  aggression  or  national
insecurity to justify the strengthening
of the repressive apparatus, to restrict
the space for public freedoms and to
postpone any substantive response to
the economic,  social  and democratic
demands of the population. In such a
context,  the  temporary  mitigation  of
this threat deprives the government of
a central  argument that  allows it  to
mobilize  public  opinion  around
“national  unity”  and  to  relegate
internal  crises  to  the  background.

From  then  on ,  the  s t ructura l
difficulties  of  Iranian  society  —
inflation,  poverty,  unemployment,
corruption,  social  inequalities,
discrimination  against  women,
political repression and the absence of
fundamental  freedoms  —  reappear
with  greater  acuity  at  the centre  of
p u b l i c  d e b a t e .  T h e  r e l a t i v e
disappearance of the war factor could
thus  open  up  a  new  space  for
expression  for  the  social  demands
accumulated in recent years and help
to  bring  to  the  fore  the  conflicts
between society and the state rather
than  those  opposing  it  to  external
adversaries.

Now, with the temporary mitigation of

this external threat, one of the main
political protection mechanisms of the
system seems to  be weakening.  The
security  shield  that  justified  the
permanent state of emergency and the
priority  given  to  national  security
imperatives  appears  less  solid  than
before. The political and social space,
long subject to the constraints of an
environment marked by the prospect
of  war,  could  thus  experience  a
certain  relative  openness,  even  if
limited and reversible.

The  reduction  in  psychological  and
security  pressures  associated  with  a
context  of  military  confrontation
creates  a  new  breathing  space  for
society. It favours conditions that are
more conducive to the reorganisation
of  social  actors  and  to  the  re-
emergence  of  civil  demands.  In  this
context ,  workers,  employees,
pensioners, teachers, women, students
and other sectors of society potentially
have  an  opportunity  to  make  their
d e m a n d s  h e a r d  o u t s i d e  t h e
a t m o s p h e r e  o f  u r g e n c y  a n d
mobilization imposed by the war.

A f t e r  y e a r s  m a r k e d  b y  t h e
accumulation of economic, social and
political frustrations, this period could
allow  long-repressed,  postponed  or
marginalized demands to  reinvest  in
the  publ ic  space  with  greater
visibility,  coherence  and  strength.
Without prejudging the scale or form
that these mobilizations will take, the
suspension  of  hostilities  is  likely  to
shift  the  centre  of  gravity  of  the
political debate: from external threats
to the structural problems of Iranian
society itself.

The  end  of  the  bombing  in  no  way
means  the  disappearance  of  the
structural crises that are affecting the
Iranian  economy.  Extreme  poverty,
pers istent  inf lat ion,  massive
unemployment,  the  continued
deterioration  of  household  living
conditions,  as  well  as  systemic
discrimination  based  on  gender  or
ethnicity,  remain  fully  present  and
continue to produce their effects on a
daily basis.

From this perspective, the suspension
of  external  hostilities  does  not
constitute  a  resolution  of  internal
contrad ic t ions ,  but  ra ther  a
displacement of the field of conflict. It

marks  the  beginning  of  a  phase  in
which  social  and  political  tensions
manifest themselves in a more direct
way, less mediated by the logic of war.
The relationship between society and
the  regime  is  revealed  in  a  more
naked ,  more  immedia te ,  and
potent ia l ly  more  acute  way.

In  this  context,  the  authorities’
priorities seem to remain focused on
preserving  the  foundations  of  their
authority and protecting the networks
and  interests  that  support  the
regime’s architecture. This orientation
contributes to maintaining a high level
of  structural  tension  between  the
social demands of the population and
the imperatives of maintaining power.

In this  perspective,  while  the power
clans and the networks of clientelist or
mafia-type  interests  within  the  state
apparatus  are  reorganizing  and
repositioning themselves with a view
to competing for access to resources
and rents in the new environment, the
different  components  of  society  as
well  as  progressive  forces  are  also
confronted with the need to adapt to
this new conjuncture.

For the latter, the challenge lies in the
ability  to  take  advantage  of  the
transformations underway in order to
initiate a social  recomposition and a
more effective reorganization of their
forces.  It  is  less  a  spontaneous
dynamic than a process constrained by
the evolution of the balance of forces,
wh ich  imposes  new  fo rms  o f
structuring,  coordination  and
intervention in the social and political
space.

Today’s Iranian society is on the verge
o f  p o t e n t i a l l y  d e c i s i v e
transformations.  The  weight  of
economic  failures  has  had  a  direct
impact  on  the  working  classes,
pushing  the  living  conditions  of
millions  of  people  to  increasingly
difficult, if not unsustainable, levels.

Faced with this situation, the political
system in place, which is authoritarian
in nature and highly centralised, tends
to  favour  control  and  policing
m e c h a n i s m s  b a s e d  o n  t h e
strengthening  of  the  repressive
apparatus.  In  this  context,  the
management  of  social  tensions  is
mainly  carried  out  through  coercive



measures  and  an  intensification  of
sanct ioning  pract ices ,  which
contribute to aggravating the climate
of confrontation between the state and
a part of society.

When a population perceives that the
legal  and  peaceful  channels  for
expressing  its  fundamental  demands
are gradually closing, it is likely that
its  political  commitment  will  take  a
more  determined  and  intense  form
than  in  previous  phases,  with  a
greater charge of anger and demands
in the face of the structures in place.

In  such  a  dynamic,  the  experiences
accumulated during previous cycles of
mobilization  constitute  an  important
political and social achievement. Over
the course of a succession of events
and confrontations, Iranian society has
gradually  been  transformed,  having
become more hardened,  socially  and
politically,  while  developing  a  more
lucid  reading  of  its  internal  power
relations and power mechanisms.

The series of strikes in key sectors of
industry, the national mobilizations of
pensioners,  the  large-scale  uprising
under  the  slogan  “Woman,  Life,
Freedom”,  as  well  as  the  notable
perseverance  of  teachers,  health
workers and families of victims, have
been  major  social  and  political
experiences.

These  ongoing  struggles  have
contributed  to  the  accumulation  of
significant gains in terms of collective
consciousness,  the  structuring  of
demands  and  the  capacity  for
organisat ion.  They  have  a lso
participated  in  the  formation  of  a
generation  that  is  bolder  and  more
aware  of  the  social  and  political
challenges it  faces,  as well  as of  its
own  role  in  the  dynamics  of  future
transformation.

These  achievements  resulting  from
field experiences are now inscribed in
the collective memory of society and
constitute one of the main springs of
future  forms  of  social  and  political
organization.

Citizens  today have a  more detailed
knowledge  of  the  mechanisms  by
which  security  and  administrative
institutions tend to frame, neutralize
or  divert  social  and  professional

demands .  Th i s  accumu la ted
experience contributes to a more lucid
understanding of power relations and
institutional constraints.

In  this  context,  any  significant
progress  in  demands,  whether
professional, social or political, seems
to  depend  more  and  more  on  the
ability  to  build  forms  of  sustainable
solidarity,  to  develop  networked
organisations  and  to  articulate  the
different  social  movements  more
coherently.  This dynamic refers to a
gradual  maturation  of  modes  of
collective  action  and  structures  of
mobilization.

The linking of workers’ networks with
teachers ’  organisat ions ,  the
convergence  of  women’s  rights
defenders with student movements, as
well  as  forms  of  mutual  support
between  different  categories  of
employees, are likely to considerably
strengthen  the  capacity  for  social
pressure.

Societal
transformations
These developments are part of a set
of  profound demographic,  social  and
cultural changes that have taken place
in recent decades. Over the past forty-
seven years, the Iranian social fabric
has  undergone  significant  and  often
irreversible transformations, affecting
modes  of  socialization,  political
expectations,  and forms of  collective
expression.

In this context, the regime’s capacity
for  control  and  ideological  framing
appears more limited than before. The
development  of  Internet  access,  the
rise  of  social  networks  and  the
diversification of information channels
have  contributed  to  weakening  the
traditional mechanisms of censorship
and  state  monopoly  on  the  public
narrat ive.  Moreover,  the  new
generations seem to be inscribed, in
their  daily  lives  and  their  social
representations,  in  increasingly
diversified  reference  frameworks  of
values,  which  partly  go  beyond  the
framework of official ideology.

The increasingly assertive presence of
women in the social, educational and

professional  spheres,  despite  legal
obstacles  and  constraints  on  the
public  sphere,  is  a  major  factor  of
transformation.  It  puts  patriarchal
structures  in  tension  with  the
tradit ional  frameworks  of  the
organization of power, by introducing
social  dynamics  that  gradually
question  their  foundations.

In  this  context,  women’s  greater
access to education, work and social
life contributes to redefining existing
social  relations  and to  changing the
cultural  balances  on  which  certain
forms  of  authority  are  based.  This
evolution is part of a broader process
of recomposition of social norms and
collective expectations.

In parallel with these transformations,
the human geography of the country
has  also  undergone  significant
changes. The creation of vast areas of
precarious housing on the outskirts of
major  cities,  with  a  population
estimated at more than twenty million
people, is part of the continuation of
profound economic changes, linked in
particular  to  policies  of  unequal
redistribution  of  resources,  to  rent
dynamics, as well as to processes of
env i ronmenta l  f rag i l i t y  and
unbalanced urban development.

These peri-urban areas concentrate a
high proportion of precarious workers,
the  unemployed  and  populations
excluded from the formal  circuits  of
the economy. Often characterized by
limited access to public services and
infrastructure,  they  reflect  marked
forms of territorial inequalities. These
areas are also perceived as areas of
high  social  tension,  where  economic
frustrations and feelings of exclusion
accumulate,  thus contributing to the
reconfiguration  of  the  relationship
between centre and periphery within
Iranian society.

Assuming that it manages to articulate
itself with independent organisations,
to develop class consciousness and to
be  part  of  structured  forms  of
organisation,  this  vast  population
could constitute a determining factor
in the dynamics of social and political
transformation.

Such  a  development  would  however
depend  on  the  abi l i ty  to  bui ld
sustainable  mobilisation  frameworks,



capable of transforming situations of
social fragmentation into an organised
collective force, likely to significantly
influence the existing social balances.

The organisation of this part of society
could profoundly  modify  its  place in
social  relations,  by  making  it  move
from  a  condition  of  victims  of  the
dynamics of  unequal  development to
that of  a structured collective actor,
likely to weigh significantly in political
relations.

In  such  a  configuration,  and  in
articulation  with  the  industrial
working  class,  it  could  constitute  a
decisive  social  force  capable  of
bending  the  existing  balances  of
power  and  calling  into  question  the
mechanisms of domination and control
of the state apparatus. However, this
perspective  depends  closely  on  the
concrete  conditions  of  organisation,
coordination and convergence of  the
different  components  of  the  social
field.

In  the  absence  of  a  sufficiently
developed class consciousness (which
refers to multiple factors) and in the
absence of independent organisational
structures,  the  socia l  energy
accumulated  in  these  peripheral
spaces  can  be  directed  towards
unstable  and  potentially  dangerous
trajectories.

This  intensity  of  frustration,  if  not
channelled  into  structured  collective
perspectives  and  progressive  goals,
can  be  co-opted  by  reactionary,
populist  or  opportunist  currents.  In
such configurations, different political
or  ideological  forces  seek  to  exploit
situations  of  social  distress  and
economic  precariousness,  mobilizing
simplistic  discourses  and  demagogic
slogans  in  order  to  capitalize  on
discontent.

This type of dynamic can thus divert a
broad-rooted  social  anger  from  its
main structural causes — linked to the
mechanisms  of  exploitation  and
systemic  inequality  —  to  redirect  it
towards  objectives  that  distort  its
initial  meaning.  In  some  cases,  this
recomposition  can  encourage  the
e m e r g e n c e  o f  n e w  f o r m s  o f
authoritarianism, the exacerbation of
social divisions or the consolidation of
exclusive and anti-democratic political

projects.

From this perspective, the organized
presence of civic and worker activists
in  these  social  spaces  appears,
according  to  this  analysis,  to  be  a
determining factor for the structuring
of mobilizations. It would help to avoid
the  dispersion  of  collective  energies
and  to  strengthen  the  capacity  of
social  movements  to  formulate
coherent demands, while limiting the
risks  of  political  recuperation  by
forces hostile to democratic and social
dynamics.

The  demands  of  the  different  social
s t ra ta  can  be  unders tood  as
interdependent  components  of  the
same social  whole.  The demands for
housing,  health,  free  and  quality
education, as well as universal social
protection systems, are closely linked
to  fundamental  civil  and  political
rights.

From this perspective, economic and
social  rights  cannot  be  dissociated
from fundamental  freedoms  such  as
freedom  of  expression,  freedom  of
independent  organisation  and
individual freedom of choice, including
dress. All of these demands thus form
a  coherent  continuum,  where  the
social ,  economic  and  polit ical
dimensions  reinforce  each  other
within the same logic of emancipation.

The repressive policy adopted by the
regime in the face of even the most
basic  union  demands  tends  to
accelerate  the  politicization  of  these
s o c i a l  m o v e m e n t s .  I n  t h i s
configuration,  the  government
appears to be reluctant to any form of
reform,  perceiving  the  slightest
concession or flexibility as a risk likely
to  weaken,  or  even  destabilize,  the
entire political edifice.

This institutional lock-in contributes to
broadening  the  scope  of  demands,
which are no longer limited to sectoral
demands  but  tend,  progressively,  to
question the overall  structure of  the
system.  Initial  demands,  made  in  a
professional  or  social  context,  can
thus  be  transformed  into  a  broader
challenge  to  the  mechanisms  of
governance  and  distribution  of
resources.

In this  context,  the Iranian workers’

movement  occupies  a  particularly
central  place in  contemporary social
dynamics.  Workers  in  the  industrial,
service and petrochemical sectors, by
mobilizing  tools  such  as  strikes  and
production stoppages, have a potential
capacity to have a significant impact
on  the  functioning  of  the  economy.
This  strategic  position  makes  it  a
major player in social power relations,
without,  however,  prejudging  the
concre te  cond i t ions  o f  the i r
organizat ion  and  coordinat ion.

The blossoming of this social potential
depends  largely  on  its  ability  to
converge  with  other  components  of
the social and progressive movement.
A  closer  articulation  with  women’s
mobilizations,  national  teachers’
o r g a n i z a t i o n s ,  p e n s i o n e r s ’
associations,  student  movements,
environmental activists as well as the
different  peoples  confronted  with
forms  of  national  oppression  could
strengthen the coherence and scope of
these dynamics.

For strategic
thinking
In  this  perspective,  the  central
question  lies  in  the  construction  of
f o r m s  o f  c o o r d i n a t i o n  a n d
convergence that make it possible to
overcome  the  fragmentation  of
sectoral struggles, in order to promote
the emergence of a common space of
demands and collective action. Such a
d y n a m i c  w o u l d  c o n s t i t u t e  a
determining  factor  in  the  ability  of
social forces to influence the existing
balance of power.

The formation of a united front of the
forces  of  labour  and  the  working
classes  is  often  presented,  in  some
analyses,  as  a  major  strategic
condition for a lasting change in the
balance  of  forces  in  favour  of  the
popular  classes.  Such  convergence
would aim to strengthen the capacity
for  collective  action and to  increase
the political and social weight of the
demands  coming  from  the  different
segments of the world of work.

Finally,  the re-examination of  recent
developments and the analysis of the
nature  of  the  agreements  concluded
between  power  blocs  highlight  a



historical  reality  that  is  difficult  to
dispute,  from  this  perspective:  the
cost  of  the  main  strategic  decisions
taken by the ruling classes — whether
i t  b e  m i l i t a r y  a d v e n t u r i s m ,
engagement in proxy wars, sanctions
policies and economic blockades, and
so on, or the signing of compromises
and tactical ceasefires — tends to be
disproportionately  supported  by  the
working classes.

The working population appears to be
the first to be exposed to the social,
economic and material  consequences
of political choices that are made at
institutional and state levels that are
largely disconnected from their daily
experience. This asymmetry feeds, in
turn,  lasting  structural  tensions
between  the  spheres  of  decision-
making  and  the  social  realities  on
which they are exercised.

From  this  perspective,  the  different
components of the system of power —
whether military-security structures or
other  decision-making  centres  —  as
well as the actors who face them, tend
to  externalize  the  costs  of  their
strategies of survival, compromise and

preservation of interests. These costs
then  disproportionately  affect  the
l iv ing  condi t ions  o f  the  most
vulnerable populations, affecting their
access  to  essential  resources,  their
health and, more broadly, their social
security.

A  precise  understanding  of  the
internal  contradictions of  power and
the  adoption  of  tactics  of  struggle
adapted  to  the  historical  and  social
context constitute, in this perspective,
an  important  prerequisite  for
overcoming  the  current  crises.  The
s t r a t e g i c  c h a l l e n g e  o f  s u c h
organizational  cohesion  and  a  more
structured class consciousness is often
formulated  as  the  possibility  of
modifying  the  existing  balance  of
forces to the benefit  of  the majority
social strata.

From this perspective, it would be a
question  of  limiting  the  hold  of
networks  of  power  and  wealth
accumulation  considered  to  be
concentrated  in  the  hands  o f
organized  minorities,  while  opening
t h e  w a y  t o  a  m o r e  p r o f o u n d
transformation  of  the  social  and

political  order.  The  objective  thus
envisaged refers to the construction of
an institutional and social framework
perceived  as  more  equitable,  more
democratic and more respectful of the
fundamental rights of individuals.

30 June 2026

Translated  by  International
Viewpoint from A l’encontre.

Footnotes
[1] The Joint Comprehensive Plan
of Action (JCPoA) is an agreement
signed in  Vienna,  Austria,  on  14
July 2015,  by the following eight
parties: Iran, the P5+1 countries –
China,  France,  United  Kingdom.
United States, Germany – as well
as the European Union.
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There’s a class struggle under the sun; the
heat is eating away at wages
13 July, by Luigi Pandolfi

It’s hot. For some, it’s just a matter of
temperature.  For  the  working  class,
however,  it’s  already  a  matter  of
health  and  finances:  less  income,
higher  prices,  greater  vulnerability.
“The  severe  heat  wave  sweeping
across  Europe  threatens  people’s
health,  their  livelihoods,  and  their
ab i l i t y  to  work ,”  Jess ie  Ruth
Schleypen,  a  climate  economist  at
Climate Analytics, told Bloomberg.

What  appears  to  be  a  current
emergency is actually a trend that has
been underway for years now. A study
published  last  Wednesday  in  the
internat iona l  journa l  Global
Environmental  Change  shows  that
between 2004 and 2022, droughts and
heat  waves  have  already  eroded
nearly  3%  of  the  average  annual
income of  European households  and

pushed  another  5.6  million  citizens
into poverty. And looking ahead, if the
1 . 5  ° C  l i m i t  s e t  b y  t h e  P a r i s
Agreement  is  not  met,  household
income could plummet by more than
21 percentage points by the end of the
century.

Most at risk
The group most at risk is the poorest
20% of  the  population.  Construction
and logistics workers, farmhands, and
manual laborers who bear the brunt of
the climate’s impact. It’s a matter of
class. Those in air-conditioned offices
are protected, to some extent;  those
who work outdoors are not. Madrid is
a  prime  example:  according  to  the
study, the Spanish capital has seen an

income  decline  of  nearly  10%  in
recent years, solely due to the effect of
heat on productivity.

There  are  major  problems  for
agriculture and livestock farming.  In
France  and Spain,  crops  are  paying
the  price  for  record-breaking
temperatures,  water  shortages,  and
rising production costs. The situation
in  France  is  the  most  critical:  72
departments  are  on  red  alert,  and
hundreds  of  thousands  of  farm
animals—especially poultry—have died
due  to  the  extreme  conditions.  In
Spain and the United Kingdom as well,
the  heat  is  reducing  productivity  in
livestock  farming  and  fruit  and
vegetable  production,  putting
pressure  on  entire  supply  chains.
Among the hardest-hit crops is corn,
which is suffering from reduced water
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resources  and  uncertainty  about
yields. The consequences are already
visible  in  the  markets:  according  to
Euronext, corn futures have risen by
9% since mid-month, fueling fears of
greater  ins tab i l i t y  in  g loba l
agricultural prices. Speculators could
have a field day.

Meanwhile,  demand for electricity  is
skyrocketing  in  cities.  On  Tuesday,
June 23,  European energy prices hit
record highs: air conditioners running
everywhere, the grid under strain, and
insufficient supply. In Belgium, prices
reached  a  staggering  peak  of  1,038
euros per megawatt-hour.

Food and energy
Food  and  energy  becoming  more
expensive means higher inflation. And
for  low-income  households—which
allocate  the  largest  share  of  their
household budget to food and utility
bills,  with  no ability  to  cut  back on
other expenses—rising prices have an
immediate  and  disproportionate
impact.  According  to  economists,
climate change could add between 0.3
and 1.2% per year to global inflation
starting in 2035.

“We’re  starting  to  see  a  situation
where  a  new  shock  occurs  every
year,”  argues  Maximilian  Kotz,  a

researcher  a t  the  Barce lona
Supercomputing  Center.  And  these
shocks no longer affect only specific
products:  they  impact  entire  supply
chains, from energy to transportation,
including insurance, water, and food.

But that’s not all.  The climate crisis
has  also  become  a  new  source  of
financial instability. For some sectors
of  the  economy,  extreme events  are
taking on a significance comparable to
that  of  geopolitical  crises.  Some
market  participants  are  already
developing  financial  instruments  to
speculate  on  the  frequency  and
intensity  of  phenomena  linked  to  El
Niño  and  climate  anomalies.  Les
Finemore, chief investment officer at
Moreton  Capital  Partners,  has
announced,  in this  vein,  a new fund
dedicated to trading on climate risks:
“We’ve  been  focused  on  the  war  in
Iran. The next event will be El Niño.”

A clear paradox: while extreme heat
reduces  workers’  incomes,  increases
the  cost  of  living,  and  makes  those
with fewer resources more vulnerable,
a  segment  of  the  financial  sector  is
turning  the  very  same  phenomenon
into an opportunity for profit.

And in Italy?

And in Italy? Things aren’t any better.
According  to  a  stress  scenario
developed  by  Allianz,  between  2026
and  2030  the  country  r i sks  a
cumulative loss of  nearly 150 billion
euros in GDP. The hardest hit would
be investment, which could plummet
by 12.8% due to shrinking corporate
profit  margins.  This  combination
opens  the  door  to  a  stagflationary
sp i ra l :  r i s ing  pr ices ,  fa l l ing
p r o d u c t i v i t y ,  a n d  r i s i n g
unemployment.  The  fiscal  deficit  is
estimated  to  worsen  by  another  1.9
percentage points of GDP.

In  this  way,  the  climate  crisis  also
functions as a social tax. But it is not a
progressive tax. It hits those who have
the least, with steep utility bills, more
expensive  food  and  mortgages,  lost
workdays,  and growing health  risks.
The  bottom  line:  temperatures  are
rising for everyone, but the cost of the
heat continues to be distributed in a
deeply unequal manner.

27 June 2026

Translated  by  International
Viewpoint from Il Manifesto.

9.

Progressives Strategic Failure: A Warning
12 July, by Dan La Botz

So  progressive  Democratic  Party
operatives decided they needed to find
candidates  with  a  populist  message
speaking to voters concerns about the
cost of living who also resembled the
working-class  voters  to  whom  they
wished to appeal. A couple of young
political scouts went to Maine where
the  Democrats  would  challenge
Republican senator Susan Collins who
has served five terms in a Democratic
majority  state.  Talking  to  local
activists  these  two  scouts  identified
Graham Platner as the candidate who
could  and  would  defeat  Collins.
Defeating Collins, would be key to the
Democrats  taking  control  of  the
Senate.

Platner had served eight years in the
U.S. Marines, two tours of duty in Iraq
and one with the Maryland National
Guard in Afghanistan where he stayed
on as a military contractor. Then he
returned to his home state of Maine
and  became  an  oyster  farmer.  He
married  Amy  Gertner,  a  school
teacher  who  became  the  business
manager of his oyster farm.

Platner  had  progressive  politics.  He
opposed  the  corporations  and
supported Medicare for all, he talked
about genocide in Gaza and opposed
AIPAC, the Israeli lobby. Moreover, he
looked the part; he was a brawny guy
with of a mustache and beard, tattoos,

and a charismatic speaking style. With
support  from  progressives  like
Senator  Bernie  Sanders,  Platner
quickly  gained  an  enthusiastic
following  and  won  the  Democratic
Party primary.

But Platner was not what he appeared
to  be.  He  wasn’t  from  the  working
class; his father was a lawyer and his
mother  a  business  woman.  And
Platner the oyster farmer was himself
a small businessman.

Then  the  revelations  began.  Platner
had  a  Nazi  tattoo,  a  Totenkopf  (a
death’s  head),  though  he  denied
knowing what it was when he got it.
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Platner, who suffered from PTSD, also
had  a  lot  of  emotional  problems.
Investigations by the media revealed
that he sent sexually explicit emails to
several women, some of them married.
Former  girlfriends  described  him as
volatile  and  one  said  physically
threatening.  Then  in  July  a  former
girlfriend  accused  him  of  rape,  his
prominent supporters such as Sanders
abandoned  him,  and  Platner  was
forced  to  w i thdraw  f rom  the
campaign.  Now Democrats  will  have
to  find  a  replacement  for  him  at  a
special  convention  with  only  a  few
months  left  until  the  November
election.

Critics  have  blamed  the  Democrats’

mistaken choice of Graham Platner on
insufficient  vetting.  There  are,
however,  bigger  issues.  Unlike
candidates  of  the  Democrat ic
Socialists of America who have won in
New York and Colorado, Platner was
not  a  member of  a  left  organization
and so had no experience of common
study,  planning,  and  work  as  a
socialist.  He  was  active  in  Acadia
Action, a local aquaculture and fishing
advocacy  group  in  Sullivan,  Maine,
and—more  civic  involvement  than
actual activism—he served as the town
harbormaster  and  chair  of  the
planning board. He did not have the
kind  of  experience  that  comes  from
being a labor union activist or being
involved  in  militant  confrontations

with  authorities.

Chosen  by  young,  self-proclaimed
political scouts, Platner did not have a
proven  record  of  activism,  which
would  have  given  people  a  better
understanding of who he really was. A
friend in Maine wrote, “It was a great
ride while it  lasted,” But without an
experienced  activist  candidate,  it
couldn’t  last  long.

12 July 2024

10.

Forcing Refugees To Return to Syria is a Bad
Idea
11 July, by Joseph Daher

After  his  statement  was  criticised,
Merz  clarif ied  that  he  was  not
expressing a refugee policy but merely
repeating  the  opinion  of  interim
President  al-Sharaa  and those,  "who
wish to remain in Germany and are
well integrated will be able to remain
in Germany." Al-Sharaa rejected Merz’
claim, characterizing it as “somewhat
exaggerated”.He insisted that returns
w o u l d  d e p e n d  o n  e c o n o m i c
reconstruction  and  improved  living
conditions.  Meanwhile,  German
Foreign  Minister  Johann  Wadephul
endorsed  Merz‘  statement,  while
pointing out that "what the Chancellor
says  is,  of  course,  the  goal  of  the
federal  government"  — and was not
motivated by the interim President of
Syria.

Regardless  of  the  “clarifications”  of
the  German  chancellor,  and  the
practical  impossibility  such  a  plan
faces,  these  declarations  reflect  a
wider political trend in Europe calling
for  the  return  and  deportation  of
Syrians.  The  European  Parliament’s
support of the Return Regulation, at
the  end  of  March  2026,  expanding
“the  EU’s  punitive  and  restrictive
detention  and  deportation  plans”,
demonstrates this continuously hostile

dynamic regarding migrants and the
collaboration of conservative and the
far  right.  This  contributes  to  the
ongoing  and  expanding  racist  and
islamophobic  atmosphere  in  Europe.
But the plans of mass returns must not
only be rejected for  the racism that
underpins  it.  These  attempts  are
directed  against  the  interests  of
Syrian  working  classes,  be  it  in
Germany or in Syria.

Is Syria Ready to
Receive 1.6 Million
Returnees
A  large  majori ty  of  Syrians  in
Germany, and Europe do not want to
return  to  Syria  under  current
conditions  of  wartime  destruction,
political  instability,  economic  crisis
and ongoing human rights violations.
At  the  same time,  the  labor  market
remains disrupted, and unemployment
is high, particularly among the youth.
While there are no clear rates for the
size of unemployment in Syria, due to
the  absence  of  periodic  and regular
labor  force  surveys,  estimates  for
2025 range from 14% to 60% youth

unemployment. In addition, 83% of the
Syrian  labor  market  is  reportedly
informal,  which  does  not  guarantee
access  to  social  security  and  legal
protection, leaving millions of workers
vulnerable  to  exploitation  or  sudden
income loss.

The  returns  of  Syrians  have  also
further  strained  the  labor  market,
which does not have the capacity to
absorb them. Most of the Syrians who
came back to Syria since the fall of the
Assad regime in December 2024, an
estimated  1.6  million,  had  taken
refuge  in  neighboring  countries,
especially  Turkey,  Lebanon  and
Jordan. In addition, an estimated 1.9
million  Internally  Displaced  People
(IDP) returned to their areas of origin,
while approximately 5.54 million IDP
remained displaced nationwide.

According  to  the  UNHCR  “these
movements  continued  to  place
pressure  on  already  overstretched
serv ices  and  in frastructure ,
particularly in areas hosting displaced
populations  and  high  numbers  of
returnees”. According to the UN, only
57%  of  public  hospitals  are  fully
functional, and only around a third of
the  primary  health  care  centers  are
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operational, while more than a third of
the schools are damaged or destroyed.
S i m i l a r l y  t h e  I n t e r n a t i o n a l
Organization  for  Migration  in  May
2025  underlined  that  the  “lack  of
economic opportunities and essential
services  pose  the  greatest  challenge
for  Syrians  returning  to  their
communities”.

Syria’s  needs  are  acute:  the  cost  of
reconstruction  is  estimated to  range
between $140 billion and $345 billion,
according to the World Bank, which is
equivalent  to  7  to  17.5  times  the
current estimated GDP in Syria. More
than half of Syrians remain displaced,
either internally or abroad. Nine out of
ten live below the poverty line, nearly
17  million  people  require  urgent
assistance to survive; and more than
nine million face acute food insecurity.

Although the Syrian ruling authorities
raised  public-sector  salaries  and
pensions by 200% in July 2025 and by
50%  in  March  2026,  most  of  the
population, whether employed in the
public  or  the  private  sector,  still
cannot cover their monthly expenses
with their salaries. While the minimum
wage was increased to around $114 a
month,  this  is  far  from  enough  to
sustain an average person’s livelihood,
with the minimum cost of living for a
family of five in Damascus exceeding
this fourfold and the average cost of
living being almost ten times higher at
the beginning of the year 2026. Under
these  conditions,  mass  return  of
Syrian  refugees  would  increase  the
pressure on the labor market, which is
already characterized by low salaries
and  and  a  very  low  level  of  social
protection.  In  addition,  it  would  cut
the flow of remittances to the country.
How  Syrian  Diaspora  Remittances
Keep  Families  Alive

Large  segments  of  society  rely  on
money transfer from relatives abroad
amounting  to  around  $4  billion
annually, according to estimates from
earlier this year, with Europe and Gulf
countries  as  the  main  sources  since
2011.  Germany constitutes  the  main
source for  remittances from Europe,
between 300 and 400 million of Euro
on a yearly basis. This is connected to
the  progress ive  and  ongo ing
integration of Syrians in the German
labor market.

The  role  of  remittances  in  Syria
evolved  in  the  past  decade  from  a
supplemental resource into a primary
structural  requirement for household
survival.  These  flows  played  an
increasingly critical role in sustaining
livelihoods, often becoming the main
source of income for many households
as  their  purchasing  powers  were
continuously reduced as a result of the
depreciation of the national currency
and rising inflation.  In certain cases
and more particularly after the fall of
the Assad’s regime, remittances have
been used by families to rebuild their
households,  and  collective  initiatives
in  some  areas  have  emerged
benefitting from diaspora remittances
to rehabilitate specific infrastructures
or buildings.  These examples remain
quite rare however.
Real  Estate  Projects  During  Syria’s
Housing Crisis

The country continues to suffer a deep
a n d  c o m b i n e d  h o u s i n g  a n d
infrastructure  shortfall.  According  to
the  2025  Humanitarian  Needs  and
Response Plan (HNRP), “one-third of
the country’s housing stock has been
damaged or destroyed,  while critical
infrastructure, including roads, water
networks,  electricity,  and  sanitation
systems,  remains  largely  non-
functional”. In this context and in the
absence  of  any  reconstruction  plan,
several  local  communities  have
protested against real estate projects
seeking profit rather than housing for
people in need. In Homs, residents of
the Qarabis neighbourhood pressured
the  Kuwait-based  al-Omran  Real
Estate Development Company to part
of  its  “Boulevard  of  Victory”  plan,
which  would  have  threatened  their
properties  and  displaced  them  from
their  homes.  Similarly,  Damascus
residents  successfully  opposed  a
project  that  sought  to  transform Al-
Jahiz  Park –  one of  Damascus’s  last
remaining public green spaces – into a
commercial  space  with  cafés  and
parking facilities. In the beginning of
May  2026,  a  demonstration  was
organized in Damascus by residents of
the  Mezzeh,  Kfar  Souseh,  and
Basateen  al-Razi  neighborhoods
affected  by  Decree  66,  which  was
enacted  in  2012  and  allows  the
“redesigning of unauthorized or illegal
housing areas” and their replacement
with  “modern”  real  estate  projects
with quality services.

Large  segments  of  the  population
suffering  from  worsening  living
conditions and low purchasing power
face  very  high  rents  and  expensive
property  prices.  Instead  of  building
housing schemes and infrastructures
for the broader population, these real
estate  projects  serve  an  elite  class
able  to  afford  new  and  expensive
housing  projects  and  accumulate
capital.  Alongside  these  dynamics,
these housing policies reflect a larger
po l i t i ca l  economic  s t rategy ,
responding to a crisis-ridden economy
with austerity measures.

Austerity in Post-
Assad Syria: Who
Pays the Price?
Household  stability  has  become
i n c r e a s i n g l y  c o n t i n g e n t  o n
remittances  rather  than  local
economic  dynamics,  particularly  as
the former Assad’s regime engaged in
austerity  measures  and cut  back  on
social support to the population. The
share of spending on public subsidies
and  other  support  programmes
diminished significantly in the state’s
budget after 2011, representing 15.5%
in  2010  compared  to  just  5.6%  in
2024. In addition, continuously rising
inflation  resulted  in  diminishing
purchasing power for large sectors of
the population.

The  new  Syrian  ruling  authorities’
economic policies have not challenged
this  reality,  quite  the  opposite.
Following  the  declared  reduction  of
state  spending,  the  Syrian  ruling
authorities quickly announced plans to
dismiss up to one third of  the state
workforce,  targeting  employees
allegedly  receiving  salaries  without
fulfilling their duties. Dismissals have
continued across multiple ministries in
2026.  Damascus’  austerity  measures
have had a significant impact on the
population’s  purchasing  power.  The
price of subsidized bread was raised in
December  2024  from  400  Syrian
Pounds (SYP) (for 1,500 grams) to SYP
4,000 (for 1,200 grams and then 1,050
grams since May 2026), representing
an  increase  of  around  1365%  and
exacerbating  food  insecurity  among
the most vulnerable. At the same time,
the  government  suspended subsidies



on fuel and oil derivatives, increasing
produc t i on  cos t s  ac ross  the
agricultural  and  manufacturing
sectors. In October 2025, the Syrian
government  announced  a  significant
increase  in  electricity  prices.  In
January  2026,  tariffs  increased  from
an average of $0.85-$4 to bills ranging
from  $50  and  $169.  Some  families
even  saw  their  bills  reach  between
$423 and $508. This has also severely
affected  key  productive  economic
sectors,  particularly  manufacturing
and  agriculture.

The  political-economic  orientation  of
the  new  ruling  authorities  has
entrenched  the  economic  dynamics
present in the former regime. Syria is
facing structural economic challenges,
including the instability of the Syrian
pound, a weakened financial  system,
the  destruction  infrastructure,  low
purchasing  power,  high  cost  of
production,  a  dearth  of  skilled
workers,  and  more.  Yet,  the  new
government is pushing a commercial
model  focused  on  short-term  profit
and primarily on the service sector to
the  detriment  of  Syria’s  productive
sectors,  which  is  not  conducive  to
developmental  dynamics.  Meanwhile,
no  protect ion  against  foreign
competitive  products  has  been
provided  to  national  production,
particularly  manufacturing  industry
and  agriculture.  Accelerated  trade
l ibera l izat ion  is  threatening
production even more. In late January
2025,  Damascus  reduced  customs
duties on over 260 Turkish products.
At  the  end  of  2025,  Syria’s  trade
deficit with Turkey reached an all-time
high  of  $3.26  billion  in  2025.  This
r e p r e s e n t s  a n  8 6 . 5 %  r i s e  i n
comparison to 2024, when the deficit
stood at $1.74 billion.

Workers’ Unrest
and Protests
Across Syria in

2026
Increasing frustration among workers
in  the  public,  private  and  informal
sectors  with  the  government’s
economic policies has led to popular
protests and strikes, particularly since
the beginning of the year. In the Idlib
and Aleppo countryside governorates,
teachers  engaged  in  a  large-scale
strike in late January 2026 demanding
permanent  employment,  the  swift
reinstatement of those dismissed, and
salary  increases  that  commensurate
with the soaring cost of living. More
than  1,700  schools  closed  in  these
areas for the “Strike for Dignity,” in
response to the authorities’ failure to
honor commitments regarding salary
increases  and  improved  working
conditions.  Other  sectors  have  also
mobilized  protests  –  including
transport workers, industrial workers,
students, lawyers and bakery owners –
demonstrating  deepening  grievances
across the country over the continued
erosion of purchasing power and the
deterioration  of  public  services.  But
the  protests  were  also  directed
against  corruption,  nepotism,  and  a
lack of transparency and participation
in decision making processes.

Multiple  protests  on  various  socio-
economic  i ssues  are  ongoing
throughout  the  country .  New
demonstrations  erupted  in  mid-May,
initially  in  Raqqa,  Deir  Ez-Zor,  and
Daraa  and  then  spread  to  further
regions,  after  the Syrian Ministry of
Economy  and  Industry  had  fixed  a
price of wheat widely considered too
low.  This  sparked  widespread
frustration  among  wide  sectors  of
farmers and peasants, as the cost of
production exceeds this price.

The Case for Legal
Settlement Over
Mass Deportation
Not only are the conditions for a safe

and  dignified  return  to  Syria  not
given. Without economic recovery and
the  reconstruction  of  critical  state
infrastructure  a  mass  return  of
refugees to Syria would only worsen
socio-economic  conditions  within  the
country and threaten large sectors of
society  dependent  on remittances  to
survive. While this transfer of money
by  the  Syrian  diaspora  remains
essential  for  consumption  of  basic
goods and services, they can’t sustain
any recovery of the productive sectors
of  the  economy.  Remittances  fuel
consumption  rather  than  productive
investment  within  the  national
economy. In other words, they are a
tool  for  survival,  but  they  are  no
substitute  for  sustainable  economic
development.

Instead of threats to return Syrians to
Syria,  Germany  and  the  EU  should
consolidate  the  legal  settlement  of
Syrian  refugees.  This  would  enable
them  to  s tabi l i ze  the ir  l iv ing
conditions  and  move  freely  between
their host country and Syria. Thereby,
they could play a more active role in
Syria’s reconstruction, and participate
in  its  economic,  social  and  political
l i f e .  Ra ther  than  un feas ib le
announcements  of  mass  returns,
German and European officials should
seek  to  encourage  an  inclusive
reconstruction  process  and  a  wider
democratic participation within Syria.
Otherwise, the current challenges may
result  in  deepened  authoritarian
dynamics  and  entrenched  forms  of
exclusion, both political and economic.
This  would  rather  create  new
incentives for Syrians to seek better
opportunities  and  living  conditions
abroad.

Source: Rosa Luxemburg Stiftung.
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Israel targets and kills children
10 July, by Édouard Soulier

At  the  end of  June,  the  UN Human
Rights  Council’s  office  [1]  and
B’Tselem  [2],  an  Israeli  NGO,  each
published  a  report:  one  on  children
killed in Gaza, the other on children
killed  in  the  West  Bank.  These  two
reports  –  lengthy  and  detailed,  yet
difficult  to  read due to  the violence
they  describe  –  document  Israel’s
deliberate  intent  to  target  and  kill
Palestinian children.

Are children a
protected group?
International  law  grants  children
special protection in armed conflicts:
priority  access  to  humanitarian  aid,
guarantees regarding evacuation and
family reunification, and so on.

Israel  is  therefore  expected  to  treat
Palestinian  children  as  a  group
entitled  to  special  protection.  Their
de ten t i on  shou ld  on l y  be  an
exceptional  measure,  justified  by
demonstrable and immediate security
reasons,  and  not  a  tool  for  control,
blackmail  or  collective  punishment.
Vague  criteria  such  as  ‘security
concerns’ ,  behaviour  deemed
suspicious  or  family  ties  do  not  fall
within this category.
Clearly,  nothing  in  international  law
authorises the killing of a child with a
bul let  to  the  head  by  a  sniper
positioned  several  hundred  metres
away. Yet this is the reality in Gaza.

In Gaza, 30 per
cent of those killed
are children
The UN report notes that between 7
October 2023 and 7 October 2025, at
least 20,179 children were killed and
44,143 injured in Gaza. They account

for 30 per cent of those killed and 26
per cent of those injured during this
period.  By  way  of  ‘comparison’,
children accounted for around 24 per
cent  o f  the  deaths  dur ing  the
2008–2009 and 2014 bombings.

Since 7 October 2023, at least 5,031
children under  the  age  of  five  have
been  killed,  of  whom  1,029  were
under one year old and around 420
were  newborns.  These  figures  are
likely  to  be  an  underestimate,  as  a
significant number of victims remain
buried under the rubble.

The report details the brutality of the
treatment inflicted on children and the
lack of consideration shown to injured
children. It documents several cases in
which  the  Israeli  army  killed  entire
families  in  full  view of  the children,
before  leaving  them  to  their  fate.
According to  a  doctor  at  the  scene:
“Given  the  concentration  of  injuries
and the body parts targeted, I believe
that Israeli  soldiers deliberately shot
at teenagers as if it were a shooting
gallery — targeting a different part of
the body each day… There is a very
clear  pattern  suggesting  that  this
involves  deliberately  targeting
different  parts  of  the  body  [of  the
children].”  Shooting  at  children  for
fun…

The  report  could  be  cited  on  these
pages:  it  brings  together  dozens  of
testimonies  supporting  this  view,
specifying  in  each  instance  which
brigades were involved.

This is genocide
Regarding  the  West  Bank,  B’Tselem
reports that over a period of two years
and  eight  months,  from  7  October
2023  to  7  June  2026,  Israeli  forces
killed  235  Palestinian  children  and
teenagers. Five others were killed by
settlers. In 2025 alone, Israel killed 54
children in the West Bank.

This  significant  increase  predates
2023: as early as 2022, the number of
children killed in the West Bank rose
from an average of 13 to 36 per year.
In 2021, the rules of engagement were
relaxed:  throwing  stones  is  now
sufficient  to  justify  opening  fire,
without there being any need for the
forces to be in danger. The context of
the  war  in  Gaza  has  multiplied  the
opportunities  to  target  and  kill
children, but this behaviour has long
been documented and also occurs in
the West Bank.

The  targeting  of  children  is  a  key
element  in  establishing  genocidal
intent.  Israel  is  indeed  aiming  to
destroy  the  Palestinian  people  as  a
whole, both in Gaza and in the West
Bank.

Israel is deliberately killing children.
This is genocide.

8 July 2026

Translated  by  International
Viewpoint from l’Anticapitaliste.

Footnotes
[1] UNHRC, 23 June 2026 “Israel
continues to commit genocide and
o t h e r  a t r o c i t y  c r i m e s  b y
deliberately  targeting  Palestinian
children”.

[2]  B’Tselem,  29  June  2026
“ U n s h i e l d e d  C h i l d h o o d :
Palestinian children and teenagers
killed by Israel in the West Bank in
2025”.
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The G7: the imperialist order under Trump’s
leadership
9 July, by William Donaura

‘I  am  the  boss,’  declared  Donald
Trump at the opening of the G7. He
might  well  have  repeated  it  at  the
closing session, such was the extent to
which this  summit  was aligned with
US strategic and energy interests.

Soothing
declarations and
deafening silences
In addition to the central, geopolitical
declaration,  the  G7  resulted  in  the
signing  of  eight  declarations  of
principle on: the fight against cancer,
the  necessary  ‘coordinated  response
to  the  Ebola  epidemic’,  ‘mutually
beneficial  international  partnerships’,
‘supply  chains  for  critical  minerals’
( r e a d :  t h e  ‘ d e c o u p l i n g ’  o f
industrialised economies from China),
‘more  balanced,  sustainable  and
resilient  growth’,  ‘smuggling  of
migrants’,  ‘drug  trafficking’  and  ‘a
safer digital space for minors’. Climate
change and the decline in biodiversity
are  conspicuously  absent  from  this
soothing  litany  of  the  ruling  elite’s
‘wonderful world’. Naturally, there is
no mention anywhere of lifting private
ownership of  medicines,  phasing out
fossil fuels or meeting social needs…

The  geopol i t ica l  dec larat ion
summarises the key issues discussed
at  this  G7  summit:  Ukraine,  the
Middle  East  and  the  Indo-Pacific
region, for which it endorses the US
military  presence  and  reiterates  the
usual clichés about North Korea and
its nuclear weapons.

Geopolitical
agreement at the
expense of the
people
On  Ukraine,  it  states:  ‘We,  the  G7
leaders ,  s tand  un i ted  in  our
unwavering support for Ukraine in the
defence  of  its  freedom,  sovereignty
and territorial integrity’, and promises
both to increase deliveries — and local
production — of air defence systems
and  long-range  missiles,  and  to
reinstate  sanctions  against  Russia
concerning  gas  and  oil,  which  had
been lifted during the closure of the
Strait of Hormuz. The countries also
reached  an  agreement  on  the
r e c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  e n e r g y
infrastructure…

The summit  provided an opportunity
to  endorse  Trump’s  narrat ive
regarding the ‘magnificent’ agreement
signed with Iran: ‘The announcement
of an agreement between the United
States  and  Iran,  secured  under  the
strong leadership of President Donald
Trump  ( . . . )  o f f e r s  a  h i s to r i c
opportunity  to  prevent  Iran  from
acquiring  nuclear  weapons.  ”  This
support has been given even though
the details of the agreement have not
yet  been  finalised  and,  by  already
marking  numerous  setbacks  for  the
US  administration,  it  signals  the
failure of the war waged by the United
States.

Whatever  the  outcome  o f  the
negot ia t i ons  on  the  US- I ran
agreement,  it  will  be  necessary  to

secure  a  role  in  the  country’s
reconstruction  and  therefore  to
nurture relations with US imperialism
today.  This  is  what  France  has
attempted  to  do  by  highlighting  the
‘Operation Ormuz’,  which it  co-leads
with the United Kingdom.

On  Lebanon,  the  text  affirms  its
support  —  wishful  thinking  —  for
Lebanon’s territorial integrity (sic), for
a ‘robust’  ceasefire (re-sic),  but only
as a means to enable the disarmament
of  Hezbollah…  It  condemns  the
‘violence’  in  the  West  Bank  and
promises  more  humanitarian  aid  to
Gaza.  Of  course,  the  text  never
mentions the State of Israel…

Thus,  according  to  Macron,  this
summit  “was  a  moment  of  unity,  of
high-quality discussion and of genuine
cooperation  between  the  leaders
gathered here.  This  summit,  indeed,
enabled us to coordinate very closely
in order to respond to crises and to
work on the major challenges of our
time”.

Such a  fine  display  of  harmony can
only send a shiver down our spines,
for  it  is  always  achieved  at  the
expense of the people…

2 July 2026

Translated  by  International
Viewpoint from l’Anticapitaliste.
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Resisting “green capitalism” in Kenya
8 July, by Paul Martial
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Carbon credits  enable  multinationals
to  of fset  their  carbon  dioxide
emissions  by  funding  environmental
projects.  In  Kenya,  the  Northern
Rangelands Trust (NRT) specialises in
this  type  of  activity.  It  manages
‘conservancies’, i.e. areas set aside for
this purpose.

A dubious project,
but...
The NRT has launched the Northern
Kenya  Grassland  Carbon  Project
(NKCP).  The  aim  is  to  sell  carbon
credits  –  generated  by  carbon
sequestration  in  the  soil  through  a
reorganisation of  grazing practices –
to  companies  such  as  Netflix  and
Meta.

The  project  covers  two  mill ion
hectares,  comprising  more  than  a
dozen  ‘conservancies’,  and  affects
nearly  100,000  people  from  various
communities, notably the Rendille, the
Maasai, the Borana and the Samburu.
These  communities  graze  their
livestock using pastoral practices that
blend cultural traditions and ancestral
know-how,  following  local  and
regional  rainfall  patterns,  which  are
becoming increasingly scarce due to
global warming.

This is precisely what the NRT aims to
change  by  introducing  planned
rotational  grazing,  which  it  claims
would  enable  1.5  million  tonnes  of
carbon to be stored in the soil  each

year. However, the scientific evidence
p u t  f o r w a r d  b y  t h e  N R T  t o
demonstrate  that  this  system  would
increase carbon storage is, to say the
least,  questionable.  The  main
argument  is  that  the  free-range
g r a z i n g  p r a c t i s e d  b y  l o c a l
communities  degrades  soil  quality.
This  argument  echoes  the  colonial
view  that  indigenous  peoples  are
incapable  of  preserving  their
environment.

The Wall  Street  Journal  reports that
the NRT has already sold nearly six
million  carbon  credits,  with  an
estimated value of between 42 and 90
million  dollars  depending  on  market
prices.

… lucrative
This  project  strips  pastoralist
communities  of  control  over  their
livestock  in  favour  of  centralised
external  management,  which  would
decide where the herds are to graze
and for how long. Traditional livestock
farming  would  thus  be  transformed
into a more industrial and commercial
system.

However,  community  protests,
supported by NGOs such as Survival
International,  have  succeeded  in
halting  the  project.  The  certification
body  Verra  has  suspended  i ts
verification  procedures  on  two
occasions.  In  particular,  it  was
established that the free and informed
consent  of  the  affected  communities

had not been obtained.

Furthermore,  the  NRT  is  usurping
authority  over  the  land  by  creating
conservancies  in  breach  of  Kenyan
legislation,  notably  the  Community
Land Act  of  2016,  which  recognises
col lect ive  land  ownership  by
communit ies .

The NRT is exerting heavy pressure on
local people to accept its project. Bus
transport  is  organised  to  take
residents  to  meetings  at  which they
are  asked  to  sign  contracts,  even
though many of them cannot read or
write.  Financial  blackmail  has  also
been reported, whilst, in the past, the
sums paid  and their  recipients  have
remained particularly opaque.

Kenya’s  pastoralist  communities  are
thus suffering a double blow. They are
bear ing  the  brunt  o f  c l imate
change—for  which  they  are  not
responsible—which  is  undermining
their livestock farming, whilst at the
same  time  being  forced  to  change
their way of life in order to offset the
greenhouse gas emissions of Western
multinationals.

8 July 2026

Translated  by  International
Viewpoint from l’Anticapitaliste.
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Many Fronts, One Struggle: A Report on the
7th International Ecosocialist Encounters
7 July, by William van den Heuvel

In the buildings of the Université libre
de  Bruxelles  (Free  University  of
Brussels), more than two hundred and
fifty people from some forty countries
gathered in mid-May for the seventh
International Ecosocialist Encounters.
For  three  days,  discussions  ranged
across  trade  union  struggle  and
degrowth, care work and the defence
of  indigenous  land,  debt,  artificial
intelligence, Ukraine, and Palestine. A

glance at the programme might give
the impression of a loosely assembled
sequence of disconnected themes. The
opposite proved true. It was precisely
the breadth that made visible what the
organisers were after: demonstrating
that  all  these  apparently  separate
fronts flow from the same crisis, and
that this crisis can only be reversed
collectively, across borders.

The  International  Ecosocialist
Encounters have been held since 2014
—  the  initiative  arose  around  a
German- language  book  on  an
ecosocialist international — and have
grown into  a  recurring gathering of
activists,  trade  unionists,  academics,
and  social  movements  from  several
continents. [1] Ecosocialism holds that
the  ecological  crisis  cannot  be
separated  from  capitalism.  An
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economy driven by profit maximisation
and  unceasing  growth  inevitably
collides with planetary limits;  only a
society that produces to meet human
needs rather than to generate profit
can sustain a good life  within those
limits. That premise was the common
denominator running beneath all  the
conversations in Brussels.

A sombre
backdrop
The  gathering  took  place  against  a
sombre  backdrop,  and  participants
made  no  secret  o f  i t .  C l imate
disruption  is  accelerating,  while  the
European Green Deal — once heralded
as the definitive response to warming
— is being systematically hollowed out
in Berlin, Paris, and Brussels. At the
same time, wars, rearmament, and the
far-right  bloc  are  all  growing.  An
opening  debate  on  geopolitics  drew
the  connection  sharply:  the  Green
Deal had been left largely to capital
and had offered working people, and
the poorest layers in particular, very
little. It is precisely into that gap that
the  far  right  thrusts.  It  frames
environmental policy as an assault on
ordinary people and wins terrain the
left has long vacated.

The labour
movement at the
centre
That is also the first reason why the
labour  movement  occupied  such  a
central place in Brussels. Trade union
engagement  has  been  part  of  these
encounters  from  the  start,  and  the
opening  session  made  clear  why.  A
trade  union  member  from  the
Democratic Republic of Congo, Hervé
Kambiniam of the CDT (Confédération
D é m o c r a t i q u e  d u  T r a v a i l  —
Democrat ic  Confederat ion  of
Labour), [2] described how the war in
the east of his country has produced a
war economy in which money flows to
weapons  rather  than  education  or
healthcare,  while  foreign  companies
and  armed  groups  plunder  raw
materials  and  drive  the  population
from its  land.  From Colombia  came
the  account  of  trade  unionists  who,

against opposition from part of their
own  base,  have  turned  against
fracking  and  allied  themselves  with
environmental and rural movements.

From  the  Basque  Country,  Ainhara
Plazaola of the ELA (Euskal Langileen
Alkartasuna  —  Basque  Workers’
Solidarity) confederation showed how
things  can  be  done  differently:  she
described how her confederation has
brought  demands  on  emissions,
energy and water use, and sustainable
business plans directly into collective
bargaining,  and  how  it  secures
commitments that workers affected by
the closure or downsizing of polluting
enterprises  can  move  into  other
employment  or  receive  a  decent
income and retraining. [3] The thread
running through these discussions was
that  the  opposition  between  labour
and the environment — on which the
far right plays so deftly — is not a law
of  nature  but  a  political  choice.
Winning the trust of workers requires
connecting the ecological transition to
the fight for their jobs and income.

Degrowth and
ecosocialism
A  second  thread  ran  through  the
debate on degrowth.  Ten years ago,
that concept would scarcely have been
placed alongside socialism; degrowth
and  social ism  were  treated  as
alternatives between which one had to
choose. Increasingly, degrowth is now
seen as a component of the socialist
programme. Daniel Tanuro, one of the
driving forces behind the Ecosocialist
Manifesto of the Fourth International
( IVe  Internat ionale  —  Fourth
International),  set  out  the  necessity
soberly.  [4]  Of  the  nine  planetary
boundaries  identified  by  science,
seven have already been breached. A
reduction in energy and raw material
consumption is therefore no longer a
choice but a given; the only question
is whether that reduction happens in a
planned  and  humane  way,  or  as  a
catastrophic collapse.

In this understanding, degrowth does
not mean poverty or austerity, but the
abolition of useless production and the
restoration of what genuinely matters:
time,  care,  and  community.  It  was
telling  that  a  representative  of  the

academic  degrowth  current  and  the
Marxist ecosocialists explicitly sought
each other out in Brussels. There are
m u l t i p l e  p a t h s  t o  t h e  s a m e
destination,  and  the  willingness  to
bring those paths together was one of
the gains of the conference.

Not without
feminism
That  degrowth  cannot  proceed
without feminism was a third insight
that  recurred  throughout.  Reducing
p r o d u c t i o n  a l o n e ,  w i t h o u t
redistributing care work, simply shifts
the  bill  on  to  women,  who  already
perform  the  largest  share  of  that
unpaid  labour.  Speakers  from  the
ecofeminist tradition argued that care
— for people, but also for land, water,
and  communities  —  belongs  at  the
heart of an ecosocialist project, not at
its  margins.  In  Brazil,  as  several
interventions  noted,  landless  and
indigenous women have long put this
principle  into  practice,  in  their
resistance  to  agribusiness,  mining,
and  dam  construction.  The  idea  of
radical abundance that emerges from
the degrowth movement breaks both
with  the  art i f ic ia l  scarci ty  of
capitalism  and  with  the  capitalist
image  of  abundance  as  endless
possession.

Latin America at
the front line
Nowhere  did  the  coherence  of  all
these  struggles  come  together  as
concretely as in Latin America, which
commanded  a  large  share  of  the
attention. Michael Löwy, the French-
Brazilian Marxist sociologist who was
present at all previous encounters and
received  a  personal  tr ibute  in
Brussels,  identified  indigenous
peoples and peasant movements there
as  the  vanguard  of  the  ecological
struggle: they are in the front line of
the defence of nature and life, and at
the  same  time  the  first  victims  of
capital ism.  [5]  From  Ecuador,
Leonidas Iza, president of Ecuarunari
(Confederación Kichwa del Ecuador —
Kichwa  Confederation  of  Ecuador),
described how his communities have
lived with the land for thousands of



years  and  are  now  resisting  oil
extraction in the Amazon region. [6]

From Brazil came a victory from which
to draw courage:  following a 33-day
occupation of the terminals of the US
multinational  Cargill  and a  series  of
actions  during  the  COP30  climate
summit ,  a  largely  indigenous
movement forced the Lula government
to  reverse  the  privatisation  of  three
Amazonian  rivers  —  the  Madeira,
Tocantins,  and  Tapajós.  [7]  Mariana
Riscalli,  a  member  of  the  national
executive  of  Brazil’s  PSOL  (Partido
Socialismo  e  Liberdade  — Socialism
and  Freedom  Party),  held  up  that
struggle  as  evidence  that  social
movements must remain independent
from  the  government,  even  from  a
progressive government. At the same
time, a warning was sounded against
what  participants  called  green
colonialism: an energy transition that
replaces  fossil  fuels  but  perpetuates
the same plunder of raw materials, the
same  dispossession  and  repression,
now in the name of clean energy.

Internationalism,
not campism
The  wars  also  received  their  place,
and  it  was  precisely  here  that  the
political  maturity  of  the  gathering
asserted itself. Over Russia’s invasion
of  Ukraine  and  over  European
rearmament, a deep dividing line runs
through the left, and the Ecosocialist
Encounters did not avoid it. Ukrainian
ecosocialists  from  Sotsialnyi  Rukh
( С о ц і а л ь н и й  р у х  —  S o c i a l
Movement),  [8]  including  the  trade
unionist  Artem  Tidva  and  the
degrowth  spec ia l i s t  V i ta l i i a
Kilinkarova,  described  the  enormous
ecological devastation that Putin’s war
has wreaked on the country and called
for international solidarity from below,
on the model of Swedish dock workers
who refused to unload Russian ships.

The Syrian  researcher  Joseph Daher
extended  the  analysis  to  Gaza  and
southern  Lebanon.  What  connected
the  speakers  was  their  rejection  of
campism  —  the  tendency  to  stand
uncritically behind every adversary of
the West, out of opposition to Western
imperialism.  Solidarity,  as  the
repeated formulation had it, is owed to

the attacked peoples and to working
people, not to the repressive regimes
that  oppress  their  own  populations.
Rearmament  itself  was  assessed  not
only as a war threat but as a massive
shift  of  resources  away  from  the
ecological  transition  and  social
services.

The danger of the
far right
What  ultimately  connects  all  these
fronts is the rise of the far right. Löwy
preferred  the  term  neo-fascism:  it
shares much with classical fascism but
is  radically  neoliberal  rather  than
corporatist,  and  it  uses  religion
without itself  being religious.  At  the
conference the phenomenon was also
given a new name: fossil fascism. The
far  right  is  less  and  less  openly
denying  climate  change;  instead  it
turns against climate policy, as an ally
of the fossil industry, and sometimes
even  presents  immigration  as  an
ecological  threat.  A  workshop  on
artificial  intelligence  gave  this
reaction a further technological face.
The  power  of  a  handful  of  tech
companies  over  in format ion,
communication, and surveillance, and
the  quasi-religious  visions  of  the
future  held  by  figures  such as  Elon
Musk, constitute a distinct front in the
same  struggle  —  one  on  which
resistance,  from  tech  workers  to
people living near data centres, is only
just beginning.

A convergence of
movements
Here  l ies  the  core  of  what  the
encounters  sought  to  convey.  The
women’s  movement,  the  indigenous
struggle,  the  struggle  of  working
people,  the  fight  against  debt  and
extractivism, resistance to war and to
the far right: these are not separate
campaigns but expressions of a single
crisis of capitalism. Tanuro named this
a  convergence  of  movements  —  of
women, indigenous peoples, LGBTQI+
people, peasants, and workers — and
Löwy  described  ecology  not  as  a
chapter but as a red thread. Breaking
with  productivism  does  not  mean
abandoning  the  class  struggle;  it

means  broadening  it.  The  gathering
itself, with its forty countries and its
difficult  but  real  conversations
between  academics  and  activists,
between  North  and  South,  was  an
exercise in precisely that broadening.

That  raises  the  question  of  what
ultimately  matters:  how to  give that
convergence  a  form  capable  of
compelling  concrete  change.  The
answer  that  was  most  concretely
f o r m u l a t e d  i n  B r u s s e l s  w a s
organisational.  Alongside  the
encounters  themselves,  the  Global
Ecosocialist Network presented itself
— a  worldwide  collaboration  with  a
small secretariat, a low threshold for
participation,  and  online  debates  in
which  organisations  from  several
continents exchange experiences and
strategies.  The  network  and  the
encounters  are  complementary  and
will  seek  closer  collaboration  in
future.

From the Netherlands, activists from
LinksBoven (the ecosocialist  member
movement within PRO — Progressief
Nederland,  the  recently  formed
merger of GroenLinks and PvdA) and
from the new initiative Democratisch
Ecosoc ia l i s ten  (Democra t i c
Ecosocialists)  [9]  were  present.  The
next edition of the Encounters, the 3rd
Latin  American  and  Caribbean
Ecosocialist Encounter, will take place
next  year  in  Colombia,  possibly
followed  a  year  later  by  the  8th
International  Ecosocialist  Encounters
in Ecuador — a telling shift towards
the  continent  where  the  struggle  is
waged most fiercely and most boldly.

Whether that will be enough, no one
knows.  An  Argent ine  speaker
reminded the gathering that debates
must  remain  rooted  in  concrete
s t rugg le  and  independent  o f
governments,  including  supposedly
progressive ones. Löwy cited Brecht:
those  who fight  can  lose,  but  those
who  do  not  fight  have  already  lost.
That is not reassurance, and it was not
intended  as  such.  What  the  7th
Ecosocialist  Encounters  showed  is
that  the  individual  movements  are
each too weak for the task on their
own,  and  that  coordination  among
them  —  across  sectors,  movements,
and borders — is no longer a luxury
but  the  precondition  for  achieving
anything.  The  building  blocks  are



there. They only need to be stacked.

3 July 2026

Translated  and  annotated  by  Adam
Novak for ESSF from Grenzeloos.

Footnotes
[ 1 ]  T h e  p r e v i o u s  ( s i x t h )
Internat ional  Ecosocial ist
Conference  was  held  in  Buenos
Aires,  Argentina,  in  May  2024.
See :  Germán  Bernascon i ,
" E c o s o c i a l i s m  t o  c h a n g e
e v e r y t h i n g  –  t h e  S i x t h
Internat ional  Ecosocial ist
Conference",  Europe  Solidaire
Sans  Frontières,  20  May  2024.
A v a i l a b l e  a t :
https://www.europe-solidaire.org/s
pip.php?article70858

[2]  The  CDT  (Confédération
Démocratique du Travail) is one of
t h e  m a j o r  t r a d e  u n i o n
confederations  in  the  Democratic
Republic  of  Congo.  Kambiniam’s
affiliation and the confederation’s
fu l l  name  are  g iven  in  the
conference  programme;  further
details were not available at time
of publication.

[3]  ELA  (Euskal  Langi leen
Alkartasuna  —  Basque  Workers’
Solidarity)  is  the  largest  trade
union confederation in the Basque
Country,  representing  more  than
100,000 workers.  It  defines itself
as independent of both employers
and  the  state,  and  critical  of
institutionalised  social  dialogue.
S e e :
https://www.ela.eus/en/about-ela

[4]  Daniel  Tanuro  is  a  Belgian
e c o s o c i a l i s t  a c t i v i s t  a n d
agronomist, author of L’impossible
capitalisme vert  (2010, translated

as  The  Impossibility  of  Green
Capitalism) and coordinator of the
draft ing  committee  for  the
Manifesto  for  an  Ecosocialist
Revolution adopted by the Fourth
International  at  its  18th  World
Congress  in  2025 .  For  h i s
foundat ional  s tatement  o f
ecosocialist  strategy,  see:  Daniel
Tanuro,  "Foundations  of  an
ecosocialist  strategy",  Europe
Solidaire Sans Frontières, 4 April
2 0 1 1 .  A v a i l a b l e  a t :
https://www.europe-solidaire.org/s
pip.php?article22770

[5]  Michael  Löwy  is  Emeritus
Research  Director  at  the  CNRS
(Centre National de la Recherche
Scientifique — National Centre for
Scientific Research) in Paris. He is
co-author,  with Joel  Kovel,  of  An
Ecosocialist Manifesto  (2001) and
author of Ecosocialism: A Radical
A l t e r n a t i v e  t o  C a p i t a l i s t
Catastrophe  (Haymarket,  2015).
His concept of "fossil fascism" as a
description  of  the  far  right’s
relationship to climate denial and
the  fossil  industry  has  been
deve loped  in  recent  years
alongside his broader ecosocialist
and anti-neofascist analysis.

[6] Leonidas Iza is a Kichwa leader
and  president  of  Ecuarunari
(Confederación  Kichwa  del
Ecuador),  the  Andean  regional
b ranch  o f  t he  i nd ig e no us
movement  representing  Kichwa
peoples  of  the  highlands,  and  a
former  president  of  CONAIE
(Confederación de Nacionalidades
I n d í g e n a s  d e l  E c u a d o r  —
Confederation  of  Indigenous
Nationalities of Ecuador). He was
the  only  candidate  in  Ecuador’s
2025  presidential  election  to
oppose  expansion  of  extractive
industries. Iza faces multiple legal
proceedings  and  surveillance  by
the Noboa government.

[7] The occupation was centred on
Carg i l l ’ s  por t  te rmina l  in
Santarém,  in  the  state  of  Pará.
Several  thousand  people  from
fourteen  ethnic  groups,  primarily
from the Munduruku, Arapiun, and
Apiaká  peoples,  blocked  road
access  to  Santarém airport  on  4
February  2026  and  occupied
Cargill’s terminal on 21 February.
The Lula government revoked the
privat isat ion  decree  on  24
February 2026. COP30 took place
in  Belém,  Brazil,  in  November
2025.  Sources:  Green  Left,  27
February 2026; Amazon Watch, 27
February 2026.
[8]  Sotsialnyi  Rukh  (Social
Movement )  i s  a  Ukra in ian
democratic  socialist  organisation
founded  in  2015.  It  stands  for
democratic  anti-capitalism,
feminism, and ecosocialism. Since
Russia’s  full-scale  invasion  in
February 2022, it has campaigned
internationally  for  support  for
Ukrainian  resistance,  debt
cancellation,  and  reconstruction
under  cit izen  control .  See:
S o t s i a l n y i  R u k h  ( S o c i a l
Movement), "Ukraine: Introducing
S o t s i a l n y i  R u k h  ( S o c i a l
Movement)",  Europe  Solidaire
Sans Frontières,  12 March 2019.
A v a i l a b l e  a t :
https://www.europe-solidaire.org/s
pip.php?article61539

[9]  Members  of  SAP–Grenzeloos
(Socialist  Alternative  Politics  —
Grenzeloos), the Dutch section of
the  Fourth  International,  are
a c t i v e  i n  D e m o c r a t i s c h
Ecosocial isten.
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Left Opponents Are Indicted
6 July, by Dan La Botz

At  the  same  time,  Trump’s  Justice
Department  has  indicted  and
c o n v i c t e d  s e v e r a l  l e f t i s t
activists—opponents  of  ICE  or
supporters  of  Palestine—  on  felony
charges  resulting  in  them  being
sentenced to years and even decades
in prison. The combination of the new
anti-communist  rhetoric  and  the
increased repression of the left, under
the  guise  that  the  government  is
f ight ing  a  domest ic  terror is t
organization  called  antifa,  suggest
that we may be entering a new anti-
communist era of repression such as
those of the 1920s and 1950s. If so,
the entire left will be in danger. And of
course,  i t  suggests  we  may  be
witnessing  another  step  from
authoritarianism  to  neofascism.

In his  speeches,  Trump stated more
than once that the United States “is
the  greatest  civilization  in  human
history.” And communism, he said, “is
the greatest threat to our country,” a
greater  threat  than  the  two  world
wars  and  the  September  11,  2001
terrorist  attack  on  New  York  and
Washington, D.C.

There is now a resurgence of the
communist  menace  in  our  land,
including from newcomers to our
country who embrace ideas totally
opposed to our way of life and our
great  success…Communism  is  a

mortal threat to American liberty.

Trump didn’t  mention  DSA,  the  left
group actually  winning elections but
said instead that the problem was the
Communist Party, “made up of illegal
immigrants,  criminals  and everybody
that  doesn’t  want  to  work.”  In
response,  CPUSA  Co-chair  Rossana
Cambron said, “MAGA [Trump’s Make
America  Great  Again  movement]  is
going  to  lose  the  midterms,  and
Trump’s getting desperate.”

Trump  alleged  that  the  Democratic
Party had become Communist. “They
are becoming a Communist party – not
social  democrats.  They  are  core
communists.”

There  have  been  two  previous  Red
Scares in the United States, one in the
1920s and the other in the 1950s. The
first  Red  Scare  was  a  result  of  the
Russian  Revolution  of  1917  that
brought the Communists to power, a
wave of industrial strikes, and in 1919
a  series  of  anarchist  bombings.
Attorney General  A.  Mitchell  Palmer
organized raids that led to the arrest
of 3,000 people and the deportation of
hundreds.  The  movement  was
devastating to the Industrial Workers
of the World, the Socialist Party, and
the newly formed Communist Party.

The second Red Scare in the 1950 was

driven  in  large  part  by  Republican
Senator  Joseph McCarthy who made
claims  of  widespread  Communist
Party  spies’  penetration  of  the  U.S.
State Department. McCarthy, who was
chairman  of  the  Senate  Permanent
Subcommittee  on  Investigations
l a u n c h e d  h i g h l y  p u b l i c i z e d
investigations into alleged Communist
infiltration  of  federal  agencies,
universities, and the U.S. Army. Some
500 people were called to testify and
another  several  hundred  before  the
House  Un-American  Activit ies
Committee. Many people called before
these  committees  lost  their  jobs  or
were  evicted  from  their  homes  and
were  blacklisted.  The  Communist
Party was virtually outlawed and CP
leaders were imprisoned.

The  prev ious  two  Red  Scares
strengthened right-wingers in both the
Democratic  and  Republican  Parties
and drove many leftists underground
or  out  of  the  movement.  While  we
don’t know what Trump’s Red Scare
will do, it has to be seen as a serious
threat to the left, to the unions, and to
the social movements.

5 July 2026
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215 years after Venezuela’s Declaration of
Independence: Long live the republic
5 July, by Collective

Amid  the  current  tribulation,  we  do
not  forget  that  the  cracking  of  the
earth  was  preceded  by  the  roar  of
missiles  and  shrapnel,  which  also
brought destruction, death, and pain.
On January 3 of this year—exactly six
months ago—Venezuela was attacked
militarily  by  the  U.S.  armed  forces,

under  orders  from  its  current
government, in an act of war that was
undeclared,  unprovoked,  unjustified,
disproportionate, and illegal, in open
violation of Article 2, paragraph 4, of
the  United  Nations  Charter.  This
military aggression, which resulted in
a regrettable and reprehensible toll of

victims, also constitutes a violation of
international  humanitarian  law,  as
documented in United Nations reports
at the time.

Since  that  day,  Venezuela  has
experienced a systematic escalation of
grievances. A nation with a tradition

https://internationalviewpoint.org/Trump-Campaigns-on-Anti-Communism-as-Left-Opponents-Are-Indicted
https://internationalviewpoint.org/_Dan-La-Botz_
https://internationalviewpoint.org/215-years-after-Venezuela-s-Declaration-of-Independence-Long-live-the-republic
https://internationalviewpoint.org/215-years-after-Venezuela-s-Declaration-of-Independence-Long-live-the-republic
https://internationalviewpoint.org/215-years-after-Venezuela-s-Declaration-of-Independence-Long-live-the-republic
https://internationalviewpoint.org/_Collective_


o f  f i g h t i n g  f o r  f r e e d o m  a n d
independence,  and  of  peaceful
coexistence and integration with other
peoples, an attempt is being made to
i m p o s e  a  p l a n  f o r  c o l o n i a l
administration of the State under the
threat  of  new  military  attacks.  This
plan takes the form of control over the
sale of  oil,  gold,  and other strategic
m i n e r a l s ,  a n d — e v e n  m o r e
gravely—through direct control of the
revenues  these  generate,  which  are
deposited into a budget line item of
the U.S. Department of the Treasury,
which  administers  them  at  i ts
discretion.

Added  to  this  is  the  imposition  of
foreign  investment  plans—preceded
by  forced  legislative  reforms—that
favor  the  interests  of  the  aggressor
coun t ry  and  con t ravene  the
Constitution of the Bolivarian Republic
of Venezuela, particularly in the areas
of hydrocarbons and mining. Similarly,
the U.S. government has arrogated to
itself the right to decide on political
and  institutional  processes  that  fall
exclusively within the competence of
Venezuelan  popular  sovereignty  and
to  impose  conditions  on  the  foreign
policy  of  peace  and integration  that
we have promoted as a nation.

Furthermore, the illegal presence and
operations of agents and troops from
the  aggressor  country  within  our
territory  constitute  another  blatant
violation  of  our  Constitution  and
international law, a situation that has
been  exacerbated  following  the
earthquakes  of  June  24:  We  hereby
denounce and express  our  strongest
rejection of any decision leading to the
establishment of U.S. military bases or
installations on our territory under the
pretext  of  humanitarian  assistance,
out  of  basic  patriotic  dignity  and
because it is expressly prohibited by
our National Constitution.

This  entire  situation  constitutes  an
extremely serious and unprecedented
violation of the 1965 United Nations
Declaration  on  the  inadmissibility  of
intervention in the internal affairs of
States  and  the  protection  of  their
independence and sovereignty.

Faced with this ignominious situation
that undermines the sovereign rights
to which we are entitled as a nation,
as a state, and as a republic, those of

us who love and honor our homeland
are  called  upon  to  prevent  the
normalization or concealment of  this
foreign  intervention.  Therefore,  we
are  compelled  to  denounce  this
violation  of  our  sovereign  rights
before  the  international  community.
Historical circumstances call upon us
to unite in the struggle to regain our
national independence.

A  national  agreement  is  urgently
needed—one that includes all patriotic
political and social organizations and
actors—to present us to the world as a
united nation and to raise awareness
among the peoples, governments, and
democratic movements of the United
S t a t e s  i t s e l f  r e g a r d i n g  t h e
unacceptability  of  a  situation  that
harms not only Venezuela but also the
paradigm  of  the  international
community that has been sought to be
built since World War II.

We consider the immediate cessation
of  all  coercive  and  uni  y  measures
against  Venezuela  to  be  non-
negotiable, and we demand our right
to  access  and  manage  the  national
assets  and  resources  i l legally
administered by the occupying power.
Amid  the  emergency  the  nation  is
facing  as  a  result  of  the  June  24
earthquakes,  both  the  meager
humanitarian  aid  announced  by  the
U.S. government and the decision to
partially  lift,  and for  a  brief  period,
some of  the  “sanctions”  imposed on
the country, are not only insufficient
but also constitute an affront to the
entire  Venezuelan  people  and  yet
another  demonstrat ion  of  the
occupy ing  f o rce ’ s  p ro found
insensitivity in the face of a tragedy
that has plunged tens of thousands of
families into mourning.

Likewise,  we consider  it  appropriate
for the institutions of the Venezuelan
State to file a formal complaint with
the United Nations General Assembly
regarding the violation of our national
sovereignty  and  with  the  United
Nations  Human  Rights  Council
r e g a r d i n g  t h e  v i o l a t i o n s  o f
international  humanitarian  law  that
have  been  committed,  and  that  a
formal  complaint  be  filed  with  the
International Court of Justice seeking
the  restoration  of  control  over  our
national revenues and our full political
self-determination  as  a  sovereign

State in the executive, legislative, and
judicial branches, in accordance with
the Social Pact that we democratically
ratified in a constitutional referendum
on December 15, 1999.

Preserving  national  dignity  today
requires  reaching  an  agreement
among all  patriotic  forces  willing  to
r e a f f i r m  t h e i r  u n w a v e r i n g
commitment  to  the  Declaration  of
Independence  i s sued  by  our
forefathers on July 5, 1811, which they
set forth in the following words:

“We,  therefore,  in  the name and by
the will  and authority  we hold from
the  virtuous  people  of  Venezuela,
solemnly declare to the world that its
united  Provinces  are,  and  shall  be
from this day forward, in fact and in
law, free, sovereign, and independent
States,  and  that  they  are  absolved
from all  submission and dependence
on the Crown of Spain or on those who
are  or  may  be  called  its  agents  or
representatives,  and that,  as  such a
free and independent State, it has full
p o w e r  t o  a d o p t  t h e  f o r m  o f
government that is in accordance with
the  general  will  of  its  peoples,  to
declare war, to make peace, to form
alliances,  to  conclude  treaties  of
commerce ,  boundar i e s ,  and
navigation,  and  to  perform  and
execute  all  other  acts  that  free  and
independent  nations  perform  and
execute…  Despite  our  protests,  our
moderation,  our  generosity,  and  the
inviolability of our principles… we are
blockaded,  we  are  harassed,  agents
are sent to incite us to revolt against
one another, and attempts are made to
discredit  us  among  the  nations… in
order to oppress us… Without giving
the  slightest  consideration  to  our
reasons,  without  presenting  them to
the impartial judgment of the world,
and  with  no  judges  other  than  our
enemies,  we  are  condemned  to  a
painful  isolation  from  our  brothers;
and  to  add  contempt  to  slander,
representatives are appointed against
our express will, so that in their courts
they  may  arbitrarily  dispose  of  our
interests  under  the  influence  and
coercion of our enemies.”

People of Venezuela: Stability, peace,
and the very possibility of building a
just society on Venezuelan soil today
depend on the restoration of the full
exercise of our sovereignty.



People of  Venezuela:  The peoples of
the  world  must  know  that  we  will
never  renounce  our  status  as  a
Republic  to  merge  with  any  other
State,  nor  will  we  accept  being
administered  by  those  who  are
currently  oppressing  us.

Now  that  we  have  overcome  these
initial moments of anguish, mourning,
rescue efforts, and providing primary
care to the victims of the earthquakes,
the  patriotic  people  must  promote
unified  initiatives  of  civic  and
democratic  struggle—within  the
framework  of  political  diversity—to
recover our independence and, with it,
the  full  legal  effectiveness  of  the
Constitution of the Bolivarian Republic
of Venezuela.

We proclaim, with our heads held high
and with the voice of the Liberating
People,  that  we  will  exercise  our
inalienable  right  to  remain  a  nation
free from all domination, and we call
for  the  broadest  international
solidarity  with  our  struggle.

People of Venezuela: Today more than
ever,  Bolívar’s  words  before  the
Patriotic  Society  on  July  3,  1811,
compel us:

“…what we want is for that union to
be effective and to inspire us in the
glorious undertaking of our freedom;
to unite merely to rest, to sleep in the

arms  of  apathy—yesterday  it  was  a
shortcoming, today it  is  a betrayal…
Let  us  l ay ,  w i thout  f ear ,  the
cornerstone  of  South  American
f reedom;  t o  waver  i s  t o  l o se
ourselves.”

People of Venezuela: Let us fight
without  hes i tat ion  for  the
restoration of our sovereignty and
our independence!

Long  live  Venezuela!  Long  live  the
Republic!

Caracas, 3 July 2026

 1.⁠ ⁠Reinaldo Iturriza López
 2.⁠ ⁠Carlos Ojeda Falcón
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 4.⁠ ⁠Juan Contreras
 5.⁠ ⁠Ignacio Ramírez
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15.⁠ ⁠Óscar Feo
16.⁠ ⁠Gerardo Rojas
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18.⁠ ⁠María Elena Lovera
19.⁠ ⁠Pedro Eusse
20.⁠ ⁠Amílcar Figueroa
21.⁠ ⁠Bruno Zanardo

22.⁠ ⁠Juan Carlos Dugarte
23.⁠ ⁠Christian Medina Macero
24.⁠ ⁠Braulio Álvarez
25.⁠ ⁠Alexis Ramírez
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27.⁠ ⁠Julio Millán
28.⁠ ⁠Manuel Villalba
29.⁠ ⁠Enrique Maestre
30.⁠ ⁠Gaudy María García García
31.⁠ ⁠Manuel Azuaje Reverón
32.⁠ ⁠Héctor Navarro
33.⁠ ⁠Gustavo Márquez
34.⁠ ⁠Juan Ramón Guzmán
35.⁠ ⁠Nidia Cárdenas
36.⁠ ⁠Enrique Vila
37.⁠ ⁠Lorenzo Angiolillo
38.⁠ ⁠Eleazar Mujica
39.⁠ ⁠Humberto Rojas
40.⁠ ⁠Luis Marín
41.⁠ ⁠Sergio Rodríguez Adam
42.⁠ ⁠Henry Arrollo Clemente
43.⁠ ⁠Ramón Yánez
44.⁠ ⁠Diógenes Andrade
45.⁠ ⁠Thaís Rodríguez Gómez
46.⁠ ⁠Miguel Mora
47.⁠ ⁠Carlos Carles
48.⁠ ⁠Heddy Ramírez
49.⁠ ⁠Juan Carlos Rodríguez
50.⁠ ⁠Carlos Hernández
51.⁠ ⁠Vladimira Moreno
52.⁠ ⁠Carlos Lazo García
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The framework agreement Lebanon-Israel, a
capitulation to multiple threats
4 July, by Joseph Daher

The submission of
the Lebanese state
The  framework  agreement  between
Beirut  and  Tel  Aviv  follows  direct
negotiat ions  between  the  two
governments,  under  the  sponsorship
of Washington. Criticized for pursuing
direct  negotiations  with  Israeli
o f f ic ia ls ,  perce ived  as  a  f ree
concession  and  without  any  real
strategy for an Israeli  quid pro quo,
Lebanese officials justified this choice

as the only way to stop the Israeli war
against Lebanon. However, this is far
from  the  case,  as  the  Israeli  army
continues its occupation and military
actions in Lebanon in total violation of
the ceasefire, with deaths, injuries and
destruction.

In addition to having as its horizon “a
complete and lasting peace, bringing
security, stability and prosperity to the
peoples  of  Israel  and  Lebanon”,  the
content of the framework agreement
and  its  security  annex  –  mentioned
three times in the text – are centred

on  the  disarmament  of  Hezbollah.
Moreover, the military actions of the
Israeli  occupation  army  in  Lebanon
are described as resulting “exclusively
from  attacks,  threats  and  hostile
intentions  emanating  from  non-state
armed  groups ,  i n  par t i cu la r
Hezbollah”, in total contradiction with
the historical  dynamics of  Tel  Aviv’s
repeated  wars  against  Lebanon  and
occupations of Lebanese territory with
destruction in all directions.

In  this  spirit,  it  is  stated  that  the
“gradual redeployment” of the Israeli
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occupation  army  from  southern
Lebanon  i s  dependent  on  the
“disarmament  of  Hezbollah  and  all
other non-state armed groups” by the
Lebanese  army.  The  security  annex
also lists  the mechanism for  the so-
called “pilot areas” south of the Litani
River, where the Lebanese army is to
gradual ly  replace  the  Israel i
occupation army. [1] In this context, it
is  envisaged  that  the  Israeli  and
Lebanese governments will set up “a
military coordination group, with the
support  and  participation  of  the
United  States,  to  ensure  the  full
i m p l e m e n t a t i o n  o f  t h i s
Framework”.  [2]

In this framework, there is no deadline
for  the  withdrawal  of  the  Israeli
occupying  forces  from  the  occupied
Lebanese territories,  while leaving it
to  the  Israeli  government  to  assess
according  to  its  own  considerations
whether Hezbollah – or any other non-
state  armed  group  in  Lebanon  –
constitutes a threat to be eradicated in
the chosen area. Moreover, during a
tour of a “security zone” delimited by
the  “yellow  line”  and  equivalent  to
more than 600 km2 occupied in South
Lebanon,  which  extends  up  to  ten
kilometres  deep  in  the  territory,
Israeli  Prime  Minister  Benjamin
Netanyahu  affirmed  in  front  of  his
troops that “we will not leave southern
Lebanon until the threat is eliminated.
As  long  as  Hezbollah,  armed,  is
present  and  threatens  us,  we  will
stay".  [3]  The  day  before,  Israeli
Defence Minister Israel Katz had also
stressed  that  the  Israeli  occupation
forces  wi l l  not  withdraw  “one
millimetre”  from  southern  Lebanon
until  Hezbollah  surrenders  its
weapons.  He added that  he  did  not
believe that the Lebanese army “will
suddenly  become  composed  of  lions
charging at Hezbollah,” and that the
Israeli occupation of the south will be
“therefore  long-term,”  and  that  the
“Shia”  villages  in  the  border  strip
“must go.” [4]

Prior  to  that,  on 15 June,  the  same
minister  had  declared,  after  the
announcement that the United States
and  Iran  had  reached  a  ceasefire
encompassing  Lebanon,  that  the
Israeli occupation forces would remain
“in the safe zones in Lebanon, Syria
and Gaza for an indefinite period” and
that these areas would be “cleared of

their inhabitants, and that all terrorist
infrastructure  [...]  including  the
houses of the villages on the line of
contact  that  were  used  as  terrorist
strongholds, would be destroyed”. [5]

Moreover,  any  future  reconstruction
process  in  Lebanon must  take place
under the full control of the Lebanese
state  and above all  aim to  “prevent
funds  from  being  disbursed  to  any
entity,  organization  or  person
affiliated with non-state armed groups
and to take available legal measures
to prohibit the activities of any entity,
organization or person of that type.”
This provision signals a willingness to
cont inue  a t tacks  on  c i v i l i an
organizations  linked  to  Hezbollah,
such as the Qard al-Hassan institution
or others such as the Jihad al-Binaa
party’s  construction  company,  and
goes  far  beyond  the  mi l i tary
component. Moreover, on 30 June, the
member  states  of  the  Terrorist
Financing  Targeting  Center  (TFTC),
founded in 2017 and bringing together
the  United  States  and  the  s ix
countries  of  the  Gulf  Cooperation
Council  (Saudi  Arabia,  the  United
Arab Emirates, Bahrain, Oman, Qatar
and  Kuwait),  announced  a  series  of
sanctions  targeting  several  “key
Hezbollah infrastructures”. such as al-
Qard  al-Hassan  and  Bayt  al-Mal
(which  had  already  been  under  US
sanctions  since  2007  and  2006
respectively).  [6]  Again,  as  was  the
case after the 2024 Israeli war against
Lebanon ,  a  po ten t i a l  f u tu re
reconstruction process and an influx
of financial aid to Lebanon is linked to
the  disarmament  of  Hezbollah  and
normalization with Israel.

Finally, the agreement stipulates that
both  parties  “undertake  to  take
measures  in  good  faith  showing
positive intent, including the cessation
of  any  hostile  or  prejudicial  action
within international  political  or legal
bodies”. In other words, it amounts to
the renunciation of the Lebanese state
– but not of its citizens or associations
– to sue the Israeli government for the
war  crimes  committed  in  Lebanon,
which cost the lives of  thousands of
civilians  between  the  wars  of  2024
and 2026 (more than 4,000 deaths in
the 2024 war and, since the beginning
of  March  2026,  more  than  4,200
people have been killed and more than
one million people have been forced to

leave their homes), and have caused
the destruction of tens of thousands of
homes  and  dozens  of  localities.
According  to  a  study  by  the  United
Nations  Development  Programme
(UNDP) and the Conseil national de la
recherche  scientifique  (CNRS)
published  in  June  2026,  southern
Lebanon  has  suffered  damage
estimated at more than $1 billion as of
April 29, 2026, with more than 11,000
buildings totally destroyed for a total
bill of about $1.38 billion 12 while the
United  Nat ions  Development
Programme (UNDP) has published an
assessment of the damage to buildings
in  Beirut  and  Mount  Lebanon,
covering the period from 1 February
to  14 April  2026,  amounting to  146
buildings destroyed and 264 partially
damaged, at an estimated cost of $365
million.13  This  is  in  addition  to  the
multiple destructions of the 2024 war,
estimated at more than $7 billion in
direct damage, not including economic
losses estimated at $13 billion.

The  objective  of  this  framework
agreement is clear: to ensure that the
Lebanese army, under the leadership
o f  i t s  government ,  l eads  the
disarmament  of  Hezbollah  and
marginalizes  the  Lebanese  party  in
any future reconstruction process, all
for  the  benefit  of  US  and  Israeli
security and political interests.

Submission to US
and Israeli
interests
The  content  of  the  framework
agreement  reflects  the  deepening of
the political orientation of a fraction of
the Lebanese ruling class, represented
by  Lebanese  president  Joseph Aoun,
his prime minister Nawaf Salam, and
some other parties of the traditional
M a r o n i t e  r i g h t  i n  f a v o u r  o f
normalization with the state of Israel.
Among them, the Lebanese Forces and
Kataeb.  This  orientation  consists  of
allying  with  Western  and  regional
powers, in order to consolidate their
power  and  reduce  the  influence  of
Hezbollah  and  its  Iranian  ally  in
Lebanon, seeking to disarm it, and to
fight  against  its  informal  financial
circuits  and  networks  and  even  to
w e a k e n  i t s  n e t w o r k  o f  c i v i l



organizat ions.

Supporting this orientation, the head
of  the  Lebanese  Forces  (LF),  Samir
Geagea,  hailed  “the  most  important
political  initiative  of  the  Lebanese
state in half a century”, judging that
the  agreement  will  allow  Israeli
withdrawal  from the  south  and “get
r id  o f  the  ex is tence  o f  armed
organisations  outside  the  state,  first
and foremost Hezbollah”. [7]

The political orientation of this faction
of  the Lebanese ruling class,  led by
the president and prime minister, was
strengthened  following  the  outbreak
of the US-Israeli war against Iran and
the latest Israeli war against Lebanon,
counting in particular on a weakening
of these two actors, or even a defeat
for  Tehran.  However,  the  signing of
the  memorandum  of  understanding
between Washington and Tehran has
dashed  these  hopes.  This  protocol
stipulated,  among other  things,  “the
immediate and definitive cessation of
military  operations  on  all  fronts,
including  in  Lebanon”,  between  the
two countries and their allies and the
creation  of  a  “deconfliction  cell”  to
consolidate the so-called ceasefire in
the country.

Instead  of  seeking  potential  tactical
and temporary coordination with Iran
and other states in the region such as
Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Pakistan, Turkey,
to strengthen the Lebanese position in
its negotiations with Israel under the
sponsorship of  the U.S.  government,
the  memorandum  of  understanding
between Iran and the  United States
and  the  inclusion  of  Lebanon  in  it
were  perceived  as  a  threat  by  the
Lebanese  president  and  prime
minister in their desire to consolidate
their power against Hezbollah and its
Iranian  ally.  Throughout  the  last
Israeli  war against  Lebanon and the
negotiations between the two actors,
the  Lebanese  government  has
therefore worked to cut all ties with
the negotiations between Iran and the
United States.

Indeed,  this  faction of  the Lebanese
ruling class preferred to bet on a US-
sponsored  security  and  political
agreement  with  Israel  seeking  to
disarm  Hezbollah  without  any  real
serious  Israeli  counterparts  and
guarantees, except for symbolic words

about Lebanese sovereignty. All this in
order to prevent Iran from including
Lebanon  in  these  negotiations,  with
the aim of protecting its main ally and
agent  of  influence  in  Lebanon,
Hezbollah,  even  in  disregard  of  the
rights  of  the Lebanese state and its
sovereignty,  as  explained  above.
Taking advantage of this situation, the
United States pressured the Lebanese
authorities  to  obtain  even  more
concessions for its Israeli ally and to
serve its political interests.

Thus,  while  affirming  since  taking
office in January 2025 that they want
to  achieve  and  ensure  Lebanon’s
“sovereignty”,  and despite  the limits
to achieving such an objective16, the
Lebanese  president  and  his  ruling
allies  have  reinforced  their  political
dependence on the United States. Not
to mention that this strategy neglects
the  fact  that  Washington  is  not  a
neutral  intermediary  between
Lebanon  and  Israel ,  quite  the
contrary. The occupations and wars of
the  Israeli  occupation  army  against
Lebanon  are  only  possible  with  the
support  of  Washington,  as  is  the
ongoing genocide in  the Gaza Strip.
The US government, for example, did
not put pressure on Israel during the
previous ceasefire in November 2024.
The  Israeli  occupation  army  has
continued  almost  daily  attacks  on
Lebanon,  resulting  in  hundreds  of
deaths,  dozens  of  abductions,
thousands of injuries, and more than
15,000  ceasefire  violations  by  the
Israeli occupation forces, both by land,
air and sea. In addition, Tel Aviv, with
US  suppor t ,  has  b locked  any
reconstruction in the south, including
that of several border villages razed to
the ground.

Moreover, the opposite is true: it was
the  US  president  who  imposed  the
ceasefire  with  Iran,  however  fragile,
and the reduction of Israeli violence in
Lebanon, to which Netanyahu had to
submit, not without reluctance. This is
reflected in the statements of Israeli
Defence  Minister  Israel  Katz,  who
regretted  the  “link  established
between  the  Lebanese  and  Iranian
fronts  by  Trump”,  following  the
memorandum  of  understanding
between Iran and the  United States
announced in mid-June and signed on
17 June, and which provides in its first
article for a ceasefire in Lebanon. He

added  that  “when  President  Trump
linked the Iranian and Lebanese files,
we  stopped  destroying  buildings  in
Beirut.  The  link  between  the  two
fronts  responds  to  an  American
in teres t ,  and  i t  i s  one  o f  the
constraints of our partnership with the
United States”. [8]

In addition, the Lebanese government
faces many obstacles and challenges
in  implementing  the  points  of  the
framework  agreement.  Beyond  the
l imits  of  the  Lebanese  army’s
capabilities  and infrastructure,  many
mi l i tary  o f f ic ia ls  do  not  look
favourably on this agreement and the
process of disarming Hezbollah in the
current  po l i t ica l  condi t ions ,
characterized  by  ongoing  wars  and
occupations  against  Lebanon.  The
Lebanese army has not been spared
from  the  Israeli  occupying  army’s
bombings  and attacks,  including the
death of its members. Moreover, such
a  process  against  Hezbollah  would
also  risk  compromising  the  unity  of
the army, which is composed of more
than a third of Shiites,  and creating
sectarian tensions and violence in the
country.  Its  commander-in-chief,
Rodolphe  Haykal,  has  already  made
statements  in  the  past  opposing the
use of force against Hezbollah, fearing
a  bloodbath  and  the  division  of  the
army.

Similarly,  such  an  agreement,  to  go
further, for example to become a real
peace agreement as mentioned in the
text,  would  need  the  approval  of
parliament,  which  would  meet  with
the opposition of Hezbollah and Amal,
but  also probably  with other groups
concerned  about  the  significant
concessions  made  to  Israel.  Indeed,
this framework agreement also meets
with  opposition  within  Lebanese
society, which goes beyond Hezbollah
and its ally Amal.

Opposition to
agreement goes
beyond Hezbollah
Hezbollah denounced the agreement,
describing it  as a “serious mistake”,
and  its  secretary  general  Naim
Kassem  deemed  as  “extremely
dangerous"  the  condition  of  the



complete  disarmament  of  the  party
throughout Lebanese territory prior to
any Israeli withdrawal from Lebanon.
It  “crosses  all  red  lines  and  makes
Lebanon a plaything in the hands of
the Israeli enemy”. He added that this
agreement  was  “null  and  void”.  [9]
The  deputy  chairman  of  Hezbollah’s
political  bureau,  Mahmoud  Comati,
assured that the party “will not allow
its  implementation”  and  would  deal
with  it  “by  all  possible  means  and
methods”. [10]

The  Speaker  o f  the  Lebanese
Parliament  and  leader  of  the  Amal
movement, Nabih Berry, said that the
Lebanon-Israel  agreement  was
“contradictory  and  impossible  to
implement”  because,  in  his  view,  it
was contrary to all  logic and out of
step  with  Arab  and  international
positions, and did not meet any of the
conditions necessary for its success or
implementation.  [11]  He  added  that
“the main thing now is to restore the
unity of the home front and to restore
the unity of the home front. to reach a
consensus  among  the  Lebanese  in
order to prevent Israel from achieving
its  objectives,  whether  through war,
division or internal confrontation”.

Both  parties  welcomed  the  Iranian-
A m e r i c a n  m e m o r a n d u m  o f
u n d e r s t a n d i n g ,  a n d  I r a n ’ s
achievement  of  a  ceasefire  for
Lebanon,  which,  while  reducing  the
intensity  of  Tel  Aviv’s  attacks,  was
regularly  violated  by  the  Israeli
occupation army in southern Lebanon.
Hezbollah representatives continue to
insist  that  Tehran  has  “levers  of
pressure”  on  Washington,  which  in
turn could pressure Israel to withdraw
from Lebanon.

However,  the  agreement  is  not  only
opposed  by  Hezbollah  and  its  ally
Amal, but by other Lebanese political
sectors. Druze leader and former PSP
leader  Walid  Jumblatt  described  the
agreement as “a capitulation to Israel”
and regretted the “total omission” of
the  1949  armistice  agreement
between  Lebanon  and  Israel  in  the
text of the framework agreement, as
w e l l  a s  t h e  u s e  o f  t h e  t e r m
“occupation.” He concluded by calling
for  the  formation  of  “a  front  of
p o l i t i c a l  o p p o s i t i o n  t o  t h i s
agreement”.  [12]
However, he qualified these remarks a

few days later by declaring “we are
not  going  to  be  part  of  a  political
coalition to bring down the text. We
a r e  n o t  g o i n g  t o  s u p p o r t  i t
either”.  [13]  Other  political  actors
have  already  voiced  criticism of  the
agreement, such as the Free Patriotic
Movement  –  and  its  leader  Gebran
Bassil has already spoken with Nabih
Berri – the Armenian Tashnag  party,
and MPs from the Sunni community,
including  relatives  of  former  prime
minister  Saad  Hariri  and  others
identified with the popular protests of
2019.

The  faction  of  the  Lebanese  ruling
class  opposed  to  this  framework
agreement  hopes  to  count  on  the
support  of  several  regional  actors
such as the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia,
Egypt,  Pakistan and Turkey,  who do
not  wish to  see  an extension of  US
hegemony  based  mainly  on  the
alliance  with  Israel  and  the  United
Arab  Emirates  in  Lebanon  and
elsewhere  in  the  region  to  the
detriment of their interests. Some of
these  countries  played  a  significant
role  in  the  negotiations  to  conclude
the memorandum of understanding, or
supported it,  because the leaders of
these  states  understood  that  a  total
defeat of Iran and a strengthening of
Israeli influence in the region did not
serve  their  interests.  These  leaders,
who are also close allies of the United
States and do not seek to challenge
US  hegemony  in  the  region  or  to
oppose a regional normalization of the
state of Israel, with which they have
official or unofficial relations, perceive
Israel’s  warlike  and  expansionist
policies as a source of instability and
threats to their own national interests
and  regional  influences.  In  the
absence  of  communication  on  the
subject, Saudi Arabia’s position is still
unclear  regarding  the  framework
agreement or how the kingdom wishes
to  approach  it,  unlike  that  of  the
United  Arab  Emirates,  which  has
welcomed  it.  Similarly,  the  Gulf
Cooperation Council, of which Riyadh
is the most important player, issued a
statement  the  day  before  the
a g r e e m e n t  w e l c o m i n g  t h e
continuation of  negotiations between
Beirut and Tel Aviv and the possibility
of a peace agreement.

The Lebanese Communist Party, for its
part,  said  in  a  statement  entitled

“Uniting  efforts  to  bring  down  the
shameful Lebanese-Israeli agreement”
that  “the  agreement  signed  in
Washington  between  the  Lebanese
government  delegation  and  Israel
constitutes a dangerous precedent of
submission and capitulation, given the
major  concessions  made  by  the
Lebanese delegation. This agreement
effectively  endorses  the  continuation
of the Zionist occupation of large parts
of  southern  Lebanon,  without  any
mention  of  a  withdrawal  or  even  a
timetable.”  Moreover,  the  party  also
adds  that  the  framework  agreement
“transforms the Zionist enemy into an
ally  with  which  to  cooperate,  and
Hezbollah  into  an  enemy  to  be
attacked,”  which  could  lead  to  “an
unacceptable  internal  conflict  that
only serves the interests of the Zionist
enemy.” [14]

Internal discord
Following  the  conclusion  of  the
framework agreement, some political
tension  was  expressed  by  a  modest
demonstration in Beirut by Hezbollah
and  Amal  supporters  rejecting  the
agreement, or by the burning on the
road  leading  to  Beirut  International
Airport  of  signs  supporting  the
government’s  position  displaying
“Lebanon First” and “Lebanon brings
us together” with a Lebanese flag on a
red background, which had replaced
signs  thanking  Iran.  These  tensions
a r e  c o m p o u n d e d  b y  t h o s e
accumulated  during  this  last  war,
part icularly  among  the  Shi ite
populations  against  the  Lebanese
government.

In  the  following  days,  the  various
factions of the Lebanese ruling class
appealed  for  civil  peace  in  Lebanon
not  to  be  jeopardised.  Nawaf  Salam
and  Nabih  Berry  affirmed  their
rejection  of  “any  form  of  discord”
between  the  Lebanese  and  any
“attempt  at  national  division”.

These remarks were followed by those
of the deputy chairman of Hezbollah’s
political  bureau,  Mahmoud  Comati,
who  considered  that  the  agreement
did not “merit” a mobilization in the
streets  of  Hezbollah  supporters.  He
also  added  that  the  party  did  not
envisage,  “in  the  near  future”,  the
resignation of its two ministers from



Nawaf Salam’s government. According
to him, this decision aims to preserve
“a thin thread” of communication and
to show that Hezbollah “does not want
a break or a total separation”. [15]

However, these calls cannot hide the
persistent tensions in the country that
could erupt in the future. The deputy
chairman  of  Hezbollah’s  political
bureau,  Comati,  warned  that  “We
continue to give them a chance and
try  to  make  them  reconsider  their
mistake... If they persist in this path,
as seems to be the case, and if they
want  to  lead  the  country  towards
discord, destruction and instability, we
know how to  deal  with  it,”  without
elaborating. [16]

This political and sectarian tension in
the  country  of  course  serves  the
interests of  Israel,  which has a long
history  of  exploiting  these  tensions,
and would not mind the outbreak of
sectarian clashes.

Conclusion
Many Lebanese politicians mentioned
that  this  framework  agreement
reminded them of  the 17 May 1983
agreement,  signed  between  the
Lebanese  government  chaired  by
Amine  Gemayel  and  Israel  and
supposed to officially end the state of
bel l igerence  between  the  two
countries,  following  the  Israeli
invasion  of  Lebanon  in  1982,  and
above all to entrench Lebanon in the
pro-US  and  Israeli  camp.  However,
t h i s  a g r e e m e n t  w a s  n e v e r
implemented  and  was  cancelled  in
February  1984,  when  the  Israeli
occupation  never  ended.

But  even  more  dangerously,  the
content of this framework agreement
is  in  many  ways  reminiscent  of  the
relat ionship  that  governs  the
genocidal  Israeli  state  and  the
Palestinian Authority  (PA).  Following
the  Oslo  Accords  in  1993,  the  PA
gradually acted as a form of police for
the  benefit  of  Washington  and  Tel
Aviv .  So  instead  of  leading  to
Palestinian liberation, this agreement
represented  a  real  capitulation  and
endorsed Israeli colonialism in historic
Palestine, while betraying the right of
Palestinian refugees to return to their
land.  On  the  other  hand,  this  has

allowed the occupation authorities to
maintain their control over the entire
Occupied  Palestinian  Territories  and
to  develop  settlements.  Moreover,
Palestinian  divisions  are  linked  in
particular to the consequences of the
Oslo Accords and PA policies.

Wi th  each  advance  o f  I s rae l i
expansionist  colonial  policies,
supported  by  the  United  States  and
other  Western  powers,  Tel  Aviv
deploys  even  more  its  murderous
violence  against  the  regional
populations and extends its occupation
of  Lebanese  and  Syrian  Palestinian
territories, accompanied by policies of
ethnic  cleansing  by  transforming  its
territories into “no man’s land”.  For
example, shortly after the signing of
the  Lebanese-Israeli  framework
agreement,  Tel  Aviv  intensified  its
attacks in southern Syria, specifically
in  Daraa  province  and  the  Yarmuk
Basin,  through  incursion  operations
and expanding its occupation of Syrian
territory.  In  Gaza,  the  genocide
continues  and  the  Israeli  occupying
forces have extended their occupation
inside Palestinian territory, from 53%
to 60% at the end of May, after the so-
called truce reached in October 2025,
while  in  the  rest  of  the  remaining
territory, 90% of the inhabitants live
in  overcrowded  and  destitute  IDP
camps. On 28 May 2026, Israeli Prime
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu said he
had  ordered  the  Israeli  occupation
army to take control of 70 percent of
the  enclave,  while  the  next  day,
Finance  Minister  Bezalel  Smotrich
said Israel was ready to set up three
settlements  in  northern  Gaza  and
should take over the rest of Gaza. All
this is taking place with total impunity
granted by the United States and the
major Western powers.

In conclusion, neither in Lebanon, nor
in Palestine, nor in Syria, nor in Iran,
nor  anywhere  else,  is  the  United
States  and  its  Israeli  ally  seeking
democracy  or  the  well-being  of  the
local  populations.  Their  goal  is  to
impose  mainly  through  violence  a
reg iona l  order  dominated  by
Washington  and  Tel  Aviv .

1 July 2026

Translated  by  International
Viewpoint  f rom  Inprecor .

Footnotes
[1] It is interesting to note that the
majority of the “pilot areas” from
which the Israeli occupation army
is  to  withdraw  have  never  been
conquered.  Also,  according  to
Israel’s  Channel  11  and  several
o t h e r  m e d i a  o u t l e t s ,  t h e
withdrawal  of  Israeli  occupation
troops  from two  “pilot  areas”  in
southern Lebanon, provided for in
the  framework agreement,  would
be postponed until an arrangement
is reached on a “joint supervision
mechanism” for the Lebanese and
Israeli armies.

[2]  This  military  coordination
group  will  be  responsible  for
ensuring 24/7 operation to manage
deconfliction,  verification  and
overall  implementation  of  the
framework.  This  is  expected  to
replace the supervisory committee,
created  after  the  27  November
2024  ceasefire  agreement,  to
“strengthen cooperation” between
Lebanon  and  Israel  "which  will
operate jointly, presumably within
a  virtual  joint  command  centre,
under American coordination.” In
addition,  and  unlike  the  2024
“Mechanism”,  this  supervisory
c o m m i s s i o n  w i l l  a l s o  b e
responsible  for  coordinating  the
dismantl ing  of  Hezbollah’s
infrastructure, and no longer just
reporting  on  ceasefire  violations.
“Le  retrait  des  zones  pilotes
retardé  jusqu’à  la  mise  en  place
d’un  nouveau  mécanisme  de
supervision,  selon  un  média
israélien”, 29 June 2026, L’Orient
le Jour.

[3]  Just  three  days  after  the
announcement of the ceasefire on
17  Apr i l  2026 ,  the  I s rae l i
occupation army published a new
map  showing  an  expanded  area
covering 6% of Lebanese territory,
designated as a “forward defence
line”, and asked the population not
to return to a long list of villages
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Colombia: in the eye of the storm
3 July, by Jean Batou, Rodrigo Granda

How do you analyse the surprising
success of the far-right candidate
Abelardo  De  la  Espriella  in  the
first  round  of  the  Colombian
presidential  election,  which  was
held  on  31  May?  How  can  we
explain the crisis of Uribismo, the
low score of its candidate and the
ongoing  recomposition  of  the
Colombian  far  right?

Almost no one in Colombia expected a
victory for the candidate Abelardo de
la Espriella in the first round, on May
31.  He  was  able  to  capture  the
political zeitgeist within large sectors
that were bitter enemies of the peace
process  and  opposed  the  policy  of
change proposed by President Petro.
Similarly, some of these sectors have
felt  “aggrieved” — and I  say this in
quotation marks — by his policies of
change.  It  is  mainly  the  petty  and

middle bourgeoisie and, of course, the
large  groups  of  economic  power  in
Colombia.

20 June 2026

Translated  by  International
Viewpoint  f rom  Marx21.ch .

In addition, De la Espriella has been
financed,  supported  and  aided  by
mafia groups.  Let us remember that
he  has  always  been  linked  to  these
circles  and,  to  top  it  al l  off ,  is
supported by the Latin American and
global far right, including the United
States government.

This  individual  is  a  citizen  of  the
United  States;  he  also  has  Italian
nationality,  and  has  benefited  from
cons iderab le  funding  for  h is
campaign,  as  wel l  as  from  the
openness  of  the  mass  media,  made

available to him. In this way, he has
managed to  channel  discontent  with
what they see as the continuation and
deepening of the policy of reforms and
changes  defended  by  Iván  Cepeda.
They  also  resorted  to  fear,  lies  and
anti-communism,  which  continues  to
exert great influence in Colombia.

What  is  your  assessment  of
Gustavo Petro’s years in office, the
successes  and  failures  of  his
policies?

Gustavo  Petro  has  succeeded  in
generating a great surge of motivation
among  the  Colombian  people,  who
have seen the arrival of a citizen who
is  able  to  interpret  the  needs  for
change of  the  moment.  He came to
power, also buoyed by the wave of the
Havana  peace  agreement,  which,  if
fully  implemented,  could  have
definitively  changed  the  face  of
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Colombia and restored dignity to life
in the countryside, as well as to the
poor  and  needy  population  of  the
country.

Gustavo  Petro  has  managed  to
allocate more land to the poorest than
the previous two presidents.  We are
talking about one and a half  million
hectares of land distributed during his
term of  office,  mainly  to  indigenous
and peasant  organizations  and,  to  a
lesser extent, to ethnic organizations
and female heads of households.

He  has  also  managed  to  allocate
20,000  hectares  of  land  to  the
signatories of the peace agreement, as
well  as to launch some free housing
projects  in  some  territorial  zones,
including  125  homes  that  will  be
handed over to their recipients on 24
June in the Georgina Ortiz territorial
zone,  in  San Juan de Arama,  in  the
department of Meta. These are some
of  the  successes  of  his  presidential
term.

We can also add the regularization of
the ownership of 2 million hectares of
land  and  the  progress  made  in  the
framework of a modern multipurpose
cadastre.  Similarly,  in  the  area  of
social  investment,  we  can  note
progress in the areas of education, the
elderly (increase in pensions) and the
minimum  wage,  which  is  due  to
increase by 23% from January 2026.

Simi lar ly ,  and  despite  a l l  the
difficulties that persist in the field of
health, he has succeeded in gradually
removing those who, for many years,
had taken over the system for private
purposes, and in establishing a return
to  public  management,  beneficial  to
the disadvantaged.

In  addition,  Gustavo  Petro  has
managed to change Colombia’s image
in the world and to highlight issues as
important  as  global  warming,  the
transition  from  fossil  fuels  to  clean
energy,  the  preservation  of  the
environment  and  respect  for  human
rights.

He has condemned Israel’s aggression
against the people of  Gaza,  opposed
American  foreign  policy  on  many
issues, and worked tirelessly for Latin
American and Caribbean unity.

These are important aspects, to which
we  could  add  the  fact  that  the
country’s  economy  has  grown,
especially  in  the  food  production
sector. In rural areas, it grew by 15%.
He has also created a new climate in
terms of  the relationship with social
movements.

T h e  i n c i d e n c e  o f  e n f o r c e d
disappearances  and torture  has  also
decreased; There has been an overall
decrease  in  crimes  and  massacres,
which does not mean that all regions
of  the  country  have  benefited  from
this respite. There are regions where
we cannot deny that violence persists
and  is  spreading,  but  we  obviously
cannot  ignore  the  progress  of  this
government.

And what is your assessment of the
failures of his policy?

M i s t a k e s  w e r e  m a d e  i n  t h e
management  of  certain  aspects,
especially  with  regard  to  President
Petro’s “total peace” policy, which was
perceived by many as a failure on all
fronts,  because  a  large  part  of  the
funds  obtained  to  finance  the  final
Havana  agreement  was  allocated  to
the  policy  of  dialogue  that  the
government wanted to carry out with
other armed groups. groups that had
not  yet  expressly  signed  a  peace
commitment.

In  addition,  the  population  has  felt
deeply  aggrieved in  these territories
due to the upsurge in violence and the
growing  presence  of  groups  that
economically control large areas of the
national  territory.  There is  pressure,
fear,  a  feeling  of  failure.  All  these
situations have therefore allowed the
far right to reorganise itself and De la
Espriella to gain supporters.

This  momentum  has  also  been
fostered by the global  recomposition
of the new order established following
the operation against Nicolás Maduro
i n  V e n e z u e l a .  T h e n ,  b y  t h e
intervention,  the  bombings  and  the
assassination of the Iranian president.
All these situations mean that the far
right is experiencing a new boom in
these sectors, and this was expressed
in  this  direct  vote  in  favour  of  the
candidate De la Espriella.

To what extent has Petro been able

to rely on popular mobilizations?

Gustavo Petro was able to rely very
much  on  the  support  of  the  trade
union  movement,  the  indigenous
movement and the popular movement
to defend a large part of the reforms
he carried out, because he had to face
a hostile parliament. It should not be
forgotten that he came to power also
on the basis of alliances with part of
the  centre  and  even  with  certain
sectors  of  the  right,  to  whom  he
i n i t i a l l y  g a v e  a  p l a c e  i n  t h e
government,  but  this  was  an almost
unavoidable step at the beginning of
his term. Later, he realized that within
the  government  itself,  some  people
were working to sabotage the various
d e v e l o p m e n t  p r o j e c t s  a n d
achievements of his administration, a
situation  that  still  persists  today,
especially  in  the  regions,  in  some
ministries  and  in  agencies  of  the
Colombian  state.  In  some  of  these
areas, there has been a lack of people
loyal to the government line.

The other  element  that  has  affected
him  a  lot  is  the  internal  factors  of
corruption.  He  complained  about  it
himself,  because many of the people
he  trusted  betrayed  him.  These  are
factors  that,  in  one way or  another,
have also influenced the results of his
term in office.

How do you explain the result of
his  successor,  Iván  Cepeda,  who
came second in the first round of
the elections?

Iván  Cepeda  undoubtedly  ran  an
a d m i r a b l e  c a m p a i g n ,  b u t
unfortunately  the  team  around  him
functioned  as  a  kind  of  iron  circle,
a lmost  impenetrab le  and  too
exclusive,  which  prevented  a  large
number  of  people,  especially  those
linked  to  the  centre  and  certain
sectors of  the right,  from voting for
him.

He  was  accused  of  everything,
resorting to defamation,  slander and
lies, fear, disinformation, and waging
a  counter-campaign  focused  on
presenting  him  as  a  guerrilla,  as  a
man  who  combines  all  forms  of
struggle, as a man who, if he came to
power,  could  lead  Colombia  to
communism  and  “Castro-Chavismo”.
All  this  in  a  country  that  is  deeply



conservative and fearful of change.

To  what  do  you  attribute  the
climate of violence that reigns in
the  country,  ten  years  after  the
signing  of  the  2016  agreements
that led to the abandonment of the
armed  struggle  by  the  FARC-EP
fighters and the launch of a peace
process?

Petro has always criticized the Havana
p e a c e  a g r e e m e n t .  H e  n e v e r
appreciated  it  at  its  true  value.  He
described  it  as  a  “little  peace”.
However, the truth is that in Havana,
those  of  us  who  were  there  had
pleaded for all the different guerrillas
to be involved in the process, with the
possibility  of  including  several
negotiating  tables  within  the  same
process;  in  other  words,  we  argued
that  simultaneous  discussion  tables
could be opened with the ELN in order
to reach agreements, but this idea did
not  come to  fruition.  The same was
t rue  f o r  those  who  had  been
extradited  to  the  United  States  and
who  still  exercised,  or  exercise,
influence over vast sectors linked to
paramilitarism and illegal  economies
in our country.

In  addition,  in  this  context,  Iván
Cepeda  went  to  the  United  States,
wi th  the  author izat ion  of  the
C o l o m b i a n  a n d  A m e r i c a n
governments, to meet with the groups
that held real power in Colombia from
there,  as  is  the  case  with  Salvatore
Mancuso  and  other  paramilitary
leaders. Cepeda was accompanied, at
that time, by the former senator, now
deceased, Piedad Córdoba, two people
who fought for peace in this country.
This  peace  was  not  achieved  with
them. In the end, it was with us that
peace was concluded.

Petro then spoke of the demobilization
of  the  ELN  in  three  months.  For
example,  Danilo  Rueda,  the  High
Commissioner for Peace at the time,
even proposed to start talks, not only
with the ELN, but also with ordinary
criminals and other armed actors; This
proposal  turned  out  to  be  a  real
imbroglio,  because  discussions  were
initiated without each of these groups
having been previously characterized:
what  did  they  represent?  What  did
they  have?  What  was  their  human
composition?  Their  territorial

influence?  What  strength  did  they
have?  And  what  was  their  political-
ideological orientation?

As  a  result,  these  armed  groups,
strengthened by the status granted to
them by the authorities,  reorganized
themselves on the ground, which was
not difficult given the weakness of the
state in these territories, places where
it  had  never  managed  to  establish
itself through social investment, nor to
implement  the  Havana  Peace
Agreement.  And since some changes
had already occurred since the time of
the  Duque  government,  this  trend
continued; the president then had the
idea of dismantling the High Council
for Peace in the country, and replaced
it with an Implementation Unit, which
had  neither  its  own  resources,  nor
specific political weight, nor functions
with a real link to the whole process
under  way.  Of  course,  this  has
weakened  the  entire  architecture  of
the peace process.

Three years ago, during a visit to the
M e s e t a s  r e g i o n  o f  t h e  M e t a
department, the president promised to
re-establish  the  High  Council  for
Peace, but this has not been possible
so far, and it will not be possible in the
short time he has left. [1]

Has  the  peace  process  been
seriously  compromised?

Of course,  we can mention the non-
compliance with the six points of the
peace  agreement,  because  this
agreement  can  only  work  in  its
entirety.  For  example,  the  fight
against drugs or illicit crops is directly
linked  to  point  1,  which  refers  to
comprehensive rural reform; In other
words,  no  point  can  be  dissociated
from the others.

Similarly,  there  are  delays,  among
other things, in the implementation of
territorial  development  plans,  the
initial  structure  of  which  envisaged
that these investments would benefit
entire  regions  through  high-impact
development plans aimed at bringing
about  change:  creation  of  new
communication  routes,  bridges,
establishment of health, education and
housing  services.  High-impact  social
investment  plans  that  promote
regional integration, benefiting Black,
Indigenous and peasant communities,

as well as female heads of households.
And that, unfortunately, has not been
realized.

This  does  not  mean  that  everything
has been a failure, but the objectives
have not been achieved, the indicators
have  not  been  respected  and  the
monitoring  has  been  lacking;  In
addition, there is the rise in corruption
and  the  pressure  exerted  by  the
groups  that  pers is t  and  have
developed in Colombia in rural areas,
which  has  led  large  sections  of  the
population of these regions to live in a
c l i m a t e  o f  u n c e r t a i n t y  a n d
dis i l lus ionment.

To  take  another  example,  in  many
areas,  a  thousand,  two  thousand,
three thousand hectares of land were
handed over to the communities, but
no  economic  investment  came  to
support  their  productive  projects,
because  many  of  these  investments
exceeded  20,000  or  35,000  million
pesos,  and there was supposedly  no
money for these types of investments.
These  are  situations  that  are  still
waiting for a response and that will
certainly  continue  under  the  next
government, whatever it may be.

It must be understood that the Havana
peace  agreement  was  not  just  a
government policy, but a state policy,
which  also  has  legal  repercussions,
because Colombia has enshrined it in
the constitutional body and, moreover,
in a unilateral statement by Dr. Juan
Manuel  Santos  before  the  United
Nations.

This agreement also has the support
of  the  international  community  and
the  original  documents  are  kept  in
Switzerland  as  a  special  agreement,
which means that the agreement must
be respected; otherwise, it would have
repercussions  at  the  international
level,  particularly  with  regard  to  its
application.

Unfortunately, at present, on a global
scale,  respect  for  treaties,  territorial
integrity  and  the  sovereignty  of
peoples  is  experiencing  a  total
deterioration, a perverse reversal due
to the fact that those who are strong
impose their conditions.

How do you explain the existence
of  FARC  dissidents  who  have



resumed  the  armed  struggle?
What  do  they  represent?  What
does the ELN represent? What is
y o u r  a s s e s s m e n t  o f  t h e
transformation of the FARC into a
political party under the name of
Comunes?

I  would  say  that  there  was  no  real
dissent within the FARC to resume the
armed struggle. Before the signing of
the agreement, in 2016, we organized
the national conference of guerrillas in
the department of  Meta,  also in the
Llanos del Yarí. All the former fronts,
columns,  companies  and  urban
s t r u c t u r e s  o f  t h e  g u e r r i l l a
organization  were  represented,  and
the  draft  agreement  that  we  had
r e a c h e d  i n  H a v a n a  w i t h  t h e
government  was  unanimously
adopted.  Once  this  document  was
approved, it was signed between us as
an agreement that the entire guerrilla
organization had agreed upon; There
were  no  dissenters,  that  is,  no  one
s t o o d  u p  t o  e x p r e s s  t h e i r
disagreement.  Among  the  guerrillas,
support was unanimous.

At  the  end  of  the  conference,  the
commanders  returned to  their  home
areas,  where  their  camps  were
located,  and  that  was  where  some
dissented, but there were very few of
them: people abandoned or betrayed
the  peace  agreement  they  were
signing  at  this  time.  Others  were
subjected  to  harassment  and
politically  motivated  schemes  to
obtain their extradition,  orchestrated
and manipulated by the then Attorney
General,  Néstor  Humberto  Martínez.
This  is  the  case  of  Óscar  Montero,
known as  “El  Paisa”,  Jesús  Santrich
and Iván Márquez himself, who were
forced to take up arms again.

It should be noted that at the moment,
of  the  14,000  guerrillas  who  signed
the peace agreement, more than 95%
of us are respecting the commitment
made  and  the  word  given  to  the
Colombian people.  This  is,  let’s  say,
the highest number of guerrillas per
capita  who  keep  their  word  and
respect the agreements, if we refer to
the  various  agreements  concluded
between states and guerrillas around
the world.

Similarly, it has been shown that we
were  the  guerrilla  organization  that

handed  over  the  most  weapons:  2.8
weapons per demobilized man. It was
then  that  other  types  of  groupings
appeared, which are no longer based
on  the  ideological,  political  and
programmatic  principles  of  the
guerrillas born in the 60s, but which
are made up of people using the name
“guerrilla” for economic purposes, for
their  personal  profit,  and who erect
money as a god.

This  phenomenon  undoubtedly  also
affected  the  comrades  or  former
comrades of the ELN; indeed, in many
regions, both those who have defected
from the peace process and the ELN
are responsible for about 80 per cent
of  the  assassinations  committed
against  peace  signatories.

It must be said that this experience,
this  transit ion  from  an  armed
movement  to  a  political  party,  was
quite interesting, even if it had already
been  done  in  E l  Sa lvador  and
Guatemala .  In  Co lombia ,  the
experience was different, since it was
possible to recall the events that took
place  between  the  1970s  and  the
1980s, when the political platform of
the  Patriotic  Union  was  launched,
which  was  born  thanks  to  the
agreements  concluded  at  the  time
between the Colombian State and the
FARC-EP. This platform had suffered
the  systematic  elimination  of  its
activists.  This  extermination  has
continued and extended; in addition,
there  was  stigmatization  from  the
president  himself  as  well  as  from
senior state or government officials.

This is particularly the case with the
statements  of  the  director  of  the
National Protection Unit, Mr. Augusto
Rodríguez,  who  publicly  states  that
those  of  us  who  are  part  of  the
Comunes  political  party  are,  in  fact,
people who are “holding hostage” this
entity  of  protection.  In  addition,  the
latter  is  trying  to  unilateral ly
introduce  changes  that  are  totally
prohibited or that are not part of the
Havana Peace Agreement.

These  are  very  complex  situations.
Similarly, governments — I’m talking
about  three  governments  —  all  of
whom  systematically  violated  the
Peace  Agreement  in  one  way  or
another, trying to change its letter and
spirit  and  give  it  the  interpretation

they thought was correct. [2]

However,  the  Constitutional  Court
called on the state to rectify certain
unconstitutional  positions  and
shortcomings vis-à-vis the signatories
to the peace; for example, in the area
of security, where it does not respect
its commitments. The Court issued a
series of orders and set deadlines for
the Petro government to remedy this.
However,  this  was not  possible,  and
here, it is like in colonial times: “we
obey, but we do not apply”.

It has been a very unequal fight, which
will  continue,  because  we  have  just
lost our legal status, which is a major
political  blow in view of  the deaths,
the assassinations, the lockdown, the
threats and the displacement that we
have  suffered  during  these  years  of
reintegration  [3]  But  the  important
thing is that we do not lose our status
as High Contracting Party to the final
Havana Peace Agreement, which goes
beyond  the  mere  constitution  of  a
political party or movement.

We reserve this status for actions of a
legal nature, because there have been
territories that we have not been able
to  enter  to  campaign,  because  we
have  been  designated  as  a  military
target and where we have been denied
the  opportunity  to  be  on  an  equal
footing  with  other  movements  and
political parties that exist in Colombia.

“”

Footnotes
[1] The new president, elected on
21  June,  will  take  office  on  7
August.

[2]  The three governments were,
respectively, those of Juan Manuel
Santos,  2016-2016;  Iván  Duque
Márquez,  2018-2022;  Gustavo
Petro.

[3] The Peace Agreement provided
for a transitional period, where the
FARC  party  enjoyed  5  seats  ex
o f f i c i o  i n  b o t h  h o u s e s  o f
parliament;  In  2026,  this  system
ended. However, Comunes did not
obtain  the  quorum  necessary  to
h a v e  p a r l i a m e n t a r y



representation,  which  deprives  it
of its legal status as a recognized
party.

19.

Palestine and Lebanon are burning
2 July, by Édouard Soulier

It  is  very  hot  in  Gaza,  and  Israel
continues  to  bomb  despite  the
“ceasefire”. Since it came into force,
the Israeli army has killed an average
of one child per day. In Lebanon, since
the  ceasefire  of  2  April,  it  has  also
killed 4,000 people. Israeli ceasefires
have  this  particularity:  Israel
continues to fire, while its victims are
ordered to cease.

“All of Lebanon
should burn”
“For  every  tear  shed  by  an  Israeli
mother, a thousand Lebanese mothers
should  cry.  All  of  Lebanon  should
burn .”  Th is  was  the  message
published  by  Ben  Gvir,  Israel’s
Minister of Security, after the death of
several  soldiers  from  his  army  in
southern  Lebanon.  By  repeatedly
flouting the ceasefire, Israel has tried
to establish strongholds there. But, as
it  has  done  for  several  years,  he  is
struggling  to  maintain  them  in  the
face  of  Lebanese  resistance.  This  is
not  limited  to  Hezbollah:  it  also
involves other movements and, more
broadly, displaced populations, whose
families  have  been  murdered  and
whose homes have been destroyed.

An army
unaccustomed to
human losses
Israel is not known to be an army that
seeks direct combat: it prefers to rely
heavily  on its  air  force.  This  is  also
why it is not used to losing soldiers.

Nor is Israel used to opposition from
the  United  States  —  especially  in
recent  years  —  and  the  “Lebanon”
clause of the ceasefire with Iran partly
ties its hands.

In  the  same  message,  Ben  Gvir
insisted: “With all due respect to the
Americans,  Israel  must  send a  clear
message to the world that the blood of
our sons and the safety of our citizens
are  not  negotiable.  All  of  Lebanon
should burn. Our supreme duty is to
protect Israeli citizens and soldiers of
t h e  [ I s r a e l i  a r m y ] ,  a n d  t h i s
commitment takes precedence over all
other considerations.”  Yet  he speaks
of  soldiers  killed  in  a  tank,  on  a
territory that is not theirs.

The  same  was  true  at  the  United
Nations, where the Israeli ambassador
held up a plastic drone, presented as
the weapon of “terrorists” against his
soldiers.  In  fact,  the  use  of  small
drones  —  a  tactic  successfully
employed by Ukraine against Russian
infantry — is putting the Israeli army
in difficulty. The latter had to release
$700  million  urgently  to  respond  to
this new guerrilla tactic.

“Erase”: the
watchword of total
domination
Ben Gvir  again:  “I  say to the Prime
Minister,  especially  during  our
meetings:  for every tear shed by an
Israeli  mother,  a  thousand Lebanese
mothers  should  cry.  Enough  of  this
ping-pong game. In the Middle East,
measured responses and restraint are
not won. We have to go wild. Clear.
Defeat terrorism.”

“Erase”, “go wild”: it is difficult to find
words  that  express  a  more  clearly
genocidal  desire  than  those  of  this
sinister  individual.  Israel  has  been
blacklisted as a country that sexually
abuses  its  prisoners.  However,  this
does not prevent European states from
continuing to support it. Associations
can even organise a festival of Israeli
music in Paris in complete tranquillity,
with the slogan: “supporting Israel is
an act of resistance”.

But  there  are  also  other  issues.
According to Netanyahu: “What has to
be done is to have alternative routes
instead  of  going  through  the  choke
points of the [Strait of] Hormuz and
the Bab el-Mandeb in order to have
the flow of oil… Just have oil pipelines,
gas pipelines going west through the
Arabian Peninsula right up to Israel,
right up to our Mediterranean ports,
and you’ve just  done away with the
choke points forever.”

In  other  words,  Israel  wants  to
become  an  economic  bridge  to  the
West.  But  this  presupposes  the
normalization  of  its  relations  in  the
region  and,  above  all,  the  absolute
imposition of its domination. You don’t
run  an  o i l  p ipe l ine  through  a
permanent war zone. To allow this, we
must first “erase”.
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Popular revolt grows in Bolivia
1 July, by Patrick Guillaudat

Elected  with  the  support  of  some
former  Movimiento  al  Socialismo
(MAS)  voters,  around  a  program  of
"modernization" and "efficiency", Paz,
in  office  since  8  November  2025,
quickly  adopted  austerity  measures,
betting  on  the  sluggishness  of  the
social movement after the collapse of
the left in the elections.

A plan of anti-
social measures
As  of  17  December  2025,  a  decree
abolished  subsidies  for  petrol  and
diesel, causing tariffs to rise by 86%
and  160%  respectively,  with  the
immediate consequence of an increase
in all consumer prices. This text also
facilitated  the  establishment  of
multinationals  in  the  exploitation  of
mineral  resources,  agro-industry  and
infrastructure.  A  first  mobilization
allowed a partial retreat. Then the law
of 10 April 2026 was adopted, which,
by  reversing  the  1953  agrarian
reform,  encouraged  the  grabbing  of
smal l  f a rmers ’  l and  by  large
landowners.

The largest social
movement of the
21st century
The  COB  trade  union  federation,
together  with  the  Tupac  Katari
federation  and  the  indigenous
women’s organization Bartolina Sisa,
resumed the mobilization at the end of
April  and  called  for  the  blocking  of
roads,  thus  isolating  the  country’s
main  cities,  and  multiplied  calls  for
strikes. Faced with the vigour of this

second  movement,  Paz  revived  the
classic rhetoric by criminalizing social
organizations, calling them terrorists,
denouncing  a  pseudo-conspiracy
instigated by Evo Morales, and issuing
arrest warrants for the main leaders.
This  social  movement,  uninterrupted
since the end of April,  is demanding
wage  increases  to  compensate  for
soaring  prices,  and  the  end  of  the
c o u n t r y ’ s  o p e n i n g  u p  t o
multinationals,  under  the  slogan
“Bolivia is not for sale”.  Despite the
repression, with at least seven deaths
and  many  arrests,  the  movement  is
s t i l l  ho ld ing.  However ,  a  law
establishing a state of emergency has
been passed, ensuring total impunity
for the armed and repressive forces.

An uncertain
outcome
The  COB  is  divided  between  an
executive  secretary  who  called  for
Paz’s resignation while several CODs
(departmental  branches  of  the  COB)
rejected this slogan (such as the one
in  Santa  Cruz).  But  for  a  few  days
now,  the  COB  has  presented  an  8-
point plan to the government as part
of the opening of the “dialogue”. As
for the Tupac Katari federation, which
is  very powerful  in  El  Alto,  and the
Bartolina Sisa organization, they have
taken  the  l ead  in  mob i l i z ing
indigenous peoples and peasants.

The Paz government, divided on what
to do, with a vice-president who has
condemned the measures it has taken,
is wielding the carrot by demanding to
negot ia te  wh i l e  repress ing ,
imprisoning  demonstrators  and
forcing  the  lifting  of  roadblocks.  In
order to divide the movement, it has

succeeded  in  signing  a  number  of
separate agreements with a few local
unions, such as on 18 June with the
Colquiri  miners’  union,  or  with
transport  companies  in  La  Paz  two
days before.

The traditional right, taking advantage
of  the  crisis,  is  raising  the  ante.
Former president Jorge Quiroga called
for  the  arrest  of  the  movement’s
leaders  and  activists,  who  were
described as terrorists and even drug
traffickers,  and  demanded  the
effective and immediate establishment
of a state of emergency to “free the
Bolivian people taken hostage”.

Solidarity is
urgent
If  the  government  is  staking  its
survival  on  this  social  struggle,  it
b e n e f i t s  f r o m  a  f a v o u r a b l e
international  environment,  supported
by Trump and the far-right leaders of
the continent who are pushing Paz to
put down the revolt in order to turn
the  page  on  the  years  of  the  MAS.
Moreover,  as  a  sign  of  the  United
States’ interference, an agreement to
combat  del inquency  and  drug
trafficking was signed between Bolivia
and the United States on 16 April.

Our  so l idar i ty  is  a l l  the  more
important because a social victory in
Bolivia would be an encouragement to
the  struggle  for  the  peoples  and
workers of the Latin American states,
especially  the  neighbouring  ones,
plunged  into  the  "libertarian"  night.
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