





Introduction p————————

On a global scale the war camps have already lined up. Military
operations have displaced politics, and with it the international law that
has held so far. Everyone is waiting for a new Yalta' and for the new
international law the wars will give birth to. The military coalitions are
taking over the management of politics, the production of the dominant
ideology and of the militarist culture that war preparation requires. This
intensification of war preparation ushers us into conditions of war
capitalism, in which the confusion between direct domination and
financial coercion is left to the states that fall in behind to sort out,
spearheaded by the tried-and-tested nationalism of supremacy and
heroic tradition. In other words, we find ourselves in the element of mil-
itarism: an ideological mechanism for securing social consent to the
war developments to come.

The rearmament of Europe, the involvement of the “superpowers” in
armed conflicts, the military invasion by the USA of Venezuela, of Iran
and of the Middle East - whether by direct attacks and threats or by
fleets anchored in the south-eastern Mediterranean and in the South
China Sea - the genocide in Gaza and the massacres in Sudan and
Somalia, Russia's four-year war in Ukraine: all this reveals that the war
camps have already been assembled. The talk of renewing armaments
confirms, moreover, the attempt to extend militarism into societies
too.

At the same time, on a global scale the bosses are redistributing
markets and energy hubs and extending the plunder of nature with
extraction everywhere, re-reqgulating commodity production within a
process of alliance-building.

In such cases things take their course, since states and coalitions
put on display the supreme form of violence they have amassed since
the end of the last war. Parading the army and its weaponry in public
space turns nationalism easily into militarism as dominant ideology,
aiming to drag society as a whole, so as to prepare us to become
cannon fodder. EERRREE RN nnnnn

1* A conference between the USA, the USSR and Great Britain (the victors of the Second World War) at
Yalta in the Soviet Union in February 1945, at which the three powers are said to have “divided up” the
world.



IR The Camps

The camps are lining up for the expansion of power, the search for
space to expropriate, the re-distribution of energy markets and natural
resources through the militarization of politics.

D. Trump, manager of the overlord state of the USA with its 800
military bases across the planet, takes care to remind friends and
enemies alike who the boss is on a planetary scale, and which strategy
every ally is obliged to succumb to. The clashes with the NATO allies are
arepetition of the position the USA took in the Suez crisis of 1956, when
it preferred an alliance with Nasser's Egypt against the Anglo-French
fleet. Ever since, the followers have remained loyal and submissive.

This time the overlord’s cynicism demands a submission stripped of
dignity.

It is precisely this politics of the overlord state and of the Monroe
Doctrine that the invasion of Venezuela confirms, and that the threat
against Greenland seals for the future. A major player and ally here is
the state of Israel, which condenses the colonial logic of the West into
the geopolitical situation of the Middle East and imposes it there.
America strikes separate deals in spite of and against its “allies”, sets
the terms of a bloody peace in the Middle East and is trying to do the
same with Ukraine, thereby legitimizing the other camp now taking
shape. With these moves, it keeps a new Cold War climate alive, while,
at the same time, trying to encircle its great enemy, China, in energy
and in military terms.

One consequence of this tactic is the re-armament of Europe under
the name Readiness 2030 (formerly ReArm Europe 2030), within the
framework of the Common Foreign and Security Policy - carried out in
conditions of panic, with no attempt at legitimation whatsoever,
bypassing even the European Parliament itself. However things stand,
the arrogance of Western colonialism in disciplining the societies of the
“third world” through devastating military interventions has produced
the opposite results and, in many cases, painful consequences for
Western societies as a whole.



The opposing camp, on the initiative of the Russian state, has already
appeared in the field: first conducting foreign policy with the army in
Crimea and Syria and, then, invading Ukraine outright four years ago.
This is a clash that has already counted for hundreds of thousands of
deaths. Russia began its invasions as soon as it had recovered from the
dissolution of the Soviet Union, entering the world stage as an imperial-
ist power in Moldova (over Transnistria), in Tajikistan (Abkhazia) and in
Georgia(South Ossetia).

An authoritarian, oligarchic state that emerged out of the Soviet
Union, where the bureaucratic class manufactured by the state
collapsed under its own stagnation and its absolute dead ends,
dissolving society as a whole in the process. Its constitution is still
being formed, and this fluidity produces an abuse of authoritarianism
against every act of resistance.

China too, the great enemy of American economic imperialism, is
trying to build an allied camp of its own: with a model of totalitarian
state power combined with a capitalist economy it has sent its growth
rates soaring and now threatens the Western economy.

These are the basic pillars for the formation of the camp opposing
the West, known as BRICS, with the hoped-for participation of Brazil,
India and South Africa. It remains a hypothetical contingency, since no
alliance exists between them and none of them shows any inclination to
take part in the developments now unfolding. The unipolar world of
Domination that we live in nevertheless continues, and we have to
confront it with social resistance, as in the past, but on new terms of
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IR Imperialist Statism,

the character of the conflict

Imperialism is the expansion of the power of statism, the conquest of
territory by war, and the modern capitalist exploitation of resources and
of human beings. Every state or nation-state, small or large, is in
practice a vehicle of imperialism.

When, in December 1914, K. Liebknecht, a deputy in the Reichstag’
and a Social Democrat at that, refused to vote the war credits for the
German state at the outbreak of the war, denouncing the two rival
coalitions and their ideologies, he was laying the foundations of the
position and the stance of revolutionary workers towards war of this
character. At the same time, that position became the ground on which
an entirely different perspective was built within the revolutionary
project, and it of course heralded the revolutions that came with the
end of the Great War. It passed like an electric current through every
front of the war, with the result that soldiers were rapidly radicalized
and the War came to an end.

Later it was “forgotten” for good by the whole body of established so-
cial-democratic tendencies, once they had been absorbed into nation-
statism; it was replaced by nationalism and anti-imperialism, which
stripped away once and for all every reference to class and power. It
now appears as the camp strategy of the supposedly “socialist” model
(read: state capitalism) against the liberal capitalist one. Despite the
collapse of the “socialist” camp, in that milieu the worship of military co-
alitions and of states still prevails over any internationalist duty.

In this period and under today’s conditions we intend to retrieve this
particular anti-war position of Liebknecht, of Luxemburg, of Goldman
and of Malatesta, in order to bring out the new anti-militarist pro-
gramme.

non

It is true that the “anti-imperialist”, “national independence” strategy
scored enormous successes for the Soviet bloc in the middle of the

2*The German parliament.



Cold War, since it managed to win territory on every continent, to the
point of determining the decisions of the UN by way of the Non-Aligned
Movement.

This “anti-imperialist” space took in the anti-colonial, the irredentist
and the national, and the fundamentalist-religious followed on behind,
since it was held to be the necessary ground for national unity and for
reinforcing a hostile consciousness towards the West and towards the
allies of American imperialism, Israel first among them.

Out of this “peoplehood” and this strategy the anti-imperialist
regimes were born, with the help of the Soviet Union. For several
decades they survived by imposing authoritarian regimes and one-man
hereditary dictatorships, which then collapsed with a crash under social
uprisings. The baton was then taken up, in an even more irredentist
direction, by the fundamentalist religious movements, which came to
dominate after the victory of the Islamic regime in Iran, only to deepen
the impasse and to lead whole societies into one defeat after another. yyprnrnnnnnnnin

OO0



IR The Middle East

A bloody process has been unfolding in the Middle East for many
years now, its most recent pretext being the religious, irrationalist
attack carried out by Hamas on 7 October 2023.

We are speaking first of all of the genocide that continues to this day
in Gaza and, generally, in Palestine, at the hands of the IDF. Some three
years on from the IDF’s last invasion of Gaza, we are watching a solution
being applied through blackmail: imposition by force of arms, without
the consent of Palestinian society. What is on offer is in reality a pro-
posal by American imperialism for the government of the new Gaza
without Hamas. Over thousands of corpses, amid destruction and ruins,
under the weight of a merciless settlement drive, they are imposing a
regime and attempting to build a power - perhaps the prototype of a fu-
ture Palestinian state that would take in the West Bank as well.

If such a development leads to some form of peace and is accepted
by the Palestinians themselves, it is not for us to say. Peoples have the
right to decide their own future. What we are obliged to do is to show
our solidarity with all those who choose to resist oppressive regimes
from below.

We hold, however, that a final peace and balance in the region of
Palestine is possible only through confederal, democratic
arrangements, and not through the constitution of nation-states that
are forever waiting for the enemy. The project of Rojava (Syrian
Kurdistan), a few kilometres further north, may look like a provocative
utopia for the Israel-Gaza-West Bank area, but it is a project capable of
mobilizing the oppressed in these geographies.

As for the state of Israel, the irrefutable witness to its state
militarism and expansionism is the fact that, although Syria has been
utterly weakened by the fall of Assad, along with Hamas in Gaza and
Hezbollah in Lebanon, its hunger for more necropolitics has not
subsided but has intensified and spread. B. Netanyahu - a war criminal
recognized as such under the UN’s own stamp - continues his genocidal

3* An ancient people described in the Hebrew Bible as the unrelenting enemy of the Israelites.



work with the power of the overlord state at his side. In his recent
statements, he has replaced International Law with Theological Law -
remember what Amalek’ did to you - and he exterminates, hunting
down Amalekites of whom there is never any end. Israeli society, for its
part, is being trained to live in shelters and to defend the homeland
against the external enemy that surrounds it. In short, the way Israel im-
poses itself on Palestine, and on southern Lebanon and the wider re-
gion generally, is a totalitarian condition that the far right across the
whole planet can only envy, one that shouts: ideology, economy,
domination.

American imperialism, assisted by Israeli expansionism and
militarism, goes on bombing another state without any pretext at all:
Iran, a state equally militaristic, despotic and theocratic. The
bombardments of the imperialists, however, do not touch the Iranian
regime; they touch the ordinary Iranian men and women who are
murdered daily under a double occupation and repression. Nor, of
course, have the bombardments of the country’s energy and production
infrastructure anything to do with Iran’s nuclear arsenals.

We all know what has been going on for decades now and what
happened recently in lIran, where a clerical-populist capitalist
bureaucracy governs by the gallows and by the blood of those who rise
up. Resistance to the regime in Iran was earthed through a many-sided
social and political force, which found expression in continuous
mobilizations, above all after the protests of 2019 and their repression,
and afterwards in the uprisings of 2022. These mobilizations were the
imprint of the great social rift running through Iranian society, a rift
bound up with intense and constantly deepening poverty, with the
oppression of women and with the absence of freedom of political
speech. The acceptance of this resistance by the social body led to the
regime’s political agenda being called into question. Nor were these
mobilizations confined to particular regions: they spread across the
whole country and linked up with other forms of struggle, such as
workers' strikes and disobedience to the everyday orders of the
government. In essence, the very structure of Iranian society acquired a
lasting political and social existence - and it is precisely these features



that are hit hardest by the bombardments of the supposed liberators.

Europe, which supports and reinforces the genocide in Palestine and
the war on Iran, finds itself in an involuntary relative autonomy as it
continues and escalates the war with Russia in its attempt to close the
Baltic corridor, striking all the Russian commercial ports with drones
while bombing the oil tankers at the same time. All of this, of course, is
done by way of supporting Ukraine, but the participation of every
European state, the Baltic states included, is taken as given.
Polarization has reached its zenith and everyone is waiting for the new
proposal for a way out of Russia's war. yyygpgspnnmnsnmnninin i nin i e i n R iR iR R EREnininng



The Dendias bill







The conscription of women



War preparation in education and researc






Anti-militarist programme - project









Defence spending is war credits.
Armaments and rearmaments out of our lives and out of society.

Either social anti-militarist resistance will stop the war, or the war
will impose submission, necropolitics and the Law of the strongest.
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