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Radical anti-capitalist responses to the ecological crisis are on
the rise throughout the world through popular movements. We
already have  some cases  in  which  such responses  have  had
significant  victories  in  the  political  struggle.  Despite  the
limitations due to imperialism and global-market mechanisms,
there  are  many  lessons  which  we  can  draw  from  such
experiences.  On  this  panel,  we  will  have  a  critical  look  at
experiences in Bolivia, Nicaragua and Kurdistan.

Sporadic attempts at revolution (1848, 1871 in Paris, 1917) in
which we built what was previously unimagined. The whole of
anti-capitalist  history  teaches  that  we  have  to  approach
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capitalism  in  other  ways:  self-management,  horizontal
management. The environmental crisis is a threat to civilization
as a whole.

Elizabeth Peredo

There  don’t  exist  ecosocialist  experiences,  despite  attempts
made throughout  the last  century and in dissidence with the
socialism of the USSR, etc.

Basic principles of ecosocialism:

1. Philosophy:  militancy  in  the  search  for  reconciliation
with and respect for Nature.

2. Internationalism.

3. Ecofeminism  –  integrate  the  problematic  of  gender
oppressions.

Bolivia  was  an  example  of  the  progressive  era  of  Latin
America, with a number of anti-neoliberal rebellions before the
year  2000,  and  is  presently  an  example  of  the  end  of
progressivism and return to investment  in the struggle,  since
women have seen this end more rapidly. The left has not had
clarity in various points in which it formed alliances, and it is
very important to reflect on what is permissible in the political
culture of militancy to maintain alliances and agreements. It’s
necessary  to  think  in  terms  of  energetic  democracy  or  in
relation to land and nature. The Bolivian state narrative has a
masculine, one-person leadership in a patriarchal configuration,
and  it  sees  in  nature  extracitvist  capitalist  value  (to  extract
goods  and  energy  from nature  –  fracking).  Argentina  has  a



great deal of fracking, competing with petrol.

The “Right to Development” is synonymous with extractivism
and was what the Bolivian government did with the extraction
of gas, petrol, minerals and land for soya cultivation. 65% of
the budget for energy and less than 2% for the prevention of
patriarchy and violence against women. They were absent from
the relation with the development of nature and women.

The state grew sevenfold, the colonial and bourgeois state, a
perverse  dynamic  between  government/ministers  and  the
unions. The left allowed this mishmash because it thought that
it  would  be  a  guarantee,  but  in  reality  what  extractivism
achieves is the regeneration of capitalism.

Matthias Schindler

Nicaragua has  nothing to  do with  ecosocialism.  Since  April
there have been protests to defend a reserve, against the social
reforms of the Ortega-Murillo regime, resulting in 400 dead,
thousands  exiled  in  Costa  Rica,  more  than  500  political
prisoners  (tortured  and  violated)  and  people  who  have
disappeared.  There  has  been  no  trial  of  any  paramilitary.
Retaliation  against  whoever  shows  solidarity  or  helps  the
demonstrators.

The politics of the repressive regime continues on the lines of
extractivism  (gold,  palm  oil,  meat  and  coffee)  and  follows
neoliberal  orientations  (examples  are  the  now  abandoned
project of an interoceanic canal or the Rancho Grande mining
project).  In  the  past,  there  was  some economic  growth  and



improvement in the conditions of the poorest; however, Ortega
has  turned  himself  into  a  multimillionaire  and  centralized
powers (political, judicial, police and army) in himself, having
recourse  to  the  manipulation  of  elections,  violation  of  the
Constitution, repression of opposition parties and movements,
and the dismissal of deputies.  How is it  that a revolutionary
becomes a dictator?

It  is necessary to rethink the 1979 Sandinista Revolution,  to
retrieve  its  positive  aspects  and  not  repeat  its  errors.  The
Sandinista  Revolution  erected  a  regime  with  political
pluralism,  with  numerous  political  parties,  democratic
elections,  union  organisations,  religious  freedom,  but  an
authoritarian and to vertical power structure. The importance of
democratic methods: a government that represses and tortures
is  not  one of  the left.  The liberation  of  humanity  cannot  be
reached  by  means  of  dictatorships  of  education,  but  only
through the conscious mobilization of the oppressed masses.
Socialism will be democratic or it won’t be anything at all.

Öner Öztürk

Kurdistan was one of the states  of the Ottoman Empire  and
today is divided into four parts on the borders of Turkey, Iraq,
Iran and Syria. Attempts to assimilate the Kurds resulted in a
rise in political consciousness and resistance. The Marxist PKK
(Kurdish  Workers’  Party)  was  created  in  1978.  In  the  90s
Turkish repression and torture created popular support for the
PKK and triggered a mass Kurdish movement. The movement
has resisted for 40 years, abandoned the independence struggle



and  adopted  the  struggle  for  rights  and  freedom  through
democratic  autonomy.  Inspired by the feminist  movement,  it
created autonomous spaces for women, and produced its own
literature and cinema.

Three types of opposition to globalized capitalism: 1) to reject
and demolish the system (the Kurds don’t have the power to do
this and can’t  wait  for the fall  of capitalism);  2) a reformist
approach (normally, transforming the opposition in the system
instead of improving the system); 3) building an alternative life
despite  the  system’s  impositions,  even  using  its  gaps  as
opportunities.  History  doesn’t  advance  in  a  linear  fashion.
Ecosystems can’t endure a globally industrialised society, and
we  cannot  wait  for  an  industrial  working  class  to  save  the
world.  In  the  Kurdish  movement  the  main  contradiction  is
patriarchy. When man learnt to oppress and exploit women, he
went on to instrumentalise other men, the earth and animals in
favour of his needs, and he began to see himself as an entity
superior to nature. A relationship based on force can only be
maintained  by  increasing  exploitation,  since  economic
processes are necessary to strengthen and reproduce the power
structure.  Neither  patriarchy  nor  identity  are  secondary
problems to be resolved only after the revolution. The building
of an alternative society is only possible through a collective
struggle  whose  agents  are  women  and  all  oppressed
individuals.

Peace is  only possible  through a recognition and defence of
rights and harmony, not only between humans, but between all
species, and even with non-living beings. This is not a utopia;
there  are  many  examples,  rural  and  urban,  of  self-sufficient



communities, which we see as cracks in the capitalist edifice,
which can be multiplied and connected to others, demolishing
the wall – there will remain only democratically confederated
communities in a solidarity network and in harmony with the
ecosystems. How can a political movement transform societies
into  agents  who  are  equal,  self-determined  and  organized
horizontally?  An  example  is  the  MEM  (Mesopotamian
Ecology Movement), which links up with unions, NGOs and
professional associations to take part in assemblies, which are
also  open  to  individual  participation.  Neighbourhood
assemblies  were  created  (the  main  body  of  the  movement),
organized  by linking with  other  groups in  civil  society,  and
which send delegates to district assemblies, forming the MEM
as a whole. Once formed, all the assemblies assume autonomy,
there is no central organization or connection with a political
movement, no hierarchy or leadership, and decisions are made
by  consensus.  Commissions  and  assemblies  have  co-
representatives,  and to  be  a  co-spokesperson does  not  mean
having more power or authority, only more responsibility. The
first  congress  of  the  MEM took place  in  April  2016.  Since
then, it has organized many activities in Kurdistan and Turkey.

Debate with public participation

-Paper on climate in Bolivian extractivism (coal and mines).
Integration with climate and Russia starting with the Morales
government: significant indebtedness and direct invitations to
Chinese firms for infrastructure works, such as dams (various
scandals).



-Extractivist  activities  intensify  patriarchy;  how  is  it  that
associations integrate distinct cultures and identities? Minority
populations,  above  all  black  women.  Relation  between
extractivism and the victims of violence, above all in Andean
zones (UNICEF study), tradition of the management structure
for water and agriculture. Mineral cooperatives with very little
environmental  regulation;  they  can  even  divert  watercourses
for mineral exploitation. Extractivsm destroys the social fabric.

-Depth of self-critique. The blame didn’t belong to Hitler’s but
to those people who thought that a Hitler was necessary. Levels
of  consciousness  in  society:  what  political  forms,  demands,
strategic steps? Evangelist Christian groups who reinforce state
authoritarianism  and  conservative  values,  specifically  about
women’s rights over their bodies (abortion, etc.). Government
alliances with very noxious conservative sectors. The model of
the  progressive  cycle  magnifies  the  conservative  and
consumerist middle class. The process of deproletarianisation –
a  social  base  deeply  penetrated  by  fascistic  and  gender
ideologies. The biggest problem in Latin America.

-The Indo-oceanic canal represents an investment of 15 billion
dollars. China very much present in Nicaragua. This mishmash
is not created by low consciousness, but is the product of a low
democratic culture (there has not been a congress in 10 years of
Sandinista rule), but there has been corruption, proliferation of
laws, violation of the constitution and concentration of powers
in Ortega, who gave sops to the people to maintain himself in
power.



-What  about  the  paper  on indigenous movements  in  Bolivia
and ecosocialist  and anti-capitalist  movements  in Nicaragua?
In Nicaragua the whole population is divided into those who
are against and those who are for (those who get or hope to get
something in exchange, like fishing licences) Ortega’s regime.
It is hard to be openly oppositional, even for Sandinistas who
aren’t  Ortega  supporters.  The  government  calls  itself
progressive because it has had a lot of success in wind-power
energy, for example.

-How is the idea of anti-patriarchalism put in practice in the
MEM?  The  Kurdish  concept  of  this  is  multicultural,
multilingual and feminist.  Companies that support Kurdistan.
Decentralisation  is  one  of  the  most  important  topics  for  the
Kurdish movement.  Stateless country formed with leadership
of  women.  Constant  struggle  against  power.  Women’s
assemblies  in  which  the  decisions  taken are  binding for  the
whole movement. There are also youth assemblies, ecological
ones, etc. the women’s assemblies were already formed when
the ecological assemblies were, since they sent two delegates.
A  minimally  hierarchical  structure,  in  which  of  the  two
spokespersons one at least has to be a woman, although both
could be women. They are not trying to create a state but, yes,
a society without a state. The Kurdish movement isn’t just for
Kurds.


