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The Refugee Crisis
By Carole Seligman
The multiple crises hitting the U.S.
are affecting the whole world—hunger, lack of shelter, clean water, and
healthcare, degradation of the environment that sustains humans, and multiple species of animals and plants.
The clearest expose of the worldwide nature of these crises comes from
the organization Doctors without
Borders. In their current publication,
Alert, “Life on the Move, Calling for a
Humane Response to Migration,” they
quote this staggering fact: “In May, just
ahead of World Refugee Day, On June
20, the United Nations Refugee Agency
reported that the number of people
forcibly displaced from their homes
had climbed above 100 million for the
first time in recorded history. A figure
that’s almost incomprehensible.”
The reports points out that the
majority are internally displaced people (IDP) and quantifies some of the
largest displacement crises as follows:
Central America and Mexico:
850,000 refugees and asylum seekers, 318,000 IDPs in Honduras and
El Salvador; Central Sahel: Mali,
Niger, Burkina Faso, one million
refugees, 2.8 million IDPs; Nigeria:
336,000 refugees in Chad, Niger,
Cameroon, 2.9 million IDPs;
Democratic Republic of Congo:
one million refugees, 5.5 million
IDPs; Ukraine: 6.8 million refugees,
7.1 million IDPs; Yemen: 4.3 mil-

lion IDPs; Syria: 5.6 million refugees, 6.9 million IDPs; Afghanistan:
2.6 million refugees, 3.8 million
IDPs; Rohingya Refugees: 980,000
refugees, 223,000 IDPs in Myanmar’s
Rakhine State [Burma].

The Doctors Without Borders report
highlights the double standards in the
world’s response to this huge crisis:
“[N]ot all of these displaced people are treated equally. While the
European Union swiftly activated its
Temporary Protective Directive for
the first time, granting Ukrainians
arriving there the right to live, work,
attend school, and travel freely within its borders, Doctors Without
Borders…teams continue to witness
people fleeing crisis in other countries being left to drown at sea, intercepted and pushed back at borders,
denied humanitarian assistance, and
criminalized for seeking safety.
“It’s not just the EU. This inhumane ‘double standard’ is mirrored in
the migration policies of governments
from Europe to the United States,
with dire health consequences.”

The report points out that the positive response to Ukrainian refugees
“shows that the EU and the U.S. have
always had the tools to provide safe
passage and humane reception for
people seeking safety….”
So, why don’t they do it?
Universal, international solidarity is
a principle of the world socialist
movement. The capitalist system
has the opposite approach—war,
competition, race- and nationalist-based exclusion of refugees,
unless a labor shortage requires
immigration.

Rohingya refugees cross into the mainland after arriving
in Bangladesh on September 10, 2017. (Shutterstock)
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The capitalist system itself is
in severe crisis. The declining
rate of profit (amidst a burgeoning wealth gap between the richest .01 percent and the poorest

section of the population) is driving the
capitalist class toward more severe
exploitation of the working class and
fighting tooth and nail against even
modest reforms such as raising the pitiful minimum wage of $7.25/hour in the
United States, the wealthiest country!
The articles in this issue of Socialist
Viewpoint elucidate the irrationality of
the capitalist system, which dominates
all aspects of our lives—the economic
system, the distribution of the necessities of life, the natural environment,
the very air we breathe, to name only a
few. What needs to be said is that in
order to begin to solve the crises besetting the world and the U.S., we must
embrace a different social system, one
based on the health of planet Earth
including us humans. As the article
titled, “Imagining the Socialist Future
on Earth and in the Solar System,”
explains, this requires a collective
approach, a thoroughgoing revolution
to bring about a socialist society that
solves our basic problems and crises
starting with the abolition of private
profit as the motor force of society.
We advocate an end to violence and
war by abolishing the weapons manufacturers. We advocate collective
approaches to the production of food,
housing, healthcare, energy, and the
environment. The workers of all these
industries—the farmworkers, the construction workers, the doctors, nurses,
researchers, the workers in all the energy industries and environmental workers—know best how to organize and
run these industries without regard for
profiteering. They need to be in control.
When we begin to solve the crises in
the wealthy capitalist centers of the
global economy, ending the extreme
exploitation of, and resource theft from
the developing world, then humanity
will be able to end the refugee crisis.
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U.S. AND WORLD POLITICS

Capitalism’s War on the World
By Bonnie Weinstein
People all over the world are dying
before their time—whether it be from
heat, floods, or contamination of our
environment—yet business goes on as
usual while corporations rake in more
profits than ever before.

team from mainly English-speaking
countries in the Caribbean—arrived to
play three matches in Multan, Pakistan, the temperature reached 111
degrees Fahrenheit, above average even
for one of the hottest places on earth.”

Floods

Heat
You wouldn’t think you would read
about environmental collapse in the
Sports section of the New York Times,
not only are heat waves killing people all
over the world, but, of all things, the
game of cricket has been affected by the
extreme heat brought on by world capitalism’s massive carbon-producing,
industry. In an August 4, 2022, article
titled “Is Cricket Sustainable Amid
Climate Change?” authors Jeré Longman
and Karan Deep Singh detail how:
“The warming of the earth, combined with the exhausting nature of the
game, is raising questions about the
future of the second most popular
sport in the world. …This year, the
sport has faced the hottest spring on
the Indian subcontinent in more than
a century of record keeping and the
hottest day ever in Britain. In June,
when the West Indies—a combined

In an article titled, “The Coming
California Megastorm,” a graphic online
article in the New York Times dated
August 12, 2022, by Raymond Zhong
(with graphics by Mira Rojanasakul and
photos by Eroin Shaff.) The article warns:
“California, where earthquakes,
droughts and wildfires have shaped
life for generations, also faces the
growing threat of another kind of
calamity, one whose fury would be felt
across the entire state. This one will
come from the sky. According to new
research, it will very likely take shape
one winter in the Pacific, near Hawaii.
No one knows exactly when, but from
the vast expanse of tropical air around
the Equator, atmospheric currents will
pluck out a long tendril of water vapor
and funnel it toward the West Coast.
This vapor plume will be enormous,
hundreds of miles wide and more than
1,200 miles long, and seething with

ferocious winds. It will be carrying so
much water that if you converted it all
to liquid, its flow would be about 26
times what the Mississippi River discharges into the Gulf of Mexico at any
given moment. …In the coming
decades, if global average temperatures climb by another 1.8 degrees
Fahrenheit, or 1 degree Celsius—and
current trends suggest they might—
then the likelihood of such storms will
go up further, to nearly 1 in 30. At the
same time, the risk of megastorms that
are rarer but even stronger, with much
fiercer downpours, will rise as well.
This was the peak rainfall rate in
downtown Los Angeles during a notably wet winter, 0.4 inches per hour.
This is how much rain might fall there
if greenhouse-gas emissions remain
high, 1.9 inches per hour.”

Environmental contamination
In an article in the current issue of
Science for the People, by Edward Millar
and Cliff Conner, titled, “Heading for
the Last Roundup: The Saga of
Glyphosate and What It Means for the
GMO Science Wars:”
“Today, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) lists tens-of-

Chevron Richmond Refinery in California spewing pollution, view from Bay Trail, August 2017. (CC BY-SA 4.0)
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Those suffering from these catastrophes are left to fend for themselves with
only TV News programs and advertisements promoting charities to help those
who have lost their homes, lives, and
livelihoods—and class-action lawsuits on
behalf of people poisoned by glyphosates
enrich law firms while people still die.

thousands of industrial chemicals that
fall under the jurisdiction of the Toxic
Substances Control Act, fewer than
one percent of which have been independently tested for safety (much less
in combinations.) Unfortunately, the
EPA’s de facto guiding principle is
that a substance is safe until proven
unsafe, so the untested remainder are
designated
GRAS—’Generally
Regarded As Safe.’ … Farmworkers
and landscapers are not the only people who claim a link between their
worsening health conditions and
Monsanto’s pesticides. As the daughter of migrant farmworkers, Joselin
Barrera believes that growing up in an
environment where Roundup was
used regularly is the reason she developed NHL [non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma] at age 24.”1

All the while, the bosses enjoy huge
tax breaks and continue to count their
profits in luxurious, air-conditioned
offices. They couldn’t care less about
the environment or their workers.

Only the working class can save
the world
Capitalism is an economic system
that puts private profits above all else.
It is designed to keep the masses of
humanity toiling for minimum wage
while the bosses rake in billions more

than they can spend in a lifetime. They
continue to plunder the world and
wage police violence and war to guarantee that the wealth workers create
remains in their hands.
Ultimately, workers of the world
must unite in our own defense to end
capitalism. We must, by any means necessary, defend our right to health and
safety, to a life-sustaining environment,
to liberty, justice, equality, and peace.
We must defend our right to form a
socialist world ruled peacefully and
democratically for the benefit of all life
on the planet.
We, the overwhelming majority, do
the work to produce the wealth—we,
alone, have the right to control it.
1 https://magazine.scienceforthepeople.org/
vol25-1-the-soil-and-worker/heading-for-thelast-roundup/

Workers of the world
are the ones who suffer
Of course, workers are suffering and
dying from heatwaves, firestorms,
floods, and toxic poisoning of our
land, water, and air on a daily basis.
Not only are capitalist production
methods responsible for poisoning the
world, but corporations like Amazon
are air-conditioning their robots, while
workers are suffering triple-digit temperatures—even dying—on the job
with no relief and little access to water.
And UPS is installing security cameras
in their vans to spy on workers, but not
installing air-conditioning, during a
massive heatwave. And non-Hodgkin’s
lymphoma from glyphosates has
become an epidemic.
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I’m a Ukrainian Socialist—Here’s Why I Resist the Russian Invasion
By Taras Bilous
I’m writing from Ukraine, where I
serve in the Territorial Defense Forces.
A year ago, I couldn’t have expected to
be in this situation. Like millions of
Ukrainians my life has been upturned
by the chaos of war.
For the past four months, I have
had the opportunity to meet people
whom I would hardly have met under
other circumstances. Some of them
had never thought of taking up arms
before February 24, but the Russian
invasion forced them to drop everything and go to protect their families.
We often criticize the actions of the
Ukrainian government, and the way
defense is organized. But they do not
question the necessity of resistance and
understand well why and for what we
are fighting.
At the same time, during these
months, I’ve tried to follow and participate in the discussions of the international left about the Russian-Ukrainian
war. And the main thing that I now feel
from these discussions is fatigue and

disappointment. Too much time being
forced to rebut obviously false Russian
propaganda, too much time explaining
why Moscow had no “legitimate security concerns” to justify war, too much
time asserting the basic premises of
self-determination that any leftist
should already agree with.

The decision to oppose
the Russian occupation
was not made by Joe
Biden, nor by Zelensky,
but by the Ukrainian
people, who rose en
masse in the first days of
the invasion and lined
up for weapons.
Perhaps most striking about many
of these debates about the RussianUkrainian war is the ignoring of the

opinion of Ukrainians. Ukrainians are
still often presented in some left-wing
discussions either as passive victims
who should be sympathized with or as
Nazis who should be condemned. But
the far right makes up a clear minority
of the Ukrainian resistance, while the
absolute majority of Ukrainians support the resistance and do not want to
be just passive victims.

Negotiations
Among even many well-intentioned
people in recent months, there’s been
increasingly loud but ultimately vague
calls for negotiations and a diplomatic
settlement of the conflict. But what
exactly does this mean? Negotiations
between Ukraine and Russia took place
for several months following the invasion, but they did not stop the war.
Before that, negotiations on Donbas
had lasted for more than seven years
with French and German participation; but despite signed agreements
and a cease-fire, the conflict was never
resolved. On the other hand, in a war
between two states, even the terms of
surrender are usually settled at the
negotiating table.
A call for diplomacy in itself means
nothing if we don’t address negotiating
positions, concrete concessions, and
the willingness of the parties to adhere
to any signed agreement. All of this
directly depends on the course of hostilities, which in turn depends on the
extent of international military aid.
And this can speed up the conclusion
of a just peace.

A view of a military facility destroyed by Russian shelling in the city of Brovary near Kyiv on March 1,
2022.
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The situation in the occupied territories of southern Ukraine indicates
that Russian troops are trying to establish a permanent position there because
they provide Russia with a land corridor to Crimea. The Kremlin uses the
grain looted in these territories to support its client regimes and simultane-

ously threatens the whole world with
famine by blocking Ukrainian ports.
The agreement on unblocking the
export of Ukrainian grain, signed on
July 22 in Istanbul, was violated by
Russia the day after it was signed by
attacking the Odessa Sea Trade Port
with missiles.
Meanwhile, high-ranking Russian
politicians, such as the former president and current deputy chairman of
the Security Council, Dmitry
Medvedev, or the head of Roscosmos,
Dmitry Rogozin, continue to write that
Ukraine must be destroyed. There is
no reason to believe that Russia will
stop its territorial expansion, even if
one day it becomes beneficial for the
Kremlin to sign a temporary truce.
On the other hand, 80 percent of
Ukrainians consider territorial concessions unacceptable. For Ukrainians,
giving up the occupied territories means
betraying their fellow citizens and relatives, and putting up with the daily
abductions and tortures perpetrated by
occupiers. Under these conditions, the
parliament will not ratify cession, even
if the West forces the Ukrainian government to agree to territorial losses. This
would only discredit President
Volodymyr Zelensky and lead to the
reelection of more nationalist authorities, while the far right would be rewarded with favorable conditions for recruiting new members.
Zelensky’s government, of course, is
neoliberal. Ukrainian leftists and trade
unionists have organized extensively
against his social and economic policies. However, in terms of war and
nationalism, Zelensky is the most
moderate politician who could have
come to power in Ukraine after the
2014 annexation of Crimea and the
start of the war in Donbas.
There’s been some misunderstanding about his own record, too. For
example, many authors now blame
Zelensky for the nationalist language
policy, centered around restrictions on

the Russian language in the public
sphere and including restriction of secondary education in the languages of
national minorities. In fact, these language laws were adopted during the
previous term of parliament’s just that
individual provisions of these laws
came into force after Zelensky took
office. His government has repeatedly
tried to soften them, but each time
backed down after nationalist protests.

To put it in historical
terms, the war in
Ukraine is no more a
proxy war than the
Vietnam War was a
proxy war between the
United States on one
side and the Soviet
Union and China on
the other.
This was evident after the beginning
of the invasion in his frequent appeals
to the Russians, his invitation to the
Kremlin to negotiate, and his statements that the Ukrainian army would
not try to retake the territories that
were under Russian control before
February 24 but would seek their
return through diplomatic means in
the future. If Zelensky were replaced by
someone more nationalistic, the situation would become much worse.
I hardly need to spell out the consequences of that outcome. There would
be even more authoritarianism in our
domestic politics, revanchist sentiments will prevail, and the war would
not stop. Any new government would
be much less restrained from shelling
Russian territory. With a reinvigorated
far right, our country would be dragged
ever deeper into a maelstrom of nationalism and reaction.

As someone who has seen the horrors of this war, I understand the desire
for it to be over as soon as possible.
Indeed, no one is more eager for the
war to end than we who live in Ukraine,
but it is also important to Ukrainians
how exactly the war will end. At the
beginning of the war, I too hoped that
the Russian antiwar movement would
force the Kremlin to end its invasion.
But unfortunately, this didn’t happen.
Today, the Russian antiwar movement
can only influence the situation by carrying out the small-scale sabotage of
railways, military factories, and so on.
Something bigger will be possible only
after the military defeat of Russia.
Of course, under certain circumstances, it might be appropriate to agree
to a cease-fire. But such a cease-fire
would only be temporary. Any Russian
success would strengthen Vladimir
Putin’s regime and its reactionary tendencies. It would not mean peace, but
decades of instability, guerrilla resistance in the occupied territories, and
recurrent clashes on the demarcation
line. It would be a disaster not only for
Ukraine but also for Russia, where a
reactionary political drift would intensify and the economy would suffer
from sanctions, with severe consequences for ordinary civilians.
A military defeat of the Russian
invasion is therefore also in the interests of the Russians. Only a mass
domestic movement for change can
open the possibility for the restoration
of stable relations between Ukraine
and Russia in the future. But if Putin’s
regime is victorious, that revolution
will be impossible for a long time. Its
defeat is necessary for the possibility of
progressive changes in Ukraine, Russia,
and the entire post-Soviet world.

What socialists should do
It’s worth acknowledging that my
focus has been largely on the domestic
dimensions—for both Ukrainians and
Russians—of the current conflict. For
many leftists abroad, discussions tend
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to focus on its wider geopolitical implications. But in my opinion, in assessing the conflict, socialists should first
of all pay attention to the people
directly involved in it. And secondly,
many leftists underestimate the threats
posed by the possible success of Russia.
The decision to oppose the Russian
occupation was not made by Joe Biden,
nor by Zelensky, but by the Ukrainian
people, who rose en masse in the first
days of the invasion and lined up for
weapons. Had Zelensky capitulated
then, he would only have been discredited in the eyes of most of society, but
the resistance would have continued in
a different form, led by hard-line
nationalist forces.
Besides, as Volodymyr Artiukh has
noted in Jacobin, the West did not
want this war. The United States did
not want problems in Europe because
it wanted to focus on the confrontation
with China. Even less did Germany
and France want this war. Although
Washington has done a lot to undermine international law (we, like socialists anywhere in the world, will never
forget the criminal invasion of Iraq, for
instance,) by supporting Ukrainian
resistance to the invasion they are
doing the right thing.

Soviet Union to oppose support for the
Vietcong. Should Soviet military support for Vietnam have been resisted
because the U.S.SR criminally suppressed the Prague Spring of 1968?
Why then, when it comes to Western
support for Ukraine, are the murderous occupations of Afghanistan and
Iraq considered serious counterarguments for aid?

Instead of seeing
the world as being
composed solely of
geopolitical camps,
socialist internationalists must evaluate
every
conflict based on the
interests of working
people and their struggle for freedom and
equality.

To put it in historical terms, the war
in Ukraine is no more a proxy war than
the Vietnam War was a proxy war
between the United States on one side
and the Soviet Union and China on the
other. And yet, at the same time, it was
also a national liberation war of the
Vietnamese people against the United
States as well as a civil war between supporters of North and South Vietnam.
Almost every war is multilayered; its
nature can change during its course. But
what does this give us in practical terms?

Instead of seeing the world as being
composed solely of geopolitical camps,
socialist internationalists must evaluate every conflict based on the interests
of working people and their struggle
for freedom and equality. The revolutionary Leon Trotsky once wrote that,
hypothetically, if fascist Italy pursuing
their interests had supported the anticolonial uprising in Algeria against
democratic France, the internationalists should have supported the Italian
arming of the rebels. It sounds quite
right, and this did not stop him from
being an anti-fascist.

During the Cold War, internationalists did not need to laud the U.S.SR
to support the Vietnamese struggle
against the United States. And it is
unlikely that any socialists would have
advised left-wing dissidents in the

Vietnam’s struggle did not just benefit Vietnam; the defeat of the United
States there had a significant (if temporary) deterrent effect on American
imperialism. The same is true with
Ukraine. What will Russia do if Ukraine
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is defeated? What would prevent Putin
from conquering Moldova or other
post-Soviet states?
U.S. hegemony has had terrible consequences for humanity and it’s thankfully now in decline. However, an end
of U.S. supremacy can mean either a
transition to a more democratic and
just international order or a war of all
against all. It can also mean a return to
the policy of imperialist spheres of
influence and the military redrawing
borders, as in previous centuries.
The world will become even more
unjust and dangerous if non-Western
imperialist predators take advantage of
American decline to normalize their
aggressive policies. Ukraine and Syria are
examples of what a “multipolar world”
will be like if the appetites of non-Western imperialisms are not reduced.
The longer this horrible conflict in
Ukraine goes on, the more popular
discontent in Western countries could
grow as a result of the economic difficulties of the war and sanctions.
Capital, which does not like the loss of
profits and wants to return to “business as usual,” may try to exploit this
situation. It can also be used by rightwing populists who do not mind sharing spheres of influence with Putin.
But for socialists to use this discontent to demand less aid to Ukraine and
less pressure on Russia would be a rejection of solidarity with the oppressed.
—Commons, July 28, 2022
https://commons.com.ua/en/imukrainian-socialist-heres-why-i-resistrussian-invasion/

How Russia’s War Has Hit Ukraine’s Roma People
By Sean Benstead
On March 22, a Czech-based Roma
human rights organization confirmed
reports of several Romani individuals
from Lviv being tied to lampposts and
publicly humiliated. This was orchestrated by a local vigilante group called
“the Hunters” that prides itself on persecuting Roma who are accused of pickpocketing and stealing. Such vigilantism
might be brushed aside by some as an
unfortunate consequence of a social
order harshened in wartime. Yet the
civil and state violence inflicted upon
Roma communities that lack legal access
to work and services is nothing new—
and certainly not unique to Ukraine.
Last year, following the murder of
Romani man Stanislav Tomáš by Czech
police, I explored the poverty of projects
for progressive Romani nation building
in the context of extreme deprivation
and a concerted aggressive siege from
violent state and civil forces. This, I
argued, was a historically heroic endeavor—but currently a misplacement of
priorities and the energy of social movements. Indeed, Romanestan—the name
of a proposed Romani nation—remains
in a state of emergency. A year later,
nowhere exemplifies this state of emergency more than the situation of
Ukraine’s Roma population.

puted by advocacy organizations, which
suggest the number is as high as fourhundred-thousand, with the largest communities in the regions of Crimea, Odesa,
Donetsk, and Dnipropetrovsk. There are
three main reasons why official figures
are inaccurate, of which we will focus on
the first two: 1) Roma people’s reluctance to declare their ethnic origin due to
fear of persecution or discrimination; 2)
Many Roma individuals in Ukraine do
not have identity documents and are not
registered as Ukrainian citizens, and are
thus stateless; 3) Their incorrect registration by authorities as “Romanians.”
The first reason is a well-founded
fear. Ukraine, like much of Europe, has
a dark history regarding the treatment
of the Romani population. A detailed
report by the Organization for Security
and Co-operation in Europe’s (OSCE)
high commissioner of national minorities confirmed that Ukraine was at the
top of the list, alongside other Central
and Eastern European states, when it
came to rampant skinhead violence

against Roma. The study was published in 2000, fourteen years prior to
what Vladimir Putin called a putsch by
“a gang of drug dealers and neo-Nazis.”
As recently as 2018, to commemorate Adolf Hitler’s birthday, a fascist
paramilitary organization called C14
launched a violent assault on a temporary Romani encampment in Kiev and
then went on to stab seventeen people
from a local Roma encampment in
Lviv. More pogroms were reported in
2019—the year of Volodymyr
Zelensky’s election as president—and
again in 2020. In response to these brutal attacks, the police response ranged
from sporadic and slow arrests to pure
indifference. No one has ever been
prosecuted. In response to an attack,
one Odesa judge ruled that the act of
ethnic cleansing in Loshchynivka was
“an act of direct democracy.”
These are not historically isolated
incidents in Ukraine or the wider region.
The history of persecution by Nazicollaborationist states during World

Today Ukrainian Roma find themselves between the massive invading
forces of an irredentist and criminal
Russian state and comparably smaller
and outgunned, but nevertheless
armed and battle-hardened, fascist
militias. Yet to fully appreciate their
place in this emergency, we must also
look beyond the war itself.

The conditions of Roma
in Ukraine
The 2001 Ukrainian census notes that
there are just short of fifty-thousand
people who self-identify as Roma in
Ukraine. However, this number is dis-

Roma people fleeing Ukraine arrive in a house of a local community after crossing the border with
Hungary.
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War II, alongside the Stalinist denial of
cultural pluralism, is well documented.
Fascist militias are today emboldened and armed with professional military equipment—partly as a result of
the 2014 collapse of the Ukrainian state,
which in turn desperately clamored for
volunteer fighters. And it seems that
these incidents are only going to escalate in intensity and barbarity.
The second reason—Roma people’s
lack of documents—can be seen as a
further symptom of abandonment and
the incompetence of state authorities. It
is also an effect of discrimination and
persecution from both the state and civil
society. The scale of statelessness
remains unknown even to Ukraine, but
the consequences are highly visible.
Without legal access to basic services
such as healthcare, education, and formal, legally contracted work, the Roma
population finds itself in Dickensian
shantytowns and temporary settlements.
Ukrainian Roma are effectively
being reproduced as a surplus population, superfluous to the needs of capital or the state, mirroring the condition
of Roma across Europe. Given the
Zelensky government’s commitment
to large-scale privatization through the

State Property Fund—a process affecting even basic utilities—the economic
future of the most marginalized didn’t
look promising even before the war,
with new barriers to accessing even the
basic means of everyday existence.

Romani responses to the invasion
In these conditions, Ukrainian
Roma communities, like their counterparts across Europe, would have every
reason to feel reluctant to rush to the
defense of Ukraine’s liberal democratic
state. Despite this, Roma in Ukraine
are willingly volunteering to join
Ukraine’s Territorial Defense Forces,
professional military, and international legions. Meanwhile, those who are
not engaged in direct combat are
engaged in acts of resistance to the
invasion that range from capturing
Russian tanks, as reported during
intense resistance in Kherson Oblast,
to building barricades.
Internationally, almost two hundred
pro-Roma human rights and Romani
organizations have condemned the
Russian Federation’s war on Ukraine and
called on it to end its violent attacks. Their
joint statement also calls on the relevant
authorities to ensure the human rights of
all groups fleeing the war zone are upheld,

noting the extreme vulnerability of Roma
refugees. In today’s circumstances, Roma
families can often be torn from their social
networks only to find themselves welcomed by other hostile states on Ukraine’s
borders run by right-wing populists.
Despite Putin’s bogus claims of a
fascist junta in Kiev, the liberal democratic state—however incompetent and
corrupted by institutional prejudice—
retains semi-responsive democratic
institutions, and at least the promise of a
return to a less authoritarian order once
peace has returned. To Ukrainian Roma,
this is worth defending with their lives.
Within the scope of the Ukrainian liberal democratic state, however damaged
and dysfunctional, it is still possible to
build social movements, benefit from
the counsel of human rights organizations, and gain concessions from political and civil institutions.
Given what we have established
above, regarding the economic and
legal condition of Ukrainian Roma,
any talk of human rights and liberal
democracy may easily be charged with
hypocrisy. And rightly so. Yet the husk
of a liberal democratic state still carries
a kernel of liberatory potential, however constrained it may be by inequality and institutional prejudice. The
point of movements for social justice is
to realize the formal rights-based
framework of liberal freedom through
giving it content. And Romani social
and liberation movements have started
to make gains in this regard.
Following its election in 2019,
Zelensky’s government set up a special
authority to identify and meet the needs
of national minorities and Romani
communities in Ukraine. Further, a
national Romani strategy was approved
to ensure inclusion measures were followed through on. It is true that, even
without a war, these policies would
have likely proven fruitless given the
scale of the problem, combined with
the incompetence and entrenched prejudice among many state authorities.
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From the few human rights organizations that operate in the Russian
Federation, it is unclear as to the scale
and condition of the one million
Russian Roma, and only scant information about pogroms in rural areas have
come to light. What is clear, though, is
that they are cut off from the lifelines of
international organizing, international
networks of solidarity, and responsive
democratic institutions.
Meanwhile, many Ukrainian Roma
flee to Ukraine’s western borders and,
subsequently, into the European
Union. While the EU Commission is
engaged in ongoing work to tackle
issues related to statelessness among
member states, many Ukrainian Roma
who do not hold valid biometric passports have been turned away from
transport to EU states. Despite the blatant breach of Article 14 of the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights, this has
left many stranded in segregated temporary encampments in border towns
and villages’ public sports halls. These
encampments for the stateless, many of
which are in Moldova (not an EU
member state,) lack food and sanitary
facilities. Illness is endemic.
On March 4, the EU activated the
Temporary Protection Directive, allowing those fleeing the war to be granted
temporary protection in the EU. This

should mean that refugees will be given
a residence permit, and they will have
access to education and to the labor
market. At present, this seems to have
not been equally applied to a huge number of Roma refugees on the ground.
Those who do make it to EU member states are unlikely to find respite
and complete safety. In fact, refugees
who have fled to the Czech Republic,
the home of murdered Stanislav
Tomáš, have found themselves fleeing
again due to assaults by locals. That
country is just one example among the
many EU member states, highlighted
by the aforementioned OSCE report,
that is marked by harsh anti-Roma racism in addition to social and economic
hardship among its Romani population. Here the latent contradictions of
liberal democratic freedom again rears
its ugly head. However, amid those
contradictions and within that narrow
space for agency, we still see a rich
architecture of a plurality of Roma civil
rights movements that claim varying
mixtures of victories and setbacks.
Many of these groups have rallied and
organized to appeal for humanitarian
aid for Ukrainian Roma.

After the guns fall silent
Questions must be raised about
what will happen to Ukrainian Roma
after this barbaric war.

In the scenario of a less-thanimpossible Ukrainian victory, will the
Ukrainian state come to redeem all
those Roma lives lost fighting the
invader by cleansing its judiciary and
police of prejudiced forces? Will the
government commit to resolving the
endemic statelessness of Roma communities and rebuild a democratic
state that is responsive to the needs of
the most marginalized?
In the scenario of a victory for
Putin’s war machine, will Europe
acknowledge the plight of Ukrainian
Roma and their heroic defense of an
abstract liberal democracy that has
never been realized for them? Will
European states welcome the stateless
as refugees and offer asylum with fully
realized, material human rights alongside enforced legal protections?
Given the long history of large-scale
violence against the Romani people
and their social exclusion, I am doubtful. But large and dramatic societal
changes rarely follow smooth historical
trajectories and, as one wise man once
remarked, decades can happen in a
matter of weeks.
—Jacobin, April 3, 2022
https://jacobin.com/2022/04/russianwar-invasion-ukraine-roma-romaniviolence
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Sri Lanka’s Political and Economic Crisis
By Kenneth Surin
Sri Lanka, an island of 22 million
people, continues to be in the grip of its
worst economic and political crisis since
independence on February 10, 1948.
Since April there have been protests
against extensive shortages of food and
fuel, as well as a profound crisis of trust
in Sri Lanka’s political institutions,
primarily parliament and the presidency (both have faced repeated charges of corruption and nepotism for
decades, a situation unable to be surmounted by a cowed judicial system.)
The heart of the anti-government
movement, at this point, was a demand
for the resignation of the strongman
president Gotabaya Rajapaksa, a member of a successional political family.
This demand was a success. In the
middle of July Rajapaksa fled Sri Lanka
for the Maldives during the night on an
air force plane, and announced a couple of days later that he was stepping
down from the presidency. Gotabaya is
now said to be in Singapore.

What precipitated Gotabaya
Rajapaksa’s flight was the massive scale
of his family’s corruption and venality.
The rule of the Rajapaksas began in
2005 when the older brother Mahinda
was elected president. A sectarian, he
became a hero with his Sinhalese
Buddhist majority community for
ending the brutal three-decade civil
war with Hindu Tamil separatists.

The Rajapaksas may be a
family, but their record
shows they are also Sri
Lanka’s foremost cartel.
At the same time, the Tamil minority regarded him as a mortal enemy for
the viciousness of the war, where Tamils
were killed in their tens-of-thousands,
and even more “disappeared” when the
war was supposedly over.

Gotabaya Rajapaksa was Mahinda’s
defense secretary and head of the armed
forces, and has repeatedly been accused
of war crimes and of being personally
incriminated in the killings of journalists and the enforced disappearances
and the unidentifiable “white van
abductions” of Tamils, human rights
campaigners, and political opponents.
Mahinda lost the presidential election
in 2014, brought down by widespread
corruption allegations, but the stranglehold of his family on Sri Lanka’s politics
meant that neither these allegations nor
those of war crimes were investigated.
The president from 2015 to 2018 was
the placeholder Maithripala Sirisena.
Supposedly “non-affiliated,” Sirisena
turned out to be a stooge of the Rajapaksa
family. Promising to serve only one term,
he made Ranil Wickremesinghe (the current president) his first prime minister.
Ranil Wickremesinghe lasted until
2018, when Sirisena sacked him and
appointed the former President
Mahinda Rajapaksa (his erstwhile supposed rival) as prime minister.
Sirisena then prorogued, i.e., discontinued, Parliament, violating the Sri
Lankan constitution in the process, and
precipitating a constitutional crisis.
In November 2019, Gotabaya
Rajapaksa, the former defense secretary who presided over the last phase of
the civil war, was elected president, and
appointed his brother (the former
president) Mahinda as prime minister.

2022 Sri Lankan economic crisis, people wait for long time to refill liquefied petroleum gas cylinders.
Photograph Source: AntanO—CC BY-SA 4.0
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Parliamentary elections were held
in August 2020. The brothers’ party,
Sri Lanka People’s Front—campaigning on a platform of Sinhala-Buddhist
chauvinism and governmental militarism—achieved a supermajority in
these elections. This put them in a
position to amend the constitution and
remove curbs on presidential powers.

Assurances given to the international
community by Maithripala Sirisena and
the Rajapaksa brothers that there would
be investigations into war crimes perpetrated during the civil war have always
come to naught— at the same time as
they mouthed these bromides to the
international community, the Rajapaksas
were telling their domestic audience that
such measures would never be taken
against the country’s “war heroes.”
Despite this, the U.S. Ambassador
to the United Nations Samantha Power
in 2016 called Sri Lanka a “global
champion of human rights and democratic accountability” (sic).
Ms. Power was voicing what had
become conventional wisdom in the
international community, namely, that
Sri Lanka merely “needs time” to heal the
wounds of the civil war, and was somehow already embarked on that curative
trajectory. Sri Lanka therefore needed
encouragement rather the horsewhip.
This was a grievous miscalculation.
As a result of this blunder, pervasive in
international political circles, the
Rajapaksas always knew they were in for an
easy ride from the international community, and could use this impunity to ride
rough-shod over ordinary Sri Lankans.
Mahinda and Gotabaya weren’t the
only Rajapaksa players in Sri Lankan
politics. Another brother, Basil, who was
finance minister, as well as several other
Rajapaksas who held cabinet posts, are
said collectively to have bankrupted the
country by engaging in widespread corruption, economic mismanagement,
reckless borrowing, drastic and unnecessary tax cuts (which increased the
national debt,) profligate spending on
vanity projects, and the already-mentioned militarization of government (the
U.S. now supplies military equipment to
Sri Lanka,) and a conflict-riven BuddhistSinhalese racist politics.
Basil Rajapaksa, a U.S. citizen, is
nicknamed “Mr. Ten Percent” as a
result of his habit of demanding a ten
percent personal commission from

local and foreign companies on their
receipt of government contracts.
Basil, and the eldest Rajapaksa,
Mahinda, remain in Sri Lanka on the
orders of the supreme court. Also subject to this order is Mahinda’s nephew
Namal Rajapaksa, said to be the family’s political heir apparent.

Sri Lankans take to the streets
Sri Lanka ran out of foreign currency to pay for imports. The ensuing
fuel and food shortages, months of
lengthy power blackouts, and record
inflation (39.1 percent in May,)
prompted Sri Lankans to take to the
streets in April.

The state of emergency
continues, allowing
security forces to arrest
leaders of the protest
movement, conduct
searches without
warrants, limit public
gatherings, and to
demolish the main
anti-government protest
camp in a violent predawn raid that caused
consternation in foreign
embassies and among
human rights advocates.
These protests were met with teargas attacks, draconian surveillance,
travel bans, death threats, and imprisonment of protesters without charge.
The protesters stormed the presidential palace, took dips in the
absconded Gotabaya’s swimming pool,
and worked out in his gym.
There is no confidence that current
president Ranil Wickremesinghe can,
or will, do anything significant about

this critical situation. Ranil is expected
to seek a bail-out deal with the IMF,
which of course will demand its usual
hardline “conditionality” that will hit
the poorest hardest.
Like the 2015-2018 placeholder
president Maithripala Sirisena, the wily
and opportunistic deal-making Ranil
Wickremesinghe (nickname “Deal
Ranil”) seems to have been earmarked
for a similar role by the Rajapaksas.
The Rajapaksas may be a family, but
their record shows they are also Sri
Lanka’s foremost cartel.
Soon after being made president,
Wickremesinghe declared a state of
emergency, and called the protesters
“fascists” while cracking down on the
demonstrations.
The state of emergency continues,
allowing security forces to arrest leaders of the protest movement, conduct
searches without warrants, limit public
gatherings, and to demolish the main
anti-government protest camp in a
violent pre-dawn raid that caused consternation in foreign embassies and
among human rights advocates.
A government spokesman said last
week that Gotabaya will return to Sri
Lanka— he only has a short-term visa
for his stay in Singapore, and has not
so far applied for asylum there.
However, last week Sri Lanka’s
supreme court posted a call for
Gotabaya Rajapaksa to make submissions by August 1, 2022, in response to
various petitions seeking accountability for those deemed responsible for the
country’s economic collapse.
This step by the supreme court may
encourage Gotabaya to prolong his
foreign travels, taking care of course to
avoid those countries which have
extradition agreements with Sri Lanka.
Instead of walking away with their
tails between their legs for turning a long
and steady blind eye to the Rajapaksas’
excesses and crimes, western governments and media saw Sri Lanka’s ecoVol. 22, No. 5

S O C I A LI S T V IEW P O INT 1 3

nomic collapse as yet another opportunity to target bogeyman China.
Western political leaders and media
have consistently depicted China’s Belt
and Road initiative as a “debt trap” for
the countries benefitting from it.
Sri Lanka is now alleged to be the
latest “victim” of this “debt trap.”
Alas for purveyors of this “debt trap”
narrative, the vast majority of Sri Lankan
foreign debt is owed to the West.
It turns out that (as of 2021) a massive 81 percent of Sri Lanka’s foreign
debt was owned by U.S. and European
financial institutions, as well as western
allies Japan and India.
According to statistics released by Sri
Lanka’s Department of External Resources,
as of April 2021, the bulk of its foreign debt
is owned by Western venture capitalists
and banks, who own 47 percent of the debt.
The top holders of Sri Lankan foreign
debt, in the form of international sovereign bonds (ISBs,) are the following:
BlackRock (U.S.)
Ashmore Group (Britain)

Allianz (Germany)
UBS (Switzerland)
HSBC (Britain)
JPMorgan Chase (U.S.)
Prudential (U.S.)
The Asian Development Bank and
World Bank, which are arms of the
U.S.’s Washington Consensus, own 13
percent and nine percent of Sri Lankan
foreign debt (respectively.)

It turns out that
(as of 2021) a massive 81
percent of Sri Lanka’s
foreign debt was owned
by U.S. and European
financial institutions, as
well as western allies
Japan and India.
Japan owns ten percent of Sri
Lanka’s foreign debt, while India own’s
another two percent as of April 2021.

China, by contrast, owns zero percent of Sri Lanka’s foreign debt.
Most of my information regarding
Sri Lanka’s debt is taken from Ben
Norton’s excellent piece (posted on
July 13, 2022) on MRonline.1
To quote Norton: “Western media
reporting on the economic crisis in Sri
Lanka, however, ignores these facts,
giving the strong, and deeply misleading, impression that the chaos is in
large part because of Beijing.”
Meanwhile the people of Sri Lanka
continue to suffer, with the prospect of
a Rajapaksa return to power somehow
looming over them.
Kenneth Surin teaches at Duke
University, North Carolina.
—CounterPunch, August 3, 2022
https://www.counterpunch.
org/2022/08/03/sri-lankas-politicaland-economic-crisis/
1 “Real debt trap: Sri Lanka owes vast majority
to West, not China”
https://mronline.org/2022/07/13/real-debt-trap/

Pentagon Contractors in Afghanistan Pocketed $108 Billion
By Jessica Corbett
Pentagon contractors operating in
Afghanistan over the past two decades
raked in nearly $108 billion—funds that
“were distributed and spent with a significant lack of transparency,” according
to a report published, August 9, 2022.
“These contracts show the shadowy
‘camo economy’ at work in
Afghanistan,” said report author Heidi
Peltier, director of programs for the
Costs of War Project at Brown
University’s Watson Institute for
International and Public Affairs.
“Military contracting obscures where
and how taxpayer money flows, who
profits, and how much is lost to waste,
fraud, and abuse,” she added. “It also
makes it difficult to know how many
14 SOC IALIS T VIEWPO I NT
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people are employed, injured, and killed
through military contracting.”
Based on Peltier’s review of public
contracting databases—USASpending.
gov and the Federal Procurement Data
System—just over a dozen U.S.
Department of Defense (DOD) contractors got more than $44 billion, or
about 41 percent of the almost $108
billion, from 2002 to this year.
As the document details:
“In addition, thousands of smaller
companies earned billions in contract
spending, and about one-third of the
contracts (in dollar terms) went to
companies that are listed as ‘undisclosed’ or ‘miscellaneous’ in the data.
These designations result from the

contracts being given to foreign companies without a ‘DUNS’1 number, or
they are undisclosed with national
security or protection as a claimed
rationale for secrecy. Whatever the
reason, this creates an opacity that
makes it impossible to know who
exactly received U.S. taxpayer funds,
what work was performed, how much
profit was earned, and whether the
intended purposes of the contracts
were served.
“Inadequate oversight, coupled
with the issue of sub-contracting,
results in a system in which the U.S.
government pays contractors who
then leave a trail of spending that is
nearly impossible to follow.”

“A number of companies performed

services in Afghanistan under multiple
different business names,” the analysis
notes. “A generous interpretation of
this is that the businesses pursuing such
practices were in fact performing different services. A less generous interpretation is that businesses can obscure how
many contracts they are receiving as
well as circumvent issues of ineligibility
by operating under different names.”
The report emphasizes that the
almost $108 billion that Peltier focused
on is “in addition to the trillions of
dollars spent on DOD contracts performed in the U.S. over that period.”
The contractors examined by Peltier
were paid for construction, lodging,
office supplies, refrigeration equipment,
transportation, waste disposal, and weapons maintenance in the war-torn country. They operated various facilities—
such as dining and troop housing—and
were contracted for accounting, fuel,
food, guard, and surveillance services.
During the nearly two-decade U.S.
occupation, the analysis states, “contractors provided all types of goods
and services that were essential to the
U.S. military presence in Afghanistan,
including services (such as weapons
maintenance and fuel supply) that
made the U.S. military dependent on
and arguably vulnerable to the perfor-

mance of contractors.”

of Defense millions of dollars.”

“Most contracts for work in
Afghanistan ended or were rescinded
by August 31, 2021, when U.S. troops
fully withdrew,” the report says. “Some
contractor presence may remain,
though it is difficult to know which
companies and how many employees
could still be working in service of the
U.S. government in that country.”

Peltier’s report also points to government watchdogs’ findings of
“incomplete and shoddy construction
of school buildings, warehouses, and
other facilities” as well as “bribery of
U.S. officials to secure contracts.”

Transparency is a major focus of the
document, which highlights that “lack
of oversight by the Department of
Defense, combined with waste, fraud,
and abuse on the part of both contractors and government employees,
resulted in billions of misallocated and
misspent taxpayer dollars.”
The analysis cites reports by the
DOD Inspector General (DODIG) and
Special Inspector General for
Afghanistan Reconstruction (SIGAR).
In one case involving insufficient
voucher reviews for a major contract
from 2015 to 2017, the new report
notes, “one-fifth of them had questionable or undocumented expenses,
totaling over $536 million.”
In another case, SIGAR found that
“a subcontractor of Lockheed Martin
submitted fraudulent invoices that
resulted in overbilling the Department

SIGAR, in its quarterly report to
Congress this past January, “conservatively estimated nearly 30 percent of
U.S. appropriations for Afghanistan
reconstruction from 2009 to 2019 was
lost to waste, fraud, and abuse.” The
Pentagon was responsible for the bulk
of that spending.
The Brown analysis explains that
“the overpayment of illegitimate
expenses, and the lack of oversight of
contracts by DOD was compounded
by yet another problem: In some cases,
contractors were hired to perform
oversight of other contractors, in lieu
of the oversight that should have been
performed by DOD.”
Peltier told Responsible Statecraft—
which exclusively reported on the new
document—that the DODIG “also
found oversight by the DOD itself to
be insufficient or poorly executed, so
really the oversight problems are both
‘the fox guarding the hen house’ as well
as internal issues (which in some cases

Contractors from the Bagram Air Field Retrosort Yard load a water tank onto a contracted transportation truck. (Photo: 1st Lt. Henry Chan, 18th Combat
Sustainment Support Battalion Public Affairs/U.S. Army)
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are because of corruption, and in other
cases just poor execution.)”
The researcher suggested that to
help prevent abuse, “there should be a
committee or other body to make
determinations of whether certain
contracts can legitimately be labeled as
‘undisclosed.’”
“I would recommend the DOD
reduce its contracting overall and
return to providing more services inhouse,” Peltier added, referencing
“services like weapons maintenance
and security, but also things like food
services and lodging, in order to have
more command in fulfilling its own
needs and reduce the use of contracts
and the opportunities for waste, fraud,
and abuse.”
In a statement August 9. 2022,
Stephanie Savell, co-director of the
Costs of War Project, put Peltier’s
findings about Pentagon contractor
spending into a broader context.
“One-hundred-billion is an enormous amount of money, but it’s also
just a drop in the bucket when it comes
to the full costs of the post-9/11 wars,”
Savell noted. “Nearly a million people
have lost their lives in these wars and
U.S. taxpayers have paid over $2.3 trillion for the war in Afghanistan alone—
and over $8 trillion total for the post9/11 wars in other places as well.”
“It’s shocking,” she said, “that the
U.S. government hasn’t had a serious
reckoning with the U.S. militarized
counterterrorism model and its human
and financial costs over the past two
decades.”
—Common Dreams, August 9, 2022
https://www.commondreams.org/
news/2022/08/09/pentagon-contractors-afghanistan-pocketed-108-billion-over-20-

1 The Dun & Bradstreet D‑U‑N‑S Number is a
unique nine-digit identifier for businesses.
https://www.dnb.com/duns-number.html
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The Supreme Court Strips Us of Miranda Warnings
By Elie Mystal
In 1966, the Supreme Court created up their constitutional rights without
the now famous “Miranda warnings,” telling them they have a right to make
in the seminal case Miranda v. Arizona. the intimidation stop, there’s no way
The Constitution had arguably always to sue the government for the failure to
protected the right against self-incrim- inform victims of their rights. Justice
ination in the Fifth Amendment, but Samuel Alito, writing for a six-three
the white men who wrote the conservative majority, might as well
Constitution never provided practical have channeled Agent Smith’s famous
protections of that right. In Miranda, line from The Matrix: “What good is a
Earl Warren invented, out of whole phone call if you are unable to speak?”
cloth, a set of instructions the governIn Vega, Alito argues that the failure
ment would be required to give people to give Miranda warnings does not
in order to protect their rights against result in a Section 1983 cause of action
self-incrimination, and their right to
against the governan attorney (which
ment. Section 1983
is found in the Sixth
is the main vehicle
...you have
Amendment to the
for people to sue the
constitutional rights,
Constitution.)
government when
Everybody
has
but no right to know
government actors
heard of these warnviolate constitutionwhat those are...
ings: “You have the
al rights. Alito
right to remain
argues that the
silent. Anything you
Miranda warnings
say can and will be used against you in a are not a constitutional “right;” they’re
court of law. You have the right to an just a thing cops can say if they feel like
attorney. If you cannot afford an attor- it. If cops violate constitutional rights
ney, one will be provided for you. Do you under the Fifth or Sixth Amendments,
understand the rights I have just read to victims can still sue the government (if
you?” Before the decision in Miranda, they can somehow prove a violation
police would routinely arrest people occurred,) or move to have the eviand bully them into making incrimi- dence unconstitutionally obtained
nating statements without allowing against them at trial excluded. But
them to talk to an attorney. Ernesto Alito rejects Miranda’s presumption
Miranda himself was questioned at his that constitutional rights are violated if
home, “voluntarily” taken to the police law enforcement fails to give the warnstation, placed in a lineup, and eventu- ing. Essentially, Alito argues that you
ally convinced to sign a confession, have constitutional rights, but no right
without his ever once talking to a law- to know what those are.
yer. The idea was to end the practice of
I couldn’t invent a better example of
law enforcement tricking people out of
the
difference between a Supreme Court
their constitutional rights.
controlled by conservatives versus one
Today, in a case called Vega v. controlled by liberals than the one given
Tekoh, the Supreme Court rejects that by the court in its decisions in Vega
idea. According to the conservative versus Miranda. People often forget
majority, the Constitution still protects that the Miranda case itself was a fivepeople from incriminating themselves. four decision over conservative objecBut now, if cops trick or coerce or tions. Here, Vega is six-three, functionthreaten or brutalize people into giving ally overturning Miranda with all the

conservatives in lockstep. If you want
robust protections of people’s rights,
there is simply no substitute for having
liberals control the court. If you want
robust protections of gun rights and
corporate rights and Jesus rights, by all
means, continue allowing the current
conservative majority to rule overall.
Now, most people reading already
understand that the current court is
more conservative and reactionary
than the court in 1966. But the opinion
in Vega shows how radical and extremist conservatives are even compared to
the conservative court of the 2000s.
That’s because Vega also functionally
overturns Dickerson v. United States, a
2000 case that upheld Miranda warnings. That case was decided seven-two,
by the very same court who would go
on to anoint George W. Bush as president of the United States later in the
year. Ultraconservative William
Rehnquist even wrote the majority
opinion defending Miranda warnings.
Oh, Rehnquist only grudgingly
upheld Miranda. He didn’t give
Miranda a ringing endorsement.
Instead, he upheld it simply because it
was precedent, and that precedent was
simply too popular to overturn. He
wrote: “Miranda has become embedded in routine police practice to the
point where the warnings have become
part of our national culture.”
In her dissent in Vega, Justice Elena
Kagan doesn’t spend as much time
defending Miranda as she does defending Dickerson. “Dickerson v. United
States tells us in no uncertain terms that
Miranda is a ‘constitutional rule,’” she
writes. Kagan points out that we know
the Miranda warnings are part of the
constitutional protections enshrined in
the Fifth and Sixth Amendments,
because courts have turned back legislative attempts to weaken Miranda,
including the federal attempt that was
at issue in the Dickerson case.
But Alito and the conservative
majority (which included Justice

Clarence Thomas, who was one of the
two dissenters in Dickerson) simply
don’t care. Alito recasts the Dickerson
opinion as upholding Miranda warnings as an option, not a requirement.
That is the essential difference
between the conservatives on the court
20 years ago and the ones appointed
this century. They used to do everything they could to bend or break the
law toward the Republican Party outcomes they desired, but felt somewhat
constrained by prior Supreme Court
precedent and overwhelming popular
will. Now, they push the law toward
their preferred conservative outcomes
without regard for past precedent or
popular opinion. They have the votes,
they have the power, to do what they
want when they want to.

Paradoxically, this ruling will do more to deny
the constitutional rights
of people who are innocent than to infringe
those of people guilty of
crime.
Unleashing police brutality

a street-level drug dealer what to do if
he gets held by the cops; he already
knows. And you don’t have to tell a
banker or a person accused of “white
collar” crime what to do either: Those
folks have their lawyers on speed dial.
Alito and conservative legal media
will hide behind the fact that the Fifth
and Sixth amendments still exist.
They’ll say people still have the right to
remain silent. And that will be true for
their rich friends and for people with
enough “street smarts” to know how
the system works.
But the whole point of Miranda is
that constitutional rights should not be
tied to whether you have the education
and training to know they exist. My
kids will know not to talk to cops,
because I tell them that every time we
see one (I warn my kids about the cops
the way other parents warn their kids
about taking candy from strangers).
But what about kids who don’t have
lawyers for parents? Do those kids get
less Constitution than mine?
Alito and the conservatives say yes.
They always say yes. They always rule
in a way that provides constitutional
protections to some people, but not all
people. And they will continue to rule
this way, as long as they are allowed to
control the Supreme Court.

— The Nation, June 24, 2022
The practical effect of this decision
will be to unleash already brutal
https://www.thenation.com/article/
American cops to use even more intim- society/supreme-court-miranda-rights/
idation and coercion to secure
(potentially false) confessions
than they already do.
Paradoxically, this ruling will
do more to deny the constitutional rights of people who are
innocent than to infringe those
of people guilty of crime. That’s
because professional criminals,
for the most part, know their
constitutional rights. They
know they shouldn’t talk to the
cops; they know the only word
they should say to the police is
“lawyer.” You don’t have to tell Shutterstock
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Fascists In Our Midst
By Chris Hedges
The Supreme Court is relentlessly
funding and empowering Christian fascism. It not only overturned Roe v.
Wade, ending a constitutional right to
an abortion, but ruled on June 21, 2022,
that Maine may not exclude religious
schools from a state tuition program. It
has ruled that a Montana state program
to support private schools must include
religious schools. It ruled that a 40-foot
cross could remain on state property in
suburban Maryland. It upheld the
Trump administration regulation
allowing employers to deny birth control coverage to female employees on
religious grounds. It ruled that employment discrimination laws do not apply
to teachers at religious schools. It ruled
that a Catholic social services agency in
Philadelphia could ignore city rules and

refuse to screen same-sex couples applying to take in foster children. It neutered the 1965 Voting Rights Act. It
watered down laws allowing workers to
combat sexual and racial harassment in
court. It reversed century-old campaign
finance restrictions to permit corporations, private groups and oligarchs to
spend unlimited funds on elections, a
system of legalized bribery, in Citizens
United v. Federal Election Commission.
It permitted states to opt out of the
Affordable Care Act’s Medicaid expansion. It undercut the ability of public
sector unions to raise funds. It forced
workers with legal grievances to submit
their complaints to privatized arbitration boards. It ruled that states cannot
restrict the right to carry concealed
weapons in public. It ruled that suspects

cannot sue police who neglect to read
them their Miranda warnings and use
their statements against them in court.
Outlawing contraception, same-sex
marriage and same-sex consensual relations are probably next. Only 25 percent of those polled say they have confidence in Supreme Court decisions.
I do not use the word fascist lightly.
My father was a Presbyterian minister.
My mother, a professor, was a seminary graduate. I received my Master of
Divinity from Harvard Divinity School.
I am an ordained Presbyterian minister. Most importantly, I spent two
years reporting from megachurches,
creationist seminars, right-to-life
retreats, Christian broadcasting networks and conducted hundreds of
hours of interviews with members and
leaders of the Christian right for my
book American Fascists: The Christian
Right and the War on America, which is
banned at most “Christian” schools
and universities. Before the book was
published, I met at length with Fritz
Stern, the author of The Politics of
Cultural Despair: A Study in the Rise of
the German Ideology, and Robert O.
Paxton, who wrote The Anatomy of
Fascism, two of the country’s most
eminent scholars of fascism, to make
sure the word fascist was appropriate.

The connecting tissue

Elephants in the Womb By Mr. Fish
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The book was a warning that an
American fascism, wrapped in the flag
and clutching the Christian cross, was
organizing to extinguish our anemic
democracy. This assault is very far
advanced. The connecting tissue among
the disparate militia groups, QAnon
conspiracy theorists, anti-abortion
activists, right-wing patriot organizations, Second Amendment advocates,
neo-Confederates and Trump supporters that stormed the Capitol on January
6 is this frightening Christian fascism.

Fascists achieve power by creating
parallel institutions—schools, universities, media platforms and paramilitary
forces—and seizing the organs of internal security and the judiciary. They
deform the law, including electoral law,
to serve their ends. They are rarely in
the majority. The Nazis never polled
above 37 percent in free elections in
Germany. Christian fascists constitute
less than a third of the U.S. electorate,
about the same percentage of those
who consider abortion to be murder.
This flagrant manipulation of law was
displayed in two of the most recent
Supreme Court decisions, where those
who support this ideology have a five-tothree majority, with the less extremist
Chief Justice John Roberts often adding a
sixth vote. In overturning Roe v. Wade,
the court, in a five to four decision, argued
that states have the power to decide
whether abortion is legal. The same court
conversely came down against “states’
rights,” in striking down strict restrictions
on carrying concealed firearms.
What the ideology demands is law.
What the ideology opposes is a crime.
Once a legal system is subservient to
dogma an open society is impossible.
Blow by blow autocratic power is
being solidified by this monstrous
Christian fascism which is bankrolled by
the most retrograde forces of corporate
capitalism. It looks set to take control of
the U.S. Congress in the midterm elections. If Trump, or a Trump-like clone,
is elected in 2024, what is left of our
democracy will likely be extinguished.
These Christians fascists are clear
about the society they intend to create.
In their ideal America, our “secular
humanist” society based on science and
reason will be destroyed. The Ten
Commandments will form the basis of
the legal system. Creationism or
“Intelligent Design” will be taught in
public schools, many of which will be
overtly “Christian.” Those branded as
social deviants, including the LGBTQ
community, immigrants, secular

humanists, feminists, Jews, Muslims,
criminals, and those dismissed as
“nominal
Christians”—meaning
Christians who do not embrace this
peculiar interpretation of Bible—will
be silenced, imprisoned, or killed. The
role of the federal government will be
reduced to protecting property rights,
“homeland” security and waging war.
Most government assistance programs
and federal departments, including
education, will be terminated. Church
organizations will be funded and
empowered to run social-welfare agencies and schools. The poor, condemned
for sloth, indolence, and sinfulness, will
be denied help. The death penalty will
be expanded to include “moral crimes,”
including apostasy, blasphemy, sodomy, and witchcraft, as well as abortion, which will be treated as murder.
Women, denied contraception, access
to abortion, and equality under the law,
will be subordinate to men. Those who
practice other faiths will become, at
best, second-class citizens. The wars
waged by the American empire will be
defined as religious crusades. Victims
of police violence and those in prison
will have no redress. There will be no
separation of church and state. The
only legitimate voices in public discourse and the media will be “Christian.”
America will be sacralized as an agent
of God. Those who defy the “Christian”
authorities, at home and abroad, will be
condemned as agents of Satan.

It was easier, as many academics did
in Weimar Germany, to believe that the
fascists did not mean what they said,
that there were strains within the movement that could be reasoned with, that
opening channels of dialogue and communication could see the fascists
domesticated, that if in power the fascists would not act on their extremist
and violent rhetoric. With few exceptions, German academics did not protest the Nazi assumption of power and
the wholesale dismissal of their liberal,
socialist, and Jewish colleagues.

How did the historians of Weimar
Germany and Nazism, the professors
of Holocaust studies, the sociologists
and the religious scholars manage to
miss the rise of our homegrown
Christian fascism? Immersed in the
writings of Hannah Arendt, Raul
Hilberg, Saul Friedländer, Joachim
Fest, Dietrich Bonhoeffer, and Theodor
Adorno, they never connected the dots.
Why didn’t church leaders thunder in
denunciation at the grotesque perversion of the Gospel by the Christian
fascists as they sacralized the get-richwith-Jesus schemes of the prosperity

Although my book was a New York
Times best seller, Harvard told my
publisher it was not interested in my
appearing at the school. I gave a lecture
on the book at Colgate University,
where I had earned my undergraduate
degree, organized by my mentor
Coleman Brown, a professor of ethics.
I held a seminar, also organized by
Coleman, with the professors of philosophy and religion after the talk.
These professors wanted nothing to do
with the critique. When we left the
room, Coleman muttered, “the problem is they do not believe in heretics.”

gospel, imperialism, militarism, capitalism, patriarchy, white supremacy,
and other forms of bigotry? Why didn’t
reporters see the flashing red lights that
lit up decades ago?

Failure to confront the fascists
Most of those tasked with reporting
on and interpreting history, social
movements and religious beliefs have
failed us. They spoke about the past,
vowing “Never again,” but refused to
use the lessons of the past to explain the
present. It was not ignorance. It was
cowardice. To confront the Christian
fascists, even in universities, meant
career-canceling accusations of religious
bigotry and intolerance. It meant credible threats of violence from conspiracy
theorists who believed they were called
by God to murder abortion providers,
Muslims, and “secular humanists.”
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I was asked in 2006 to speak at the
inauguration of the LGBT center at
Princeton University when I was the
Anschutz Distinguished Fellow in
American Studies. To my dismay, the
faculty facilitators had invited representatives from the right-wing
Christian student group who see any
deviation from heterosexuality as a
psychological and moral abnormality.
Christian fascist pastors in Texas and
Idaho, who have driven countless
young people struggling with their sexual identity to suicide, have called for
the execution of gay people as recently
as a few days ago.
“There is no dialogue with those who
deny your legitimate right to be,” I said,
looking pointedly at the LGBTQ students.
“At that point it is a fight for survival.”
The faculty member organizing the
event leapt from her chair.
“This is a university,” she said to me
curtly. “Your talk is over. You can’t say
those kinds of things here.”
I sat down. But I had made my point.

Tolerance
All those tasked in our society with
interpreting the world around us forgot, as philosopher Karl Popper wrote
in The Open Society and Its Enemies,
that “unlimited tolerance must lead to
the disappearance of tolerance. If we
extend unlimited tolerance to those
who are intolerant, if we are not prepared to defend a tolerant society
against the onslaught of the intolerant,
then the tolerant will be destroyed, and
tolerance with them.”
These scholars, writers, intellectuals, and journalists, like those in
Weimar Germany, bear much of the
blame. They preferred accommodation
over confrontation. They stood by as
the working class was stripped of rights
and impoverished by the billionaire
class, fertilizing the ground for an
American fascism. Those who orchestrated the economic, political, and
social assault are the major donors to
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the universities. They control trustee
boards, grants, academic prizes, think
tanks, promotion, publishing, and tenure. Academics, looking for an exit,
ignored the attacks by the ruling oligarchy. They ascribed to the Christian
fascists, bankrolled by huge corporations such as Tyson Foods, Purdue,
Wal-Mart and Sam’s Warehouse, attributes that did not exist. They tacitly
gave the Christian fascists religious
legitimacy. These Christian fascists are
an updated version of the so-called
German Christian Church, or Deutsche
Christen, which fused the iconography
and symbols of the Christian religion
with the Nazi party. The theologian
Paul Tillich, the first non-Jewish
German professor to be blacklisted
from German universities by the Nazis,
angrily chastised those who refused to
fight “the paganism of the swastika”
and retreated into a myopic preoccupation with personal piety.

Blow by blow autocratic
power is being solidified
by this monstrous
Christian fascism which
is bankrolled by the
most retrograde forces
of corporate capitalism.
Victor Klemperer, stripped of his
position as a professor of Romance languages at the Technical University of
Dresden when the Nazis came to power
in 1933 because he was Jewish, mused
in his diary in 1936 what he would do
in post-Nazi Germany if “the fate of the
vanquished lay in my hands.” He wrote
that he would “let all the ordinary folk
go and even some of the leaders…But I
would have all the intellectuals strung
up, and the professors three feet higher
than the rest; they would be left hanging from the lamp posts for as long as
was compatible with hygiene.”

Fascists promise moral renewal, a
return to a lost golden age. They use
campaigns of moral purity to justify state
repression. Adolf Hitler, days after he
took power in January 1933, imposed a
ban on all homosexual organizations. He
ordered raids on homosexual clubs and
bars, including the Institute for Sexual
Science in Berlin, and the permanent
exile of its director, Magnus Hirschfeld.
Thousands of volumes from the institute’s library were tossed into a bonfire.
This “moral cleansing” was cheered on
by the German public, including German
churches. But the tactics, outside the
law, swiftly legitimized what would soon
be done to others.
I studied at Harvard with theologian James Luther Adams. Adams was
a member of the underground antiNazi Confessing Church in Germany
led by the Lutheran pastor Martin
Niemöller. Adams was arrested in 1936
by the Gestapo and expelled from the
country. He was one of the very few to
see the deadly strains of fascism in the
nascent Christian right.
“When you are my age,” he told us
(he was then 80,) “you will all be fighting the Christian fascists.”
And here we are.
The billionaire class, while sometimes socially liberal, dispossessed working men and women through deindustrialization, austerity, a legalized tax
boycott, looting the U.S. Treasury and
deregulation. It triggered the widespread
despair and rage that pushed many of
the betrayed into the arms of these con
artists and demagogues. It is more than
willing to accommodate the Christian
fascists, even if it means abandoning the
liberal veneer of inclusiveness. It has no
intention of supporting social equality,
which is why it thwarted the candidacy
of Bernie Sanders.
In the end, even the liberal class will
choose fascism over empowering the leftwing and organized labor. The only thing
the ruling oligarchy truly cares about is
Continued on page 26

Pandemics are Prosperity, Sickness is Health, Ignorance is Strength
By Dr. Nayvin Gordon
July 2, 2022, The New York Times
printed an article entitled “New York
City Quietly Drops Color-Coded
Covid Alert System, as Cases Rise.”
Channel 7 News in the San Francisco
Bay Area announced on July 16, 2022,
that BART, (Bay Area Rapid Transit)
will remove mask mandates in two
days while concluding with the comments that COVID-19 cases were on
the rise in the Bay Area.

dismissed. A virus that can be eliminated
will deliberately not be eliminated.

The message is clear:
Pandemics are prosperity,
Sickness is health,
Death is life,
Ignorance is strength…
Is it? Are we?

We are asked to accept the irrational as rational and have reached a time
of political decay where the people’s
health has been abandoned.

Will the next headlines be—fire stations close as the fire season intensifies,
or—water restrictions removed as the
drought worsens!
The most dangerous variant of
COVID-19 rapidly spreads around the
globe in a new and deadly wave, while
judges and politicians, having no
license to practice medicine, are determining public health policy.
The mass media is delivering the message: it is business as usual, let COVID
-19 spread, science and rationality will be

(Shutterstock)

A Pox on the House of Profit
Wage earners can change the world
By Dr. Nayvin Gordon
Syphilis, a preventable sexually transmitted disease (STD) has been increasing nearly every year since 2001, with a
massive 71 percent increase between the
years 2014-2016. Congenital syphilis
reached a twenty-year high in 2017.1

betes, drug addiction, opioid deaths, and
alcoholism. Since 2019 America has suffered well over one million preventable
deaths from COVID-19, the virus that is
still killing some 150,000 people yearly
(12,000 per month) as of this moment.

In 1980 the World Bank published a
new healthcare sector policy advocating reducing public health infrastructure and opening the door to rampant
privatization of health services and
pharmaceutical supply.2

From 2014 through 2019 the STD
chlamydia rose 19 percent, the STD
gonorrhea rose 56 percent, syphilis rose
74 percent and congenital syphilis rose a
massive 279 percent due to “reduced
screening and testing opportunities.”
(American Family Physician, April 2022)

Monkey Pox, another preventable
disease, is rapidly spreading, and the
U.S. now has the most cases of any
country. There is a shortage of vaccines
and testing capabilities combined with
totally inadequate testing, contact tracing and isolation of infected individuals.

Between 1990 and 2021, the U.S. experienced dramatic increases in obesity, dia-

What is the main cause of this public health catastrophic collapse?

This policy was adopted by the U.S.
government. The Federal Government’s
share of public health expenditures
plummeted from 60 percent in 1968 to
ten percent in 1983, where it has
remained for forty years. This silent war
on our Public Health Infrastructure
carried out under both Democratic and
Republican administrations has drained
Vol. 22, No. 5
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hundreds-of-billions of dollars from
our Public Health Services, jeopardizing the health, safety, and welfare of the
population. Since 2009 alone, some
$150 Billion has been defunded, along
with the loss of some 60,000 jobs.3

What are the government’s priorities?
It looks like guns not butter, war not
health, profits not people. How do we
turn this situation around?? Wage earners can take matters into their own hands.
Do we have to wait for politicians
and judges to pass laws that protect our
health and safety? Or do we unite with
our fellow workers and build rank-andfile, democratically controlled, unions,
and use our strength to strike for safer
working conditions, more staff, and
better healthcare as nurses have done?4
Do we wait for politicians who, for
over ten years, have promised to raise
the poverty level minimum wage set at
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$7.25 in 2009? Or do we build and
organize strikes and use our power to
fight for higher wages and a limit on
work hours as teachers, healthcare
workers, doctors, transit workers,
mineworkers, and others across the
country have done?
Workers are striking all over the
world for their social needs. From
pilots in Germany to healthcare workers in Canada and Turkey, from rail
workers and Amazon workers in
England to shipyard workers in South
Korea, and from teachers, miners, and
auto workers in the U.S. to the Indian
General Strike of 250 million workers.
A strike movement has the potential
to spread nationally and internationally while expanding demands from
the economic to the political. A general
strike could demand:
• Safe work sites and free public
health care for all

•
•
•
•

A minimum wage of $30 an hour
Equal rights for all
Freedom to control one’s own body
Soldiers could strike to demand
an end to war and refuse to fight.

Without wage earners, the economy
grinds to a halt, and the profits stop
flowing. Workers have vast potential
power to change the world and create a
healthy, egalitarian society.
—August 11, 2022

1
https://www.aafp.org/pubs/afp/
issues/2020/0715/p91.html
2 https://documents1.worldbank.org/curated/
en/649631468138271858/pdf/40968ocr.pdf
3 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/
PMC4695931/
4
https://www.prnewswire.com/newsreleases/13000-california-rns-to-strike-june10-as-part-of-largest-nurses-strike-in-us-history-95123899.html

Amazon Workers in Motion
Labor Notes panel highlights organizing drives at retail giant across U.S.
By Mark Satinoff
About 4,000 unionists from across
the country and 200 international
guests from around the world attended
the Labor Notes conference the weekend of June 17–19 in Chicago. The size
of the gathering was noteworthy as was
the participation of many young workers. For over forty years, Labor Notes
has been a voice of trade unionists who
want to “put the movement back in the
labor movement,” says its website. The
group serves as a resource for union
members, leaders, and activists that
promotes “organizing [and] aggressive
strategies to fight concessions.”
A conference panel titled “Amazon
Workers in Motion” highlighted some
of the union organizing efforts that mark
new developments in the U.S. labor
movement. Among the most important
is the Amazon Labor Union’s (ALU)
stunning April 1 victory in the union
election at JFK8, Amazon’s giant fulfillment center in Staten Island, New York.
The panel brought together four Amazon
workers from four different geographic
regions, each with its own history and
demographics. These union organizers
shared their experiences while outlining
differing views on strategy and tactics.1

North Carolina, CAUSE also is not affiliated with any established trade union.
This group credits the AU, ALU, and the
Retail, Wholesale and Department Store
Union (RWDSU) campaign in Bessemer,
Alabama, for inspiring its members to
form their own grassroots union.

2021. Since the ALU’s decisive victory
at JFK8, Amazon has refused to recognize the union as the workers’ legitimate representative. (See “Amazon
Seeks to Prevent Certification of Union
at NY Warehouse”2 and “Union Power
Can Break Employers’ Obstruction.”3)

“CAUSE is an entirely worker-led
committee made up of current and former Amazon associates,” states the
group’s website. “Our aim is to unionize
the Amazon fulfillment center (RDU1)
in Garner, NC and to have CAUSE at all
Amazon warehouses throughout North
and South Carolina.” For now, the organization is focusing on Amazon fulfillment centers in Raleigh-Durham
(Garner) and Charlotte, NC.

The final panelist was Isaiah Thomas,
a young dock worker at the Amazon
fulfillment center in Bessemer, Alabama
(BHM1). He has worked at Amazon for
two years and is a member of the
BAmazon organizing committee.
BAmazon is a campaign of RWDSU’s
(Retail, Wholesale, and Department
Store Union) Mid-South Council.

Next up was Angelika Maldonado,
the 27-year-old interim ALU vice president who works at JFK8, Amazon’s
8,300-worker warehouse in New York.
Maldonado started work at Amazon in
2018 and joined the ALU in October

The RWDSU lost a representation
election in Bessemer in April 2021. The
National Labor Relations Board
(NLRB), however, ordered a second
vote after it found that Amazon
improperly interfered in that election.
The outcome of the second union vote,
held in March 2022, were 993 votes

Chris Zamarron, a cofounder of
Amazonians United (AU), has been
working at an Amazon delivery station
in Chicago since 2017. AU started in
2019. It is based out of several delivery
stations in Chicago. The group has chapters at Amazon delivery stations around
the country, including in New York City;
North Carolina; Sacramento, California;
and Jacksonville, Florida. AU describes
itself is a “self-organized union.” It has
no affiliation to established trade unions.
Reverend Ryan Brown, President of the
Carolina Amazonians United for Solidarity
and Empowerment (CAUSE), spoke next.
Founded in the fall of 2021 in Raleigh,

Inside Amazon’s warehouse in Schodack, near Albany, New York. (Source: Heather Goodall)
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against joining the Retail, Wholesale,
and Department Store Union, and 875
in favor of joining, with 416 challenged
ballots. The NLRB has yet to hold a
hearing on the challenged ballots.

Strategic differences
The AU’s approach sets it apart
from the other three organizing groups.
The AU rejects as “reformist” the process of going through NLRB-sanctioned
elections and certification by the labor
board. It declares itself a union and
demands recognition from the company on that basis, backing up its demands
with direct action on the shop floor.
“A lot of people’s conception of a
union is that we need to call up the
Teamsters or another union so that
they can come and unionize us,” stated
Zamarron. “We need to flip the narrative. We are the union. We are the ones
that can fight for ourselves. We don’t
need union elections. We don’t need
anyone’s permission to be a union. We
give ourselves the permission to be a
union by forming it ourselves.”
AU is a network of shopfloor “worker committees” concentrated at
Amazon’s delivery stations. “We began
in Chicago,” Zamarron said. “We’ll
continue growing in Chicago to the
point where we’ll be able to strike all the
delivery stations in this city and stop the
distribution of goods. That is how we
will have any sort of bargaining power.”
Reverend Brown described CAUSE’s
strategic three-step plan. First, the
group launched a petition. “It creates a
conversation,” he said on the panel. “It
makes us relevant. It shows us our
weaknesses and strengths. The ALU
victory inspired us to come out publicly and ride this humongous wave
that’s coming from New York. Before
that we were hiding in the shadows.”
Following the petition, CAUSE plans
to collect signatures for a union election. The goal is to “make history by
becoming the first Amazon warehouse
in North Carolina to vote for a union.”
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CAUSE collaborates with and has
the support of the Southern Workers
Assembly. According to its website, the
Southern Workers Assembly seeks “to
organize the unorganized working class
across the South.” It is a network of
local unions, worker organizations, and
organizing committees, “committed to
building rank-and-file democratic
social movement unionism (unionism
with a social justice agenda.)”
Maldonado described the importance of the culture the ALU created.
Organizers encourage fellow workers
to become part of the ALU family, she
noted. At the bus stop outside JFK8,
Maldonado said, “we blasted music—
Spanish music, hip hop music, R&B.
We ate soul food. We ate baked ziti.
We respected each other, coming from
different backgrounds and different
ages. At that time, we [union organizers] weren’t allowed in the building.”
After the ALU won the right to
campaign inside the warehouse in
December 2021, Maldonado noted,
“We took the attitude from the bus
stop and brought it into the building.
We took our pamphlets, we took our
tables, we took our Bluetooth speaker,
petitions, signup sheets. Building our
own culture within the JFK8 warehouse was central to our strategy.”
Thomas reported that BAmazon uses
petition campaigns and organizes workers
to “march on the boss” to present their
grievances. “If someone is unjustly fired
you band together and march to HR to
demand their job back,” Thomas said.
House visits proved to be pivotal. “When
meeting people and talking to them in
their homes they’re more likely to open up
and have a conversation about what they
would like to be changed,” he explained.

The challenge of organizing
in the South
The panel—featuring workers from
four different areas of the country—
emphasized the unique challenges facing each organization.

Brown pointed out that North
Carolina is the second least unionized
state in the country. South Carolina is
first. “Martin Luther King had a strategy for the South that was different from
Malcolm’s strategy for the North,” said
Brown, referring to African American
revolutionary leader Malcolm X. “We
take from the ALU, Bessemer, and AU
and put it in our context. We can’t take
for granted that our coworkers have a
union consciousness.”
Brown described talking to workers
who had tears in their eyes because
they had just gotten paid on Friday and
didn’t have enough money to buy food
for the weekend. The starting pay at
the RDU1 facility is $15.50 per hour.
Following the long tradition of Black
churches in the South serving food
every Sunday, “We are going to adopt
a Black Panther model of a food program,” he said. “If Jeff Bezos can’t
provide for his workers, we will.”
Maldonado said the workforce at
JFK8 represents a diverse demographic. The ALU is sensitive and responsive
to the many cultures and languages of
the workers there. She talked about the
importance of organizers being “vulnerable,” describing to other workers
their own difficulties in their personal
journeys and experiences on the job
and what they did to overcome them.
Maldonado explained that when she
told her own story about growing up in
public housing and being the single
mother of a four-year-old, other workers felt comfortable opening up to her,
and trust built between them.
“Listening is 90 percent of having
conversations,” said Thomas. “You
become family to them. The moment
you build that relationship with that
worker is the moment you build trust
and the moment they become more
comfortable with the idea of collective
action. We hold union meetings inside
the breakroom to show that we’re
here to stay. Organizers need a sense
of humility.”

The challenge of recruiting organizers
Maldonado said the conditions at
Amazon made it “incredibly difficult”
to recruit organizers. She reported
there were only 10-12 solid organizers
when she joined the ALU in October
2021 and 22 by the time of the election
six months later. “The shifts last 10-to12 hours and many workers have long
commutes,” she explained. “Many
have second jobs, working as Door
Dash or Lyft drivers. Many are immigrants sending money back home to
their families and are afraid of losing
their job if they come out too publicly
for the union. It’s hard to get an organizer and sometimes it’s hard to keep
an organizer,” she continued.
“Amazon instills fear and targets
organizers with [disciplinary] write
ups, cross-training—who wants to go
from pack to pick?” she said.
“Sometimes they’ll even go so far as to
fire a friend in retaliation.”

because the Black church experience is
all about organizing. And they can
reach young people.”
“As an organizer you realize you
cannot do this alone,” Thomas emphasized. “You need to recruit workers
who will take on organizing responsibility. And they, in turn, will recruit
other workers.”
“By going through struggle people
become more politicized,” Zamarron
added. “The fight becomes more
important to them. They become more
committed. By building community—
food, potlucks, picnics, barbecues—
the union becomes your family.”

Organizing around concrete
demands and Amazon’s response
Regardless of whether it’s a fulfillment center, sort center, or delivery
station, and no matter its location, the
conditions workers are organizing
around are often the same, so their
demands unsurprisingly are similar:
higher pay, longer breaks, more unpaid
time off (UPT), and elimination of
“Time Off Task” (TOT).

The ALU recruited Maldonado at
the bus stop. She had just gotten off her
shift after a grueling ten hours and had
missed the bus. The next bus would not
come for another hour, which left her
nearly in tears, she said. She thought
back to when she first got hired and
Amazon had promised shuttle buses,
but they never made good on that
promise. ALU members invited her to
the union’s bonfire, told her they were
starting a union, and asked if she wanted to join. “Hell yeah,” she said. “I want
a union!” She joined on the spot and
volunteered to become an organizer.

TOT is Amazon’s measure of a
worker’s productivity. Workers are
pressed to “make rate,” sometimes having to pack hundreds of boxes per hour.
If workers break from scanning packages for what Amazon says is too long,
the system automatically generates
warnings, and eventually the employee
can be fired. Amazon warehouse workers have reported skipping water and
bathroom breaks because they fear
being disciplined or terminated.

“There are a lot of supporters out
there and we try to identify rank-andfile leaders,” explained Reverend
Brown. “A lot of people who you think
may be that rock, fizzle out real quick,
and some of the people who you think
might not do so well turn out to be
some of your strongest rank-and-file
people. In the South we look for oldschool Black women who go to church.
They already have organizing skills

Brown described discrimination
against minorities, women, disabled,
and older workers at RDU1. The union
is demanding the termination of a racist manager, he said. When CAUSE
went public, he explained, “Amazon
sent in all their regional people, walking around in suits. The next week they
dropped in like one hundred people
that are supposed to be managers-intraining. They all knew my name, even

though I never met them before and
they all wanted to talk to me, but I
refused to engage them in conversation. I told them, ‘My mother always
told me never to talk to strangers!’”
Amazon sent the same union busting “consultants” it employed in
Bessemer and Staten Island to North
Carolina, Brown reported.
The ALU’s focus now is its demand
that Amazon “Recognize the ALU.” The
victory at JFK8 gave workers hope,
Maldonado said. Job security is a key
demand because “what’s the worth of
higher pay if you can’t keep the job?”
she added. Since ALU’s election victory
in April, Amazon has fired several union
organizers at JFK8 and other Amazon
facilities in Staten Island, Maldonado
pointed out. The ALU is campaigning
to get these workers reinstated.
Zamarron reported on the AU’s
campaigns in Chicago. The group has
succeeded in winning higher pay,
increased shift differential, longer
breaks, access to drinking water, and
the termination of a hated manager, he
said. These campaigns typically start
out by gathering signatures on a petition, which can escalate to taking over a
manager’s office to present the petition,
and, if necessary, organizing a walkout.

The importance of solidarity
“What we have in common is that
we’re all workers,” said Thomas. “Labor
Notes is a place for us to come together
and strategize. We’re going to show
solidarity to everyone up on this stage.”
Maldonado reported the ALU is planning a national remote meeting of
Amazon workers this summer that will
continue and advance the discussion and
coordinating efforts of the struggle to
win union rights for all Amazon workers. “That can bring us together for a
second time after Labor Notes,” she said.
Zamarron offered a different take.
“As far as working together we have to
emphasize we have different strategies,”
he said. “It’s a different strategy to be
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pursuing an election, then recognition,
and then a contract. We can have common campaigns, but it doesn’t mean
we can have a high level of unity or
communication,” he insisted.
“The one thing we do have in common is that we have truth on our side,”
Brown commented. “When it’s all said
and done, when historians pick up
their pens, history will not be kind to
Amazon. History will show that we
spoke truth to injustice.”
The program ended with an Amazon
worker from Germany in the audience
who expressed “Solidarity greetings
from all our comrades in Germany.”
He gifted T-shirts from his union to all
the panelists.

New union organizing campaigns
Soon after the Labor Notes conference, it became clear that organizing
efforts at Amazon—the second largest
employer in the United States after
Walmart—are spreading to other parts
of the country.
According to a July 9 report by ABC
News, the ALU has thrown its support
behind unionization efforts at two
other Amazon warehouses: in
Campbellsville,
Kentucky;
and
Schodack, a small town near Albany,
New York. The ALU is reportedly providing organizing and financial assistance to workers at these facilities.

“This shows workers are coming together,” Jordan Flowers, a cofounder of ALU,
told ABC. “These workers want to see a
union now, and they’re choosing ALU.”
Amazon workers at the company’s
Campbellsville fulfillment center, known
as SDF1, have announced plans to form a
union. The facility employs around 1,000
people. For decades the site served as a
warehouse for a nearby Fruit of the
Loom factory which, at its peak, employed
4,200 people. It shut down in 1998. As
reported in the June 27 issue of Jacobin,
Matt Littrell, a 22-year-old picker at the
warehouse, said some of the issues they
are organizing around are the lack of
proper fans or air conditioning, writeups
for not making productivity quotas
(TOT), and favoritism by the bosses.
At a recent pro-union demonstration Amazon called the sheriff’s office.
Officers threatened Littrell with arrest.
Amazon claimed the protesters were on
company property. However, when the
cops arrived, they determined there was
no violation of the law. Littrell reports
that about twenty workers are part of
the recently formed organizing committee, and they are in contact with
another one hundred fellow employees,
according to the Jacobin article.
The one-million-square-foot facility
in Schodack, NY, opened in Rensselaer
Country in September 2020. It now
employs 1,000 full-time workers.

Continued from page 20

Continued from page 27

unfettered exploitation and profit. They,
like the industrialists in Nazi Germany,
will happily make an alliance with the
Christian fascists, no matter how bizarre
and buffoonish, and embrace the blood
sacrifices of the condemned.

been seeking to stop the company’s
“flagrant unfair labor practices,” as the
board refers to them.

—Chris Hedges Report, June 26, 2022
https://chrishedges.substack.com/p/
f a s c i s t s - i n - o u r midst?r=ps4o9&s=r&utm_
campaign=post&utm_medium=email
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Other warehouses also saw similar
numbers of disciplinary notices in a
similar period of time, court papers
show. In Robbinsville, New Jersey, the
roughly 4,200 workers were issued over
15,000 notices in the year ending in April
2020, or about 3.5 notices per employee.
Another warehouse in North Haven,

“I didn’t take the job at Amazon in
February with the intention of forming a
union,” Heather Goodall, a single mother helping to lead the union campaign in
the Schodack fulfillment center, told
thestrikewave.com. “But if you have a
union, you’re going to have that united
voice. A union affords you the opportunity to live a better life, to have a better
quality of life, and affords you the same
protections that your employer has.”
For more information about the
Schodack
organizing,
contact
Alb1voicesunited@gmail.com. Here are
organizing links the Shodack workers are
promoting to expand support for their
union organizing efforts: Union Campaign
Fund4 and Change.org Petition5.
—World-Outlook. July 12, 2022
https://world-outlook.com/2022/07/12/
amazon-workers-in-motion/

1 The video of this panel available online here:
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3h-DAMFEShU
2 https://world-outlook.com/2022/06/18/amazon-seeks-to-prevent-certification-of-union-atny-warehouse/
3 https://world-outlook.com/2022/06/21/unionpower-can-break-employers-obstruction/
4 https://donorbox.org/ALB1-union-campaignfund
5 https://www.change.org/p/amazon-primeday-is-july-12-prime-pay-for-prime-day-asinjuries-increase

Connecticut, issued more than 5,000
disciplinary notes to its roughly 4,800
employees in the same time period.
—Truthout, July 13, 2022
https://truthout.org/articles/in-ayear-amazon-disciplined-workers13000-times-at-now-unionizedwarehouse/?eType=EmailBlastContent
&eId=43b4d7f1-07e8-4f06-9eb66f5d05ef4095

Amazon’s Disciplining Union Workers
Amazon issued 13,000 disciplinary notes to workers at unionized JFK8 warehouse
By Sharon Zhang
Over the course of just one year
ending at the beginning of the pandemic, Amazon issued thousands of
disciplinary notes against workers for
what seem like nearly inconsequential
mistakes in a warehouse that’s now the
only unionized Amazon warehouse in
the U.S., new reporting finds.

its productivity goals are “fair,” though
labor advocates have said that Amazon’s
quotas often lead to injury or even
death, playing a role in the company’s
warehouses being one of the most dangerous places in the industry to work.

Reuters reports that, in the year ending in April 2020, the company issued
13,000 “disciplines” in the Staten Island,
New York JFK8 warehouse. This adds
up to an average of about 2.5 disciplines
for every one of the roughly 5,300 workers employed then at the warehouse,
which voted earlier this year to unionize
with Amazon Labor Union (ALU).

...the company’s
warehouses being one
of the most dangerous
places in the industry
to work...

The disciplines, which were issued
over things like meeting 94 percent of the
company’s punishing productivity quotas instead of 100 percent, reveal just how
closely Amazon monitors and tracks its
workers’ movements—and how quickly
the company will threaten its employees
with termination if they make small
errors just a handful of times.

These supposed violations were
documented in internal company
records that were released as part of the
National Labor Relations Board’s
(NLRB) legal actions against Amazon,
which include the board’s complaint
over former JFK8 employee Gerald
Bryson’s termination in 2020. At one
point in 2018, Bryson had supposedly

made 22 errors while counting thousands of products, and was disciplined
by a manager. Five more infractions
like this in a year and he would be
fired, the disciplinary note said.
“You’re sitting there worried about
whether you’re going to have a job
tomorrow because your rate is not
where it’s supposed to be,” Bryson told
Reuters. “It was horrible.” He was disciplined multiple times over the course
of a month, even as he sped up his pace
at the behest of management and the
work began to wear down his body.
Bryson was involved with labor
organizing efforts in the warehouse at
the time and was fired after he helped
lead a walkout by JFK8 workers in
April 2020. After finding that Amazon
illegally fired Bryson, the NLRB
ordered the company to reinstate him
and pay him lost wages in April.
In a separate lawsuit concerning the
JFK8 warehouse, the NLRB has also
Continued on page 26

Other reasons that the company disciplined workers, according to court
documents, are also seemingly trivial.
Amazon cited one worker for being off
task for six minutes during an overnight
shift in New Jersey; another worker for
exceeding their break time by four minutes, despite Amazon’s supposed fiveminute grace period for breaks.
Meanwhile, in New York City,
another worker was issued a violation
notice for erring four times in one
week in 2019 while picking items for
order fulfillment, despite the fact that
the same worker picked over 15,800
products correctly during that time.
The company claims that the majority of the supposed feedback relates to
attendance, like when an employee takes
a break that exceeds limits. It says that

A worker sorts out parcels in the outbound dock at Amazon fulfillment center in Eastvale, California
on Tuesday, August 31, 2021.
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Amazon Workers Protest New Jersey Death On the Job
By Argiris Malapanis
Schodack, New York, July 27, 2022—
Workers at Amazon’s fulfillment center
in this small town near Albany, New
York, protested the death of a fellow
worker at EWR9, the company’s warehouse in Carteret, New Jersey.
“We called this action today to
honor Rafael’s life and to highlight
unsafe job conditions at ALB1,” said
Heather Goodall, a picker at Amazon’s
warehouse here, known as ALB1.
Goodall is also the union campaign
manager here.
Rafael Reynaldo Mota Frias, 42, died
while working at EWR9 on July 13. His
family later confirmed on Facebook
posts that he died from cardiac arrest.
The fatality occurred during the company’s Prime Day shopping rush at the
Carteret fulfillment center.
Frias was an immigrant worker
from La Romana, Dominican Republic,
his family revealed on Facebook. “You
will never be forgotten,” a niece wrote
in a post. “We will always remember
you as the selfless man that you were.
Always worrying about people’s health

and stability. He was hardworking,
funny, and affectionate.”
Two of Frias’s coworkers told NBC
News last week the area where the
deceased passed out was on the upper
floor of the warehouse known for very
high temperatures.
One colleague told The Daily Beast
that Frias and other workers had pleaded for fans to be placed in their work
area hours before he died. “It’s crazy
because I was right there,” said the
worker, who spoke anonymously for
fear of retaliation by the company,
according to a July 26 report by the The
Daily Beast. “I feel like Amazon as a
whole could have done way more
about the situation.”
Marlen Frias, a cousin of Rafael,
told The Daily Beast she felt similarly.
“He was accomplished at his job, but it
was too demanding,” she said.
The Occupational Safety and Health
Administration (OSHA) has reportedly opened a federal investigation into
Frias’s death.

Chris Smalls, Amazon Labor Union
(ALU) interim president in Staten
Island, New York, used his Twitter
account (with 175,000 followers) to
call attention to the tragedy. In a July
21 tweet, Smalls said he had learned
the company took an hour to call 911
and that Frias was unconscious on the
EWR9 floor for 20 minutes.
The ALU won a historic union election at JFK8, Amazon’s giant fulfillment center in Staten Island, on April
1. ALB1 workers recently partnered
with the ALU in Staten Island, launching their own union organizing campaign at the Schodack warehouse. (See
“Amazon Workers Rally in Albany,
Expand Support for Union.”)1
Amazon dismissed the reports by
EWR9 employees and ALU leaders on
Frias’s death as “rumors,” claiming the
fatality had nothing to do with working conditions.
After ALB1 workers called today’s
lunchtime walkout to protest Frias’s
death and highlight unsafe conditions
in their own workplace, Amazon tried
to minimize the action’s impact.
The company mobilized more than
two dozen supervisors and other management personnel to form a circle
around the front entrance to the
Schodack warehouse before the lunchtime protest. Amazon called police to
patrol the parking lot. The company
asked police to eject anyone not employed
at ALB1. The cops obliged, telling journalists and non-employee ALU supporters to vacate company property.

ALB1 workers and their supporters protest at the entrance of Amazon’s warehouse in Schodack, New
York, on July 27, 2022. They honored the life of fellow employee Rafael Frias who died on the job in
New Jersey two weeks earlier. They also demanded accountability for the company notorious for unsafe
working conditions. (Photo: Argiris Malapanis / World-Outlook)
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Despite the company’s heavy hand,
about 15 ALB1 workers walked out
during the lunchtime protest. They
held a minute of silence in memory of
Rafael Frias, Goodall said.
About a dozen ALU supporters,
including members of the Albany

Central Labor Council, simultaneously
held an informational picket line on
U.S. Route 9 at the entrance to ALB1.
They held signs reading: “Unions for
All,” “Protect All Workers,” and
“Albany County Central Federation of
Labor Supports You.”
“We are here to support ALB1
employees,” said Ibrahím Pedriñán,
Albany County Labor Council president. “Their effort to organize a union
and to improve working conditions is
in the interest of all workers.”
After the lunchtime protest, Goodall
joined the informational picket line at
the highway entrance to ALB1 and
held an impromptu press conference.
Job conditions at Amazon are often
unsafe, she said. They include working
in extreme heat while under pressure
to meet unrelenting quotas, which can
exacerbate various medical conditions
workers face. Fans are often broken,
and the company does not fix them or
turn on air conditioning. Conveyor
belts often jam, bins are overstuffed
and collapse under the over-the-limit
weight, and wires often left exposed
can injure workers retrieving items
from shelves, she noted.

Goodall related a personal story that
“could have well been very similar to
what led to Rafael’s death,” she said.
After Goodall returned from light
duty on July 1, the company refused her
repeated requests to be transferred to a
less strenuous assignment and insisted
she resume her job as a picker, even
though management knew she suffered
from a heart condition. Within 24
hours, she experienced heart palpitations, chest pains, and a spike in blood
pressure while working. Goodall had to
be taken to the ER by ambulance. “I was
lucky I was taking my heart medications, or I could have also suffered a fatal
heart attack,” she said. “Rafael was not
so lucky.” (See “ALB1 Amazon Workers
Call Walkout over New Jersey Death.”)2
Goodall and union supporters held
up signs with the names of five Amazon
workers who have died on the job
under similar circumstances.
Goodall said the National Council
for Occupational Safety and Health
(COSH) placed Amazon on its most
recent “Dirty Dozen” list3 of employers.
It cited a high incidence of worker suicide attempts, overworked employees
peeing in bottles to avoid punishment

for taking what Amazon considers “too
much time” to go to the bathroom,
poor treatment of contract and temporary workers, and injury rates twice the
industry average, Goodall said.
“We will no longer be silent,” the
union organizer said. “That’s why we
are trying to unionize ALB1.”
After the protest, ALB1 workers and
their supporters drove to the New York
State Capitol to press their demand
that Governor Kathy Hochul sign the
Warehouse Worker Protection Act,
recently passed by both houses of the
New York legislature.
—World-Outlook, July 28, 2022
https://world-outlook.
com/2022/07/28/alb1-amazon-workersprotest-new-jersey-death-on-job/
1 https://world-outlook.com/2022/07/21/amazon-workers-rally-in-albany-expand-supportfor-union/
2 https://world-outlook.com/2022/07/24/alb1amazon-workers-call-walkout-over-new-jerseydeath/
3 “National COSH Announces 2022 “Dirty
Dozen” Unsafe Employers”
https://www.coshnetwork.org/2022-04_
Announcing_The_Dirty_Dozen

Massachusetts Trader Joe’s Becomes First to Unionize
By Brett Wilkins
Workers at a Massachusetts Trader
Joe’s on July 28, 2022, voted to become
the first of the supermarket chain’s
more than 500 locations to unionize, a
historic development that comes amid
a nationwide labor organizing wave.
Employees at the Trader Joe’s in
Hadley, a suburb of Springfield, voted
45-31 to form a union, according to
the National Labor Relations Board.
“WE WON!!! Today, Trader Joe’s
Hadley became the first unionized Trader
Joe’s location, ever,” the new union,
Trader Joe’s United, tweeted. “This victory is historic, but not a surprise. Since

the moment we announced our campaign, a majority of the crew have enthusiastically supported our union, and
despite the company’s best efforts to bust
us, our majority has never wavered.”
Gabrielle, who works at the Hadley
store, explained that she was voting for
a union because “our crew needs to be
represented by an entity that is solely
dedicated to our best interests.”
“Our worker-led union ensures that
we are protected and properly compensated—on our terms,” she added.
Another Hadley crew member,
Maeg, said she was voting “yes” because

“we, the crew, are what keep this company running and profitable. It’s time
for us to sit down at the negotiating
table as equals with Trader Joe’s and
create a contract that protects and
takes care of us as workers.”
Labor unions and organizers hailed
the Hadley vote, with Starbucks
Workers United congratulating the
store’s crew on its “incredible and
groundbreaking victory.”
Wen Zhuang, a member of the
NewsGuild of New York and
Emergency Workplace Organizing,
called Thursday’s vote “amazing.”
Vol. 22, No. 5
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“Trader Joe’s has a deep history of
simply atrocious union busting, firing
of organizers, and lots of other shenanigans,” she tweeted. “What happened
here will most definitely be replicated.”
U.S. Sen. Bernie Sanders (I-Vt.) was
among the progressive politicians who
saluted the newly unionized Trader
Joe’s workers.

“Now is the time for management
to recognize the union and to negotiate
a fair contract with decent benefits and
safe working conditions,” the two-time
democratic socialist presidential candidate tweeted.
A Trader Joe’s spokesperson said
the company is “prepared to immediately begin discussions with union representatives for
the employees at
this store to negotiate a contract.”
Representative
Jim McGovern
(D-Mass.) tweeted
that “workers in
Hadley just made
history by becoming the first Trader
Joe’s ever to form
a union. They join
a growing nationwide movement of
workers standing
up to demand better working conditions and fair pay.”
The Washington
Post reports:
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“The union’s victory in western
Massachusetts follows a wave of successful union drives this year at highprofile employers that have long
evaded unionization, such as Starbucks, Amazon, Apple, and REI.
Union victories can produce a ripple
effect across employers and industries, emboldening new workers to
organize. Petitions for union elections this year are on track to hit their
highest level in a decade, as a hot
labor market has afforded workers
more leverage over their employers.”

In just over six months’ time,
Starbucks went from having one unionized location in Buffalo, New York to
200 stores with unionized workforces.
Other Trader Joe’s crews have taken
notice of the Hadley vote, and workers
from at least two other stores have
already launched their own union drives.
More Perfect Union has reported that
Trader Joe’s is improving pay, perks, and
working conditions in the face of the
increased unionization activity.
—Common Dreams, July 28, 2022
https://www.commondreams.org/
news/2022/07/28/victory-historic-massachusetts-trader-joes-becomes-first-unionize

The Truth
By Kevin Cooper
When I was in grade school, back in
the 1960s, and I was uneducated, I was
sent to school to be educated on the
truth in every level of life. This included the discovery of this land, and its
founding as the United States.
I believed, or thought, that I was not
sent to grade school to be lied to by the
very teachers who were supposed to
educate me with the truth.
One of the lies that I learned way back
then, as did all the other children who
went to school at the same time as I did,
as well as all the other generations of children who went to grade school before my
generation and after, is that Christopher
Columbus discovered America.
We did not learn the truth that
before he and his crew of homicidal
maniacs set sail for the continent of
Asia, the country of India, that
Columbus had participated in one of
the greatest crimes in the history of the
world—that he took part in the transAtlantic slave trade in his home country of Portugal. Nor did we know of his
writings about the first people he met
when he accidentally landed in what
we now called the Americas. He called
the human beings he saw Indians,
because he mistakenly believed that he
had landed in the country of India

have no iron. Their spears are made of
cane...They would make fine servants...with 50 men we could subjugate them all and make them do whatever we want.”

That is exactly what Columbus, and
his men did, and the rest is a tortured
history. But we did not learn this truth
in school from our teachers. And if certain politicians and certain states have
their way, this and other truths will not
be taught by any teacher to any student.
So, we cannot forget, nor can we
ignore what happened in the past and
act like it never happened, because in
truth, it did really happen. Overtime,
these truths and others have helped to
educate the masses about what exactly
Christopher Columbus was, and what
his real legacy is. And all this happened
to those indigenous people at that time
in history because they—Arawak men
and women, naked, tawny, and full of
wonder, emerge from their villages
onto the island’s beaches and swam
out to get a closer look at the strange
big boat. When Columbus and his sailors came ashore, carrying swords,
speaking oddly, the Arawaks ran to

FREE
KEVIN

COOPER
greet them—brought them food,
water, gifts—and for all these acts of
humanity they had genocide committed upon them. So, we ask, who are the
human people, and who are the inhuman—who’s really the good and who’s
really the evil—tell the truth.
Respect and support Indigenous
People’s Day.
Kevin Cooper is an innocent man on San
Quentin’s Death Row in California. He continues to struggle for exoneration and to abolish
the death penalty in the whole U.S. Learn more
about his case at: www.kevincooper.org
Write to:
Kevin Cooper #C-65304 4-EB-82
San Quentin State Prison
San Quentin, CA 94974
www.freekevincooper.org

He wrote, according to the late historian Howard Zinn, the following
upon seeing the indigenous people he
first encountered:
“They...brought us parrots and
balls of cotton and spears and many
other things, which they exchanged
for glass beads and hawk’s bells. They
willingly traded everything they
owned...They were well built, with
good bodies and handsome features...
They do not bear arms, and they do
not know them, for I showed them a
sword, they took it by the edge and cut
themselves out of ignorance. They

(Shutterstock)
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Crisis in Cuba Requires End of U.S. Blockade Now
By Tom Whitney
Friends of socialist Cuba like good
news about that country. Now bad news
has its use. Grief and hardship currently
are such that, clearly, the U.S. economic
blockade of Cuba must end at once. The
harsh details, appearing below, testify to
potential destabilization in Cuba, danger to Cuba’s socialist project, and the
nefarious role of the blockade. A major
mobilization against the blockade is
due. The need for action is obvious.
The blockade, a 60-year-old relic of
history, places few heavy demands on
the U.S. public. No governmental funding is required. The Treasury Department
issues fines and presidents make ritualistic declarations. People dodge travel
restrictions. It’s a slow-motion affair.
Distracted pro-Cuba activists may lose
track of harassment details. Here they
get a refresher course, for motivation
toward action. It emphasizes blockade
effects on people’s lives.

In the beginning
Cuba’s vulnerability is the result
mainly of U.S. policies directed at “deny-

ing money and supplies to Cuba…to
bring about hunger, desperation, and
overthrow of government.” The words
are those of a State Department memorandum of April 6, 1960.

Cuba’s vulnerability is
the result mainly of U.S.
policies directed at “denying money and supplies to
Cuba…to bring about
hunger, desperation,
and overthrow of
government.” The words
are those of a State
Department memorandum of April 6, 1960.
The flow of money to Cuba—international loans and export income—has
long been feeble. International banks,
financial institutions, and corporations

handling dollars on Cuba’s behalf risk
big U.S. Treasury Department fines. U.S.
legislation blocks Cuba from importing
the products of multi-national companies with branches in the United States—
even food and medical supplies. For
almost 30 years third-country ships
docking in Cuba have been prohibited
from entering a U.S. port for the following six months. Since 2019 the U.S. government has sanctioned Venezuelan
ships carrying oil to Cuba.
The U.S. government harasses
Cuba’s tourism industry, the source of
most of Cuba’s foreign currency.
Restrictions, variably regulated, operate
against U.S citizens’ travel to the island.
Why? They would spend money there.
To discourage potential investors, U.S.
legislation enables the heirs of properties nationalized in Cuba to take legal
action in U.S. courts against investors
who make use of such properties.
Cuba’s commerce with the United
States has been nil for 60 years, except
for heavily regulated Cuban agricultural exports. The northern neighbor
used to be and still could be Cuba’s
most convenient trading partner.

People are hurting
The U.S. blockade constitutes the
main impediment to Cuba’s industrial
production and overall economic
development. Soviet Bloc nations formerly provided relief. Since then, strictures placed on imports have caused
shortages of raw materials, replacement parts, consumer goods, new tools
and machines, and reagents for drug
and vaccine manufacture.
The blockade recently has complicated lives already beleaguered by the
COVID-19 pandemic and an 11 percent economic recession resulting from
the pandemic.
Image by Ricardo IV Tamayo.
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An Associated Press report of June
22, 2022 highlights a lack of new housing and impediments to repairing
houses. In 2019, 44,000 homes were
built, in 2000, 32,000 homes, and in
2021, 18,000. Building materials are in
short supply. Hurricanes and the pandemic aggravated the situation.
Elderly Cubans experienced isolation
and lack of supplies during the pandemic. For two years they’ve experienced
weakened cultural and support services
and reduced housing options. Fuel shortages in late 2021 led to fewer bus-runs in
Havana. Wait-times were even longer.
Pharmacies in 2020 had available only 35
percent of their normal stock.
In recent times, infant death rates in
Cuba matched the favorable rates of
well-resourced countries, and were
lower than U.S. rates. Astoundingly,
Cuba’s infant mortality rate in 2021
was 7.6 infant deaths per 1000 births,
up from 4.9 in 2000 and 5.0 in 2019.
Cuba’s 2021 rate of mothers dying
from pregnancy and childbirth difficulties was 176.6—out of 100,000
mothers giving birth—up from 40.0
mothers in 2000 and 37.4 in 2019.
The increases stem from COVID-19
infection mortality added to deaths in
non-COVID times. Experts say the
deaths of children and mothers can
reflect social factors—mothers’ low
educational levels, reduced access to
healthcare and other services, and poor
nutrition. Therefore, the U.S. blockade,
which does affect social well-being,
may have taken a toll in this area too.
Cuba’s food supply is unstable what
with reduced food production, inefficient distribution, marketing based on
income levels, and quality variations.
At an annual cost of $2 billion, Cuba’s
government still must import 60-70
percent of the food consumed in Cuba.
Production levels remain low despite
reforms introduced after 2008, among
them: land distribution, allowances for
farmers’ permanent use of land, marketing reforms, governmental assistance to

individual farmers and agricultural cooperatives, new distribution systems, local
decision-making on assistance and policies, and ecologically sustainable methods.
The U.S. economic blockade is not
responsible for soil deficiencies, officials’
inaction, drought conditions, overgrowth of invasive plants, and the appeal
of urban life for rural youth. Blockade
effects do show up in farmers’ reduced
access to credit and lack of funds for
fertilizer, seeds, breeding stock, spare
parts, new equipment, and fuel.

What’s needed is
collective action on
many issues toward
changing the direction
of the U.S. government
itself. The common
ground would be justice
and decent lives for all
people everywhere,
Cubans among them.
Inflation holds sway in Cuba now.
Prices, rising for two years, are up now by
70 percent and more. Access to essential
goods is impaired. Frustration at high
prices and shortages helped trigger islandwide protests on July 11, 2021, and has
contributed to record emigration.
The U.S. blockade set the stage for
inflation. After losing its commercial
partnership with the Soviet Bloc, which
disappeared in 1991, Cuba was in trouble. The blockade blocked access to
international loans and interfered with
income derived from exports, the latter
effect stemming from export restrictions. Consequently, funds have been
short for importing essential products
and for developing the economy.
Cuba desperately needed foreign
currency and therefore brought tourists to the island to spend money that

would end up with the government.
From 1993 on, their money was captured via a new currency called the
Cuban convertible peso (CUC).
Tourists surrendered their own currencies in exchange for the CUCs.
Cubans, not all of them, acquired
CUCs and were able to buy goods and
dollars unavailable to Cubans without
CUCs.
Inequalities
emerged.
Responding, the government gradually
withdrew CUCs from circulation,
beginning in January 2021. Anticipating
hardships, it raised salaries and pensions payable in Cuba’s “national peso.”
New money in circulation stimulates inflation, especially when goods
for sale are in short supply, as in Cuba.
The national currency lost value.
Tourists, excluded during the pandemic, returned in late 2021. Their
money, circulating, added to inflationary pressures. CUCs with a prominent
role in Cuba’s informal economy, and
still circulating, did likewise. The role
of CUCs suggests the blockade’s indirect contribution to inflation.

Persevering
Those defenders of Cuba worried
about diminished Cuban-government
commitment to bettering people’s lives
may need reassurance. Of note:
• Cuban president Miguel DíazCanel Bermúdez on June 21
addressed a meeting which elevated
the role of social work. Discussion
centered on mothers living in cities
in “situations of vulnerability.”
• Support programs are in place for
elderly Cubans experiencing isolation, for example, the “Accompany Me (Acompáñame) project
of telephone assistance and the
National Program for Comprehensive Attention to Elders.
• As of 2021, 423 so-called Projects
of Local Development promoted
food production, small workplaces, and tourism along with sociocultural, environmental, and
research programs.
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• The government promotes its
program known as “micro,
small, and medium [size] businesses.” These mostly privately
owned enterprises, numbering
1,188 last year, produce food
products, building materials,
furniture, textile products, footwear, cleaning supplies, computer accessories, recycling, and
more.
• The government in April 2021
approved 43 measures directed at
increased agricultural production
and food availability. Results are
far from ideal, an observer notes.
• Prime Minister Manuel Marrero
Cruz, on June 24 visited a district in Cardenas to assess progress toward “improvements of
roads, water supply, housing
construction and social work.”

What to do
Resistance to the U.S. blockade
within the United States has been constant for decades, but to no avail.
Thanks to the Helms-Burton Law of
1996, the hurdle now is forcing the
Congress to act. For that to happen,
masses of people must stand up together and weigh in.
But that won’t happen, it seems, as
long as activists continue to view the

blockade as an isolated issue. What’s
needed is collective action on many
issues toward changing the direction of
the U.S. government itself. The common ground would be justice and
decent lives for all people everywhere,
Cubans among them.

The big mobilization to
end the blockade would
be part of a larger mission to take apart that
U.S. project. Oppressed
and plundered nations
would be rescued, Cuba
among them.
Also required would be new understanding that U.S. assault on Cuba happens as part of the larger U.S. project of
capitalism worldwide and imperialist
domination. The big mobilization to end
the blockade would be part of a larger
mission to take apart that U.S. project.
Oppressed and plundered nations would
be rescued, Cuba among them.
One adjustment: U.S. progressives
ought to reject that old dictum that
“Politics stops at the water’s edge.” It

sends the message that solidarity with
and struggle for oppressed peoples
overseas doesn’t matter. That’s not so.
By no means will these suggestions
bear fruit in time to end the blockade
soon. Hope and struggle will remain. U.S.
public opinion favors ending the blockade. People in the United States now
fighting the blockade are experienced and
want to enlarge the movement. Maybe
chaos attending capitalism’s failures, new
wars, and international divisions will distract the U.S. government from bothering
with Cuba. Maybe international solidarity with Cuba will continue growing.
Revolutionary Cuba, with unity and
effective leadership, is known for overcoming challenges.*
—CounterPunch, July 7, 2022
https://www.counterpunch.
org/2022/07/07/crisis-in-cuba-requiresend-of-us-blockade-now/
*Cuba urgently needs our help
today! Matanzas is not alone!
The unprecedented massive fire at
the Supertanker Base in Matanzas
province has not abated. Dozens of
people have suffered burns, 16 firefighters are still missing, and thousands are evacuated. Heroic efforts
by firefighters and civil defense are
24/7. Supplies are urgently needed to
save the lives of the burn and other
victims affected by the fire. The Hatuey Project is working to provide
some of the most critical supplies for
burn and other patients. Please make
a monetary donation so we can buy
medical items in bulk and ship
immediately to Matanzas. Cuba has
been through so much during the
time of pandemic. Despite a heroic
and successful campaign to vaccinate
virtually all of Cuba from COVID,
this summer has been particularly
taxing for all of Cuba. Now the fire
has added to the hardship.
Every donation to Hatuey is taxdeductible through our fiscal sponsor, The Alliance for Global Justice.
Please click here to make a donation:
https://www.hatueyproject.org

34 SOC IALIS T VIEWPO I NT

Vo l . 22, No . 5

No to Red-Baiting in the Reproductive Justice Movement
National Radical Women Statement
By Nga Bui, NYC
August 1, 2022
At a time when a united mass movement to defend reproductive justice is
needed more than ever, NYC for
Abortion Rights and nearly two dozen
organizations have chosen to launch
an anti-communist attack against one
of the most visible activist groups, Rise
Up 4 Abortion Rights. Radical Women,
a veteran socialist feminist organization with decades of experience in the
movement for reproductive justice,
denounces this dangerous game of
divide and conquer.
The
“Statement
Against
RiseUp4AbortionRights”—signed by
NYC for Abortion Rights, United Against
Racism & Fascism NYC, Brooklyn
People’s March, Shout Your Abortion,
The Jane Fund, Chicago Abortion Fund,
Chicago DSA Socialist Feminist Working
Group and others—deplores Rise Up’s
connections to the Revolutionary
Communist Party (RCP). It labels this
well-known fixture on the Left as a personality cult. It accuses both Rise Up and
RCP of using pyramid schemes to raise
money and exploitative methods to
recruit. These unsubstantiated claims are
bolstered by other “crimes:” wearing
white pants stained with fake blood, holding die-ins, using coat-hanger imagery,
and describing forced pregnancy as
“female enslavement.” The Statement
calls on “repro groups to now unite in
discrediting Rise Up publicly” and
demand that “the group step back from
pro-abortion spaces.” This divisive attack
is like a dog-whistle to corporate media,
which is crawling all over the issue in coverage from Daily Beast and The Intercept.
Imperfect as Rise Up may be, the
reality is the group has been out front
nationally in defense of abortion—
though not the only group as they have
claimed. It has consistently organized

protests and used audacious tactics such
as unfurling huge banners at sports
events to draw media attention to the
issue. It has broadened its messaging
after being criticized that its single-issue
focus on women having abortions was
transphobic and limiting. Its green wave
imagery is omnipresent, and its anticapitalist message is spot-on. Its boldness has resonated with youth.
Truth be told, it has been largely the
Left, including Radical Women, that
organized rallies, speak outs, marches,
and protests throughout last year to
draw attention to the impending
Supreme Court debacle. Meanwhile,
moderate feminist organizations pushed
online fundraising and waited for the
Democratic Party to ride to the rescue.
One has to think that some of the
venom expressed in the Statement is
from groups that did much less than
Rise Up and may begrudge its appeal
to young people. Others may be driven
to undermine the influence of the Left
in the movement overall. How condescending it is for them to demand that
Rise Up disappear rather than trust
young supporters to reach their own
conclusions about whether Rise Up’s
strategies work in the long run.
Radical Women initiated the
National Mobilization for Reproductive
Justice a year ago in order to build the
kind of coalition effort we think is
urgently needed to preserve abortion
and achieve full reproductive justice.
The Mobilization has attracted feminist groups, grassroots organizations,
unions, radicals, and individuals coming together in common cause. Though
Rise Up in many instances put itself in
competition with actions announced
by the Mobilization, we managed to
work cooperatively with it in various
cities, including in NYC. Rather than

demanding political conformity, we
believe in respectfully debating differences. With the right wing intensifying
its attacks on the most vulnerable, a
united front of working-class organizations is essential to pushing them back.
Red-baiting, smearing people or
groups for their radical associations, is
not acceptable in the movement. It
needs to be stopped before it further
hurts the very women, people of color,
non-binary, trans and poor folks looking to find a channel for their rage as
their rights are stripped away. There’s
no denying that those of us fighting for
abortion rights and reproductive justice will have differences of opinions. It
is essential we learn to work together
with mutual respect instead of excluding, silencing and witch-hunting one
another. Organizations and independent activists can unite around issues
while maintaining our differences. The
future of reproductive justice and all
social movements depends on it.
—Radical Women, August 2, 2022
https://www.radicalwomen.org/
statements/statements-2022/No-toredbaiting.shtml

(Shutterstock)
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Imagining the Socialist Future on Earth and in the Solar System
By Cooper B.
With a few small and transitory
exceptions, humanity’s vision of the
future has been dominated by capitalism. Popular culture is too often painted in violent capitalistic shades, and the
more serious futurists tend to remain
quite vague on the sociological aspects
of future humans, tending to fixate on
the bare-bones technological aspects of
the future. The future is capitalist, with
all its class oppression, its war, poverty,
and all that, simply reproduced on
another planet or on a larger scale. In
the here and now, the ultra-rich have
made imposing acts of the “propaganda of the deed” when they fund their
own space programs and make pie-inthe-sky claims of colonizing Mars.
We think it is important to destroy
these illusions, while maintaining a realistic faith in humanity’s destiny.
Therefore, we set out to struggle for a
communist futurism, which is “downto-earth” but still looking up at the stars.
Futurism can provide a sense of hope
and spark the imagination, which is necessary for humanity’s long-term survival. Poets, writers, and artists who are able

to create vivid pictures of what humanity
might look like in the future can inspire
humans towards higher ideals and aims.

Humans under capitalism continue to exist
between the exploiters
and the exploited,
between capitalists and
workers, and this divide
is greater than at any
time in human history.
However, it is a wise attitude not to
map out utopias, and particularly for
Marxist revolutionaries who must center their activity and thinking on the
current struggles of the oppressed. It’s
impossible to create an exact picture of
the far future, and we won’t be engaging
in any fiction about the future either.
Rather we seek to stamp it out in broad
outlines, from a materialist perspective.

Humanity exists on a continuum of
space-time, and thus we must start with
our existence on Earth. In order for
humanity to have even minimal success
in colonizing space, it is necessary to
secure a viable existence on planet Earth
over geological timescales. This is where
we must start our analysis, on the foolishness of colonizing uninhabitable
planets when we are not in a position to
maintain a currently habitable one.

Humanity’s place on Earth
Certainly, humanity has made rapid
technological progress in a few centuries, however, when we look at our
energy usage, then we immediately see
that humans are currently not anywhere near using all the energy available
to us, or safely, which has puts serious
limitations on our survival over geological timescales. The vast majority of
modern capitalistic economy rests on
the use of fossil fuels, as well as methods
of agriculture based on mass production and profit (it does not return richness and life to the soil in a sustainable
manner.) Because of these problems,
the energy usage of humanity is sorely
starved of other valuable sources of
energy, primarily solar. By comparison
plant life, collectively, uses more solar
energy than human civilization does,
more efficiently, and in a manner that
does not self-destruct. Even this use by
the biosphere extracts only a portion of
the available solar energy that hits the
planet. The majority of the sun’s rays
hit the oceans, although this is still relevant to the Earth’s health.
Nuclear energy (specifically nuclear
fission energy, the splitting if isotopes1)
has been exploited by many developed
nations. While this creates less direct
pollution than carbon fuels, humans
haven’t figured out how to eliminate
the hazardous nuclear waste byproducts. Recent history has shown, with the

36 SOC IALIS T VIEWPO I NT

Vo l . 22, No . 5

Chernobyl and Fukushima disasters,
that nuclear energy has its risks, and at
its worst, nuclear energy can make
zones uninhabitable for millennia.
Human society and its current capitalistic economy have accomplished
much in terms of technological progress
and global scope, but we are a long way
from building a society capable of surviving on the Earth. Our current economic
system is running into serious contradictions that threaten both its existence and
further progress for our species.

Capitalism, communism, and the
future of humanity
When we think about the far future,
humanity’s exploration of the cosmos
(we will restrict ourselves to an abstract
discussion for now) by necessity we are
going to assume that any successful
human civilization can use its energy
in a sustainable way, over geological
timescales (tens-of-thousands of
years.) This will be humanity’s immediate future, assuming we survive climate change, for there can be no (stable) human civilization a century from
now that has not overcome this problem. Humans of the (relatively) immediate future will have surpassed wasteful methods of production and farming, reigned in its polluting tenancies,
and repaired its relationship with the
Earth’s plant and other animal species.
This means a revolution, social and
economic, has occurred. If it does not,
our extinction is likely.
Humans have engaged in warfare,
suffered from famine, drought, and
disease for thousands of years. Yet only
in the past two centuries have we seen
an explosion in both productive and
destructive powers. Picture the tumultuous times we live in; capitalist economic downturns occur every few
decades, wars between major powers
and small satellite states occur regularly, terrorist and supremacist ideologies spill blood, development of technology leads to more repression rather
than more freedom and to the nuclear

bomb rather than limitless energy. And
despite all of this productive power,
millions go without clean water or
adequate nutrition! Try to picture such
a society sustaining itself over geological timescales. It can’t be done.

State control of people,
for the benefit of the rich,
must be replaced by
collective, scientific
management of the Earth,
for collective benefit.
If we continue along this path, we will
destroy ourselves, surely! The capitalist
mode of production has certainly provided great technological progress to
humanity, but it has not abolished most
of humanity’s worst tendencies. This is
because it has heightened class stratification and exploitation, not abolished it.
Humans under capitalism continue to
exist between the exploiters and the
exploited, between capitalists and workers, and this divide is greater than at any
time in human history. This by necessity
generates conflict, depravity, want, poverty, ignorance, and the decay of community (and empathy within the community,) leaving the only connection
between human beings as exchange on
the market, alienated from each other
and our natural world. We are at risk of
extinction due to our own habitat
destruction. Capitalism and “creative
destruction” will either become an
anachronism, or it won’t, and we’ll
destroy ourselves. Economic exploitation
will end, or it won’t, and humanity will
continue to suffer. State control of people, for the benefit of the rich, must be
replaced by collective, scientific management of the Earth, for collective benefit.
A space-faring humanity will be
communist, or it will not exist at all.
This applies particularly to the ecosystem. No civilization will flourish unless

it can sustain good health for the ecosystem, holistically providing for
human needs of clean air, water, proper temperature, and food. Only when
humans have raised their productive
and cultural level far enough to ditch
private property relations and selfdestructive methods of competition
(markets and wars,) will humans be
able to live on the Earth for geological
timescales. If humanity accomplishes
this, then it will be productive enough,
and for long enough, to achieve habitation off-Earth.

The revolutionary transition
from capitalist provincialism
to communism
In 1929, Leon Trotsky wrote:
“The revolutionary party of the proletariat can base itself only upon an
international program corresponding
to the character of the present epoch,
the epoch of the highest development
and collapse of capitalism. An international communist program is in no
case the sum total of national programs or an amalgam of their common
features. The international program
must proceed directly from an analysis
of the conditions and tendencies of
world economy and of the world political system taken as a whole in all its
connections and contradictions, that
is, with the mutually antagonistic
interdependence of its separate parts.
In the present epoch, to a much larger
extent than in the past, the national
orientation of the proletariat must and
can flow only from a world orientation
and not vice versa.” (Leon Trotsky,
“The Third International After Lenin,”
Part 1, section 1.)2
Trotsky may not have understood
the full ramifications these remarks
would have for the 21st century: The
present epoch is characterized principally by a global climate collapse. This
is not merely the result of “human
activity,” but specifically, the capitalist
tendency to develop industry out of
pace with the metabolic needs of the
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Earth’s evolved ecosystem. The reliance on fossil fuels and the resultant
pollution is the principal cause. But
other problems generated by capitalism include cash crops and food deserts, both the result of for-profit farming.3 But that’s not all, for today, as in
the early 20th century, conflicts
between competing conglomerates of
capital, (principally the United States,
China, Russia, and their allies,) resulting from competition for domination
of the globe (for markets, resources,
laborers, strategic advantage) threaten
to spill over into world conflict. At its
most devastating, this could conclude
with humanity embroiled in thermonuclear war.
Capitalist countries are uneven in
many ways, as are their workers, and the
workers are uneven within countries as
well. But global capitalism, with its need
for global trade, and the constant expansion of markets, exploitation of natural
resources, connects all these nations and
all within them. The connections may be
exploitative (U.S. colonialism of Puerto
Rico, Chinese strike-breaking in Greece,)
confrontational (Chinese and U.S. division of Africa, Russian and U.S. chicanery in the Middle East,) or based on
mutual strategic interest (the European
Union, The African Union, NATO.)
Capitalism has also engaged in a process
of land theft from Indigenous communities, a trait it inherited from the earliest
days of mercantile expansionism, which
was the main driver of European colonialism. In this way were many peoples
brought into the fold of capitalist society.
In other words, capitalism plays the
historical role of connecting the world,
but it’s not a static conclusion, and as it
grows, it approaches its own limits both
geographically and metabolically. With
the backdrop of climate change, the
mutual struggle between imperialist
powers and their allied cronies in
exploited nations will intensify to fights
over the necessities of life itself. Water,
arable land, and perhaps even air will be
fought over by imperialist nations soon38 SOC IALIS T VIEWPO I NT
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er or later, unless a revolution occurs.
The working class is in desperation
for positive change and possesses great
hatred for the ruling class and its representative governments (even when
this anger is often misplaced against
oppressed peoples, or muddled in
nationalism,) so situations with revolutionary potential are common.
Additionally, modern media and the
internet have expanded peoples
notions of their place in the world to a
global scope. Thus, the revolution will
not happen mechanically in country
after country, but organically, it will
sweep the globe in waves. International
coordination is indispensable to the
workers as a global class against the
capitalists as a global class.

Capitalism has also
engaged in a process
of land theft from
Indigenous communities, a trait it inherited
from the earliest days
of mercantile
expansionism, which
was the main driver of
European colonialism.
The epoch of global capitalism presents problems that it cannot solve
itself—not, at least, without grave sacrifice of human life. The workers are
compelled to solve them with an epoch
of global revolution, in the defense of
their own lives. In the course of this,
the necessary economic revolution to
save humanity must take place. Climate
change has only an international, noncapitalist solution.

A period of ecological
reconstruction
By struggling for socialist revolution, the international movement will

inevitably (but not blindly) set the
parameters for the global economy to
work to secure the ability of humans to
thrive on a global scale. The perspective
of future economics must be set squarely on the metabolic needs of the Earth,
and establish a new relationship
between humanity and nature (metabolic4 relationships must replace GDP
calculations.)
If successful, ecological reconstruction will be accomplished by the masses themselves, and will fight off bureaucratic tendencies, but this rosy outlook
depends heavily on whether or not
humans can get a good living from a
hurting Earth and a changing climate.
The emergence of united humanity
and the economic transition to communism depends on this. If we find
ourselves in a situation of scarcity, due
to declining conditions, the risk of
bureaucratic degeneration increases.
When you have a line for necessities,
you need someone to watch that line.
That is the heart of the matter when it
comes to bureaucratic degeneration.
That is why time matters in fighting
climate change. The sooner we as a
species begin the process of ecological
reconstruction, the easier it will be to
provide for the needs of all peoples. At
the top of the agenda will be mass
adoption of energy sources that do not
harm the environment. Humans over
the world will need clean energy to
pump water, heat homes, light hospitals, etc. Ecological reconstruction
means, in part, industrially advanced
nations bringing themselves up to
speed on strict energy regulations, and
then aiding the less industrial countries
in their development with no strings
attached.
The same applies to the soil and the
oceans. The oceans connect the whole
world, for they are the lungs and veins
of the Earth. No one country can clean
the oceans or fix its chemical composition, so a united effort to restore the
health of the oceans must take place—

and yesterday! The preservation and
even the potential re-introduction of
species, including a process of strategic
re-wilding, will be very important for
keeping the Earth habitable and providing humanity with its needs for
geological timescales.
These things can’t be the result of
rich-country paternalism, but a globally agreed upon plan of action, and
implementation by millions of people
deciding their own destiny. Only a
government of the working people, the
most democratic in the history of the
species, can accomplish this. If the
human species thinks on an Earthscale and with Earth-consciousness to
reproduce its needs without destroying
itself, the foundation of humanity’s
space-faring future will be established.

Solar-scale capitalism?
Plenty of futurists and futurist-adjacent people like to talk about the technological aspects of a civilization that
exists in the solar system, as if the scientific or engineering minutia of rotating habitats, or space elevators, or
genetic engineering, etc., is the most
interesting thing about our future in
the cosmos. Indeed, these things are
very interesting. However, comparatively less attention is given to the
sociological aspects of a civilization
that operates on such an enormous
scale.
Bourgeois media in the United
States makes a great deal of hoopla
over its domestic capitalist celebrity
Elon Musk, and his Mars colonization
schemes. The plans are usually confined to the realm of the private corporation, Musk’s SpaceX. That’s as if we
expect a single source of capital, only
controlling a fraction of a fraction of
the total labor power and means of
production of the human species, to
accomplish this gargantuan task by
itself. Once we are ready to step into
space, we will not do so with the pitiful
capital of $80 billion (if we combine
the private wealth of Musk and the net

worth of SpaceX together.) The planet
will move towards these projects in a
much more systematic and combined
way.
But let’s assume for the sake of
argument that a private corporation
(“MarsCorp”) whose owner(s) operate
the company with capitalist methods, a
hierarchy of command from the dominating capitalist down to the subordinate workers, and operating on a profit, is capable of establishing a Martian
colony (notwithstanding all the other
problems with capitalism we already
outlined.)

...the revolution will not
happen mechanically in
country after country,
but organically, it will
sweep the globe in
waves. International
coordination is
indispensable to the
workers as a global class
against the capitalists as
a global class.
Is the Martian colony going to be
producing anything that the capitalists
could sell back at home? Or will there be
any kind of extraction of resources, to
be sold on Earth? The nearest approach
between Earth and Mars (when their
orbits bring them closest) occurs every
two years, and it still a massive distance.
Before a human presence on Mars is
sufficiently large, there would be no
market other than on Earth. Do we
expect the Martians to buy Earthly
products for their consumption, or will
everything be provided to them as
needed? How would this exchange work
under capitalism, other than by selling
Martian labor-power, or Martian minerals, to Earth? Regardless, decades of
persistent aid will be needed before the

Martians become self-sufficient and
populous enough to develop a local
market of their own. These are all questions that need to be considered when
approaching a Martian colony from a
capitalist perspective.
Maybe MarsCorp will provide
everything to its subordinates and,
somehow, be profitable. Perhaps they
will claim and then sell off Martian soil?
Be the first extraterrestrial land developer? And who would be buying this
land? Given the outrageous prices for
space joy rides provided by companies
like Blue Origin to patrons, it seems
inevitable that this Martian land would
available only to two entities: (1)
Billionaires and millionaires seeking to
escape the Earth and its problems, for
which they are mostly responsible, or
(2) Earthly governments. We’ve already
outlined our opinion of capitalist governments—who might as well just take
Martian land by force if humans could
even get there in the first place.

Imperialism and space
A critical reader might suggest that
the revolutionary overthrow of capitalism is hardly necessary to colonize
Mars, since private corporations
shouldn’t be doing it anyway. They
may say that all we need is to petition
the government to invest more heavily
in Mars as a non-profit project. Let a
government institution (like NASA)
pioneer the Mars colonization on a
balanced budget funded by tax dollars.
They may argue that projects like the
International Space Station (ISS) show
that independent capitalist countries
can cooperate in mutual projects. The
James Webb telescope shows that, even
under capitalism, technological progress is possible. They can and should
do it again, this time with Mars, for the
greater good.
This critical suggestion does at least
get some things right. It understands
that to colonize space (a task more
time consuming and costly than any
previous human endeavor) would go
Vol. 22, No. 5
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smoother without the folderol of some
people getting rich off of it. It also
understands correctly that the human
species’ only realistic chances in space
are by working cooperatively. But it’s
hobbled by the assumption that capitalist governments are interested in the
welfare of the general population as a
rule, rather than as the historical exception. The real interests of “the government” are the class interests of ruling
layers, not the general public.
Why is it that the U.S. government
seems to have infinite funding for military hardware, but your local volunteer
fire department has to beg for funding?
Because it is in their imperialist interests to do so, because securing valuable
assets in the form of crude oil, mineral
deposits, natural gas, or opium is more
valuable to the ruling class than making sure one house doesn’t burn to the
ground. The ruling class would sooner
send working-class Earthlings to their
graves by the millions (as the world
wars have shown us) to secure their
future imperial legacy, than put aside
their differences to sink trillions into
space colonization.
The international cooperation that
made the ISS possible was only a phase
of capitalism, but it is not inherent in
its nature. What is inherent in its
nature is securing what’s best for the
moneybags either by armed force or
the battering ram of cheap prices—and
it is far cheaper and less time consuming to simply conquer the little countries around you than go into space
and get moon rocks. The lunatic discrepancy between U.S. funding for the
military and its space program shows
this to be true. If ever the ruling class
wants to colonize space, it will be less
for the benefit of the human race and
more for the securing of profits through
extra-terrestrial mining, probably
secured by robots with guns.
Speaking of the military, recent history has shown that the U.S. is considering the militarization of space with
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the so-called “space force,” clearly a
direct response to China’s ambitions in
space. Additionally, both Russia and
China have demonstrated the use of
surface to space weaponry. In other
words, space (at least the infinitesimally tiny portion of it around Earth)
would sooner be a battlefield for
Earthly imperialists than a staging
ground for human exploration—provided there is no revolution. Long
before charlatans like Musk invent
some warp drive and establish a libertarian utopia on Alpha Centauri, Uncle
Sam would have them ferry kinetic
weaponry into high orbit—and in fact,
they are doing that now.5

Climate change has
only an international,
non-capitalist solution.
It should also be said that colonizing Mars is not analogous to colonizing another continent, precisely
because Mars is currently uninhabitable. Securing human habitation on
another world is a vastly time-consuming and expensive project and could
ONLY be done as a long-term project
for the direct benefit of Martian
descendants or Earthly immigrants
many generations from now. Readers
may judge for themselves whether they
think the current administrations of
the Russian Federation and the United
States are capable of such a feat—governments incapable of keeping their
current planet habitable.
As for the James Webb telescope, it
is a marvel of the best technological
engineering and long-term planning.
Webb is a $10.8 billion project that
gives profits to no one. Planning began
in 2003 and the total lifetime of Webb
will be nearly 30 years. It is entirely a
labor of scientific curiosity, and its
potential comes from that spirit. Webb
demonstrates the practical potential of
socialized planning in space explora-

tion, against which billionaire vanity
projects like Blue Origin or Space X
pale in comparison. The $10.8 billion
price tag is also its entire lifetime to
date, significantly cheaper and more
efficient than the $700 billion annual
price tag for U.S. imperialism. Even if
Webb were to fail in its deployment, it
would be a far more fruitful investment overall, and so far, it seems that
the telescope has turned out to be a
brilliant success!

Humanity will go to space
eventually
It doesn’t matter if we are talking
about 10,100, or 1000 years after the
beginning of ecological reconstruction.
Either through boredom or necessity,
the human species will leave the Earth
and attempt, through little intrepid
inroads, to live and thrive beyond it.
Such inroads have already begun via
our many robotic probes to and
beyond the planets.
A human civilization that has managed to survive climate change will
have all the time in the world to do so.
When you consider a human species
that has ended its wars, its poverty, and
its wastefulness, you confront a species
that will have (gradually) more people
and longer life spans. This means more
brains thinking and imagining for longer periods. The end of capitalism will
also mean economic planning, and
with both more humans and more
ecological mindfulness, you will inevitably have shorter working hours.
Doubtlessly, most of this added free
time will be applied at home to improve
the quality of life, scientific understanding, or cultural pursuits. Much of
it will be turned inwards, solopsistically, to virtual worlds. But it is hard to
believe that out of all the billions of
people with nothing but free time,
nobody will think of even trying to
inhabit space at all.
Furthermore, it will be obvious to a
communist humanity that the Earth,
however permanent it may seem to

brief human life spans, is a finite object.
The Earth will someday stop existing. If
current scientific hypotheses are correct, then the sun, in its dying phase,
will expand and envelop the inner rocky
planets including Earth, approximately
four billion years from now. The surface of Earth may become uninhabitable in as little as a billion years, from
current estimates. Should the intelligent
descendants of humanity still exist in
that distant future, they would probably
want to leave. This says nothing about
other potential existential threats, like
asteroid impacts or gamma-ray bursts,
which would be easier to confront as a
space-faring species.

ning, we might live in the clouds in
modified balloons. Mercury has no
comfortable temperature or organic
resources at all, but robotic drones are
immune to these problems. Jupiter is
entirely too radioactive, so its moons
Io, Europa, and Ganymede may be
unreachable, but not the moon Callisto.
And so on. This says nothing of the
economic practicality (in the communist sense of the term, it wouldn’t be
profitable) of living in rotating habitats, since once we get to space, it’s just
cheaper to keep machines and humans
there, rather than expend energy leaving a planet’s gravity well.

Ecological reconstruction and the
human future in space

...capitalist governments
are interested in the welfare of the general population as a rule, rather
than as the historical
exception. The real
interests of “the government” are the class
interests of ruling layers,
not the general public.

We can see that capitalist relations
of production are inadequate to run a
solar society—just as feudal relations
of production are inadequate to run a
planetary society. The bourgeoisie, like
Musk or the warehouse slave-driver
Bezos, and the many workers deluded
by their propaganda, look at the
Martian problem only from the technical side, but not the sociological side.
Indeed, if the human race put its proverbial crap together tomorrow (under
conditions of primitive, planetary capitalism) it is very conceivable, from a
technical level alone, that we could
colonize Mars, or indeed any of the
planets. But it would still take gargantuan levels of patience, cooperation,
and brute force that capitalism is incapable of providing. Communism,
secured by ecosocialist methods, is the
only society that can provide that to us.
We need only extrapolate further
and realize that once we begin spreading out, the challenge multiplies. Each
planet and moon, being unique in its
own cosmic splendor, has wildly different conditions of evolution and
hence provides human visitors (or
their robot sentinels) with unique challenges. Venus is entirely too inhospitable on the surface, but in the begin-

Indeed, humanity’s ability to successfully colonize and thrive on any
other world (and even within the depths
of space itself) would demand a mastery
of ecology and ecosocialist economy.
Without a much greater development
of eco-science, agriculture, and sustainable practices, humans would not be
able to understand how to live on other
worlds, or adapt to them. Making life
possible off-Earth does not involve
merely sustaining humans, for humans
do not live on a proverbial island but in
connection with all of nature. To live in
space means transplanting the organic
legacy of the Earth there, and not just
humans in isolation.
A species that is destroying its own
habitat cannot create new ones. If we

are willing to change our ways and do
so soon, if the working masses are able
to take control of their own destiny,
and if they can repair and re-invent
their relationship with nature, we will
have a future on this world, and maybe
in space as well.

Far-future horizons
Very little can be said with certainty
about a space-faring civilization. It’s
hard even for the most educated guesses to arrive at any description of the
future ten years in advance without
being shown to be a fool. Talking
about such a civilization means discussing developments hundreds to
thousands of years in advance. This
leaves us with only vague generalities.
As already stated, it can be certain
that humans will go to space eventually. But there may be many factors that
slow or advance this process, including
population growth (beyond what even
an ecosocialist Earth can handle) climate change events, or natural disasters. Indeed, there is no guarantee that
humans won’t encounter unforeseen
technological, political, or sociological
developments that could hamper or
accelerate forward progress.
In the beginning, there may be only
a small minority of persons, adventure
seekers, self-styled pioneers, separatists, or scientists who actively go out
beyond the Earth before all the others
(if we are charitable, we could even
include the capitalist charlatans in this
group.) A general planned increase in
settlement may only occur after a much
larger upswing of interest resulting
from material needs, and as already
explained, long-term settlement is
unlikely to happen without planned
action by millions. Each additional
branch of the human species placed
beyond Earth will necessarily invoke
extensive debate on the methods of
settlement, corresponding to the different conditions of the new habitat,
and may proceed with simultaneous
yet cooperative strategies.
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Given the drastic timescales involved
in transforming worlds to our taste (or
transforming ourselves to these worlds,
or a combination of both) the descendants of these worlds (or artificial satellites) will be culturally and even biologically very different from each other,
far more so than the meager differences
for which we kill each other today. But
the humans of such a civilization will
not just be different from each other in
form but will be fundamentally different from us in attitude.

Competition for limited resources
will be replaced by a socialized regulation of abundance, and Earthlings will
have no incentive to oppress their
extra-terrestrial cousins. The difference between a Martian and an
Earthling, a Sanitarian6, or a denizen of
an O’Neill cylinder7 will be inconsequential and academic. Practically
speaking, we would be far more concerned with how to get humans (or our
robot representatives) there, and with
all their needs intact.

After centuries of planned development, in which we have taken the time
to repair our relationship with nature
and re-evaluate the meaning of human
existence on Earth, humans will have a
different, further-reaching perspective.
The dramatic differences on an interplanetary level will be exceeded by
drastic personal differences, for the
flow of cooperative wealth will run
abundantly enough that each human
can achieve true personal growth and
have a genuine, non-farcical freedom,
without the oppression and madness
of our time.

—Workers’ Voice, June 18, 2022
https://workersvoiceus.
org/2022/06/18/imagining-the-socialistfuture-on-earth-and-in-the-solar-system/
1 Nuclear fusion (the combination of isotopes)
is a technological panacea, something that can
hypothetically solve all of our energy problems
as a species. However, it seems that with each
passing decade, scientists claim the next decade
will demonstrate its possibility. Until scientists
demonstrate in reality (rather than hypothetically) its realization, it is not worth discussing
for any serious ecological reconstruction. If we
are serious about saving the species, then we

shouldn’t make plans around miracles and
instead make them around certainties.
2 ] Leon Trotsky, “The Third International
After Lenin,” Part 1. https://www.marxists.org/
archive/trotsky/1928/3rd/ti01.h
3 For-profit farming methods are concerned
chiefly with the sale of agricultural products as
commodities, rather then treating agriculture as
a fundamental human need. Capitalism doesn’t
educate humans to be the stewards of the Earth,
so an advance towards socialist methods of
production and farming is needed, which can
truly educate people in a technologically dependent society to also care for planet Earth!
4 Having to do with metabolism (the total of
all chemical changes that take place in a cell or
an organism to produce energy and basic materials needed for important life processes).
https://www.cancer.gov/publications/dictionaries/cancer-terms/def/metabolic
5 https://www.cnet.com/tech/tech-industry/
spacex-signs-a-deal-to-rocket-military-cargoaround-the-world/
https://www.republicworld.com/technologynews/science/spacex-weapon-delivery-rocket-inworks-spacex-and-pentagon-deal.html SpaceX
dealings with the U.S. Army and Air Force
6 An official responsible for public health or a
person in favor of public health reform. https://
www.google.com/search?client=safari&rls=en&q
=Sanitarian&ie=UTF-8&oe=UTF-8
7 An O’Neill cylinder is a space settlement
concept proposed by American physicist Gerard
K. O’Neill in his 1976 book The High Frontier:
Human Colonies in Space. https://en.wikipedia.
org/wiki/O%27Neill_cylinder

If ever the ruling class
wants to colonize space,
it will be less for the
benefit of the human
race and more for the
securing of profits
through extra-terrestrial
mining, probably
secured by robots
with guns.

42 SOC IALIS T VIEWPO I NT

Vo l . 22, No . 5

REVIEWS

Without Apology: The Abortion Struggle Now
By Speak Out
wrong things: on worst-case scenarios,
and privacy. It avoids acknowledging
the experiences of real women. By
using words like “choice,” rather than
naming and defending “abortion,” its
messages lacked boldness and clarity,
and gave the opponents of abortion an
advantage.
Brown highlights these issues with a
list of what she calls “unhelpful arguments:”
Unhelpful Argument #1: Abortion is
about individual choice

Jenny Brown’s book Without
Apology: The Abortion Struggle Now is a
much-needed call to action as we
struggle to respond to the barrage of
attacks on reproductive rights since the
Supreme Court overturned Roe v.
Wade. With clear and direct language,
this book exposes the strategic limitations that were deployed in the fight
for reproductive rights that got us
where we are today.
Brown contrasts the strategies and
tactics used since Roe was passed with
the fights waged in the ’60s and early
’70s that led to the Court’s decision to
protect the right to an abortion. These
were radical, bold, and aimed to
address the needs of women’s liberation as a whole. Radical feminists led
the charge and refused to play by the
rules of a system rigged against them.
Activists of that period challenged the
foundations of society with broad
goals. Based on their own self-activity
they were able to win real gains. But
Brown also points out that while the
movement won many victories, its failure to change the current system,

which has an interest in maintaining
the oppression of women, has led us to
face many of the same problems over
again. The book identifies each thread
of the problem and weaves these
together, culminating in an argument
that calls for the end of capitalism, and
a broad, participatory, radical movement, capable of winning not only
abortion rights, but the liberation of
women and humanity.

What hasn’t worked
Brown’s introduction gets at the
heart of the issue, pointing out the pitfalls in the fight for abortion. She
recounts how activists were repeatedly
told that the fight for abortion would
require a “professional approach, a
clever legal strategy, expensive polling
research, a polished public relations
campaign, and plenty of donations to
groups that do these things.” But put
into practice, this approach ultimately
put activists on the defensive in losing
battles. The problems with this
approach, she points out, are that it
pushes organizers to focus on the

She points out that the argument
that abortion access is about privacy
and the choice of the individual depoliticizes the issue, artificially isolating it
from problems of access to health services, childcare, or time off from work.
Unhelpful Argument #2: Abortion is
not birth control
She argues that abortion IS birth
control, and the people who attack
access to abortion recognize this fact.
Access to contraceptives is constantly
under attack by the right, and, as far as
contraceptives go, there is none as
effective as abortion.
Unhelpful Argument #3: Abortion is
a matter between a woman and her doctor; legislatures should not intervene
First of all, she points out that this
assumes something false—that people
have consistent access to healthcare
and meaningful relationships to doctors. Secondly, not all doctors have the
same views on abortion, and thus they
are not necessarily partners to women
seeking them.
Unhelpful Argument #4: Abortion is
our right to privacy
She explains that the fight that won
Roe was organized on the opposite
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basis, often encouraging women to
break with the secrecy and shame surrounding abortion and share their stories. Activists organized consciousnessraising meetings and public speak-outs
where people would “shout out their
abortions,” sharing their experiences
collectively. This built unity and made
“the personal, political” while also putting real faces and people at the center
of the fight for abortion, making it
harder for critics to demonize them.
Unhelpful Argument #5: Abortion is
not political
This she says is the logical result of
the previous arguments, and that this
approach is exactly what makes it
impossible to fight effectively for women’s liberation. She reminds us that
“political” questions have to do with
power. And what is abortion access if
not the power to control one’s body
and live a healthy, productive life?
Her arguments give the reader a
powerful scaffold, which the rest of the
book builds upon. They challenge
dominant ideas and arguments that are
circulating in the mainstream and
force the reader to rethink what they
may have taken for granted.

The facts
The book is easy to read and packed
full of useful statistics and historical
facts that, when put together, build a
clear picture of what the reality of abortion access has been throughout the
years. Since the 1840s, she explains,
25-30 percent of women have had an
abortion, regardless of legality. Sevenout-of-ten of the women who have
abortions are mothers. This, she posits,
is not usually mentioned by abortion
opponents because mothers are harder
to demonize. She makes the case that
abortion is the only contraceptive that
is 100 percent effective. Furthermore,
often those who are most responsible
for unwanted pregnancies are men who
aren’t obligated to deal with the repercussions of their actions. Also, the book
patiently explains that today abortions
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are not the harrowing or risky procedures they may have been in the past,
and often are done within the first
weeks of pregnancy by taking some
pills. It goes through the range of procedures available and shows to what
extent current abortions are safe and
mostly non-invasive. She effectively
demystifies abortion, what it is, how it’s
practiced, and why it’s necessary.

...the fight for abortion
needs to be a fight for
the liberation of women
and humanity as a whole
from a system which
exploits us and denies us
control of our lives.
The history
Brown gives us an engaging and
important historical background.
Though patriarchal society has roots
that take us back to the rise of private
property, in the U.S. anti-abortion legislation was passed only in the 1870s.
This clamp-down on abortions
occurred during a time when the maledominated medical system sought to
establish the supremacy of “the professional doctor.” Previously, abortions
were commonly practiced by women,
midwives or “docteresses.” As male
doctors worked to establish themselves
as the only authorities in the medical
field, they sought to delegitimize and
end age-old practices performed by
women, who they considered inferior
and of course, incapable of practicing
medicine. At the same time, as corporations and industries expanded, and
the ruling elite needed a larger workforce, it was no coincidence that there
was also an increase in political pressure to restrict access to contraceptives
and abortion.
The book also covers the history of
the resistance and defiance against

these laws. One of the most successful
and powerful of these fights rose out of
the 1960s, culminating in the passage
of Roe v. Wade. She gives the context
for this movement, one which was not
isolated, but part of the general rebellion of the civil rights movement. One
activist is quoted as saying, “[In the
60s] I wasn’t scared at all. I knew I was
part of a movement that was backing
me up.” It was a time when illegality
held no one back, and injustices were
being challenged in real time all over.
Just as desegregation in the South
wasn’t decreed from above but made a
reality by people who would no longer
stand for it, the feminist movement
made change rather than waiting for it.
In the ’60s feminist organizations
formed across the U.S. to fight for the
liberation of women from the oppressive forces of capitalism and patriarchy, and that fight included, but was
not limited to, a fight for access to
abortion. Some of the most prominent
organizations from the time were the
National Organization for Women
(NOW) and the Redstockings who
were groups that organized consciousness-raising groups and speak-outs.
They organized for women’s liberation
by having women share their experiences with one another and with the
world. These consciousness-raising
circles and speak-outs were able to destigmatize abortion and made issues
that women had been told were individual, private matters, political concerns that involved the whole society.
Also described are groups such as the
Jane Collective in Chicago who organized women-run, illegal abortion
clinics, which provided over 11,000
abortions. All this activity forced society at large to deal with these questions—making it impossible for the
courts to ignore—and Brown’s telling
of their heroism shines a light on the
stark contrast between the meek, apologetic approaches often taken in the
fight for abortion access today, which
instead of fighting for free, unrestricted

access to abortion, often focus merely
on worst-case scenarios involving rape
or incest, along with the matters of
privacy, and choice.
There is so much more in the book,
including a look at the history of all the
restrictions to abortion access since the
passage of Roe. Brown also gives insight
into the recent successful struggle to
legalize abortion and overturn the
antiabortion Eighth Amendment of
the constitution in Ireland. She
includes some interesting commentary
about reproductive rights in the former Soviet Union, and some other
countries that Brown considers socialist or communist. We could quibble
over the characterization of these
countries as communist or socialist,
but her main point is crystal clear: it is
possible to organize society differently
in order to prioritize women’s reproductive freedom. Overall, this book has
so much to offer anyone trying to
make sense of the attacks on reproductive rights and the strategies needed to
turn things around.

Roe was never enough
While the Roe v. Wade decision was
won by radicals who had broad aspirations, Brown argues that the weakness
of contemporary pro-abortion activity
stems from the weakness of Roe itself.
Since the passage of Roe, she argues,
there has been a misconception that
the decision was won in the courts
rather than by a fearless, often illegal
movement. “Ignorance of the history
of the earlier women’s liberation abortion struggle is leading us to underestimate the utility of organized feminism,
and to exaggerate the utility of lobbying, toning down, and being respectable.” She calls Roe a “leaky, jerryrigged decision” that never went as far
as the feminists who fought in the ’60s
wanted. She points out the holes in
Roe by recounting the endless string of
legislation that immediately followed
its passage and has continued to this
day; the chipping away at access to

abortion, ruling by ruling, state by
state—by Democrats and Republicans
alike. Additionally, erasing the history
and focusing pro-abortion activities on
legalistic strategies put pro-abortion
forces on a losing course right from the
start. She states, “Even nonlawyers
have been too focused on the legal
angles and not enough on how to build
a movement for reproductive freedom
and justice. History indicates that
where the movement leads, the courts
will be dragged along.” That is the
message reproductive rights activists
should start from.

...women’s liberation
will require a complete
transformation of society, the end of capitalism
and the liberation of
people from exploitation
How we can break free
Brown weaves the stories of the
feminist movement of the ’60s
throughout her book—along with
other more contemporary stories such
as the fight she helped wage for access
to the Plan B pill (known as the “morning after” pill)—building an argument
for the kind of fight we need today. In
her conclusion, under the header: A
Women’s Liberation Strategy, she
points out that the most important
aspects of women’s liberation still have
not been won because the primary
obstacle in this struggle is the exploitative nature of the system of capitalism. Capitalism profits off the exploitation of the majority of humanity and
imposes various types of oppression to
keep people divided, including the
domination over women. She recounts,
“The young radicals who started the
women’s liberation movement in 1968
didn’t expect women could be free
with capitalism intact.” She argues that

the fight for abortion needs to be a
fight for the liberation of women and
humanity as a whole from a system
which exploits us and denies us control
of our lives.
Brown acknowledges that feminists
have won many valuable things, such
as greater respect for women, representation, better sex, and much more,
“but on the points where employers
and the rich would have to yield up
money and power, we are still completely stuck.” Healthcare, childcare,
shorter working hours, or the ability to
have a family on a single parent’s
income, she notes that these are all
points on which we’ve lost ground. To
gain ground, we will have to fight for
an end to any restrictions on abortion
access—legal, geographical, financial,
or otherwise. And to do this will require
an end to restrictions on healthcare
access, on access to housing, on access
to a living wage, to education and
more. Ultimately, she argues, women’s
liberation will require a complete
transformation of society, the end of
capitalism and the liberation of people
from exploitation. With this we wholeheartedly agree.
—Speak Out Now, August 12, 2022
https://speakoutsocialists.org/without-apology-the-abortion-struggle-nowa-book-for-this-time/
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What Is Class Struggle Unionism?
By Jason Koslowski
strategies—had its biggest conference in
its history this past summer.
But the labor movement is facing
huge dangers, too.
First, the bosses are doubling down
on union busting. They’re firing organizers at Starbucks and Amazon.
Second, the Democrats are looking at
the new unions like the ALU and licking their chops. They have been betraying labor for decades—they helped
channel workers’ fights into safe, narrow, legal boundaries and have encouraged union leaders to abandon disruptive strikes that would disrupt the profits of the bosses.

Class Struggle Unionism by Joe Burns
Chicago, IL: Haymarket Books, 2022

Joe Burns’ new Class Struggle
Unionism comes at a key time. That’s
because the long-slumbering union
movement looks like it could be starting
to stir again.
Class Struggle Unionism by Joe Burns
Chicago, IL: Haymarket Books, 2022
Almost 70 percent of people approve
of unions. That’s the highest number in
50 years. And a wave of unionization is
sweeping the U.S. The last year saw a
jump of 57 percent more petitions sent
to the NLRB (National Labor Relations
Board) to form new unions—the highest level in a decade. The Amazon Labor
Union (ALU) won a historic victory at
Amazon in Staten Island. Workers are
unionizing at Starbucks; over 150 stores
have already been unionized and over
300 have filed for elections. The struggle’s being led by young, often queer,
organizers, dubbed “Generation U.”
Labor Notes—an event where union
activists gathered to share ideas and
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...unions that strike even
when it’s illegal, make
strong picket lines
that stop scabs, defy
injunctions, and link up
in their strikes and in
the streets, across racial
and gender lines, to
unite the working class
as a whole against the
bosses exploiting them...
Now, though, they want photo-ops
with union leaders to make Democrats
look good for unions—to channel our
energy and power back into “get out
the vote” campaigns instead of fighting
for ourselves, at work and in the streets.
They’re especially desperate now, as
they’re facing difficult midterm elections coming up.
That’s where Burns’ new book, Class
Struggle Unionism, comes in. Burns, who
is director of collective bargaining with
the CWA-AFA (Communications

Workers of America—Association of
Flight Attendants) union, calls for class
struggle unions. He blasts the Democratic
Party’s constant betrayal of the labor
movement. And he calls for unions to
put their faith in the working class’s own
weapons, like strikes, rather than politicians. These would be unions that strike
even when it’s illegal, make strong picket
lines that stop scabs, defy injunctions,
and link up in their strikes and in the
streets, across racial and gender lines, to
unite the working class as a whole against
the bosses exploiting them.
The book is a reminder we badly
need today: yes, we definitely need
more unions, but we also need fiercer,
more powerful ones that aren’t afraid
to fight using strikes—one of the strongest weapons they have—and that
reject their false “allies” in the
Democratic Party.
Burns’s book has some important
limits too. He stops just short of calling
for our unions to sever all our ties to
the Democratic Party for the political
independence we need, even though
he’s shown how treacherous the
Democratic Party is for workers. And
the book misses important changes
inside the labor movement, changes we
need to take stock of if we’re going to
build up real democracy in our unions.
But still, it’s a powerful jog to our
memories that better unions are possible—class struggle unions are possible. Workers built those kinds of
unions in the past, and we can build
them today. We just have to push
Burns’ ideas even further than he does.

What is class struggle unionism?
The first thing to notice is just how
different this book is from the vast
majority of books on unions that have
come out in at least the last 25 years.
Chapter 1 points out an idea that’s

totally ignored by a more mainstream
writer on unions like Jane McAleevey.
It’s this basic idea: the source of all the
bosses’ profits is us—the working class.
Burns explains it in terms of simple
math. Let’s say a boss hires me for
$20-an-hour. In an eight-hour shift, I
get $160. The boss also puts out some
money for machines, rent, etc., and
maybe some benefits like health insurance for me (probably not.) That brings
the total amount the boss is spending
during my shift to about $500.
But when I’m working—whether
I’m making coffees, or shipping boxes
in an Amazon warehouse—I’m making far more money than that for the
bosses. The boss is spending $500 on
me. But in my shift, I’m serving enough
coffees or packing enough boxes to
make the boss $800, $1000, or more.
When I was working on a factory line
in Reading, PA a few years ago, I was
moving hundreds-of-thousands of
dollar’s worth of pies in a shift that got
me $58 bucks. That difference is the
whole point of hiring workers.
Where’s that extra money go, the
money that only the workers are creating through our work? “The billionaires call this profit,” Burns writes.
“Class struggle unionists call it theft.”1
In other words, the entire foundation
of work is this exploitation: we work so
bosses don’t have to, and so bosses can
get richer. And the bosses will always
look for ways to increase their exploitation and kneecap worker power to fight
back. Work, in other words, is part of
the class struggle: the fight of the billionaire ruling class to exploit the people who have to sell their labor to live.
All of this means a few things. First,
we need unions so workers can protect
themselves and fight back. That’s why
unions exist. And this basic battle
between “them” and “us” means
there’s no agreement our unions could
come to with the bosses to overcome it;
there’s no cooperation that could make
the bosses our friends. It also means

that one of the strongest weapons we
have as workers is refusing to work—
striking to fight back, to defeat the
bosses’ attacks, to get more power over
our work, and wring more concessions
from bosses. So, this “us and them”
starting-point, then, that has to be the
very foundation of union struggle.
So why isn’t it?
In the early chapters of the book,
Burns explains why union leaders have
overwhelmingly refused this idea of
“us” vs. “them”—mostly abandoning,
along with that, the use of real, militant
strikes to fight back and win real concessions from bosses.

...better unions are
possible—class struggle
unions are possible.
Workers built those
kinds of unions in the
past, and we can build
them today
The main way of running unions in
the U.S. for many decades, he points
out rightly, has been “business unionism.” It’s the model that dominates
most of the AFL-CIO, the country’s
biggest union federation. The AFLCIO is highly bureaucratic and topdown. It doesn’t have much need,
then, for rank-and-file struggle or
democracy—those things would be
too disruptive to power at the top.
Burns shows how that approach is
driven by union leaders’ links to the
Democratic Party. Those leaders mostly refuse to use workers’ most important weapon—the strike—to squeeze
the bosses. Instead, they sit on their
hands, because they’re counting on
Democrats for better laws and busying
themselves with “get out the vote”
campaigns.
Bureaucrats
and
Democrats, in other words, work
together to keep workers in line.

This approach has been a total failure. And that’s because, when workers
don’t build power to strike and disrupt
the flow of profits, two things happen.
Bosses and politicians walk all over
unions and workers lose faith in
unions, too. And that’s exactly what
has happened. Between 1980 and
today—the heyday of “business unionism”—strikes plummeted; the ruling
class dismantled unions; unionization
numbers dipped from 20-30 percent to
about 11 percent today.
But one of the most interesting, and
important, insights Burns has into
unions today is regarding the “left-wing”
that’s developed inside union bureaucracies—and the ways it has failed, too.
In the 1990s, Burns notes, union
leaders developed another (failed)
approach. He calls this “labor liberalism.” It was born out of the failures of
business unionism, and it’s the model we
see, for example, in the SEIU. Labor liberalism tries to fight back against the
decline of unions with a wider appeal to
things like anti-racism and gender equality. In other words, the goal is to broaden
the movement as a way to bolster unions.
It’s crucial for unions to champion
those things, but “labor liberalism”
uses it as a way to avoid real fights with
the ruling class. Instead, it appeals to
an abstract “community power,” relies
on symbolic actions, pairs up with
non-profits that can’t really disrupt the
flow of profits, and so on—instead of
battles on the shop floor where the
exploitation of workers, and the bosses’ weaponizing of racism and sexism,
is happening. In so doing, labor liberalism also has little need for building
up rank-and-file, bottom-up struggles
in the workplace or real rank-and-file,
democratic control of union decisions
as a whole. And like business unionism, it doesn’t take the fight to the
bosses through militant strikes.
Neither of these bureaucratic
approaches can help us today, Burns
says. And he’s absolutely right. We see
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proof, for example, in the failure of the
RWDSU (Retail, Wholesale and
Department Store Union) in organizing an Amazon warehouse. The leaders
of the RWDSU look like the textbook
version of “labor liberals.” They
denounce racism and call for solidarity
against discrimination—which is a
good thing. But in Alabama we got a
glimpse of a labor liberal approach to
organizing that couldn’t beat the bosses. From the reports coming out of
Alabama at the time, the method
looked mostly top-down, lacking deep
connections to large-scale, on-theground struggle of the workers there.
Burns is reminding us there’s another
way to organize in a union. Its golden
age was during the roiling mass strikes of
the 1930s that terrified the ruling class;
Burns calls it class struggle unionism.
It’s rooted in the “us and them”
attitude discussed earlier; the workplace is a site of class struggle, of bosses
trying to increase the rate of exploitation of workers, and workers trying to
fight back. Class struggle unionism has
a bottom-up approach to building
union power because it’s built on rankand-filers’ own, daily battles with bosses in the workplace. And it’s a kind of
unionizing that has to be politically
independent, he says; when we kowtow
to Democrats and wait for them to save
us, we give up our power to fight for
ourselves at work and in the streets.
As Burns points out perfectly, striking has to lie at the heart of class struggle unionism. That’s because workers
stand at a key chokepoint of capitalism:
we produce all profits. So, the strike—
refusing to produce profit for the bosses—has to be our unions’ key weapon
(even though the bureaucratic unions
have mostly abandoned it.) But building powerful strikes, he reminds us,
means doing what unions have avoided
for decades: breaking the law. Labor law
is designed to keep us from winning.
For example: state laws like the Taylor
Law in New York forbid public sector
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strikes. National labor law forbids solidarity strikes—where one union will go
on strike to support another union
that’s walked off the job. And it forbids
militantly stopping scabs from taking
over our jobs during strikes. All of these
laws aim to gut the power of unions to
fight and win. That’s why winning
means breaking these laws.

won’t lift a finger to really fight oppression—of building fighting unions willing to go to battle in the streets and our
workplaces. Our power as workers and
in unions comes from the fact that all
profits come from us. Shutting off the
spigot of profit—striking—is how we
use that power.

Burns shows that building that kind
of strike power means uniting workers
across our differences—across the class,
inside and outside workplaces. In other
words, we need the kind of anti-racist
unionism that is also fiercely fights
against gender oppression, racial
oppression, and every other form of
oppression too—since racism, sexism,
and homophobia divide workers and
undermine their collective power.
Where labor liberals say that they want
that kind of power, the goal of class
struggle unionism is to make it a reality:
to link across our workplaces to fight all
kinds of oppression with strikes. This is
a key to increasing the power of both at
our own jobs and the fights of our
diverse class outside of the workplace.

But Burns’ important book is also
marked by a key contradiction that
runs through its length.

Bureaucrats and
Democrats, in other
words, work together to
keep workers in line.
Burns’ proposals have only become
more urgent in recent weeks. We know
the ruling class is ramping up its attacks
on working-class and oppressed people; not only is union busting at
Starbucks and Amazon and elsewhere
in full swing, but also in the overturning of Roe v. Wade since it’s the working class, people of color and the poor
who will suffer most from lack of abortion care. Bodily autonomy is at the
core of worker rights. Burns is exactly
right that we face the urgent task today
of moving our unions past the bureaucratic, staid, and stately unionism that

The problem of the Democratic Party

On the one hand, Burns points
out—relentlessly and in detail—the
role that the Democratic Party has
played in weakening and betraying the
labor movement. In this, too, Class
Struggle Unionism is a very different
book than most on unions in the last
few decades. (There’s nothing even
close to this critique in other major
books like Lichtenstein’s State of the
Union from several years ago, or any of
Jane McAlevey’s2 books. Kim Moody’s
works are a key exception.)
For example, Burns points out that
union leaders in the U.S. have made it
the central plank of their strategy for
unions to beg Democrats for better
laws, and in return, endorse and donate
to Democratic candidates. He shows
again and again what a complete disaster this has been for unions. To name
just a few examples since World War
II: Democrats have been key to passing
damaging labor law (like Taft Hartley
in 1947, which severely restricted when
and how unions can strike.) Democrats
fought viciously against unions on
strike (like against the Chicago
Teachers Union in 2012 and 2021.) It
was Democrats who spearheaded the
brutal repression of the anti-racist
uprising in the summer of 2020. The
Democrats refused to take real steps to
codify abortion rights in the last 50
years, and now refuse to fight to reinstate them. The list goes on and on.
In maybe his sharpest critique of
the Democratic Party in the book,
Burns writes:

“Now, one could argue that putting millions of dollars and countless
volunteer hours into a party that
constantly betrays labor’s interests is
a waste, and one could argue that if
that were it, while bad, labor could
deal with it—after all, we waste
money on all kinds of things. But
that’s not it; the close reliance on the
Democratic Party allows the ideas of
the billionaire class into the labor
movement. Rather than the class
struggle ideas discussed in chapter 2,
the alliance with the Democratic
party encourages moderation, support of U.S. corporate foreign policy,
and cooperation with and a reliance
upon the very government that is set
up to protect the billionaire class. It
is a conservatizing force and offers an
alternative to labor militancy. This is
far worse than mere wasting of
resources on elections, as it sets a
wrong direction for labor.3”

He continues:
“But despite all the evidence to
the contrary, the leadership of unions
still holds out hope that someday
they can elect Democrats and reform
labor law. Even though this will never
happen, it is a way of avoiding labor’s
crises. … Even worse, this alliance
with Democrats is used as a kind of
outlet valve. When sharp struggle
flares up, the business unionists are
frequently caught off guard and are
not in control. Typically, they try to
divert struggles back into the safe
haven of electoral politics.4”

And Class Struggle Unionism shows
exactly why this is no accident or mistake on the part of the Democratic
Party. It’s a party of, and for, the ruling
elite; when it convinces us to “get out
the vote” instead of fighting against
our bosses in the workplaces and
marching in the streets, it has done its
job perfectly.
But this is where the contradiction
comes in. Everything in the book
points to a key lesson for building up
real class-struggle unions: we have to
break the hold of the Democrats over
our unions.

Even though the entire book points
to this lesson, it shies away from it. For
example, when Burns lists four tactics
unions need to become more militant,
a fight for political independence from
the Democratic Party doesn’t make the
cut (page 86 and again on 133)—even
though he says that “these tactics
would be opposed by Democratic and
Republican judges and politicians
alike” (page 89.) In between his sharp
critiques of the Democratic Party,
Burns quotes Bernie Sanders as an
authority on class struggle unionism
(page 16.) He ends the book with a
statement of support for AOC
(Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez) and
Bernie, both representatives of the
Democratic Party (pages 142-143.) In
fact, he constantly seems to say
Democrats could help us build class
struggle unions. At various points, the
book seems to try to actually build our
faith in the party that it just showed is
so harmful to class struggle.

...when we kowtow to
Democrats and wait for
them to save us, we give
up our power to fight for
ourselves at work and in
the streets...
It’s definitely true that Sanders and
AOC have helped inspire many leftists
in the U.S. Bernie’s appearance at
Labor Notes this year, for example,
shows that he’s admired by many of
the committed militants fighting in the
left wing of the union movement, who
are looking to him as a champion of
labor. But this situation is full of contradictions, too, and it’s crucial we
don’t close our eyes to them.
Whether Bernie and AOC want to
or not, they’re serving a key role in the
Democratic Party. They’re gathering
up the left wing of the labor and social

movements and scooping them back
into the party—delivering them to
party leaders like Biden. They’re helping paper over the Democratic Party’s
role as the graveyard of social movements, the constant betrayer of unions.
One example helps show just how
deep this problem is when it comes to
Burns’ book. It was the Democratic
Party in Philadelphia, New York,
Minneapolis, and beyond that cracked
down on the anti-racist protests in
2020—a movement led by Black and
Brown young people, overwhelmingly
from the working class. It’s a party that
has long championed the racist, murderous police. But amid all this in
2020, Bernie Sanders was a pole of
attraction for many activists—in
unions and outside them—who wanted a radical change in the United States.
Gathering their support, he then did
his duty—he endorsed Biden and
called for us all to vote for him to solve
our problems. That helped coopt the
massive energy in the streets and in the
workplaces, delivering it to a politician
who opposes every one of the major
demands of the uprising and has only
ever betrayed unions. Biden then
turned around and called for more
police and a bigger military. Is any of
this close to the kind of anti-racist,
internationalist, class struggle unionism Burns is calling for?
Why this contradiction in the book,
then? Part of the reason has to be
Burns’ own contradictory position. He
is part of a union’s leadership: he’s
“director of collective bargaining” in
the flight attendants’ union CWA-AFA
(led by Sarah Nelson.) That’s one of the
more militant and inspiring unions in
the United States. But it’s also a union
tied to the Democratic Party, too. For
instance, it endorsed Bernie Sanders in
2015, and then Biden in 2020. Burns’
book embodies that duality.
There also seems to be something
bigger and more important in all this,
too. The contradiction in this book
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seems to register a kind of discontent or
development inside organized labor,
among the rank-and-file, in recent years.
For example, at the massive 2022
Labor Notes conference, a Left Voice
member put the point directly to Sarah
Nelson herself—Burns’ boss in the
CWA-AFA, who also wrote a blurb at
the beginning of the book praising it.
The Left Voice comrade called for real
independence of our unions from the
Democrats. That call was met with
mad applause in a huge, overcrowded
hall of union activists. But Nelson’s
answer was telling. She didn’t defend
the Democrats—in fact, in her talk in
that panel, she blasted their track
record on labor, like Burns does. But
she refused to call for a break.
This seems to be a sign of something
big developing at the level of the rank
and file, causing something of a shift at
the top of the union itself—a shift that
expresses itself as this contradiction.
But that means that now, more than
ever, is the time to fight to cut all
political ties between our unions and
any capitalist party. Building real class
struggle unions demands it.

Transforming our unions
Burns’ book is also crucial for its
championing of union democracy. But
here too, we have to take Burns’ ideas
further than the book itself does.
Class Struggle Unionism points out,
again and again, how hostile unions
today tend to be towards real union
democracy. Not just the “business
unionism” model, but also “labor liberalism” too, have little need for union
democracy. That’s because of how
dangerous real bottom-up power
would be to these models.
The goal of both business unionism
and labor liberalism is mostly to avoid
the shop-floor, day-to-day battles of
the rank and file, which could quickly
get out of their control. Instead, the
goal is to channel that kind of energy
into voting and into the limiting griev50 SOC IALIS T VIEWPO I NT
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ance process, dealing with conflict in
the narrow confines of labor law, and
so on. These kinds of unions are driven, not by the workers themselves, but
by an army of bureaucrats.
Burns points out, rightly, that as a
result, building class struggle unions
has to mean transforming our unions
themselves—making them far more
democratic—in order to put the power
into the hands of rank-and-filers.
One of the key tools for better
democracy is running reform slates for
better leaders:
“Even in its weakened state, the
labor movement includes millions of
workers, and local and national
unions have resources that could be
used to take on employers. Having
control of the resources of the union
would give the platform to implement
class struggle politics for these reasons, getting new leaders is a necessary
step in moving the struggle forward.5

Labor law is designed to
keep us from winning.
And yet these kinds of challenges to
more bureaucratic union leaders must
be paired with strong and militant
rank-and-file organs of struggle. Burns
insightfully points to the limits of
reform slates themselves: “Although
union reform sounds radical, it is actually a fairly conservative approach
because it is essentially saying the
problem is just bad leaders.”6 The
problem, however, is deeper—it lies in
focusing unions on supporting
Democrats and on staying “inside the
lines” of the ruling class’s labor laws,
instead of fighting to shift the balance
of power between bosses and workers.
The center of gravity in building class
struggle unions must lie in bottom-up
struggle against the bosses.
When rank-and-file struggle
becomes the foundation, we can “catch
the union bureaucrats in the middle”

(page 115.) In other words, it’s organizing at the level of rank-and-file
battles with bosses that taps the energy
and anger of workers being exploited
on a day-to-day basis, and can push
union leaders into helping mobilize on
a wide and militant scale, and into preparing to strike, to break labor law that
would rob us of our power, and so on.
In this call for unions based on real
union democracy and bottom-up
struggle, Burns’ book is an extremely
important intervention today. We’ve
seen in recent months an upsurge in
new unionizing efforts at Amazon,
Starbucks, and beyond. In this new
upsurge of unionizing, the reminder of
the need for robust worker control of
our unions, to resist the bureaucratizing tendencies at the top of our
unions—can’t be underestimated.
At the same time, though, Burns’
book doesn’t wrestle with this question
of union democracy fully enough.
In particular, the book doesn’t grapple with major changes in the union
bureaucracy in the last forty years and
how they undermine union democracy.
At one point in the book, Burns says:
“With union density at six percent in the
private sector, we don’t have a powerful
labor leadership to critique.”7 But this
misses a crucial point: in recent years
union bureaucracies have fundamentally changed how they undermine and
destroy bottom-up power in unions.
Since about 1980—as unions have
become weaker and weaker under the
blows of neoliberal assault—union
bureaucracies have become far more
massive. They even accelerated their
growth dramatically. And they have
centralized and concentrated their
power at the top, and against rankand-filers, to a degree we’ve probably
never seen before in history. In part,
union leaders have done this by using
the “human resource management”
techniques that corporations use.
This is a big part of why we haven’t
just seen a collapse in union member-

ship and strikes since 1980 (collapses
that Burns points out.) We also see a
collapse in the number and size of
rank-and-file wildcat actions. In other
words, the bureaucracy has become
much better at coopting the “militant
minority,” making sure rank-and-filers
stay inside the tight legal limits set up
by the Democrats and Republicans, like
the ones that outlaw some public sector
strikes; that forbid solidarity strikes,
and strikes during the life of a contract;
that forbid stopping scabs; and so on.

the boundaries of labor law that robs
us of our power to strike. Labor unions
are also a key tool that links the labor
movement to the Democratic Party (as
McAlevey makes clear.) They’re the
ones driving “get out the vote” campaigns, lobbying Democrats, and on
and on, endlessly. They’re the main
link between unions and the
Democratic Party; they’re the political
police inside unions trying to force us
to toe that political line.

Not only have there been fewer
strikes, but the new bureaucracy that
emerged in the 1980s has also honed
the art of the highly “professionalized”
strike. Strikes, as Kim Moody points
out, became more staid and stately
affairs after the roiling struggles of the
1940s. But they’ve become even more
formulaic and “safe” through the new
bureaucracy. This is especially clear in
the ideas of the professional organizer
Jane McAlevey.

All of these laws aim to
gut the power of unions
to fight and win. That’s
why winning means
breaking these laws.

McAlevey is the spokesperson of a
new layer of professional unionists that
has been growing since about 1980. It’s
a layer that recognizes that unions really do need to strike occasionally. So,
they offer a model of how to do that
while staying inside the boundaries of
capitalist law: never during a contract;
no solidarity strikes; no militant stopping of scabs from crossing picket lines;
etc. Her influential books make it clear,
too, that this is a model that bends over
backwards in order to not disrupt the
Democratic Party, even when fighting
Democrats (Her books No Shortcuts
and A Collective Bargain, for example,
are really clear: she sees unions as means
to support the Democratic Party and
secure it a congressional majority.) By
staying inside labor law, these “professionalized” strikes offer the minimum
of disruption to a Democratic mayor,
governor, or president.
But that new bureaucracy isn’t just
better at stopping or channeling strike
energy, and keeping rank-and-filers in

In light of these changes, it’s not
enough to call for more union democracy. We need a more radical approach:
not just the fight for democracy, but the
fight for radical union democracy. That
would mean, for example, not only
radically limiting the amount bureaucrats are paid, and how long they serve.
It would also mean fighting to make the
main decision-making body of the
union regular mass worker assemblies—truly putting the power of the
union in rank-and-filers’ hands. This in
turn means not just fighting the bureaucracy of our unions. Building class
struggle unions will likely have to mean
fighting to dismantle the bureaucracy
that limits us, replacing it as far as we
possibly can with the mass democratic
decisions by the workers themselves.
Our union strategy to build class
struggle unions, then, has to have a
plan for how to deal with these changes
in the bureaucracy. For this, it will be
important to take an international perspective. It’s definitely true that we
have to learn from the radical unions
of the 1930s, during the heyday of the
CIO (which, for Burns, is a constant
source of inspiration.) But more

recently, too, Argentina has seen powerful experiments in building class
struggle unions we can learn from.
In the 1990s, rank-and-filers at the
Zanon ceramics factory in Argentina
began a battle with their union bureaucracy, a battle led by Trotskyist militants like Raul Godoy. In that battle,
the workers began dismantling the
union bureaucracy itself—installing
the workers’ assembly as the highest
decision-making body of the union
rather than union officials, making
sure all elected leaders were recallable
at any time and setting term limits for
them, and so on. One key part of the
union statutes that emerged out of this
battle was the political independence
of the union from all parties of capitalism. As Godoy points out, the workers’
assembly played a key role in the
upheavals in Argentina in the years
that followed. In 2001, amid a social
and economic crisis, the Zanon workers occupied the factory, placing it
under worker control, and dubbed it
“Fabrica sin Patrones” (Factory without Bosses.) In FaSinPat we see the
possibility of a class struggle unionism
we badly need in the United States.

What is to be done?
Burns is exactly right: we need class
struggle unionism. And his book is an
inspiring call for fiercer, stronger
unions ready to fight the ruling rich.
Still, we’ll need to take Burns’ ideas
further than Burns does. For class struggle unions, we’ll have to fight to sever
our unions’ ties to the Democratic Party
and to any party of the capitalists, and to
outmaneuver and dismantle the union
bureaucracy that serves the Democrats—
all for a real, internationalist class struggle. It’s all the more crucial to have a
strategy to build that pole of power, as
the Democratic Party tries to woo the
new union movement like the independent Amazon Labor Union (ALU.)
But it’s also not enough to reject the
Democrats. We badly need a rallying
cry, a different vision of the world, to
Vol. 22, No. 5
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build up different kinds of unions—
not just a negative message (against the
Democrats and bureaucrats) but a positive one of a different, liberating, revolutionary politics.
This is one major reason we need
our own political party for the working
class and oppressed. It would be a place
to help coordinate our own organizing
skills, share them, and help build up
groups or cores of class struggle union
organizers in our unions. And it would
be a center of gravity, a pole of attraction away from the parties of the ruling
rich, like the Democratic Party.
Burns’ book is inspiring and powerful. The task now is to take his ideas
further than he does—and fight for a

militant, radically democratic labor
movement that severs all ties to any
capitalist party, that fights the ruling
class itself in the name of the working
class and oppressed.
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—Left Voice, July 17, 2022
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The center of gravity in
building class struggle

1 Burns, Joe. Class Struggle Unionism. Chicago,
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2 Jane F. McAlevey is an American union organizer, author, and political commentator. Since
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unions must lie in
bottom-up struggle
against the bosses.

INCARCERATION NATION

U.N. Human Rights Legal Experts Call for Immediate Release of Leonard Peltier
By Jennifer Bendery
The prolonged imprisonment of
Native American rights activist Leonard
Peltier is “arbitrary,” and the U.S. government should release him immediately, concludes a damning legal opinion released by the United Nations
Human Rights Council’s Working
Group on Arbitrary Detention.
“Taking into account all the circumstances of the case, including the risk to
Mr. Peltier’s health, the appropriate
remedy would be to release Mr. Peltier
immediately and accord him an enforceable right to compensation and other
reparations, in accordance with international law,” says the group of legal
experts behind the 17-page opinion.
The U.N. Human Rights Council
Working Group didn’t even go into the
glaring problems with Peltier’s conviction; it notes that it “refrains from
examining matters that are for the
national authorities to determine,” like
whether there was sufficient evidence
to put Peltier in prison or whether his
conduct has been exemplary in prison.
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Instead, the working group focused on
whether Peltier’s parole process has
met international standards. It has not.
Peltier has been deprived of his liberty “in contravention of articles 2, 7 and 9
of the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights and articles 2 (1), 9 and 26 of the
International Covenant on Civil and
Political Rights,” says the legal opinion.
The working group is saying that
between Peltier’s poor health and
advanced age, his frequent placement
in solitary confinement, and the difference between his time in prison compared to non-Native Americans convicted of similar offenses, there is clear
evidence that his continued detention
is unjust. The opinion also cites discriminatory comments made by his
parole examiners in concluding, “Mr.
Peltier continues to be detained
because he is Native American.”
The U.S. government has six months
to provide information to the working
group demonstrating the actions it has

taken in response to the injustices outlined in the opinion.
“We are pleased that the Working
Group was willing to review Leonard’s
case a second time after these past 17
years of unjust parole proceedings and
arbitrary imprisonment,” said Kevin
Sharp, Peltier’s pro bono attorney and a
former U.S. District Court judge
appointed by President Barack Obama.
“The Working Group did not parse
their words. They issued an immediate
call to action, and the U.S. government
must take Leonard’s clemency case
seriously and release him back to the
care of his tribe.”
The reason that Peltier is in prison
at all is because the FBI and U.S. attorney’s office needed a fall guy after it
failed to figure out who killed two FBI
agents in a 1975 shootout on Pine
Ridge Reservation in South Dakota.
Peltier’s co-defendants were acquitted based on self-defense. He was the
last one available, so the U.S. govern-

ment arrested him and put him through
a trial that would not hold up in a U.S.
court today. Prosecutors hid key evidence. The FBI threatened and coerced
witnesses into lying. A juror admitted
she was biased against Native Americans
on the second day of the trial, but she
was allowed to stay on anyway.
Based entirely on testimony from
people who had been intimidated by
the FBI, and operating within a 1970sera criminal justice system tilted
against Indigenous rights activists like
Peltier, the U.S. attorney’s office successfully charged him with murder.

years at home with his family in South
Dakota. In the past year, at least four
U.S. senators—Patrick Leahy (D-Vt.),
Brian Schatz (D-Hawaii), Mazie
Hirono (D-Hawaii), and Bernie
Sanders (I-Vt.)—have separately urged
Biden to release him, too.
Late last week, Catholic News Service
unexpectedly put a spotlight on
renewed calls for clemency for Peltier—
just ahead of Pope Francis’ historic
visit to Canada this week to apologize
to Indigenous peoples for past abuses
carried out by the church.

The White House has been mum on
whether Biden thinks it’s time for
Peltier to go home.
On July 25, 2022, a White House
spokesperson did not respond to a
request for comment on what the president thinks of Peltier’s continued
imprisonment and if he is considering
granting him clemency.
—Huffpost, July 25, 2022
https://www.huffpost.com/entry/leonard-peltier-un-human-rights-councilbiden_n_62dafaa6e4b0a6852c37cd93

The FBI remains the biggest obstacle to Peltier going home, even as its
argument for keeping him in prison is
full of holes and misinformation. By all
appearances, the bureau simply wants
him to die in prison.
But Peltier is still alive and in a
Florida penitentiary. He is perhaps
America’s longest-serving political
prisoner, a holdover from a different
era of justice orchestrated by J. Edgar
Hoover. He survived a rough bout
with COVID-19 last year, and today
he’s managing several serious health
problems, including diabetes and an
abdominal aortic aneurysm. He has
maintained his innocence all these
years, even when it likely prevented
him from being paroled.
Peltier’s story still moves hundredsof-thousands of people to sign petitions
in support of his release. An astounding
mix of human rights leaders have urged
his release over the years, including
Pope Francis, the Dalai Lama, Mother
Teresa, Nelson Mandela, and Coretta
Scott King. Prominent artists, including Willie Nelson, Bonnie Raitt, Jackson
Browne, and Rage Against the Machine,
have held concerts in his name. Elected
tribal leaders and the National Congress
of American Indians have passed resolutions urging clemency.
His supporters have been urging
President Joe Biden to grant clemency
to Peltier and let him spend his final

Self-portrait by Leonard Peltier.
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Fighting for Reproductive Justice and Self-Determination in Post-Roe America
By Jen James and Tamanika Ferguson
The recent U.S. Supreme Court
decision overturning Roe v. Wade has
been shocking to people across the U.S.
who have witnessed the reversal of a
fundamental constitutional protection.
This decision comes at a time when
California (CA) is grappling with its
own recent history of forced sterilizations, an example of reproductive
oppression inflicted by the state prisons
system. In 2021, after decades of activism led by currently and formerly
incarcerated women, survivors won the
right to apply for reparations from the
state for this harm and the first survivors have been granted approval for
compensation this summer. The Dobbs
v. Jackson Women’s Health Organization
decision raises several questions: First,
what will this decision mean for people
incarcerated in women’s prisons? Even
in CA, a state with the right to abortion
written into the state constitution,
many reproductive health decisions for
incarcerated people are available based
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only on the gatekeeping of prison
healthcare staff who impose their own
beliefs on incarcerated people regardless of what the law says.
Second, how will the expanded criminalization of women’s bodies and healthcare lead to increased imprisonment and
lack of bodily control for women, trans
and non-binary people? Across the
country, pregnant and birthing people
continue to be shackled during pregnancy, labor, and delivery. Chelsea
Becker, a woman from King’s County
California, spent 16 months in jail after
enduring the trauma of a stillbirth. There
is growing fear that this will become the
norm; her case is a clear example of the
limits of reproductive rights in CA.
Policing and regulating women’s
bodies is a form of control and punishment used to strip women of their
agency and self-determination and to
silence their voices. For many people,
the overturning of Roe v. Wade is one
of the first times they have been confronted with
this possibility; yet, for
people incarcerated
in
women’s prisons, who are
predominantly Black and
other women
of color, it is
an everyday
r e a l i t y .
Reproductive
oppression
has been a
constant in
the lives of
many BIPOC
( B l a c k ,
Indigenous,
and people of

color) dating back to slavery when
reproduction was controlled for the
economic gain of white slave owners.
Once incarcerated, people are
denied the same rights as those on the
outside. Sexual and medical violence in
prison is not about isolated cases, but
rather is systematic oppression where
prison staff has unfettered power over
imprisoned people. Both physical abuse
from correctional staff and forced or
coercive medical care, including the
sterilizations that were performed on
hundreds—or even thousands—of
people incarcerated in CCWF (Central
California Women’s Facility), CIW
(California Institution for Women),
and VSPW (Valley State Prison for
Women) without proper informed
consent, are crimes that usually remain
hidden from the public eye.
Reporting or speaking out about
sexual and medical violence are often
met with retaliation. Yet incarcerated
survivors continue to lead efforts to
expose the forced sterilizations occurring inside CA prisons. They continue
to sound the alarm about violence and
abuse faced inside on a daily basis.
The overturning of Roe v. Wade
means that thousands of people may
face criminal charges for seeking an
abortion, having a miscarriage or stillbirth, or assisting a patient or loved one
in seeking necessary healthcare. CCWP
(California Coalition for Women
Prisoners)1 is committed to engaging in
participatory defense, policy work, and
political education and action to support the rights of all people to bodily
autonomy and self-determination.
Prison abolition must include the fight
for reproductive justice for all.

1 https://womenprisoners.org

October 10: World Day Against the Death Penalty
By Kevin Cooper
On December 17, 2003, I was given
an execution date of February 10, 2004,
here in the state of California, in the
prison of San Quentin.
For the next 54 days I was mentally,
emotionally, and psychologically tortured by the prison staff, prison psychiatrist, and especially the different
execution squads, as they all take part
in their sick-ass rituals of death that
they are trained to put all condemned
inmates through, who have received
execution dates, asking stupid questions over and over again, such as do
you feel alright? Would you like a last
meal?—with the emphasis on the
word, last. Would you like a
“Tombstone Pizza” as your last meal?
Why is your blood pressure so high?
They would take me out of the cage
I was in around 2:00 in the morning to
take a photo of me, they would search
my arms for what they called suitable
veins, where they could place their
razor-sharp needles during the execution. They did this almost every other
day—all of these things—and whenever they could find a suitable vein, they
would go get a belt or rope or anything
else they could find and tie it around
my arm to make my veins comes to the
surface. Then they would talk about my
veins like I wasn’t even there.
They would say, “we can use this
vein, and if we can’t get this one when
he is on the gurney, we can use that
one.” As I stated, things like this were
done over and over and over again
during those 54 days. This is all part of
their ritual of death so that they can
break down your spirit and make you
want to die to get this madness over
with. Those inhumane human beings
were doing what they were taught to
do as they participated in this State’s
and this country’s manmade, torturous, murder of poor and minority

peoples, both of which I am.
On February 9, 2004, while standing
in a cage ten feet away from the death
chamber, in the death chamber waiting
room, I came within three hours and
42 minutes of being strapped down to
the death gurney and having those
razor-sharp needles stuck in my arms.
Once in a person’s arm, then their
veins, the poisonous and torturous
lethal injection process begins and
doesn’t end until the condemned man
or woman, and in this case me, was
tortured to death.
According to United States Supreme
Court Judge Sotomayor, lethal injection
is like being burned alive from the inside.
While waiting for this unbelievable,
and inhumane American act of violence
to happen to me, I was told at 8:17 P.M.
that the United States Supreme court
was not going to lift the stay of execution that the 9th Circuit Court of
Appeals in California had granted me
earlier that day. This meant that I was
not going to be tortured physically as
those volunteer prison guard executioners were doing to all death row

inmates who found themselves in the
same situation that I was in.
Those guards who volunteer to
become executioners are trained how
to torture an inmate who they are
going to murder. They are taught
exactly how much of each drug to use
to have a “humane execution,” which
is an oxymoron because there is no
humane way to murder another human
being, and that is what a state-sanctioned execution is—murder.
If they are taught how much of the
drugs to give so as not to torture someone, then they are also taught that if
you give less than that amount of each
drug, you will torture and cause lots of
pain to that person who can’t scream
out in pain because they are paralyzed
by the one drug that you make sure
you give them enough of, or more than
enough of.
The death penalty is not about death
per se, it’s about a torturous death—a
torturous end of the life process
because the torture starts when the
person gets a execution date. That’s
when the mind games start, and the

(Shutterstock)
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rest follows all the way to the physical
torture at the end of the process.

“First Do No Good”

I watched my life tick off that large
clock that was on the wall across from
me in that death chamber waiting
room, which is another form of torture
in and of itself, counting down the seconds, minutes, and hours for your own
murder at the hands of the state.

The Hippocratic Oath versus the hypocritical oath

As I watched and counted down the
hours which would end my life at one
minute after midnight on February 10,
2004, I not only saw my life pass before
my eyes, as well as my torturous
death—I came to truly understand
man’s inhumanity to his fellow man.
Because this prison and its volunteer prison guard executioners have
been proven to have tortured darn
near all death row inmates who they
executed, both before me, and after
me. This prison has not been allowed
to carry out this historic and horrific
crime against humanity since 2006.
It’s time or it’s way past the time to
once and for all rid ourselves of Capital
Punishment. To end the death penalty
not just in California, but in every state
in this country, and across the world.
As a survivor of this manmade madness, and as a descendant of African
Americans who have been legally murdered by the powers that be for any
reason, and no reason at all, I must
stand up and speak out and say:
“Abolish the Death Penalty!’’
Kevin Cooper is an innocent man on
San Quentin’s Death Row in California.
He continues to struggle for exoneration
and to abolish the death penalty in the
whole U.S. Learn more about his case at:
www.kevincooper.org
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By Kevin “Rashid” Johnson
The Hippocratic Oath, often reduced
to the four words “First do no harm,” is
one of the oldest professional pledges in
Western society. Still preserved and
taken by medical professionals in various forms today, it is a commitment to
provide patients with healing care, to
protect their privacy, and so on.
In the profit-driven medical industries of capitalist society the pledge
amounts to little more than rhetoric,
but even worse is the context of U.S.
prisons (the world’s largest prison system) where its purpose is turned on its
head to one of “First do no good.”
The grossness of medical neglect
and abuse in Amerikan prisons would
likely shock many in society, and is
such a common condition that almost
any case of prisoners’ medical treatment can be given as proof of this
inhumane reality. In fact, I need look
no further for a random example than
the prisoner housed in the cell right
next to me here at Virginia’s Nottoway
Correctional (sic!) Center.

Untreated broken bones and lost
vision—the product of prison
medical care
My neighbor is Jaxon Chavez Reyes,
#1527438. Jaxon has had not one but
two recent serious injuries needing
medical care, which was essentially not
given. As a result, he has suffered a
now permanently broken jaw and partial blindness in his left eye.
His first injury, a broken jaw, happened on June 27, 2022, while he was
playing soccer. Jaxon immediately submitted emergency complaints of needing medical care and was seen by the
prison dentist who examined him and
declared she could not treat him. He
was sent to an outside hospital for
x-rays that confirmed his jaw was bro-

ken, but he was returned to the prison
without treatment.
It took him and other prisoners
complaining that he needed care for
his jaw for him to be sent out and
admitted to another hospital on July
12, 2022, where he was belatedly scheduled to receive surgery to repair his jaw
on July 15, 2022. However, on July
14th, the day before his scheduled surgery, prison officials removed him
from the hospital and returned him to
prison without treatment.
When he and other prisoners continued protesting his denial and need
of care, he was taken back to the hospital two weeks later on August 1, 2022,
where doctors told him it was by then
too late to treat his broken jaw, since
the delays and interruptions in care by
the prison and it’s medical staff caused
his jaw to progress too far in healing in
its broken state, so that now he has
been left with an untreated, permanently deformed, and painful jaw.
Jaxon’s second untreated injury is
even more egregious, and stems from
the disregard and inhumane treatments
prisoners suffer as slave laborers. Jaxon
works in the prison’s kitchen for only a
nominal payment of a few cents per
hour. Although he is forced to work
with hazardous chemicals and under
other dangerous conditions, he and the
other prisoner workers receive no protective equipment or gear, and receive
no safety or health instructions or precautions, as is given workers in society.
On July 5, 2022, a concentrated
chemical degreaser called Native Green
was sprayed into his left eye, causing
severe irritation, burning, and redness.
The warning label on this chemical
warns that skin and eye protection
should be worn by anyone working
with the agent, and a poison control

center and emergency care should be
immediately consulted should skin or
eye contact occur. Also, immediate
flushing of the affected areas.
When the chemical got into his eye
Jaxon immediately sought emergency
medical help, but was told by the prison medical staff it was not an emergency, and he was left to merely rinse
his own eye with water. Nothing was
done to treat his eye or even determine
what the chemical was that got in it.
It wasn’t until his eye became blood
red, he lost vision in it, and several
other prisoners went with him to the
medical department to demand care
for him that he was sent out to a hospital several days later; where doctors
immediately questioned why the prison’s medical staff waited so long to get
him to a hospital.

patients. In prison jobs they are free to
commit the grossest malpractice
because the people of color and poor
people who are the disproportionate
targets of U.S. mass imprisonment are
demonized in the public eye, as we
have been throughout Amerikan history, so that the public remains indifferent and blinded to our exploitation
and brutality at the hands of this profit-driven system. This is the basis of the
hypocritical standard of harm we suffer at the hands of the prison medical
industry. An industry that, like the

public medical industry, must be dismantled and replaced with one that is
people—and not profit—centered.
Dare to Struggle Dare to Win!
All Power to the People!
Write to Kevin “Rashid” Johnson:
Kevin Johnson #1007485
Nottoway Correctional Center
2892 Schutt Road
Burkeville, VA 23922
Visit Rashid’s website at:
www.rashidmod.com

At the hospital he had to wait several
hours for the prison to find out and
inform the doctors what the chemical
was that contaminated his eye. Then
came efforts to treat his eye, which, yet
again, was too little too late. As a result,
Jaxon is now partially blind in his left eye.

This is not medical care it’s medical “professionals” that don’t care
Jaxon’s experiences came at the hands
of the same prison medical department
and staff that has left me with untreated
cancer for nearly a year, and untested for
over six months after they knew that
cancer specific blood tests showed that I
likely had cancer. They have been deliberately allowing needless delays in testing and care that will assure the spread
and growth of my cancer so that it will
almost certainly prove fatal.
We are subjected to extreme suffering and permanent injury, and even
murder by medical neglect, at the
hands of an indifferent and negligent
medical bureaucracy that simply
doesn’t care. Many of these prison
medical officials are people who cannot find work in society because of lack
of professional ethics or concern for

The Greek physician Hippocrates (460–370 BC), to whom the oath is traditionally attributed. (Wikipedia)
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Half the Nation, Half Citizens
By Mumia Abu-Jamal
The recent Roe v. Wade decision by
the U.S. Supreme Court to reverse a
half-century of legal precedent has sent
shockwaves through millions of
American women.

Before June 24, 2022, when Roe v.
Wade was overturned, they lived with an
illusion that they were full U.S. citizens
protected in their personal and professional lives, under the protections guaranteed by the constitution until, that is,
the Supreme Court decided otherwise.

back to the states where rights are
cribbed, narrowed, shoved to the corners of the dark. Legal theory thus
reaches back to the 19th century when
slavery was as legal as dueling and U.S.
soldiers killed Indians for sport and to
steal more of their lands.

In one fell swoop, the court cut
down that freedom to some 40 million
women of child-bearing age. That freedom, of deciding when to give birth to
another human being, was snatched
away like Charlie Brown’s football.
What is citizenship without freedom?
Indeed, how can one be a half-citizen
without freedom?

Even if a woman is no longer of
child-bearing age, isn’t she still a citizen
entitled to certain constitutional protections? When does that end? It ends
when five or more judges say it does.

Citizenship is but a mirage. Now,
because of some coo-coo conservative
theory, the rights of millions are tossed

Write to Mumia at:
Smart Communications/PADOC
Mumia Abu-Jamal #AM-8335
SCI Mahanoy
P.O. Box 33028
St. Petersburg, FL 33733

(Wikipedia)

Albert Woodfox, Angola Three Warrior Passes
By Mumia Abu-Jamal
Who has not heard of the Angola
Three, three young Black prisoners
who were falsely accused of killing a
prison guard in 1972, in the infamous
Louisiana maximum-security prison
sited as a former slave plantation, and
named for the place where the African
captives came from: Angola? On
Thursday, August 4, 2022, attorneys
for Albert Woodfox announced his
passing at the age of 75.
For over 43 years, Woodfox and
several other Black men were held in
brutal solitary confinement, one of the
longest-held solitary prisoners on
Earth. Forty-three years, seven days a
week, 23 hours a day. The United
Nations Special Rapporteur on Torture
has stated that any time above 13 days
constitutes torture and a violation of
international law—13 days, 43 years.
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How did Woodfox survive? He cites
the teachings of the Black Panther Party;
books by Frantz Fanon, Malcolm X, and
Marcus Garvey; and lastly, the daily work
they did for decades of calling down the
tier to quiz guys on Black history, on
math, and spelling bees. In an interview in
The Guardian, Woodfox said, “Our cells
were meant to be death chambers, but we
turned them into schools, into debate
halls.” By keeping their minds alive, they
kept the beast of madness at bay.
After a bitter court fight, Woodfox was
freed in 2016, and he returned to the remnants of his family. His daughter, Brenda,
and her children and grandchildren,
greeted his return. He wrote a book entitled Solitary and spoke at colleges around
the world about his time in Angola.
In his last six years of freedom, he
thought more and more of his mother,

Ruby Mable Hamlin, who died while he
was in Angola. He called her his true
hero. She was, he said, “functionally
illiterate.” But he added, “I never saw a
look of defeat in her face no matter how
hard things got. I grew into my mother’s
wisdom. I carry it within me.” Albert
Woodfox returns to his ancestors.
Note: Mumia through his attorneys have filed another appeal based
upon evidence related to prosecutorial misconduct which has been further revealed over the last four years.
The hearing will take place on October 19, 2022, in Philadelphia. Supporters of Mumia and other political
prisoners will attend the hearing in
this latest attempt to win the longawaited freedom for this activist who
is now 68 years old. https://borkena.
com/2022/08/17/mumia-abu-jamalremains-the-voice-of-the-voiceless/

Assange Fights Extradition to United States with Two Appeals
By Kevin Gosztola
Attorneys for WikiLeaks founder
Julian Assange separately appealed
decisions by Home Office Secretary
Priti Patel and a United Kingdom district court, which authorized his extradition to the United States.
Assange faces 18 charges, 17 of which
are charges under the U.S. Espionage
Act. All of the allegations against him
stem from the publication of documents
that WikiLeaks obtained from U.S. Army
whistleblower Chelsea Manning in 2010.
He has been jailed at Her Majesty’s
Prison Belmarsh since April 11, 2019,
when the Ecuador government revoked
his political asylum and allowed the
British police to enter their London
embassy and drag him to a police van.
On June 23, grounds for appeal
were submitted against Patel’s Home
Office. They claimed Patel erred by
failing to recognize that the U.S.-UK
Extradition Treaty prohibited extradition for a political offense.
Edward Fitzgerald QC (Queen’s
Counsel) emphasized to the district
judge that due process protections, like
the Magna Carta of 1215, were
enshrined in UK law for centuries. He
noted the U.S. Constitution contained
protections against arbitrary detention
as well. Yet as the “Don’t Extradite
Assange Campaign” observed, during
proceedings, District Judge Vanessa
Baraitser acted like she could discard
the Magna Carta in favor of a lesser
law, which the UK Parliament passed.
Attorneys also maintained Patel erred
when she accepted that “specialty
arrangements” with the U.S. government
would protect Assange from the death
penalty, criminal contempt proceedings,
and further prosecution for “conduct
outside of the extradition request.”
The legal team filed long-awaited
grounds of appeal against District

Judge Baraitser’s decision on June 30.
They claimed the district judge erred
when she determined it would not be
“unjust and oppressive” to extradite
him given the passage of time.
On human rights grounds, the
attorneys maintained the district judge
was wrong to determine extradition
would not deny his right to fair trial,
his right to be free from inhuman and
degrading treatment, his right to freedom of expression, and his right to be
free from a novel and unforeseeable
extension of the law.
Further grounds of appeal included a
claim that Baraitser failed to recognize
that the U.S. government “misrepresented” facts in the case and the case was
“pursued for ulterior political motives.”
His attorneys objected to Baraitser
accepting a second superseding indictment that was sprung on Assange just
weeks before the extradition hearing in
September 2020. They contend she
should have “excised” all allegations
from this indictment to uphold “procedural fairness.”
Patel approved Assange’s extradition on June 17, and the Westminster
Magistrates’ Court ordered his extradition on April 20 after the UK Supreme
Court refused to hear a prior appeal.

reasons and blocked extradition, however, the UK High Court of Justice
overturned the decision after the U.S.
government appealed.
The rest of the district judge’s decision was troubling to Assange’s attorneys, as well as press freedom and human
rights groups opposed to the prosecution. It was not appropriate for the attorneys to file an appeal until after the U.S.
government’s appeal was settled.
The challenge to the district judge’s
refusal to recognize Assange’s right to
freedom of expression is a relief to press
freedom organizations. Human rights
organizations like Amnesty International
will appreciate the appeal related to the
risk of cruel and inhuman treatment.
Assange’s legal team requested an
extension for drafting their appeals,
and the U.S. government did not
object. The extension was granted by
the UK High Court.
Only limited details related to the
appeals are available. More extensive
filings will be shared after August 28,
when what is known as the “perfected
grounds of appeal” are submitted.
—The Dissenter, July 15, 2022
https://thedissenter.org/assangeappeals-extradition-to-united-states/

But Assange’s
legal team did not
appeal that decision.
They
appealed an earlier decision issued
by Baraitser on
January 4, 2021.
Baraitser’s
decision initially
determined that
extradition would
be “oppressive”
for mental health

Photo: Antonio Marin Segovia
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ARSENAL OF MARXISM

Freedom and Slavery: The Birth of Capital
By Josh Holroyd
Of all the catchwords used by capital’s
paid and unpaid defenders, “freedom” is
surely the most used and the least understood. “Capitalism is freedom” according
to Turning Point UK. Milton Freedman’s
Capitalism and Freedom remains a holy
text for those faithful to the church of
Free Enterprise. In fact, it is impossible
even to begin a discussion on the nature
of capitalism without hearing, “individual freedom,” “free choice,” “free trade” or
“free markets”
The more individuals are left to
trade and enrich themselves, the more
capitalism thrives and consequently,
the more free and prosperous everyone
in society becomes—this argument is
simple, familiar, and completely false.
In reality, capitalist freedom has always

LETTER
TO THE EDITORS
Dear Socialist Viewpoint,
Reactionary border enforcement, managed by both Democrats
and Republicans, have forced
Hispanic people to risk their lives.
On June 27, 2022, 51 people were
found roasted to death in a semitrailer. If the borders were open,
people wouldn’t hire traffickers to
get them to the United States.
Homeland Security sent their condolences to the victim’s families.
The United States spent the entire
1980s destroying Latin American
revolutionary struggles rendering
these lands uninhabitable, run by
gangs straight out of “Mad Max”
movies. Blood is on the hands,
again, of the U.S. ruling class and
their agents in the Democratic and
Republican Parties.
In Solidarity, Brian
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had a deeply contradictory nature from
the very beginning.
What the birth of capital required
was that the owners of money, land and
industry should be confronted by a
mass of “free” workers, liberated from
any property of their own and completely reliant on the market. This is the
real foundation of the capitalist system,
and its history is “written in the annals
of mankind in letters of blood and fire,”
in the words of Karl Marx.

At all points our future
captains of industry and
commerce depended on
the most brutal state
repression to protect
their class interests.
The decline of feudalism
It was amongst the crumbling ruins
of feudal Europe that the foundations
for a new social order were laid. But
the first blows against the old order
were struck neither by the merchants
nor the money lenders, but by the
poorest and most oppressed layer in
feudal Europe: the serfs.
Medieval Europe was built on the
unpaid labor of this class of semislaves, who were granted a small patch
of land in return for which they were
forced to work for free on the estates of
the church and feudal nobility for several days a week. Added to this was
“boon work” or corvee, which required
the serfs to perform specific tasks for
the benefit of their lords. In England at
the time of the Domesday Book (1086,)
it is estimated that as much as 70 per-

cent of the population were classed as
serfs. It is in the struggle of this
oppressed class of peasants to free
themselves from bondage that the prehistory of capitalism can be traced.
There is an old German saying,
“Stadtluft macht frei,” which means “town
air makes you free.” Its source is a customary law from the Middle Ages under
which any escaped serfs who remained in
a town for a year and a day would no
longer be subject to the claims of their
former lords and hence would become
free. But this custom did not simply
descend from heaven or come about by a
gentlemen’s agreement between the rulers and their slaves. It was the product of
years of bitter class struggle.
A serf was considered a part of the
lord’s property, as if he and his family
had grown out of the soil itself. He was
consequently completely under the
jurisdiction of his lord, meaning he
had little opportunity to seek justice
from anyone else. The king was himself
just another landlord and the church
was the biggest landlord of all.
The easiest and most effective
defense against the lords’ exploitation
was flight, and throughout the
Medieval period a constant struggle
thundered between serfs striving to
escape the snatching grasp of the lords
and their man hunters who roved the
country in search of their lost property.
One result of this clash was many of
the free towns of Europe. These ramshackle settlements, from such humble
beginnings, would in some cases
become powerful independent cities.
Born out of feudalism and yet in opposition to it, the town dwellers, known
in France as “bourgeois,” organized
themselves into city councils and

guilds, which served as local organs of
power through which these collections
of individuals, thrown together by
common struggle, would be transformed into a class.
The growth of these towns and the
rapid rise in population up to the Black
Death contributed to a powerful upturn
in trade, which began gradually to undermine the foundations of feudalism.
Engels remarks that “long before the
ramparts of the baronial castles were
breached by the new artillery, they had
already been undermined by money” in
his article, “The Decline of Feudalism
and the Rise of the Bourgeoisie.” As
early as the Crusades, some lords were
beginning to demand money rents
from their subjects in place of labor
services, so that they could access the
various luxuries and exotic products
this trade brought into view.

The result was the Peasants’ Revolt in
1381 which, allied with the poorest layer
of the London masses, took the form of
a national uprising. Despite its brutal
suppression this revolutionary movement succeed on two fronts: there was
no further levying of the Poll Tax (until
Thatcher’s ill-fated attempt to resurrect
it,) and serfdom in England was dead. In
its place was an exhausted nobility,
increasingly dependent on money rent,
independent smallholding peasants and
a growing bourgeoisie in the towns.
Engels remarks that in history the
actions of the men and women who
make history “ultimately have conse-

quences quite other than those intended.” The struggle of the peasants and
town dwellers had set the stage for a
dramatic new act in world history, but
no sooner had their freedom been
won, so began a new wave of enslavement out of the fruits of their victory.

The world market
The decline of feudalism gave a powerful spur to the production and
exchange of commodities. The developing division of labor between the craft
industry in the towns and rural agriculture created an expanding demand for
goods of all kinds. And this demand was
fed by an increasingly complex and

But the more the lords exacted
money rents from their tenants, the
more both parties became dependent on
the towns. Previously, the feudal manor
had been a self-sufficient unit, combining both handicrafts and agriculture.
The growth of the towns brought with it
more specialized products such as tools
and cloth for the masses as well as silks
for the nobility. From this growing division of labor sprang a new relationship
between the rural peasants and the
bourgeois in the towns—a relationship
mediated through commodities.
The 14th century represents a point
of no return in the struggle against
serfdom, which was already in decline
in most of Europe. Rather than
strengthening the lords against the
peasantry, the crisis caused by the
Black Death—which reduced the population of Europe by at least a third—
actually gave the peasants themselves a
great deal of bargaining power. The
response of the lords was to try to
impose a legal maximum on the wages
of laborers and to crush the peasantry
with taxation, of which the Poll Tax
was the most infamous example.
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powerful web of commercial routes
across Europe and the Mediterranean.

whom remarked of Cortes’ conquistadors in Mexico:

First in Egypt then taken up by the
Italian city-states, sophisticated legal
instruments such as insurance contracts
and trading companies were introduced
to cover the risks associated with regular
long-distance trade. And along with the
growing power of the merchants came
the rise of “that common whore of mankind:” money. The founding of merchant banks in the great trading cities of
Italy, such as Venice, originally as a
response to the needs of merchant “capital” would then act back on this development, pushing it to greater heights.

“They lifted up the gold as if they
were monkeys, with expressions of
joy, as if it put new life into them and
lit up their hearts.... They crave gold
like hungry swine.” (quoted in Galeano, Open Veins of Latin America:
Five Centuries of the Pillage of a Continent)

By the 15th century the burgeoning
commodity economy in Europe was
straining against what appeared to be a
natural limit. The production and
exchange of greater and greater masses
of commodities created a dire need for
money as a means of circulation and
payment. Further, producers of much
sought-after luxuries in Asia would
often only take payment in silver, having no need for European cloth.
The growing thirst for precious
metals to feed the developing market
could not be quenched by the relatively
scanty produce of European mines.
The result was the infamous “gold
lust” that drove European adventurers
on a quest of global pillage we now call
the “Age of Discovery.”
One particularly quaint myth associated with this period is that it came about
as a result of some uniquely European
spirit of enquiry and adventure. This
would certainly come as a surprise to the
Chinese and Arab explorers of the period. But Engels offers us the swiftest
rebuttal of this romantic nonsense:
“It was gold that the Portuguese
sought on the African coast, in India
and the whole Far East; gold was the
magic word which lured the Spaniards
over the ocean to America.” (ibid.)

This fact was not lost on the native
“savages” who encountered our
intrepid European adventurers, one of
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Everywhere the Europeans landed
they discovered new wealth to bring
home to sell at an enormous profit. Like
old Midas, whatever they touched
turned to gold, with calamitous results
for the native peoples they encountered.
Marx remarks (in Capital, vol. 3) that,
“Merchant’s capital, when it holds a
position of dominance, stands everywhere for a system of robbery, so that its
development among the trading nations
of old and modern times is always
directly connected with plundering,
piracy, kidnapping slaves, and colonial
conquest.” Nowhere can this be more
clearly seen than in the period following
the discovery of the New World.

Slavery was not
abolished because it
was immoral; it was
abolished because it was
unprofitable.
On August 3, 1492, Christopher
Columbus sailed out of the Spanish
port of Palos. His goal was to reach
Asia by sailing west over the Atlantic.
Instead, on October 12 he stumbled
upon the Bahamas and a people called,
in their own language, the LukkuCairi. In his diary, Columbus wrote:
“They go as naked as when their
mothers bore them, and so do the
women, although I did not see more
than one girl. They are very well
made, with very handsome bodies,
and very good countenances.”

Historians estimate there were one

million Tainos (of which the LukkuCairi were part) in 1492. Fifty-six years
later there were only 500.
This became a model for the colonization of the rest of the Americas. Wiped
out by unfamiliar diseases (sometimes
deliberately,) sent to an early death in
poisonous mines, almost 100 million
human beings were sacrificed at the
altar of Commerce. The price of their
lives was the 100,000 metric tons of silver exported to Europe from Latin
America between 1492 and 1800.
Then as now, defenders of this
genocide pointed to the benefits of
European freedom that were being
forcibly administered to the natives.
One such pious servant of God,
Archbishop Liñán y Cisneros explained:
“The truth is that they are hiding
out to avoid paying tribute, abusing
the liberty which they enjoy and
which they never had under the
Incas.” (quoted in Galeano, ibid.)

But these European liberators didn’t
just free the indigenous population of
their lives and treasure; each site of
human sacrifice became a fresh link in
the chain of the growing world market,
demanding an intensification of production by the most barbaric means. As
the native population of the Caribbean
dwindled, it was replaced by African
slaves and sugar plantations first trialed
by the Portuguese on Cape Verde.
Rather than developing production on
a higher level, the original achievement of
the world market was to extend and
intensify the slavery of old on an everexpanding scale. By the end of the slave
trade in 1853 between 12 and 15 million
Africans had been transported, of whom
as many as 2.4 million died on route.
This horrific slaughter was an integral part of the early development of
capitalism. This was not lost on Marx,
who emphasized (in Capital vol. 1):
“The discovery of gold and silver in
America, the extirpation, enslavement
and entombment in mines of the
indigenous population of that conti-

nent, the beginnings of the conquest
and plunder of India, and the conversion of Africa into a preserve for the
commercial hunting of blackskins, are
all things which characterise the dawn
of the era of capitalist production.”

And yet, this period confronts us in
one respect as an immense contradiction. On the one hand we see a developing world market with the everexpanding production and exchange of
commodities; but on the other, the
methods used to produce these commodities remain nothing more than the
intensification of pre-existing forms of
exploitation to an agonizing pitch.
Capitalism without commodities or
money is unimaginable, but these still
do not equate to capitalist production.
What is required is for labor-power,
the ability of human beings to work, to
itself become a commodity. This final,
decisive, stage in the birth of the capitalist system took the form of an
immense social revolution which
began in England in the 16th century.

The agrarian revolution
In 1516, the famous Tudor lawyer
and writer Thomas More observed:
“Yea and certyn Abbottes, holy
men no doubt…leave no ground for
tillers, thei enclose al into pastures:
they throw downe houses: they plucke
downe townes and leave nothing standynge but only the church to be made
a sheephowse…” (quoted in Morton,
A People’s History of England)

What he was describing was a revolution, waged by the rich against their
own people.
The end of serfdom had dealt a
heavy blow to the power of the lords,
but they still retained ownership of
great swathes of land. It was from this
position that the old masters began
their counter-offensive against the free
peasants of England.
The expansion of trade in the 14th
century had also created a growing
demand for wool, of which England was
a major exporter. In response to this

demand, landlords began forcibly evicting their feudal tenants in order to convert entire villages into sheepwalks. The
importance of this lucrative trade for the
English nobility can even be seen today
in the woolsack upon which the Lord
Speaker still sits in the House of Lords.
The result of this barefaced robbery
was on the dispossession of thousands
of peasants, many of whom had no
choice but to roam the land looking for
work or charity. The problem had
already become so widespread that in
1489 Henry VII passed the first of a
series of Acts which sought to curtail
the depopulation of the countryside.

Here lies the secret of
capital: Not private
enterprise but the sweated labor of others; not
property rights but the
absence of property for
the many.
The discovery of the Americas and
the gigantic upswing in trade that came
with it only added fuel to the fire.
Throughout the Tudor period, agricultural production was shifted towards
cash crops for the market, with a new
breed of capitalist farmers employing
landless paupers as laborers.
Even this new mode of production
proved insufficient to soak up the flood
of poverty, however. Eventually, the
class of pauperized “vagabonds” became
so large that it caused Queen Elizabeth I
to introduce a special “Poor Rate” as
early as 1601 whilst at the same time
providing for “unlicensed beggars” to
be executed “without mercy” as felons.
In the 17th and 18th centuries, the
expropriation and displacement of the
rural masses took on an official form
through the passing of a series of
Enclosure Acts in Parliament. This was

catastrophic for the rural population—
it had effectively driven the English
peasantry to extinction by the 19th
century—but it provided an enormous
army of propertyless laborers for the
growing industries in and around the
towns. It was this process of legalized
theft that gave birth to the capitalist
“property rights” so admired by modern defenders of capitalism.

The state
Another myth that surrounds the
birth of capitalism is that it was achieved
by the pioneering economic activity of
enterprising individuals, in opposition
to the dead hand of the state. This fairy
tale is regularly dusted off whenever the
modern state is forced to pass reforms
by the pressure of the workers, but
nothing could be further from the
truth. At all points our future captains
of industry and commerce depended
on the most brutal state repression to
protect their class interests.
Absolutism arose out of the contradictions of dying feudal society: a feudal
monarchy resting alternately on landowners, bourgeois and peasantry. With one
hand it placed checks on the expropriation of the peasantry but with another,
usually acting in its own interests, actually
hastened the development of capitalism.
The sale of lands expropriated from
the Church after the Reformation at cut
down prices, for example, was an enormous gift to the nascent capitalist farmers of the 16th century. Likewise, the
establishment of colonial monopolies by
all the absolutist monarchies of Western
Europe, provided essential protection for
the early development of manufacture.
However, precisely because of its
transitional and contradictory nature,
at a certain point this form of the state
comes into a stark conflict with the
interests of the bourgeoisie. Once the
bourgeois had seized economic dominance, it must be able to rule in its own
interests. And so, the last vestige of the
feudal political system became just
another fetter on the great drive for
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accumulation which was taking root.
Beginning with the Dutch War of
Independence a wave of revolutions
swept Europe as the bourgeoisie took
the road to political power. In its struggle against the old order, it united all
that was healthy and progressive in society behind its call for “liberty.” Sweeping
away the particularism of the past, the
revolutionaries cleared the way for the
development of a truly national market.
In place of the arbitrary privileges of
absolutism, they demanded the “rule of
law,” which in practice has always meant
the rule of the bourgeoisie.
But the great and tragic contradiction of all these movements lay in the
fact that, as in the English Revolution,
they ultimately delivered power not to
the peasants and artisans who formed
the ironsides of the revolutionary
armies, but a new, even more powerful
class of exploiters—something our
modern lovers of liberty tend to forget.
Following the burial of absolutism the
state came fully into the possession of the
new landed aristocracy, “bankocracy” and
large manufacturers, either in the form of
a republic or, more commonly a “constitutional” (that is, tame) monarchy.
Anyone who doubts the significance
of this for the development of capitalism need only look at the measures
taken by the English Parliament after
the so-called Glorious Revolution in
1688: Enclosures were transformed
from a widespread abuse to a deliberate policy; the Bank of England was
created along with the “National
Debt”—a debt to none other than
capitalist speculators; further legislation to impose a “maximum wage” was
imposed, while combinations of workers to negotiate better pay and conditions were, of course, forbidden.
The concentrated power of the state
was used “to hasten, hot-house fashion, the process of transformation of
the feudal mode of production into the
capitalist mode, and to shorten the
transition,” Marx writes in Capital vol.
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1, adding, “Force is the midwife of
every old society pregnant with a new
one. It is itself an economic power.”
It might also be noted that in this
Golden Age of Liberty and Enlightenment,
not a single worker or poor peasant had
either a vote or political representation in
any form. In reality the rising capitalist
landowners and manufacturers needed
the power of the state to “regulate” wages
and lengthen the working day.

...in this Golden Age
of Liberty and
Enlightenment, not a
single worker or poor
peasant had either a
vote or political
representation in
any form...
In fact, it is only when their own
miniature tyranny in the workplace is
secured that the capitalist class will tolerate any political freedoms on the part
of the workers, and even then, these are
to be limited so as not to infringe upon
their sacred right to “private property,”
that is, the fruit of centuries of theft.

The birth of the working class
The development of society is in the
last instance determined by the development of humanity’s productive
forces. But on its own technology is
incapable of changing society—it is
itself socially determined. The ancient
Greeks had discovered steam power
long before bourgeois Europe. Even
the German inventor, Anton Müller
produced a loom capable of weaving
several pieces of cloth at the same time
as early as 1529. The result was not the
industrial revolution but, on the contrary, the murder of the inventor by
the local city council.
In England, the agrarian and political
revolutions of the 16th and 17th centu-

ries laid the basis for the industrial revolution. Without the creation of a “surplus” population of proletarians, the
rising productivity of agriculture, and
the gigantic boons granted to the capitalists by their conquest of political power,
such an enormous social transformation
would have been unthinkable.
The newly created proletariat was
quickly put to work, usually under the
whip of brutal repression, but one
more obstacle to the unfettered freedom of capitalist exploitation
remained: the guilds. By imposing
strict rules and restrictions on the
industry the guild system, which was
itself a product of the struggle of the
early bourgeoisie, became a suffocating
fetter on the free development of the
capitalist mode of production. In fact,
the first manufacture of woolen cloth
recorded in 16th century was shut
down by the local guilds precisely
because it threatened their monopoly.
The first cotton spinning mill was
actually set up outside of any major
town, in Royton, Lancashire, in order
to avoid the resistance of what
remained of the guilds in 1764. This
quickly established a pattern for what
would become the factory system. As
one writer noted in 1773:
“Working-men are driven from
their cottages and forced into the
towns to seek for employment; but
then a larger surplus is obtained and
thus capital is augmented.” (J
Arbuthnot, quoted in Marx, Capital,
vol. 1)

Here lies the secret of capital: Not
private enterprise but the sweated
labor of others; not property rights but
the absence of property for the many.
Eventually, the wage limitations
which had been in place for centuries
were finally repealed in 1813. They were
now “an absurd anomaly” according to
Marx, as the capitalists could freely dictate their workers’ wages and conditions
as they pleased. The advance of capitalist
production (helped by the mailed fist of

the state) had finally developed “a working class which by education, tradition
and habit looks upon the requirements
of that mode of production as self-evident natural laws.”
As this newer, more “civilized,” form
of exploitation took over more and
more spheres of production, the British
ruling class suddenly discovered that the
slaves working its colonial plantations
were human beings too. But when it
finally abolished slavery in its colonies in
1833, the British government paid out
£20 million to compensate not the slaves
but the 3,000 families that had owned
slaves for their loss of “property.” This
figure represented in today’s terms
around £16.5 billion: an enormous gift
to the slave-owners, which they promptly put to use in English factories, Irish
farms and Indian plantations.
Slavery was not abolished because it
was immoral; it was abolished because
it was unprofitable. It would be foolish
to persist in such an expensive and
unproductive enterprise when a shrewd
investor could squeeze a never-beforeseen profit from the blood of the “freeborn slaves” of Britain and its colonies.
But the creation of the working class
gave a double gift to the capitalists. Not
only did it create their profits from the
workers’ surplus labor; it also created
the means by which those profits could
be realized—the first ever truly mass
consumer market.
The average peasant never tended to
buy much food or clothing because he
would grind his own corn and weave
his own cloth. The dispossession of the
peasantry meant that not only were
they dependent on the capitalists for
work and wages, they also had to spend
those wages on basic necessities like
food and clothing from none other
than the same capitalists (looked at on
a national scale).

Later, in the 19th century, the British
state used tariffs to destroy the Indian
home-spinning industry and flood the
market with cloth, often spun from
Indian cotton. The role of India as a
colony thus shifted from solely being a
source of loot (which it remained) to
also being an enormous captive market.
In this way, the Indian masses, like their
British counterparts, paid twice for their
exploitation by the British capitalists.

Sweeping away the
particularism of the
past, the revolutionaries
cleared the way for the
development of a truly
national market. In
place of the arbitrary
privileges of absolutism,
they demanded the
“rule of law,” which in
practice has always
meant the rule of the
bourgeoisie.
This played an important role both
in the rise of British capitalism and the
struggle for Indian independence. In
1921, the Indian National Congress
adopted a flag containing a picture of a
spinning wheel to symbolize the home
industry destroyed by British-rigged
competition. This spinning wheel still
survives (in part) in the Indian flag
today, although it was changed into a
Buddhist chakra wheel.
The importance of mass consumption to capitalism can be seen today on
an even grander scale. The effect of this
in our culture is the rampant consumerism and debt which bears down on us

as individuals like a force of nature. We
must not only work; we must buy. In
this sense, supply determines demand
as much as demand determines supply.

A new fight
Capital now emerged, fully formed
and “dripping blood from every pore” (to
use Marx’s expression). Ever since, the
freedom of capital has continued to find
its reflection and source in the unfreedom of human beings. But it has also laid
the basis for a new and greater fight.
Just as the bourgeoisie, a class born
of the struggle between the feudal lords
and serfs, was eventually able to seize
power, transform the state to its own
ends and wield it to eliminate the old
order, so too can the working class,
itself created by capitalism’s infinite
drive to exploit human labor-power.
Like the medieval serfs, the workers
of today give up most of their lives for
a parasitic class of property owners.
But by taking the immense productive
forces created by their own labor into
the hands of society as a whole, the
workers of the world can put an end to
class oppression for good, and usher in
a new era of genuine freedom for the
whole of the human race.
—Socialist Appeal, June 21, 2019
https://www.socialist.net/freedomand-slavery-the-birth-of-capital.htm

...the freedom of
capital has continued
to find its reflection
and source in the
unfreedom of human
beings...
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Note to Readers:
Socialist Viewpoint magazine has been edited and distributed
by revolutionaries who share a common political outlook
stemming from the old Socialist Workers Party of James P.
Cannon, and Socialist Action from 1984 through 1999.
After being expelled from Socialist Action in 1999, we
formed Socialist Workers Organization in an attempt to
carry on the project of building a nucleus of a revolutionary
party true to the historic teachings and program of Marx,
Engels, Lenin and Trotsky.
What we have found is that our numbers are insufficient
for this crucial project of party building. This problem is not
ours alone; it is a problem flowing from the division and
fragmentation that has plagued the revolutionary movement
in capitalist America and the world since the 1980s.
What we intend to do is to continue to promote the idea of
building a revolutionary Marxist working class political party
through the pages of Socialist Viewpoint magazine. We continue to have an optimistic outlook about the revolutionary
potential of the world working class to rule society in its own
name—socialism. We are optimistic that the working class,
united across borders, and acting in its own class interests can
solve the devastating crises of war, poverty, oppression,
racism, sexism and environmental destruction that capitalism
is responsible for.
We expect that revolutionaries from many different
organizations, traditions, and backgrounds will respond to
the opportunities that will arise, as workers resist the attacks
of the capitalist system and government, to build a new
revolutionary political party. Just as we join with others to
build every response to war and oppression, we look forward to joining with others in the most important work of
building a new mass revolutionary socialist workers’ party
as it becomes possible to do so.

FBI Attacks African People’s Socialist Party
The National Jericho Movement condemns the FBI raid and attack on the APSP and the Uhuru Movement
It seems that some things never
change. The historical and systemic
wanton violence and attacks against
Black people in general and Black
Liberation forces specifically continues
unabated. On July 29, 2022, the Federal
Bureau of Investigation raided and
attacked the offices, members, and
leadership of the African People’s
Socialist Party (APSP) and Uhuru
Movement in both St. Petersburg,
Florida and St. Louis, Missouri. These
raids included the home of respected
elder and Chairman Omali Yeshitela.
The National Jericho Movement
(www.thejerichomovement.com) to free
all Political Prisoners joins with other
Human Rights and Liberation
Movements forces in condemning this
unjustified and villainous attack. This
FBI counterintelligence (COINTELPRO)
styled attack is reminiscent of the same
attacks on dozens of Black Panther
offices and homes and establishments of
the New Afrikan Independence
Movement,
American
Indian
Movement, Brown Berets, anti-imperialists, and others throughout the United
States in the sixties and early seventies.

ing the food, clothing, and shelter
needs of the people, and supporting
Political Prisoners for decades. The
APSP has also led the development of
the Black is Back Coalition thus bringing together many progressives and
revolutionary organizations.
Standing united against such attacks
is essential for the protection of all progressive community organizations and
activists who stand for justice and the
human rights of all people.
In Solidarity!!
Free All Political Prisoners!!
—The National Jericho Movement,
August 4, 2022

adam carpinelli- Jericho National
Secretary
nationaljericho@gmail.com
www.thejerichomovement.com

Standing united against
such attacks is essential
for the protection of all
progressive community
organizations and
activists who stand for
justice and the human
rights of all people.

“We are our own liberators” —Jalil
Muntaqim

The African Peoples Socialist Party
and the Uhuru Movement have been
fighting against police violence and
brutality, striving for self-determination, educating communities, address-
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Roma people fleeing Ukraine arrive in a house of a local community after crossing the border with Hungary. Read How Russia’s War Has Hit Ukraine’s Roma People on page 9.

Read What is Class Struggle
Unionism? on page 46.
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On the Front Cover: U.S. oil industry (Shutterstock)
Read Capitalism’s War on the World on page 4.

(Shutterstock) Read A Pox on the House of Profit on page
21.

Attention Prison Mail Room:

«

«

«

Prisoners retain their free speech rights under the First Amendment of the U.S. Constitution. That means you cannot
legally suppress the expression and consideration of ideas. Prison walls do not form a barrier separating prisoners from
the protection of the Constitution, according to the Turner v. Safley ruling. [482 U.S. 78, 107 Sct 2245 (1987)] If you
exclude printed matter on an improper basis, or give a false pretext or rationale for its exclusion, because of the ideas
expressed in it, you are breaking the law. The prisoner denied access to material he wants to read can bring a civil rights
lawsuit against you with cause for seeking punitive damages. In the case of Police Department Chicago v. Mosley, 408
U.S. 92, 95, 92 Sct 2286, 2290 (1972) the court found that “[A]bove all else, the First Amendment means that government
has no power to restrict expression because of its message, subject matter or content.”

