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WORKERS’	VOICE	2022	POLITICAL	RESOLUTION	

The	following	document	was	approved	by	the	founding	convention	of	
Workers’	Voice	in	March	2022.	The	convention	established	a	new	
organization	from	the	fusion	of	Socialist	Resurgence	with	Workers’	Voice.	
Several	amendments	that	were	approved	by	the	convention	have	been	
incorporated	into	the	original	text.	The	entire	resolution	has	been	edited	
for	publication.	
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1. Introduction:	The	compounded	crisis	of	capitalism	and	the	
fight	for	socialism	

We	approach	the	fusion	convention	of	Workers	Voice	(WV)	and	
Socialist	Resurgence	(SR)	in	the	midst	of	the	deepening	of	several	
intersecting	global	capitalist	crises.	The	acute	failure	of	the	major	
imperialist	powers	to	present	a	viable	plan	to	stave	off	climate	
catastrophe	is	compounded	by	the	related	failure	to	meet	the	challenge	
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of	the	COVID	pandemic,	and	both	have	contributed	to	a	growing	and	
increasingly	painful	inequality	between	nations	and	classes	on	a	world	
scale.	The	COVID-19	pandemic	showed	the	true	nature	of	the	capitalist	
system;	it	exposed	the	major	driving	force	of	this	system	(profit	making)	
and	the	total	disregard	for	human	life	and	the	environment.	
These	crises	continue	to	increase	misery	and	despair	in	a	context	in	
which	the	best	economic	recovery	that	the	richest	imperialist	nations	
can	promise	will	not	return	them	to	pre-pandemic	levels	of	annual	
growth.	An	economic	crash	sparked	by	the	bankruptcy	of	zombie	firms	
is	a	reasonable	prediction	for	the	near	future.	Capitalism	continues	in	its	
steady	and	chronic	decline	of	profitability	in	capitalism	and	of	the	
standards	of	living	everywhere	with	the	continued	wars,	massive	
migration,	rise	of	poverty,	etc.	
Yet	it	is	the	climate	crisis	produced	by	the	“capitalocene”	that	is	today	
the	driving	force	of	destruction	and	that	aggravates	all	social	and	
economic	inequalities	in	the	world—presenting	an	objective	threat	to	
humanity	and	the	profit-making	system	itself.	Whether	it	implements	a	
partial	“green	transition”	or	not,	because	it	is	rooted	on	profit	
accumulation,	violence	and	exploitation,	endless	extraction	and	
production,	and	an	alienated	relation	with	nature,	the	capitalist	system	
is	headed	to	destroy	the	current	climate	system	and	ecosystem,	and	
with	it	to	the	decimation	of	a	significant	part	of	humanity.	Only	a	
revolution	can	stop	it	and	reverse	the	trend	with	a	new	socialist	model,	
free	of	oppression	and	exploitation	and	based	on	workers’	democracy,	
the	only	system	capable	of	restoring	the	climatic	and	ecological	balance.	
That	is	what	we	are	fighting	for	and	this	is	why	the	first	section	of	our	
political	resolution	begins	with	the	climate	crisis	and	our	program	to	
fight	it.	
We	are	well	aware	that	our	program	for	action	to	fight	climate	change	
is	still	raw	and	incomplete,	but	the	goal	of	the	preconvention	period,	as	
well	as	the	next	period	of	party	activity,	will	be	to	start	tying	the	climate	
crisis	and	our	ecosocialist	program	to	all	the	areas	of	party	work,	while	
continuing	our	ongoing	process	of	internal	education	on	this	crucial	
matter.	We	also	know	that	the	International	Workers	League	(IWL),	
pushed	by	the	Spanish	and	the	Brazilian	comrades	working	in	the	
environmental	movement,	has	begun	to	prioritize	this	matter	and	that	
we	will	have	more	international	discussions	and	exchanges	on	this	in	
the	coming	months	with	our	international	comrades.	
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In	the	face	of	the	bleak	objective	situation,	we	are	seeing	a	growth	of	
resistance	internationally	that	can	only	give	us	hope.	Although	it	cannot	
cover	all	developments,	and	the	IWL	Convention	will	present	a	fuller	
and	deeper	picture	of	many	of	them,	our	resolution	highlights	the	
significance	of	the	mass	mobilizations	(including	pre-revolutionary	
situations)	that	developed	in	recent	years.	We	provide	particular	
analysis	of	this	process	in	specific	countries—such	as	Chile,	Sudan,	and	
Kazakhstan—but	recognize	that	the	upsurge	is	of	a	worldwide	nature.	
The	working	class	continues	rising	up	everywhere,	and	did	so	in	2021	
even	in	the	midst	of	the	pandemic,	because	the	situation	is	increasingly	
untenable:	rising	inflation,	mounting	inter-imperialist	tensions,	attacks	
on	democratic	rights,	cuts	to	public	services,	environmental	destruction,	
etc.	
In	the	U.S.,	there	is	a	great	potential	for	working-class	resistance,	as	
the	uprising	of	the	summer	of	2020	against	racism	and	police	violence	
showed,	and	also	as	the	uptick	in	strike	activity	of	the	industrial	and	
manufacturing	sectors	in	the	fall	of	2021	also	shows.	Over	and	over,	
workers	are	looking	for	ways	to	reject	decades	of	austerity	and	
precarity,	with	a	new	generation	of	union	workers	connecting	with	and	
learning	from	the	experiences	of	the	past	in	which	important	strikes	
were	staged	in	key	sectors.	The	labor	section	of	this	resolution	is	
intended	to	briefly	review	that	uptick.	It	proposes	some	common	
methods	of	union	work	that	we	will	continue	developing	in	the	teachers’	
and	manufacturing	fractions	in	order	to	create	a	base	of	the	party	in	
these	two	key	sectors	of	the	labor	movement	where	we	have	a	
deliberate	concentration	of	comrades.	
The	youth	are	also	rapidly	radicalizing	around	the	environmental	
crisis,	the	fight	for	racial	justice,	and	Queer	liberation	(among	some	of	
the	major	drivers),	and	it	is	clear	to	many	of	them	that	the	capitalist	
system	is	the	root	cause	of	the	problem.	What	is	lacking	is	the	
understanding	of	how	to	overcome	it,	what	kind	of	socialism	we	are	
fighting	for,	and	the	vehicle	to	achieve	it.	The	popularization	of	socialist	
ideas	in	the	U.S.,	which	is	still	ongoing,	came	with	different	realities	and	
strategies	associated	with	the	term	“socialism”—as	the	growth	of	the	
Democratic	Socialists	of	America	(DSA)	has	shown.		
Our	goal	must	be	to	articulate	and	popularize	the	meaning	of	the	
revolutionary	socialist	program,	connecting	it	to	actual	struggles,	and	to	
win	the	worker	and	union	activists	and	the	radicalized	youth	to	the	
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party.	The	struggles	to	protect	and	expand	reproductive	and	trans	
rights,	as	well	as	to	fight	against	racism,	are	going	to	be	key	in	the	
coming	period.	The	Biden	administration	has	done	nothing	to	even	
begin	to	address	the	issues	posed	by	the	anti-racist	movement	of	2020,	
and	is	letting	the	Supreme	Court	and	Republicans	gut	in	an	irreversible	
manner	women’s	and	LGBTQIA+	rights.	Our	resolution	analyzes	the	
importance	of	these	ongoing	attacks	on	democratic	rights	as	well	as	the	
balance	sheet	and	the	next	steps	to	continue	fighting	for	Black	
liberation.	It	prioritizes	these	areas	as	centers	of	political	campaigns	we	
should	engage	in	and	actively	promote	in	the	workplace.	
The	current	period,	however,	is	not	characterized	alone	by	an	increase	
of	radical	resistance	and	struggle	but—as	both	WV	and	SR	have	
frequently	pointed	out—by	a	growing	social	and	political	polarization	in	
the	working	class	and	the	middle	class.	This	means	that	we	are	also	
witnessing	the	growth	of	the	far	right	in	the	U.S.	and	the	dangerous	
development	of	fascist	groups	who	have	begun	to	attack	democratic	
protests	(such	as	anti-racist	or	Queer	demonstrations)	with	extreme	
violence,	and	who	are	also	developing	reactionary	insurrectionist	ideas	
and	actions	such	as	the	Jan.	6,	2021,	pro-coup	propaganda	action.		
History	repeats	itself	but	never	in	the	same	form,	and	we	must	learn	
from	the	best	experiences	of	the	communist	movement	to	identify	and	
combat	incipient	fascism	and	adapt	those	lessons	to	today’s	situation	in	
the	United	States.	Anti-fascist	work	is	a	task	primarily	for	the	working	
class	and	organized	labor—as	is	the	case	with	the	other	democratic	
fights	against	sexism,	racism,	transphobia,	etc.—and	it	must	be	carried	
out	with	a	working-class	strategy	and	program.	In	the	case	of	the	fight	
against	the	far	right	and	the	criminalization	of	working-class	activity	by	
the	U.S.	government,	it	is	very	important	to	review	our	methods	of	
united	front	work	outlined	in	this	resolution.	
The	inability	of	the	ruling	classes	to	even	appear	to	be	ready	to	
seriously	tackle	any	one	of	these	crises	(climate,	pandemic,	economic	
insecurity)	would,	historically	speaking,	be	enough	to	create	a	problem	
of	legitimacy	for	the	bourgeois	system	in	the	most	developed	part	of	the	
world.	Their	failure	to	provide	a	viable	response	to	all	three,	coming	on	
top	of	the	palpable	threats	of	new	wars	born	of	inter-imperialist	rivalry,	
has	laid	the	basis	for	a	widespread	lack	of	confidence	in	the	ruling	and	
opposition	bourgeois	parties	globally	and	set	the	stage	for	widespread	
resistance	to	the	powers	that	be.	Given	the	weakness	of	the	organized	
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working-class	movement	on	a	global	scale,	a	great	deal	of	the	reaction	to	
these	multiple	crises	has	been	led	by	right-wing	populist	forces.	
Nonetheless,	new	instances	of	anti-imperialist	and	working-class	
resistance	appear	weekly	on	the	world	stage	and	create	the	conditions	
in	which	a	revolutionary	response	can	develop	and	model	the	way	
forward	for	our	class	as	a	whole.	
	
2.	Environmental	and	climate	crisis	

	
The	past	few	decades	have	witnessed	an	acceleration	of	ecological	and	
climate	crises.	These	crises	have	led	to	the	sharpening	of	the	negative	
relationship	between	production	and	the	earth’s	biogeochemical	cycles.	
Revolutionaries	have	been	aware	of	the	impact	of	industrial	production	
and	capitalist	agriculture	on	the	earth’s	biogeochemistry	since	Marx	and	
Engels	first	formulated	the	method	of	historical	materialism,	but	it	is	
only	today	that	the	vanguard	of	the	working	class	has	been	forced	by	the	
severity	of	the	crisis	to	make	clear	demands	and	to	privilege	the	
struggle	for	a	livable	earth	on	a	world	scale.		
Without	an	immediate	change	of	direction,	a	probable	increase	of	
global	temperatures	of	2.5-4	degrees	C	will	lead	to	massive	extinctions,	
environmental	collapse	due	to	overextraction	and	pollution,	and	the	
potential	collapse	of	human	societies	by	the	end	of	the	century.	
While	this	situation	was	brewing,	portions	of	the	revolutionary	
socialist	movement	were	often	less	systematic	and	aggressive	in	their	
orientation	to	the	climate	movement	than	what	the	scale	of	the	problem	
for	the	survival	of	humankind	required.	The	International	Workers	
League-FI,	for	example,	neglected	to	formulate	a	comprehensive	
program	for	the	environment	that	would	enable	us	to	direct	these	
struggles	toward	revolutionary	goals.	
As	a	result	of	the	small	size	of	the	revolutionary	socialist	forces	and	
their	inconsistent	attention	to	the	scope	of	the	problem,	the	political	
program	and	the	leadership	of	the	environmental	movements	in	the	
imperialist	countries	and	the	U.S.	fell	into	the	hands	of	the	petty-
bourgeoisie	and	bourgeoisie—who	as	a	matter	of	course	propose	
solutions	that	do	not	threaten	the	capitalist	system.	In	the	semi-colonial	
countries,	the	situation	has	been	somewhat	better,	with	peasants	and	
poor	populations	building	powerful	movements	to	resist	environmental	
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problems	(pollution,	water	appropriation,	extractivism),	even	though	
they	lack	a	revolutionary	perspective.	
This	petty-bourgeois	and	bourgeois	leadership	in	the	U.S.	focuses	
almost	exclusively	on	the	climate	issue	and	scarcely	mentions	
extinction,	pollution,	and	environmental	collapse.	There	is	a	reason	for	
this:	objectively,	we	do	not	know	if	capitalism	can	adapt	to	the	need	of	
an	energy	transition	that	abandons	the	combustion	of	hydrocarbons	
and	instead	shifts	to	non-contaminating	energies.	However,	what	
capitalists	cannot	do	is:	(1)	stop	producing	ever	more,	extracting	more	
from	nature	and	the	crust	of	the	Earth.	Neither	can	they	(2)	absorb	as	
costs	the	consequences	of	capitalist	production—pollution,	which	the	
system	socializes	by	appropriating	the	atmosphere,	the	soil,	and	water.	
Therefore,	our	analysis	and	program	cannot	imitate	this	energy	
transition	emphasis	of	the	“green	capitalists.”		Rather,	the	working	class	
must	deal	with	and	connect	the	three	great	problems—climate;	
extinction	of	species,	soils,	and	freshwater	in	ecosystems;	and	
pollution—and	propose	a	program	for	struggle	that	weaves	them	
together	and	connects	them	with	human	needs.	
In	the	United	States	there	is	no	mass	environmental	movement,	yet	
there	are	recurrent	mobilizations	organized	under	the	slogan	of	
“climate	justice,”	which	has	mobilized	a	vanguard	of	the	working	class	
that	wants	to	struggle	around	these	issues.	Youth	of	different	social	
sectors	are	radicalizing	around	the	dreary	prospects	that	environmental	
collapse	is	gestating	for	them.	There	have	been	mobilizations	of	
neighborhoods	and	towns	and	of	minorities	such	as	those	of	Flint,	Mich.,	
(2014-2019)	or	Richmond,	Calif.,	(2013)	to	protest	the	contamination	of	
air	and	water,	and	also	protests	by	Indigenous	groups	against	extractive	
land	theft	and	water	rights	problems.	There	are	even	organizations	
whose	focus	in	struggle	is	the	environmental	question.	But	there	is	no	
mass	independent	movement	coordinating	the	struggle.	The	sector	is	
dominated	by	NGOs	whose	strategy	is	legislative	and	tactics	are	
lobbying,	far	from	the	organizations	of	struggle	of	the	working	class.		
Workers	and	the	oppressed	sectors	have	waged	struggles	around	
environmental	problems	afflicting	their	communities	or	workplaces.	
They	have	not,	however,	managed	to	effectively	connect	with	each	other	
into	something	qualitatively	broader	that	generates	its	own	organs	of	
struggle.	This	is	a	major	task	for	us:	to	connect	these	struggles	as	part	of	
the	effort	to	promote	the	rise	of	an	environmental	movement	of	
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workers,	the	oppressed,	youth,	and	scientists	capable	of	fighting	for	
immediate	demands	and	to	orient	these	struggles	toward	socialist	
revolution.	
These	factors—the	dire	objective	situation	and	the	current	state	of	
development	of	the	consciousness	of	the	masses	and	our	parties	and	
International—urgently	require	that	we	catch	up	and	develop	our	
program	of	environmental	struggle,	integrating	it	to	all	the	aspects	of	
our	interventions	in	the	mass	movement	without	exception.	This	is	the	
reason	why	this	Resolution	begins	with	the	environmental	question—
because	it	is	the	objective	framework	within	which	all	aspects	of	the	
class	struggle	worldwide	will	unfold	from	now	on,	and	the	subjective	
challenge	for	revolutionaries	in	the	21st	century.	
Science	and	climate	change	
Overarching	all	is	the	growing	certainty	among	a	layer	of	climate	
scientists	that	the	capitalist	system,	based	on	a	continuous	growth	of	
production	and	profit,	is	incompatible	with	the	ability	to	sustain	human	
life	on	the	planet.	Ecosocialist	Christian	Zeller,	writing	in	Spectre	on	Dec.	
31,	2021,	explained	that	the	6th	Assessment	Report	of	Working	Group	I	
acknowledges	the	inescapable	consequences	of	a	failure	to	reduce	
emissions	(and,	thus,	production)	dramatically	in	the	next	several	
decades.	Based	on	their	scenarios,	he	tells	us	what	to	expect:	
	

In	order	to	limit	the	temperature	increase	to	1.5°	Celsius	with	a	
probability	of	50%,	the	world	may	still	emit	500	Gt	CO2.	To	
achieve	a	probability	of	83%	only	300	Gt	CO2	would	be	
permitted.	This	culminates	in	an	absurd	idea.	If	the	world	
continues	to	emit	around	40	Gt	CO2	per	year,	every	machine	
worldwide	that	emits	CO2	would	have	to	be	shut	down	
immediately	by	2030.	This	calculation	does	not	even	take	into	
account	the	historical	ecological	debt	of	the	early	industrialized	
imperialist	countries	which	have	been	colonizing	the	atmosphere	
with	their	emissions	and	already	used	up	their	carbon	budget.	
In	reality	development	is	running	in	the	opposite	direction.	CO2	
emissions	continue	to	rise	significantly.	According	to	the	latest	
nationally	determined	contributions	of	191	countries,	annual	
greenhouse	gas	emissions	excluding	land	use,	land	use	change	
and	forestry	will	increase	to	55.1	Gt	CO2	equivalents	by	2030.	
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This	represents	an	increase	of	59.3%	from	1990,	16.3%	from	
2010,	and	5%	from	2019.	
…	If	emissions	continue	to	rise	at	the	current	rate,	the	average	
surface	temperature	could	heat	up	by	3.3°	to	5.7°	C	by	the	end	of	
the	century.	That	would	be	tantamount	to	a	complete	collapse	of	
the	climate	system.	The	last	time	global	surface	temperature	was	
2.5°C	or	higher	than	1850-1900	was	over	3	million	years	ago.	
What	is	happening	now	is	of	immeasurable	Earth-historical	
significance.	

	
Zeller’s	honest	exposition	of	the	challenge	facing	humanity	is	
supported	by	scientists	who	do	not	yet	identify	ideologically	with	
Marxism	but	are	honestly	grappling	with	the	issue	of	the	unimpeded	
growth	of	production	that	capitalism	requires.	
Ecosocialist	Daniel	Tanuro	illustrates	why	a	discussion	on	the	
incompatibility	of	“growth”	and	climate	stabilization	has	come	into	the	
open	in	the	world	of	science	and	is	beginning	to	be	referenced,	though	
not	endorsed,	in	IPCC	publications.	Scientists	can	no	longer	deny	that	an	
emergency	transition	from	fossil	fuels	will,	ironically,	necessitate	a	
massive	investment	of	energy	and	this	investment	must	come	soon.	To	
achieve	a	50%	reduction	in	greenhouse	gas	emissions	by	2030	and	
100%	by	2100,	the	decrease	that	might	prevent	catastrophic	outcomes,	
this	massive	new	investment	of	energy	must	take	place	within	a	
greenhouse	gas	emission	framework	of	the	500	Gt	carbon	emission	
budget.	Any	scenario	that	includes	growth	in	global	GDP	must	include	
the	emissions	necessary	for	transition,	and	the	historic	way	of	dealing	
with	this	by	the	IPCC	was	to	assume	the	removal	of	1000	Gt	of	carbon	
from	the	atmosphere	by	2150	via	tree-planting,	burning	biomass,	and	
negative	emissions	technology	(carbon	capture).	The	arguments	against	
the	feasibility	and	reliability	of	these	approaches	have	opened	up	a	
space	for	the	scientific	advocates	of	“just	degrowth.”	
These	figures,	Tanuro	says,	while	without	a	strategy	for	such	dramatic	
social	change	or	a	class	analysis	that	indicates	the	true	agents	of	social	
change,	are	now	popularizing	the	notion	that	“the	satisfaction	of	needs	
does	not	only	depend	on	the	amount	of	energy	consumed	but	also	on	
various	socio-economic	factors	that	determine	the	correlation	between	
energy	and	needs.	‘Beneficial’	factors	better	satisfy	human	needs	while	
using	less	energy.”	In	surveying	this	new	literature,	Tanuro	finds	a	layer	
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of	scientists	writing	that	these	factors	are	good	public	services,	good	
democracy,	less	income	disparity,	guaranteed	access	to	electricity	and	
clean	energy,	a	public	health	system	and	good	trade	and	transport	
infrastructure.	The	growing	visibility	of	“just	degrowth”	scientists	is	an	
important	counter	to	the	weight	of	green	capitalist	prescriptions	in	the	
movement,	creating	a	new	ideological	space	into	which	ecosocialists	can	
command	a	hearing	and	build	a	base.	
The	scientific	interest	in	“just	degrowth” arises	out	of	the	obvious	
impact	of	the	growth	of	capitalist	production	and	CO2	emissions.	“Just	
degrowth” proposes	that	emissions	of	greenhouse	gasses	be	limited	by	
deescalating	global	production	in	a	way	that	cuts	consumption	and	
production	in	rich	countries	and	by	simultaneously	promoting	
improved	conditions	of	life	for	the	semi-colonial	world	and	the	poor	in	
rich	countries.	This	paradigm,	however,	is	not	ours,	as	it	imagines	this	
goal	will	be	achieved	by	regulating	individual	consumption	rather	than	a	
systemic	shift	to	planning	production	based	on	workers’	democracy	and	
workers	control.	
And	what	do	the	“just	degrowth”	scientists	understand	as	justice?		
Who	will	determine	what	is	needed	by	the	semicolonial	world	or	the	
oppressed	and	working	classes	in	their	vision?	Our	party	fights	not	for	
abstract	“justice,”	but	for	concrete	planning	of	production	under	the	
control	of	workers,	oppressed	communities,	and	the	poor	rural	
populations	in	a	way	that	improves	the	basic	welfare	of	these	classes.	A	
planned	economy,	with	profit	removed	as	a	motive,	can	create	
environmentally	coherent	employment	and	living	conditions,	while	
promoting	drastic	reductions	in	emissions	and	ecological	destruction.	In	
a	socialist	society,	production	levels	must	be	aimed	at	satisfying	the	
needs	of	working	people,	not	private	accumulation	of	capital.	
Yet,	this	shift	in	the	scientific	discourse	coincides	with	the	radical	
growth	of	working-class	experience	with	climate	disruption	in	the	form	
of	extreme	weather	and	government	neglect	of	its	victims.	On	every	
continent,	working	people	are	living	through	climate-related	
catastrophes	with	no	expectation	that	the	threat	will	be	contained.	Even	
in	the	U.S.,	which	has	to	this	point	been	mostly	spared	the	horrors	
experienced	in	parts	of	the	less	developed	world,	30%	of	counties	have	
experienced	a	climate-enhanced	disruption	of	some	kind,	and	millions	
of	workers	have	suffered	a	combination	of	loss	of	life,	property,	and	
confidence	in	the	government’s	willingness	to	protect	them.	The	July	11	
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Guardian	newspaper	reported	that	the	U.S.	was	“battered	by	20	
separate	billion-dollar	climate	and	weather	disasters	in	2021.	
More	important	to	us	than	the	cost	to	big	investors,	insurance	
companies,	and	government,	though,	is	what	this	means	about	the	state	
of	consciousness	of	working	people	who	have	experienced	repeated	
flash	floods,	hurricanes,	tornados,	wildfires,	and,	most	recently,	the	
Colorado	suburban	fire	storm.	The	latter,	as	expressed	in	numerous	
articles	by	fire	and	climate	experts,	signaled	that	under	the	conditions	of	
heat	creating	extra	dry	vegetation	and	the	unprecedented	winds	now	
possible	due	to	warming,	there	is	no	place	safe	from	a	climate-induced	
weather	disaster.	
This	shocking	combination	of	extreme	weather	disasters	and	repeated	
government	failures	to	respond	adequately	is	laying	the	foundation	for	a	
mass	working-class	response	to	the	climate	crisis	into	which	
revolutionary	socialists	must	intervene	to	take	the	struggle	from	
spontaneous	upsurge	to	revolutionary	transformation.	This	will	only	be	
possible	if	organizations	of	struggle	within	the	currently	existing	
climate	movement	spaces	create	the	conditions	in	which	working	
people	from	many	strata	and	political	experiences	can	take	the	path	of	
activism	and	mobilization,	at	the	same	time	that	more	and	more	unions	
and	other	working-class	organizations	embrace	the	fight	for	climate	
justice.	Revolutionary	socialists	must	become	the	trusted	builders	of	
local	organizations	and	mobilizations	for	climate	justice,	whose	
diligence	is	rewarded	with	a	hearing	for	their	strategic	ideas	around	
independent	mass	action,	outreach	to	working-class	communities,	and	
ecosocialist	education	and	propaganda.	
Nuclear	power:	Potential	answer	to	the	climate	crisis?	

When	considering	solutions	to	the	ongoing	climate	crisis,	the	question	
of	investment	into	nuclear	energy	is	one	that	must	be	addressed.	
Advocates	of	nuclear	energy	include	the	International	Energy	Agency,	
the	Democratic	Party	think	tank	Third	Way,	and	numerous	leaders	of	
U.S.	industry.	
Advocates	cite	nuclear	energy’s	low	emissions,	said	to	be	comparable	
to	modern	green	energy	sources	such	as	wind	and	solar	power,	as	well	
as	its	low	death	and	injury	rate	per	terawatt	of	energy	production.	
While	these	might	be	seen	as	important	quantitative	arguments	for	its	
use	in	energy	production,	they	ignore	the	qualitative	issues	that	nuclear	
power	introduces.	
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First	is	the	nuclear	waste	produced	by	reactors,	which	the	United	
States	currently	produces	at	about	2000	metric	tons	per	year,	with	this	
spent	fuel	needing	to	be	safely	stored	for	up	to	one	million	years	as	
defined	by	the	EPA	to	prevent	exposure.	While	the	lack	of	carbon	
emissions	can	make	nuclear	energy	seem	attractive,	the	waste	that	is	
produced	instead	lead	us	back	to	the	same	issues	of	harming	the	
environment	of	the	communities	who	live	with	this	waste	near	them.	
Second	is	the	question	of	safety.	While	it	is	true	that	there	have	been	
few	deaths	overall	when	compared	to	the	amount	of	nuclear	energy	
produced,	it	is	important	to	examine	the	nuclear	disasters	that	have	
happened.	The	Chernobyl	accident,	a	major	failure	of	Stalinist	policies	in	
energy	production,	is	estimated	to	have	killed	anywhere	between	4000	
to	hundreds	of	thousands	caused	by	premature	death	from	radiation	
exposure.	These	disasters	are	also	becoming	more	likely	as	
appropriately	dire	ecological	conditions	can	kick	off	a	worse	nuclear	
incident;	Fukushima	is	such	an	example.	
Lastly,	is	the	nature	of	nuclear	power	itself,	which	is	directly	tied	to	the	
production	of	nuclear	weaponry.	As	it	stands,	the	means	of	production	
for	nuclear	energy	are	the	same	that	are	used	to	produce	nuclear	
elements	sufficient	for	nuclear	weaponry.	This	has	been	acknowledged	
by	the	United	States	itself,	through	its	repeated	attempts	to	leverage	its	
imperialist	economic	leverage	over	Iran	for	trying	to	build	out	a	nuclear	
power	grid.	A	future	that	is	reliant	on	nuclear	power	is	also	reliant	on	
nuclear	weaponry.	
Advocates	for	nuclear	power	will	point	to	the	latest	generation	of	
power	generation,	the	Gen	IV	reactors,	which	meet	a	so-called	“inherent	
safety”	standard	that	does	not	have	the	same	safety	risks	that	triggered	
the	disasters	seen	at	Fukushima	or	Chernobyl.	That	said,	they	still	rely	
on	enriched	nuclear	fuel,	which	is	the	key	ingredient	for	production	of	
nuclear	weaponry.	One	example	is	that	even	a	small	nuclear	exchange	
between	India	and	Pakistan	would	be	enough	to	jeopardize	food	
production	for	over	1	billion	people	and	trigger	a	famine	“worse	than	
any	in	documented	history.”	
Finally,	we	must	acknowledge	the	devastation	brought	to	Native	
American	lands	and	peoples	by	uranium	mining.	Revolutionary	
socialists	agree	with	Indigenous	activists	that	continued	uranium	
mining	would	be,	in	truth,	an	acceptance	of	racist	and	genocidal	sacrifice	
zones.	The	working-class	program	for	a	green	future	means	investment	
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in	100%	clean	renewable	energy,	not	half	measures	that	keep	us	tied	to	
environmentally	harmful	means	of	producing	energy.	
Capitalist	“green	economy”	versus	a	socialist	transition	
The	capitalist	“green	economy”	includes	no	viable	transition	to	a	
sustainable	mode	of	production—that	is,	a	mode	of	production	that	
ends	the	exploitative	and	destructive	relation	with	nature	and	humanity	
itself.	The	only	sustainable	transition	for	the	planet	and	the	human	
species	is	a	transition	out	of	the	capitalist	system	altogether.	
Capitalists	use	the	term	“green	economy”	as	more	of	a	marketing	
strategy	and	have	yet	to	advance	toward	any	type	of	actual	transition.	
We	know	that	everything	under	the	sun	becomes	commodified	in	the	
capitalist	system.	Our	own	movements	are	used	to	sell	capitalist	
products	all	the	time.	The	production	of	electric	cars	does	little	to	
actually	help	the	environment.	It	is	a	marketing	strategy.	In	a	Socialist	
Resurgence	article	“Electric	Cars:	on	the	road	to	a	green	future?”	Cooper	
B.	writes,	“Companies	like	General	Motors,	Volkswagen,	and	Tesla	foster	
the	prestige	of	electric	cars	as	an	‘environmental’	solution.	Electric	cars	
cannot	solve	the	climate	crisis	for	many	reasons,	most	being	endemic	to	
the	nature	of	a	society	dependent	on	personal	automobiles,	rather	than	
quality	mass	transit.”	
The	extraction	of	rare	minerals,	production,	and	logistics	leave	a	
massive	carbon	footprint	and	deeply	impact	working-class	and	
Indigenous	communities.	One	only	needs	to	remember	Elon	Musk's	
quote	in	relation	to	lithium	mining	and	the	coup	in	Bolivia:	“We	will	
coup	whoever	we	want.”	Musk,	a	billionaire	producer	of	electric	cars	
and	promoter	of	“green	technology,”	had	another	interesting	quote	
recently	regarding	the	war	in	Ukraine.	“Hate	to	say	it,"	Musk	said	on	
March	5,	"but	we	need	to	increase	oil	and	gas	output	immediately."	
Musk	later	promoted	the	use	of	nuclear	power	by	tweeting,	“Hopefully,	
it	is	now	extremely	obvious	that	Europe	should	restart	dormant	nuclear	
power	stations	and	increase	power	output	of	existing	ones.	This	is	
critical	to	national	and	international	security.”	
If	you	were	to	ask	any	average	person	on	the	street	to	name	a	wealthy	
person	who	promotes	“green	technology,”	Musk	would	likely	be	the	
person	who	first	comes	to	mind.	Yet	here	we	have	Musk	calling	for	a	
coup	to	more	easily	extract	lithium,	increase	gas	and	oil	output,	and	
restart	dormant	nuclear	power.	The	deeper	exploitation	of	the	working	
class	by	the	capitalist	class	on	a	global	scale	remains	firmly	in	the	
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traditional	polluting	extractive	and	manufacturing	industries.	The	
implementation	of	new	technologies	under	capitalism	is	common.	The	
capitalists,	however,	turn	“green	technology”	on	its	head	and	make	it	the	
opposite.	
Making	it	a	labor	struggle	

In	our	unions,	we	must	seize	every	opening	to	win	the	ranks	to	the	
understanding	that,	in	the	final	analysis,	this	crisis	is	in	their	hands	and	
that	only	a	transfer	of	political	power	to	working	people	can	maintain	a	
livable	planet	for	the	next	few	generations.	Leaders	of	the	Native	
American,	immigrant,	and	Black	communities,	to	say	nothing	of	
working-class	and	Indigenous	activists	from	the	semi-colonial	world,	
are	currently	in	the	vanguard	of	the	fight	for	climate	justice	and	a	just	
transition.	Their	voices	must	be	brought	to	bear	within	the	labor	
movement	and	other	working-class	spaces	as	a	means	of	educating	and	
internationalizing	the	struggle.	
As	a	contribution	to	the	discussion	among	U.S.	working-class	forces	as	
to	what	needs	to	be	done,	our	new	party	is	advancing	the	following	
demands:	

•	Stop	burning	fossil	fuels!	Schemes	for	capturing	carbon	
emissions	at	the	smokestack	do	not	work	fully;	the	best	plan	is	
to	leave	the	oil	and	gas	in	the	ground.	Instead,	energy	must	be	
made	clean	and	sustainable.	That	means	nationalizing	the	oil	
industry	in	order	to	convert	it	immediately	into	a	means	of	
generating	wind,	solar,	geothermal,	or	small	installations	of	
hydro-power	(not	big	dams),	with	a	rebuilt	electrical	grid.	The	
conversion	process	should	be	placed	under	the	democratic	
control	of	the	working	class.	
•	An	alternative	to	plastics	should	also	be	developed	wherever	
possible,	so	that	the	entire	petroleum	industry	is	rapidly	phased	
out.	End	all	subsidies	to	the	petroleum	industry;	demand	
reparations	from	those	corporations	for	the	environmental	
degradation	and	human	health	hazards	they	have	created.	Stop	all	
pipelines!	End	rail,	truck,	and	ship	transport	of	petroleum	
products!	Close	the	refineries,	while	providing	training	and	jobs	at	
union	wages	for	former	oil	workers!	
•	A	just	transition	must	include	not	only	providing	jobs	for	those	
formerly	employed	by	fossil	fuel	companies	but	massive	job-
creating	investment	in	new	public	health	positions	and	
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infrastructure,	climate	change	mitigating	construction	and	
remediation,	new	infrastructure	and	jobs	in	public	transportation,	
reforestation	and	conservation,	the	more	labor-intensive	practice	
of	agro-ecology,	and	jobs	associated	with	the	sustainable	
development	of	regions	and	countries	heretofore	deprived	of	such	
investment.		
•	Climate	must	be	seen	as	a	public	health	crisis.	Floods	and	fires	
not	only	kill	people	directly;	they	also	spread	substances	such	as	
air-borne	particulate	matter	or	mold,	which	can	harm	people’s	
health.	Climate	change	has	led	to	the	spread	of	zoonotic	and	
tropical	(insect-carried)	diseases.	High	temperatures	are	a	health	
issue	for	people	in	the	treeless	heat	islands	of	the	inner	city	as	
well	as	for	farm	and	urban	workers.	
Significant	preventative	measures	must	be	taken,	as	well	as	
measures	to	ameliorate	current	unhealthy	conditions.	The	specific	
health	needs	and	remedies	can	be	determined	by	joint	health-
worker	and	community	assemblies.	Health	care	should	be	
socialized	and	free	for	all.	
•	The	country	must	be	rebuilt	to	deal	with	climate	change.	
Climate	justice!	Housing,	schools,	and	workplaces	must	all	be	
constructed	and	reconditioned	for	sustainability.	
Demands	would	certainly	include:	Housing	for	all!	We	need	a	
massive	government	program	to	construct	efficient	low-cost	
housing	for	working	people,	and	to	restore	and	improve	current	
housing.	Living	units	should	be	energy	sustainable,	well	
insulated,	with	good	ventilation	and	cooling	mechanisms,	and	
with	clean	water	systems.	They	should	be	out	of	the	range	of	
pollution-producing	industrial	installations;	former	industrial	
sites	must	be	fully	cleaned	and	remediated.	For	health	reasons,	
living	units	should	be	close	to	recreational	facilities,	natural	
parks,	community	agricultural	gardens,	and	markets	with	low-
cost	healthy	food.	
At	the	same	time,	conservation	of	materials	is	essential.	
Suburban	sprawl	should	be	reversed	and	the	land	restored	to	its	
natural	state	(forest,	meadows,	desert,	etc.)	or	to	ecologically	
sound	farming.	
All	construction	and	restoration	work	should	be	carried	out	by	
union	labor,	with	affirmative	action	hiring	and	training	for	
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women	and	oppressed	people	of	color.	Work	can	be	rotated	in	
order	to	reduce	hours	(e.g.,	30	hours	work	for	40	hours	pay	and	
full	benefits),	which	would	spread	the	jobs	to	more	workers.	
•	The	U.S.	military	is	the	country’s	largest	polluter.	No	funds	for	
the	military;	convert	military	production	to	production	for	
human	needs	and	to	survive	the	climate	crisis!	Close	all	U.S.	
military	bases	around	the	world.		Organize	the	former	military	
to	bring	aid	and	assist	the	less	developed	nations	in	sustainable	
development	and	mitigation	for	extreme	weather.		
•	Immigration	is	not	a	“security”	issue;	instead,	we	must	
express	solidarity	with	workers,	peasants,	and	Indigenous	
people	around	the	world	in	their	struggles	against	imperialism	
and	their	own	capitalist/landlord	classes.	End	U.S.	extractive	
industries	abroad;	the	U.S.	government	should	aid	in	the	
regeneration	of	despoiled	forests,	waterways,	and	Indigenous	
land.	
•	All	people	have	a	right	to	clean	water;	the	priority	for	clean-
up	must	be	those	who	are	the	victims	of	water	poisoning,	
(primarily	residents	of	the	inner	city	and	people	of	color).	An	
immediate	end	to	fracking,	oil	pipelines,	off-shore	drilling,	and	
pollution	from	livestock	and	runoff	from	factory	farms—all	of	
which	serve	as	major	water	polluters.	Stop	the	privatization	of	
water	resources.	Democratic	assemblies	of	working	people,	
small	farmers,	and	Indigenous	communities	to	determine	the	
allocation	of	water	rights!	
•	Land	cannot	be	a	commodity	or	the	object	of	speculative	
activity.	Nationalize	the	land.	End	subsidies	for	corporate	
agriculture.	Funding	for	agro-ecological	and	urban	farming.	Ban	
chemical	pesticides.	Farmworkers	should	receive	free	health	
care	and	union	wages.	Food	sovereignty	(healthy	foods)	from	
the	fields	to	the	retail	and	service	industries	to	the	consumer.	
•	Right	of	veto,	and	return	of	the	land,	to	Indigenous	peoples.	
American	capitalism	is	built	on	ongoing	invasion,	theft,	
exploitation,	and	destruction	of	Indigenous	land.	Indigenous	
peoples	have	lived	with	this	land	since	time	immemorial,	and	
have	developed	complex	strategies	and	relationships	for	
maintaining	and	protecting	it.	These	relationships,	as	well	as	
Indigenous	cultures	and	religions	built	on	them,	have	led	
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Indigenous	communities	to	take	the	lead	in	the	struggle	for	
environmental	justice.	For	true	environmental	justice,	
Indigenous	peoples	must	be	able	to	take	the	lead	on	the	use	of	
their	land.	
•	Funding	for	free,	rapid,	mass	transportation;	it	should	be	
available	for	all	working	people	to	take	to	jobs	or	services	in	
order	to	replace	the	obligatory	use	of	the	private	automobile.	
Recondition	transportation	to	function	under	climate	change	
and	pandemic	conditions,	and	to	ensure	public	safety.	End	the	
domination	of	real	estate	companies	and	corporate	elites	in	
determining	transportation	routes	and	funding.	
•	Women	are	the	nation’s	leading	health-care,	home-care,	and	
child	and	elder-care	workers,	but	often	must	work	double	and	
triple	days.	The	conditions	under	climate	change	will	make	this	
work	even	more	onerous.	End	this	super-exploitation!	Equitable	
wages	at	union	scale!	Free	and	safe	public	child	care	and	pre-
kindergarten	education	is	a	right!	Stop	sexual	violence;	support	
for	women	fleeing	sexual	violence	and	harassment.	No	to	
capitalist	and	neo-colonial	population	control	and	forced	
sterilization	schemes!	
•	Shorten	the	workweek	with	no	reduction	in	pay.		National	
assemblies	of	working	people	to	prioritize	the	production	
necessary	for	human	needs	and	propose	which	production	of	
unnecessary	goods	for	profit	must	be	shut	down	to	dramatically	
reduce	emissions	on	an	emergency	timeline.		
•	Take	responsibility	for	“loss	and	damage”	to	the	less	
developed	world.	Provide	$6	trillion	and	the	bulk	of	the	
remaining	carbon	budget	of	500	Gt	to	the	less	developed	world	
to	alleviate	human	misery	and	poverty	while	developing	
sustainable	energy,	industrial	practices,	and	agriculture.		

All	of	the	above	items—production,	land	use,	transportation,	health	
care,	etc.—should	be	carried	out	in	conjunction	with	a	global	plan	to	
fulfill	the	needs	of	human	beings	and	all	life	on	earth.	This	requires	a	
democratically	run	social	system	that	no	longer	functions	according	to	
the	dictates	of	the	capitalist	class	and	their	insatiable	quest	for	private	
profit.	To	this	end,	we	believe	that	working	people	in	the	United	States	
should	form	a	party	with	that	objective	in	its	sights—an	action-oriented	
workers’	party	with	a	clear	program	for	socialist	revolution.	The	road	
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ahead	will	not	be	easy;	there	is	little	doubt	that	the	capitalist	class	will	
resist	any	efforts	to	supplant	their	rule.	But	our	efforts	will	be	well	
rewarded,	as	climate	change	puts	the	survival	of	life	itself	in	the	balance.	
The	idea	that	the	capitalist	system	of	endless	growth	and	production	
for	profit	is	an	obstacle	to	saving	humanity’s	eco-niche	on	the	planet	is	
getting	a	greater	and	greater	hearing—in	the	scientific	community,	
among	the	victims	of	extreme	weather,	among	anti-imperialists	who	
oppose	predatory	resource	extraction	in	the	Global	South,	and	among	
those	Black	and	Brown	communities	long	made	most	vulnerable	to	
toxins	and	pollution	from	factories,	refineries,	and	mining.	A	movement	
bringing	these	forces	together	is	the	likely	context	in	which	a	vanguard	
of	working	people	will	be	won	to	the	necessary	step	of	socialist	
revolution.	Our	new	party	must	struggle	to	build	united	front	actions,	
including	at	Earth	Day	commemorations,	on	the	weekend	of	April	22,	
2022.	
At	the	same	time,	a	successful	working-class	seizure	of	power	sparked	
by	any	of	capitalism’s	outrages	in	any	nation	on	the	planet	would	mark	a	
turning	point	for	the	international	effort	to	halt	the	downward	spiral	to	
a	hothouse	Earth	and	increase	the	prospects	for	an	anticapitalist	climate	
justice	project	in	other	nations.	It	is	in	this	context	that	we	note	the	
increasing	resistance	to	the	triple	crises	on	a	world	scale.	
	

3.	Resistance	Grows	Globally	
As	our	fusion	convention	is	taking	place,	the	world	is	aflame	with	
resistance	to	imperialism,	austerity,	privatization,	extractivism,	anti-
Indigenism,	racism,	sexism,	and	pure	economic	hardship.	Important	
struggles	have	broken	out	in	semi-colonies	in	Asia,	Africa,	and	Latin	
America.	Workers	and	oppressed	sectors	in	the	advanced	capitalist	
world	have	engaged	in	strikes	and	protest	movements	of	great	
significance.	The	context	of	our	convention	is	a	world	situation	in	which	
each	day	brings	new	evidence	of	the	willingness	of	the	working	class	
and	the	oppressed	to	fight	back.		A	few	examples	suggest	the	breadth	of	
the	resistance:	
Kazakhstan	

Most	recently,	in	Kazakhstan,	a	gigantic	upsurge	begun	by	oil	workers	
in	response	to	fuel	increases	shook	Central	Asia	and	Russia.	It	was	the	
largest	rebellion	in	Kazakhstan	for	30	years.	From	the	beginning,	the	
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upsurge	around	a	rise	in	liquified	gas	prices	was	intertwined	with	
working-class	strikes	and	mobilizations	in	response	to	this	and	other	
grievances	in	the	resource	rich	province	of	Mangistau.	Recent	layoffs	of	
tens	of	thousands	of	workers	and	threats	of	more	motivated	the	
working	classes,	who	soon	incorporated	demands	for	higher	wages,	
lowering	the	retirement	age,	the	right	to	freely	form	unions,	and	the	
right	to	strike.	Within	days,	the	revolt	spread	throughout	the	country,	
and	demands	for	the	release	of	political	prisoners	and	a	return	to	the	
1993	constitution	and	encoding	more	democratic	rights	were	added.	
The	government,	aided	by	3000	Russian	troops	who	intervened	under	
the	terms	of	the	Collective	Security	Treaty	Organization	(CSTO),	soon	
dispersed	the	massive	street	mobilizations	with	a	combination	of	quick	
concessions	on	fuel	prices,	police	brutality	that	included	killings,	and	the	
jailing	of	up	to	10,000	protesters.	
Kazakhstan	remains	the	Central	Asian	nation	with	the	most	fossil	fuel	
and	mineral	riches,	and	heretofore	the	country	had	the	most	stable	
neoliberal	regime;	it	has	long	been	supported	by	not	only	Russia	but	
also	China	and	the	U.S.	Yet,	in	today’s	global	economic	downturn,	the	
regime	cannot	both	maintain	profitable	production	for	the	imperialist	
firms	and	at	the	same	tine	satisfy	the	needs	of	its	working	class.	
Therefore,	it	is	likely	that	this	is	not	the	last	upsurge	on	the	horizon.	A	
revolution	in	Kazakhstan	could	build	the	confidence	of	the	struggling	
masses	in	the	whole	of	Russia,	Central	Asia,	and	China.	
Revolutionary	socialists	can	contribute	to	the	advancement	of	the	
struggle	toward	the	future	construction	of	an	independent	working-
class	movement	with	the	goal	of	taking	power	in	Kazakhstan	by	today	
joining	international	campaigns	to	free	the	political	prisoners	and	to	get	
all	the	imperialist	powers,	Russia,	China,	and	the	U.S.,	out	of	Kazakhstan	
now.	
Sudan	

The	masses	in	Sudan,	organized	around	the	demands	formulated	by	
the	Resistance	Committees,	continue	to	demonstrate	against	the	
military	government	that	took	power	in	a	coup	on	Oct.	25,	2021.	Russia,	
China,	and	the	U.S.	continue	to	support	the	military	with	either	praise	or	
funding.	So	did	regional	powers	such	as	Egypt	and	Saudi	Arabia.	
Nonetheless,	the	mass	movement,	in	motion	since	2018,	has	hardened	
its	stance	and	began	calling	for	a	civilian	government	with	no	military	
participation.	On	Oct.	21,	there	were	mass	marches	of	more	than	a	
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million	people	in	Khartoum	and	other	cities	to	put	the	military	on	notice	
that	the	December	Revolution	was	still	alive	and	well.	Protests,	often	
met	by	state	violence,	have	continued	almost	daily	since	then.	
As	the	long	struggle	for	a	democratic	civilian	government	has	
unfolded,	the	world	has	watched	as	the	consciousness	of	the	vanguard	
Resistance	Committee	youth	organizations,	who	have	a	great	deal	of	
support	by	working	people	in	the	cities,	have	developed	independently	
from	the	liberal	civil	society	organizations	who	disappointed	them	by	
demobilizing	the	struggle	and	subordinating	it	to	the	electoral	arena	in	
the	past.	Today,	the	protesters	demand	the	complete	removal	of	the	
military	from	power,	the	release	of	all	political	prisoners,	and	trials	for	
all	of	the	military	leadership	responsible	for	the	coup	and	the	
bloodshed.	
As	John	Leslie	wrote	in	Socialist	Resurgence	on	Oct.	27,	2021,	“In	a	
struggle	for	democracy	the	working	class	can’t	stop	halfway	but	has	to	
contend	for	the	formation	of	a	government	of	the	working	class	and	its	
allies.	The	democratic	revolution	has	to	grow	over	into	one	that	takes	
socialist	measures	and	destroys	the	power	of	the	ruling	classes.”	By	our	
solidarity	with	the	Sudanese	revolutionaries,	we	hope	to	increase	the	
space	and	time	in	which	they	can	develop	a	clearly	revolutionary	
perspective	and	the	party	to	carry	it	out.	We	say,	“Down	with	the	Coup,	
Free	All	Political	Prisoners,	and	Revolution	until	Victory.”	
The	Indian	farmers’	victory	

An	upsurge	of	tens	of	thousands	of	farmers	and	their	allies,	which	
included	a	massive	general	strike	involving	more	than	250	million	
people	and	road	blockades	over	a	period	of	one	year,	ended	in	a	
significant	victory.	The	right-wing	Modi	regime	withdrew	three	
agricultural	bills	that	benefited	corporate	farming	as	opposed	to	smaller	
farmers,	who	depended	on	the	minimum	support	price	that	had	been	
previously	guaranteed.	In	a	context	in	which	the	reactionary	Modi	
government	has	been	on	the	offensive,	the	rollback	of	the	agricultural	
laws	was	a	win	for	all	Indian	working	people	and	small	
farmers.	Contrary	to	government	analysis	that	disparaged	the	
movement	as	a	movement	of	rich	farmers,	journalists	discovered	that	
the	average	land	holdings	of	the	600	farmers	who	died	from	the	cold	
when	camped	in	protest	outside	of	Delhi	was	less	than	three	acres.	
Not	content	with	the	repeal,	the	farmers	have	pledged	to	fight	on	for	
minimum	supports	and	other	assistance	to	counteract	the	poisoning	
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and	neurological	disorders	brought	on	by	pesticides	and	fertilizers,	as	
well	as	the	cycles	of	debt	that	have	fueled	substance	abuse	and	farmer	
suicides	at	the	rate	of	one	every	30	minutes.	This	movement	reminds	us	
of	the	critical	importance	of	the	working-class	movement	developing,	in	
collaboration	with	small	farmers	and	agricultural	workers,	a	
revolutionary	program	for	nationalizing	the	land,	abolishing	the	debt	of	
small	producers,	improving	the	wages	and	conditions	of	landless	farm	
workers,	dismantling	industrial	agriculture,	rapidly	advancing	the	
science	of	agroecology,	and	massively	investing	in	the	reorganization	of	
agriculture	for	human	needs.	
Poland	&	Argentina:	Not	one	more!	

In	November	2021,	upon	hearing	of	the	death	of	a	woman	known	as	
Izabela	due	to	the	refusal	of	a	hospital	to	save	her	from	septic	shock	by	
aborting	a	congenitally	malformed	fetus,	Polish	women	and	their	allies	
once	again	took	to	the	streets	in	the	tens	of	thousands	and	in	more	than	
70	towns.		The	protests	built	upon	2020	demonstrations	that	mobilized	
one	million	people	in	a	country	of	36	million	and	drew	in	unionists,	
farmers,	and	other	sectors	in	a	massive	display	of	opposition	to	the	
reactionary	government.	This	year,	the	All-Polish	Women’s	Strike—“an	
informal	and	nonpartisan	initiative”—has	gathered	cries	from	the	
streets	and	transformed	them	into	13	demands,	spanning	a	
constellation	of	demands	from	women’s	rights	to	education	to	
environmentalism.	“Not	only	do	we	want	access	to	legal	abortion,	we	
also	want	an	independent	judiciary,	a	secular	government,	and	full	
human	rights,”	they	say.	
Campaigns	for	reproductive	justice	have	continued	to	challenge	the	
status	quo	in	countries	around	the	world.	The	year	2020	ended	with	a	
major	victory	in	Argentina,	clearly	the	result	of	continued	and	massive	
mobilizations	of	young	women	and	their	allies.	Inspired	by	the	
Argentine	movement,	Mexican	women	adopted	the	green	bandana	and	
marched	in	their	tens	of	thousands,	with	the	result	that	in	September	
2021,	the	Mexican	Supreme	Court	declared	that	treating	abortion	as	a	
crime	was	unconstitutional.	The	continued	mobilizations	globally	
around	reproductive	justice,	femicide,	and	other	feminist	issues	are	one	
special	sign	of	the	deepening	of	the	class	struggle	on	a	global	scale.	
U.S.	labor	strikes	

In	the	United	States,	there	were	significant	labor	strikes	around	
economic	demands.	Each	case	raised	the	possibility	that	the	working	
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class	will	more	and	more	begin	responding	to	the	crises	from	within	
their	own	organizations	and	with	proletarian	methods.	In	the	U.S.,	for	
example,	interviews	with	the	leaders	of	the	Alabama	miners,	Kellogg	
workers,	and	the	John	Deere	strikers,	though	these	were	only	economic	
strikes,	indicated	that	that	there	remains	within	the	organized	labor	
movement	the	consciousness	of	historic	victories	and	defeats,	and	that	a	
deep	discussion	is	taking	place	about	how	to	recover	what	has	been	lost	
since	the	1960s.	The	International	Workers	League	summed	up	the	
importance	of	these	phenomena:	

Throughout	the	year,	an	important	wave	of	strikes	developed	in	the	
U.S.	While	predominantly	in	the	education	and	service	sectors	in	
2020,	in	2021	industrial	workers	joined	in,	a	component	missing	from	
the	scene	for	years.	This	strike	wave	emphasizes	economic	demands	
but	has	profound	political	potential	because	it	aims	at	the	heart	of	the	
central	politics	of	the	bourgeoisie:	to	place	the	burden	of	economic	
recovery	on	the	backs	of	workers.	
While	in	each	case,	workers	lacked	a	class-struggle	leadership	with	a	
clear	understanding	of	what	could	really	be	won	with	greater	
mobilizations	in	solidarity	with	their	stoppages,	the	modest	economic	
victories	will	surely	build	the	confidence	of	the	class	overall.	(Read	more	
on	this	topic	in	the	U.S.	labor	section	below).	
	

4.	Latin	American	Resistance	and	Lessons	

In	2019,	during	the	wave	of	rebellions	and	revolutions	extending	
across	various	parts	of	the	world,	Latin	America	was	the	epicenter	of	the	
revolutionary	process,	with	Chile	in	the	lead.	These	struggles	responded	
to	worsening	living	conditions,	oppression,	and	dictatorial	regimes;	
several	of	them	exploded	into	mass	upsurges	that	were	countered	with	
harsh	repression.	The	youth,	in	a	precarious	position	and	without	a	
future,	placed	themselves	at	the	vanguard	of	these	confrontations.	In	
general,	the	working	class	did	not	participate	in	these	processes	
through	their	own	structures,	organizations,	and	methods,	but	did	so	in	
a	way	that	was	dispersed	within	the	masses.	In	2020,	the	pandemic	and	
its	impact	created	something	of	an	impasse	for	these	mass	
movements.	By	looking	at	2021	in	several	key	Latin	American	countries,	
we	can	see	both	the	continued	impulse	to	struggle,	and	the	political	
obstacles	that	have	held	them	back.	
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This	section	focuses	on	the	current	processes	unfolding	in	some	
countries	in	Latin	America,	which	we	can	learn	from,	make	some	
generalizations,	and	find	commonalities	to	develop	our	analysis.		How	
can	we	learn	from	these	experiences,	victories	and	mistakes,	and	take	
them	to	our	own	working	classes	where	they	can	study	in	the	school	of	
revolutionary	struggles	from	Latin	America?		How	can	we	support	them	
and	connect	them	to	our	own	struggles	and	build	international	
solidarity	between	and	among	our	working	classes?	
Chile	

For	more	than	10	years,	the	Chilean	working	class,	social	movement	
activists,	Mapuche	people,	and	young	people	have	been	actively	waging	
social	struggles	for	education,	women’s	rights,	health	care,	and	
Indigenous	land	rights	across	the	country,	leading	to	a	prolonged	three-
month	social	explosion	beginning	in	October	2019.	This	struggle,	which	
included	massive	protests	and	demonstrations	and	was	countered	by	
extreme	repression	by	the	state,	challenged	the	existing	capitalist	order	
with	goals	of	doing	away	with	the	Pinochet-era	constitution	and	ousting	
outgoing	President	Sebastián	Piñera.	This	is	the	background	for	the	
recent	November	2021	presidential	elections.	The	electoral	defeat	of	the	
right-wing	bourgeois	presidential	candidate,	José	Antonio	Kast	(who	
received	44.13%	of	the	vote),	saw	the	victory	of	Gabriel	Boric	(who	
received	55.87%	or	more	than	4.6	million	votes	which	has	been	
reported	as	the	largest	majority	ever	recorded	in	Chilean	elections).		
The	election	of	Boric,	a	former	student	leader	during	the	2011	student	
struggles,	represents	a	victory	of	these	struggles	and	yet	also	raises	
many	questions	for	the	class	struggle	under	Boric’s	government.	
The	2019	working	class	and	popular	explosion—composed	of	
students,	workers,	and	organized	sectors	of	the	Mapuche	community—
represented	a	huge	leap	in	the	social	movements	of	Chile	and	
threatened	the	political	regime.	During	this	period,	we	saw	the	
emergence	of	incipient	dual-power	organs—the	neighborhood	or	
community	assemblies,	including	the	CAT	(Coordinadora	de	Asambleas	
Territoriales,	Coordination	of	Territorial	Assemblies)—in	which	
important	sectors	challenged	governmental	authority,	leading	to	its	
near	downfall.		These	assemblies	were	used	to	organize	the	struggles	
and	defend	protesters	from	state	repression.	A	huge	limitation	was	the	
lack	of	coordination	and	participation	of	organized	sectors	of	the	
working	class.	
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Even	though	the	traditional	parties	that	governed	the	country	for	the	
last	30	years	still	hold	power	in	the	National	Congress,	this	recent	
election	showed	that	people	are	sick	of	the	status	quo	and	are	looking	
towards	alternative	solutions.	
Boric	became	the	presidential	candidate	for	the	reformist	Social	
Convergence	formation,	which	emerged	out	of	the	Frente	Amplio	(FA,	
Broad	Front)	coalition	formed	following	the	social	explosion	of	2019.	
The	election	of	Boric	was	met	with	huge	celebrations	across	the	country	
and	shows	that	the	hopes	and	aspirations	behind	the	October	2019	
mobilizations	are	still	alive	and	that	the	masses	have	high	expectations	
of	social	change	to	come.	
The	reforms	proposed	by	Boric	and	the	FA	are	limited,	even	though	
there	are	huge	expectations	behind	them	given	the	precarious	living	
conditions	faced	by	the	majority	of	working	class	families.	They	propose	
to	increase	pensions,	raise	the	minimum	wage,	and	raise	taxes	on	the	
wealthy	to	fund	social	programs.	Boric	and	his	new	government	will	
have	great	challenges	in	passing	these	reforms	as	the	right	wing	does	
not	want	to	give	any	more	concessions	than	they	already	have.	
The	only	factor	that	can	be	decisive	in	winning	the	reforms	is	the	mass	
movement.	And	here	represents	a	challenge	for	the	Boric	and	the	FA	
given	their	strategy	to	negotiate	with	those	on	the	top	and	calm	the	
mass	movement.		An	example	of	this	is	when	they	made	a	peace	
agreement	giving	way	to	the	current	constituent	assembly	process	that	
is	charged	with	rewriting	the	constitution.	This	agreement	saved	Piñera	
by	guaranteeing	impunity	for	all	those	responsible	for	the	extreme	
repression	waged	against	the	people	just	when	the	government	was	at	
the	point	of	collapse.	Another	example	is	when	Boric	initially	promised	
to	direct	8%	of	the	GDP	towards	social	spending,	but	later	in	the	
campaign	compromised	to	bring	this	down	to	5%—and	who	knows	how	
much	lower	it	will	go?	Therefore,	we	must	understand	that	Boric’s	
government	will	be	a	defender	of	the	interests	of	the	big	corporations	
that	control	the	country,	even	though	it	will	try	to	pressure	them	to	
make	reforms	to	slightly	improve	the	livelihoods	of	the	working	class.	
As	our	Chilean	comrades	of	the	Movimiento	Internacional	de	los	
Trabajadores	(MIT,	International	Workers’	Movement)	have	outlined,	
the	defeat	of	Kast	and	the	victory	of	Boric	represents	a	distorted	victory	
of	the	mass	movement.	Our	comrade	Maria	Rivera,	who	was	elected	to	
the	Constituent	Assembly,	has	proposed	an	alternative	course	to	that	
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laid	out	by	Boric	and	the	FA—the	path	towards	mobilizing	and	
organizing	the	working	class	and	young	people,	independent	of	Boric’s	
government,	to	fulfill	the	struggle	against	neoliberal	capitalism	in	Chile.	
Colombia	
Colombia	has	played	a	strategic	role	historically	for	the	United	States	
as	it	has	been	a	major	base	of	military	support	for	U.S.	interventions	
across	the	continent.	In	recent	years,	there	have	been	huge	
developments,	with	the	working	class	and	popular	sectors	waging	mass	
movements	and	a	general	strike,	which	shook	the	foundations	of	the	
country	and	lasted	for	two	months.	On	the	other	hand,	there	has	been	
violent	repression	with	assassinations	of	activists	and	leaders	of	the	
social	movements.	
The	upcoming	2022	congressional	and	presidential	elections	provide	a	
strong	opportunity	for	the	reformist	Polo	Democrático	Alternativo	to	
win	major	victories.	The	Polo	is,	since	its	creation	in	2005,	a	popular	
front	organization,	which	brings	together	"left-wing”	formations	with	
"progressive"	sectors	of	the	Colombian	bourgeoisie	with	the	goal	of	
getting	into	office	to	regulate	the	ongoing	crisis	of	capitalism.	In	the	
context	of	the	mass	mobilizations	in	Colombia	and	the	Call	for	a	National	
Strike	Platform	(Comité	Nacional	de	Paro),	an	electoral	platform	
attempted	to	capture	the	widespread	discontent	and	translate	it	into	an	
electoral	slate:	the	Pacto	Histórico	(Historic	Agreement).	The	PH	is	a	
broad	progressive	front,	which	includes	the	Polo	Democrático	and	other	
reformist	organizations	such	as	the	Unión	Patriótica	(Colombian	
Communist	Party),	and	Colombia	Humana	(a	"progressive"	formation	
around	Gustavo	Petro,	a	known	community	and	social	movement	
organizer	which	proposes	to	create	a	"democratic"	form	of	capitalism).	
The	PH	platform	is	trying	to	capture	the	aspirations	of	the	recent	wave	
of	struggle,	but	as	our	comrades	in	Colombia	point	out,	its	program	is	
reformist,	and	presents	a	mix	of	candidates—some	coming	out	of	the	
struggle,	others	already	integrated	in	the	parliamentary	system.	This	
includes	candidates	such	as	Petro,	who	has	publicly	declared	that	the	PF	
ticket	is	not	an	anti-capitalist	one.	
In	contrast	with	the	PH	ticket,	there	is	an	independent	electoral	
candidate,	Francia	Márquez,	who	was	one	of	the	main	community	
leaders	of	the	mobilizations	in	the	Indigenous	and	Afro-Colombian	
areas.	She	publicly	broke	with	the	PH	platform	and	refused	any	kind	of	
deals	with	the	Colombian	bourgeois	establishment.	She	is	today	the	only	
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candidate	preserving	class	independence	with	a	direct	connection	to	the	
struggles.																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																					
Márquez	is	a	long	time	human	rights	and	environmental	activist	from	
the	Afro-Colombian	Soy	Porque	Somos	movement	whose	candidacy,	
unlike	the	case	of	petit-bourgeois	Boric	in	Chile,	came	directly	out	of	the	
struggles	of	Afro	and	Indigenous	Colombians.	She	has	received	support	
from	a	variety	of	leftist	and	socialist	forces	outside	of	PH	but	will	still	
face	the	challenges	of	waging	a	political	struggle	in	an	anti-democratic	
political	regime	that	forces	undue	economic	hardship	on	minority	
parties.	They	must	collect	an	enormous	amount	of	signatures.	
Previously,	only	religious	mafioso	types,	and	illegal	and	clientelistic	
groups,	have	been	able	to	achieve	ballot	status	in	this	way.	
Our	comrades	in	Colombia	have	given	critical	support	to	Márquez	
while	calling	for	the	continuation	of	the	struggle	in	the	streets	through	
mass	actions	and	a	big	general	strike.	Colombian	elections	laws	are,	like	
our	laws	in	the	U.S.,	highly	undemocratic,	and	Márquez	might	not	be	
able	to	get	officially	in	the	electoral	ticket	(her	only	chance	was	to	join	
the	PH	list).	She	is	attempting	to	use	the	ticket	of	the	Autoridades	
Indígenas	de	Colombia	(AICO,	Indigenous	Authorities	of	Colombia),	the	
Indigenous	progressive	party.	The	Polo	Democrático	has	offered	her	the	
ability	to	run	on	their	ticket	so	she	can	participate	in	the	elections.	Our	
comrades	are	asking	for	her	to	maintain	her	independence	and	rely	
solely	on	independent	class	power.	The	pressures	towards	opportunism	
and	reformism	will	present	themselves,	but	if	the	masses	are	in	motion,	
there	is	the	potential	for	a	strong	independent	campaign	that	can	put	
itself	at	the	service	for	growing	and	building	the	social	movements.	
Brazil	

The	working	class	and	masses	of	Brazil	face	a	myriad	of	problems:	
extreme	inequality,	destruction	of	the	environment,	and	racist	genocidal	
attacks	against	Black	people.	The	destruction	that	the	extreme	right-
wing	government	of	Jair	Bolsonaro	has	waged	against	the	country	is	
indisputable—deaths,	unemployment,	shortages,	inflation,	hunger	and	
overall	misery.	In	addition,	there	have	been	threats	against	democratic	
rights,	and	paramilitary	threats	against	women,	Indigenous,	Black,	and	
LGBTQIA+	people.	The	disastrous	Bolsonaro	government	is	leading	
many	activists	and	workers	to	consider	any	political	alliance	to	confront	
this	extreme	right-wing	government.	But	as	our	comrades	from	the	
PSTU	in	Brazil	warn,	workers	should	avoid	making	the	same	mistakes	of	
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the	past	by	falling	into	the	trap	of	class	collaboration	with	the	
bourgeoisie.	
A	recent	report	came	out	identifying	Brazil	as	one	of	the	most	unequal	
countries	of	the	G20,	with	only	South	Africa	ranking	higher	in	its	
inequality.	Since	the	start	of	the	COVID-19	pandemic,	Brazil	has	75	new	
multimillionaires	(315	people	in	total),	who	have	accumulated	R%	1.5	
billion	(which	is	roughly	¼	of	the	GDP).	On	the	other	hand,	workers’	
wages	have	decreased	11%,	with	increases	in	inflation	and	
unemployment.	
On	the	environmental	front,	General	Augusto	Heleno,	minister	of	the	
Institutional	Security	Cabinet	to	the	president,	authorized	seven	new	
gold	exploration	projects	in	the	São	Gabriel	da	Cachoeira	region	in	the	
Amazon.	This	is	one	of	the	largest	tropical	forest	preserves	in	the	
country;	it	is	Indigenous	land	and	home	to	nearly	23	different	ethnic	
groups.	The	Indigenous	identity	is	so	strong	here	that	it	is	known	as	the	
capital	of	Nheengatu	and	other	native	language	groups	like	Tukano	and	
Baniwa.	In	addition	to	attacks	against	native	sovereignty,	this	criminal	
policy	has	led	to	the	deforestation	of	405.36	square	kilometers	of	the	
Amazon	(Acre,	Amapá,	Amazonas,	Mato	Grosso,	Pará,	Rondônia,	
Roraima	y	Tocantins,	y	parte	del	Maranhão)	over	the	past	five	years,	
according	to	the	Real-Time	Deforestation	Detection	System.	There	has	
been	an	80.62%	increase	in	deforestation	related	to	mining	in	the	first	
trimester	of	2020,	impacting	the	people	who	live	in	these	communities	
by	contaminating	their	rivers	and	destroying	their	livelihoods.	
As	imperialism	grows	more	desperate	in	its	effort	to	compensate	for	
the	decline	in	profitability,	it	invests	in	countries	like	Brazil	in	a	manner	
that	privileges	extraction	of	raw	materials	over	industrialization,	
privatization	over	national	enterprises,	and	increases	overall	
deprivation,	leaving	workers	in	a	dilemma:	Do	they	pave	a	path	
independently	from	the	ruling	class,	which	defends	a	revolutionary	
perspective	that	breaks	with	the	capitalist	system,	or	do	they	become	
the	managers	of	this	exploitative	system,	helping	capitalists	maintain	
power	by	aligning	themselves	with	them,	defending	budget	cuts,	and	
other	neoliberal	attacks	and	plans?	
Recently,	major	trade	unions	in	Brazil	met	to	put	forward	an	initiative	
to	form	an	alliance	between	Lula	of	the	Workers’	Party	(PT)	and	Geraldo	
Alckmin	of	the	Brazilian	Social	Democracy	Party	(PSDB)	for	the	2022	
presidential	elections.	While	the	main	trade	federation,	CUT,	was	absent	
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from	this	meeting,	they	confirmed	that	they	had	nothing	against	this	
proposal.	
Alckmin	is	a	main	agent	of	the	bourgeoisie.	While	he	was	governor	of	
Sao	Paulo	(2001-2006	and	2011-2018),	he	applied	the	plans	of	the	
bankers	and	big	businesses	by	gutting	public	services,	privatizing,	and	
attacking	transit	workers,	teachers,	and	public-sector	workers	in	
general.	He	was	also	a	presidential	candidate	in	2006	(where	he	lost	to	
Lula)	and	2018.	While	no	decisions	have	been	made,	Lula	has	said	that	
he	wants	a	presidential	list	that	can	win	and	return	to	“the	good	times.”		
As	a	reminder,	former	PT	President	Dilma	Rousseff	aligned	herself	with	
the	PSDB,	bringing	in	Michel	Temer	as	her	vice	president,	who	went	on	
to	become	president	in	2016	after	Rousseff	was	impeached	and	
removed	from	office.	Temer’s	government	waged	major	attacks	against	
the	working	class	and	popular	sectors	and	paved	the	way	for	Bolsonaro	
to	become	president.	
Argentina	
In	the	2021	legislative	primary	elections	in	Argentina,	the	defeat	of	the	
Frente	de	Todos	(FdT,	the	political	coalition	of	Peronists	and	
Kirchnerists)	surprised	no	one.	This	is	a	direct	consequence	of	the	FdT	
policy	to	prioritize	external	debt	payments,	agreements	with	the	IMF,	
and	the	interests	of	the	big	businesses	at	the	expense	of	working	and	
popular	sectors—all	which	goes	against	the	promises	made	by	
President	Alberto	Fernández.	This	is	all	within	the	context	of	the	
devastating	COVID-19	pandemic,	which	has	left	thousands	dead,	and	
aggravated	living	conditions	leading	to	an	increase	in	hunger,	inflation,	
unemployment,	and	general	precarity.	On	the	other	hand,	the	main	
opposition	party,	Juntos	por	Cambio	(JxC,	Together	for	Change)	gained	
parity	in	the	national	legislature,	where	they	had	previously	been	the	
minority.	
Meanwhile,	the	Frente	de	Izquierda	y	Trabajadores	Unidad	(FIT-U,	The	
Left	Workers	Front-Unity)	had	important	electoral	successes.	The	FIT-U	
has	been	able	to	break	electorally	with	parties	and	candidates	
controlled	by	the	bosses	to	support	a	political	program	based	on	class	
independence.	They	won	over	1,300,000	votes,	won	four	Deputies	in	the	
national	legislative	chamber,	several	provincial	legislative	seats,	and,	for	
the	first	time,	12	council	seats	in	the	municipality	of	Gran	Buenos	Aires,	
which	has	strong	industrial	worker	demographics.	It’s	also	important	to	
note	the	huge	election	in	Jujuy,	where	Alejandro	Vilca,	a	sanitation	
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worker,	became	a	Deputy,	winning	25.08%	of	the	vote.	Our	PSTU-A	
comrade	Daniel	Ruiz,	a	former	oil	worker,	won	8%	of	the	vote	in	
Chubut.	The	challenge	today	in	Argentina	is	to	replicate	the	unity	shown	
on	the	electoral	front	in	the	streets	and	the	labor	movement	through	
united-front	action	against	austerity	plans	and	for	a	living	wage.	
In	conclusion,	the	struggles	across	Latin	America	offer	us	an	
opportunity	to	develop	our	analysis	and	learn	important	lessons	from	
the	global	class	struggle	against	capitalism.	In	Chile,	we	have	seen	waves	
of	struggle	over	the	past	decade	lead	to	a	revolutionary	opening—an	
opening	that	has	resulted	in	the	distorted	election	victory	of	Boric	as	
president.	Unlike	Chile,	an	independent	political	campaign	is	emerging	
in	Colombia	with	Francia	Márquez,	a	social	movement	fighter	from	the	
Afro	and	Indigenous	struggles,	who	is	gaining	support	from	Indigenous	
communities	and	popular	and	working-class	sectors.	In	Brazil,	the	
ongoing	and	repeated	attack	against	our	class	in	Brazil	by	Bolsonaro	is	
leading	many	to	mistakenly	look	back	to	Lula	and	the	PT	for	a	way	out	
of	the	current	crisis.	Meanwhile,	in	Argentina	while	the	ruling	Frente	de	
Todos	coalition	suffered	big	losses,	the	independent	working-class	
coalition	of	the	FIT-U	has	won	important	victories.	
We	face	the	challenges	of	opportunism	and	reformism,	which	seek	to	
silence	the	movement	and	lead	the	masses	towards	class	collaboration.	
The	ongoing	crisis	will	deepen,	and	the	struggles	will	continue.	Our	role	
as	revolutionary	socialists	is	to	build	the	struggles,	connect	them	with	
our	own,	and	fight	for	political	independence	of	our	class	to	bring	about	
socialism.	
	
5.	Imperialism	Today	

The	inability	of	the	world’s	great	powers	to	solve	the	crisis	of	
profitability	has	led	to	a	frightening	new	level	of	inter-imperialist	rivalry	
and	threats	of	war.	Imperialist	powers,	old	and	new,	are	simultaneously	
supporting	increasing	extreme	levels	of	mining,	drilling,	and	
deforestation/land	theft	for	corporate	mono-cropping.	The	increased	
demand	is	fierce	for	the	minerals	necessary	to	make	lithium	ion	
batteries—cobalt,	graphite,	lithium,	manganese,	and	nickel—minerals	
found	in	semi-colonial	countries.	Thus,	the	world’s	major	powers	are	
speeding	up	a	global	arms	race,	including	a	sprint	to	build	new	nuclear	
weapons.	World	military	spending	grew	in	2020	to	$2	trillion.	Sixty-two	
percent	of	that	came	from	five	world	powers—the	United	States,	China,	
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India,	Russia,	and	the	United	Kingdom.	Ruling-class	think	tanks	and	
spokespeople	almost	unanimously	describe	the	future	in	terms	of	the	
U.S.-China	rivalry,	but	the	threat	of	increased	competition	leading	to	
war	is	not	restricted	to	this	conflict,	or	even	to	the	U.S.-Russia	struggle	
over	spheres	of	influence	in	Eastern	Europe	and	Central	Asia.	The	
growing	global	resistance	to	imperialist-imposed	extractivism,	
austerity,	and	interest	payments	on	the	debt	has	also	meant	increased	
flows	of	arms	to	friendly	semi-colonial	governments	who	defend	the	
profit-making	of	international	investors.	
The	United	States,	the	largest	capitalist	economy	in	the	world,	finds	
itself	with	increased	competition	from	western	imperialist	allies	and	
from	rising	upstarts	like	Russia	and	China.	The	U.S.	is	no	longer	able	to	
simply	impose	Pax	Americana	on	smaller	states.	The	loss	of	American	
imperialist	hegemony	flows	from	the	U.S.		loss	of	economic	hegemony.	
Marxist	economist	Michael	Roberts	writes:	

America’s	economic	hegemony	began	to	slip	as	its	relative	
trade	and	growth	superiority	slid	from	the	mid-1960s	onwards	
in	the	face	of	the	cost	of	the	Vietnam	war,	and	Franco-German	
and	Japanese	trade	success.	When	the	U.S.	economy	no	longer	
ran	a	trade	surplus	but	instead	a	widening	deficit,	the	dollar	
came	under	pressure	and	eventually	came	off	its	quasi-gold	
standard	in	the	early	1970s,	signaling	the	end	of	the	Bretton	
Woods	era.	
With	the	collapse	of	profitability	of	capital	in	the	major	
economies	from	the	mid-1960s,	everybody	fought	for	trade	
share,	devaluing	their	currencies.	The	IMF	had	to	try	and	force	
various	governments	with	financial	crises	to	maintain	fixed	
rates	with	the	dollar	through	austerity	(‘internal	devaluation’).		
In	the	ensuing	neo-liberal	era	from	the	1980s	onwards,	trade	
tariffs	were	reduced	to	benefit	America,	but	‘globalisation’	of	
capital	led	to	the	rise	of	Japan,	Korea	and	China	as	competitors	
in	world	markets	to	the	U.S.	and	Europe.	The	Keynesian	dream	
of	‘two	great	nations’	organizing	global	cooperation	and	a	new	
world	economic	order	was	no	more	than	that:	a	dream”	
(Keynes	and	Bretton	Woods	-70	years	later).	

The	rise	of	new,	competitive	capitalist	economies,	particularly	China,	
and	the	beginning	of	a	breakdown	of	the	post-World	War	II	order	in	
which	Europe	followed	the	U.S.	lead,	has	led	to	inter-imperialist	rivalries	
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that	are	increasingly	engendering	political	crisis	and	the	threat	of	open	
conflict	with	China	and	Russia.	At	the	core	of	this	is	increased	
competition	for	markets	and	for	the	resources	necessary	to	maintain	
economies.	
According	to	George	Calhoun,	writing	in	the	Sept.	12,	2021,	Forbes	
magazine:	

If	there	is	to	be	a	war,	an	open	war,	with	China—and	we	may	
stipulate	that	this	scenario	is	at	the	far	end	of	the	spectrum	of	
possibilities,	and	yet	not	an	impossibility—if	there	is	to	be	a	
war,	it	will	not	arise	from	Western	outrage	at	human	rights	
violations	in	Xinjiang,	or	Chinese	outrage	at	Western	outrage,	
or	cyber-crime,	or	technology	theft,	or	currency	manipulation,	
or	security	crackdowns	in	Hong	Kong,	or	indignities	visited	
upon	the	Filipinos	or	the	Vietnamese	or	the	Australians.	
It	will	arise	from	acute	economic	pain,	inflicted	on	China	by	
actions	of	the	United	States	to	deprive	them	of	the	most	
essential	physical	resource	of	the	21st	century:	
semiconductors.	

Calhoun	cites	parallels	to	Japan’s	attack	on	Pearl	Harbor,	saying	that	
an	attack	on	Taiwan	would	be	about	semiconductors,	much	like	the	
Japanese	empire’s	attack	on	the	U.S.	was	driven	by	the	need	to	secure	oil	
supplies.	After	the	Japanese	invasion	of	Indochina	in	1940,	the	U.S.	
imposed	sanctions	and	“Japan	lost	access	to	88	percent	of	its	imported	
oil.”	
An	opinion	piece	by	the	European	Institute	for	Asian	Studies	(EIAS)	
from	2015	explains	that	Taiwan	holds	a	near	monopoly	in	this	security-
related	product.	They	say,	“Responsible	for	63%	of	global	
semiconductor	market	share,	Taiwan	lies	at	the	heart	of	the	
semiconductor	industry,	reaching	an	output	value	of	3	trillion	NTD	in	
2020	(107.53	billion	USD).”	To	prevent	rival	imperialist	powers	from	
gaining	an	advantage,	China	has	embarked	on	a	substantial	increase	in	
the	size	and	quality	of	its	deepwater	navy,	increased	naval	maneuvers	in	
the	Pacific,	and	Chinese	air	force	flyovers	of	Taiwanese	air	space.	
It’s	in	this	context	that	last	year	the	Biden	administration	recently	
announced	a	trilateral	deal,	the	Naval	Group-Australia	strategic	
partnership	or	AUKUS,	in	which	the	U.S.	and	Britain	will	provide	
Australia	with	nuclear	powered	submarines,	as	part	of	a	broader	
military	effort	to	counter	China.	This	provoked	an	immediate	and	
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enraged	reaction	by	the	French	government,	which	had	previously	
arranged	a	$66	billion	deal	to	sell	French-built	submarines	to	Australia.	
The	New	York	Times	described	this	incident	as	“foreshadowing	how	the	
conflicting	American	and	European	responses	to	confrontation	with	
China	may	redraw	the	global	strategic	map.”	In	response,	France	has	
called	for	Europe	to	take	a	more	independent	and	assertive	role	in	
military	and	diplomatic	affairs.	On	Sept.	12,	2021,	France	24	reported,	
French	President	Emmanuel	Macron	called	for	a	“strong,	sovereign,	and	
united	Europe”	that	“is	powerful	in	the	world,	fully	sovereign,	free	in	its	
choices	and	in	charge	of	its	own	destiny…"	
Working	people	in	the	United	States,	China,	France,	and	other	nations	
have	nothing	to	gain	from	victories	of	one	imperialist	power	over	
another.	Instead,	we	will	pay	for	each	escalation	of	rivalry	between	
great	powers	with	growing	cuts	in	the	social	wage	as	ever	more	funds	
are	shifted	to	war	production,	with	increasing	attempts	to	deepen	the	
rate	of	exploitation	necessary	to	undercut	corporate	rivals,	the	
increased	repression	that	comes	with	militarization,	the	extreme	
weather	borne	of	the	gigantic	carbon	emissions	of	imperialist	war	
machines,	and,	last	but	not	least,	as	cannon	fodder.	As	Ernie	Gotta	points	
out	in	a	Dec.	9,	2021,	article	in	Socialist	Resurgence,	this	competition	has	
resulted	in	increasing	inequality	in	both	China	and	the	U.S.	Between	
2000	and	2020,	the	increase	of	the	wealth	of	the	top	10%	of	the	
population	has	skyrocketed,	in	China	to	67%	and	in	the	U.S.	to	
71%.	Instead	of	rallying	behind	the	growing	appeals	to	nationalism	in	
the	imperialist	world,	working	people	must	try	to	use	the	political	crises	
to	build	independent	class	organizations	capable	of	fighting	back	
against	war	and	for	political	power.	
The	U.S.-China	rivalry	

As	economic	competition	has	grown,	the	U.S.	has	stepped	up	its	anti-
Chinese	propaganda,	arguing	that	the	rivalry	is	about	the	struggle	
between	“autocracy	and	democracy”	and,	without	irony,	tries	to	frame	
the	base	struggle	over	resources	and	markets	as	a	defense	of	human	
rights.	Of	course,	as	outlined	well	by	Ho-Fung	Hung	in	the	July	11,	2020,	
issue	of	Jacobin	magazine,	nothing	so	lofty	is	involved.	One	can	point	to	
a	turning	point	during	the	2008	financial	crisis.	In	the	wake	of	that	
debacle,	Chinese	state	banks	bailed	out	struggling	state-owned	
enterprises	and	in	2012,	the	new	premier,	Xi	Jinping,	started	the	Belt	
and	Road	Initiative	(BRI).	According	to	the	author:	
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In	many	senses,	the	BRI	was	an	attempt	to	create	an	overseas	
market	for	state	enterprises	to	export	their	excess	capacity.	The	
BRI	was	basically	to	lend	money	to	other	developing	countries	to	
make	them	buy	Chinese	products	or	hire	Chinese	companies.	For	
example,	the	annual	reports	of	China’s	leading	construction	
machine	companies	show	that	after	2012,	they	successfully	
climbed	out	of	their	profit	crisis,	and	their	revenue	growth	soared.	
In	those	reports,	they	explicitly	thanked	Xi	Jinping	and	the	BRI,	as	
most	of	their	orders	now	came	from	countries	involved	in	the	BRI.	
These	Chinese	state-owned	companies	were	squeezing	out	
American	companies	in	the	Chinese	market,	and	now	they	were	
squeezing	out	American	companies	in	the	international	market	in	
the	developing	world.	

At	the	same	time,	Chinese	banks	began	to	challenge	U.S.	banks	in	the	
less	developed	world	and	failed	to	fulfill	some	of	its	promises	to	open	up	
its	financial	sector	to	Western	financial	institutions.	
In	2017,	China	expanded	the	reach	of	the	BRI	into	Latin	America	and	
the	Caribbean,	with	Panama	becoming	the	first	Latin	American	country	
to	officially	endorse	the	BRI,	five	months	after	switching	diplomatic	ties	
from	Taiwan	to	China.	To	date,	19	of	the	33	countries	in	the	region	have	
joined	BRI.	Some	of	the	biggest	countries	in	the	region—Argentina,	
Brazil,	Colombia,	and	Mexico—are	not	members	but	have	left	the	door	
open	to	joining	in	the	future.	Brazil	has	received	the	most	Chinese	
attention	in	the	region,	but	investments	and	infrastructure	project	loans	
directed	at	Argentina,	Peru,	Ecuador,	Venezuela,	Colombia	and	Mexico	
have	also	been	significant.	Cuba	joined	the	BRI	in	2021.	Sizeable	
investments	in	port	and	harbor	facilities	have	also	been	made,	with	
projects	in	Mexico	and	Central	America,	the	Bahamas	and	Cuba,	
Panama,	Peru,	Brazil,	Uruguay,	Argentina	and	Chile.	The	U.S.	fears	that	
these	ports	could	be	used	by	the	Chinese	navy.	
Many	Latin	American	governments	and	companies	consider	BRI	an	
opportunity	for	furthering	international	engagement.	As	in	other	
regions	of	the	world,	a	main	allure	of	BRI	is	expanded	access	to	China,	a	
growing	export	destination	and	source	of	external	financing.	Over	the	
past	20	years,	China	has	been	transformed	from	one	of	the	region’s	
modest	commercial	partners	to	one	of	its	most	important.	Bilateral	
trade	grew	25	times,	from	$12	billion	in	1999	to	$306	billion	in	2018,	



	 33	

placing	China	as	Latin	America’s	second-largest	trade	partner,	after	the	
United	States.	
Imperialist	competition	in	Africa	has	led	to	both	an	increased	
exploitation	of	miners	and	other	workers	but	to	efforts	by	both	the	U.S.	
and	China	to	grow	their	military	footprint	on	the	continent.	As	Gotta	
concluded	in	“Inter-imperialist	Rivalry:	U.S	and	China”(LaVozlit.com,	
Dec.	9,	2021),	“The	question	remains:	Can	the	working	class	form	an	
international	leadership	that	connects	the	thousands	of	daily	strikes,	
mass	actions,	and	revolutionary	organizing	across	the	globe	to	present	
an	alternative	to	the	current	path	of	capitalist	destruction?”	
Russia	

NOTE:	Russia’s	invasion	of	Ukraine	took	place	two	weeks	before	the	
founding	convention	of	Workers’	Voice.	There	was	a	full	report	and	
extensive	discussion	at	the	convention	on	the	Russian-Ukrainian	war.	
However,	this	resolution	was	submitted	to	the	WV	membership	well	before	
the	start	of	the	war	and	the	text	merely	reflects	some	of	Russia’s	
preparatory	actions.	The	outlook	of	our	organization	on	the	war	in	
Ukraine	can	be	seen	in	articles	on	the	www.workersvoiceUS.org	website.	

As	we	prepare	for	the	convention,	a	dramatic	new	episode	of	conflict	
has	opened	between	the	U.S.	and	the	rising	imperialist	power,	Russia.	
Russia’s	economy	remains	much	smaller	than	that	of	the	U.S.	or	China,	
but	Russia	has	been	able	to	exert	its	power	on	a	regional	level.	In	recent	
days,	the	Putin	regime	has	revealed	that	its	massing	of	100,000	troops	
near	the	border	with	Ukraine	was	the	opening	play	in	an	effort	to	force	
the	U.S.	and	its	NATO	allies	to	pull	nuclear	weapons	and	troop	rotations	
from	NATO	countries	in	Eastern	Europe	and	return	these	nations	to	
Russia’s	sphere	of	influence.	At	stake	are	lands	at	the	heart	of	Europe	
and	at	the	crossroads	with	Asia.	The	U.S.	refuses	to	concede	the	gains	
they	made	at	Russia’s	expense	in	the	years	immediately	after	the	
dissolution	of	the	Soviet	Union.	
Russia	has	long	opposed	Ukraine’s	bid	to	obtain	NATO	membership	
and	sees	Ukraine	as	a	buffer	between	them	and	the	rest	of	
Europe.	Ukraine	was	part	of	the	Soviet	Union	until	its	1991	collapse.	In	
2013,	a	protest	movement,	partially	sparked	by	the	government’s	
seeking	closer	ties	with	Russia	rather	than	the	West,	drove	the	corrupt	
government	of	Viktor	Yanukovych	out	of	office.	The	U.S.	and	NATO	were	
deeply	involved	in	promoting	this	outcome.	In	early	2014,	Russia	
annexed	Crimea,	strategically	situated	on	Russia’s	sea	routes	to	the	
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Black	Sea,	and	shortly	afterwards,	Ukraine’s	eastern	industrial	
heartland,	known	as	the	Donbas	(portions	of	Donetsk	and	Luhansk	
provinces),	broke	away	from	Ukraine.	Armed	rebels	in	the	mostly	
Russian-speaking	eastern	region	seized	government	buildings	and	
proclaimed	“people’s	republics”	in	the	Donetsk	and	the	Luhansk	
regions,	and	the	Ukrainian	military	and	volunteer	battalions	moved	to	
put	down	the	unrest.	Soon	the	homegrown	rebellion	was	deformed	by	
the	insertion	of	Russian	military	forces,	and	the	leadership	of	Donbas	
forces	became	dominated	by	figures	funded	by	Russian	oligarchs	linked	
ideologically	to	hopes	for	a	new	Russian	empire.	
Faced	with	a	pro-Western	Ukraine	regime	with	openly	neo-Nazi	
elements	exhibiting	hostility	to	Russian-speakers,	revolutionary	
socialists	initially	focused	our	fire	on	U.S.	imperialism	and	supported	the	
Donbas	rebellion.	As	the	role	of	Russian	mercenaries	and	the	Russian	
proxies	who	displaced	local	leaders	became	clear,	the	demands	that	
Russia,	the	U.S.,	and	the	EU	all	respect	the	self-determination	of	the	
Ukraine	and	the	eastern	Russian-speaking	region	came	to	the	fore	in	our	
propaganda.	Nonetheless,	the	war	has	taken	its	toll.	Official	estimates	
indicate	that	in	the	eight	years	of	conflict	to	date,	more	than	13,000	
people	have	died.	
In	response	to	Russia’s	recent	buildup	of	troops	on	the	Ukraine	border,	
the	U.S.	led	naval	exercises	in	the	Black	sea.	Operation	Sea	Breeze	
involved	U.S.	and	NATO	forces,	as	well	as	Ukraine	and	other	countries	
that	are	on	the	Black	Sea,	with	the	notable	exception	of	Russia.	The	2021	
exercise	was	the	largest	since	the	inaugural	exercise	in	1997	with	32	
countries	from	six	continents	participating.	The	opening	ceremony	of	
the	joint	military	exercise	was	held	in	Odessa	as	a	clear	indication	that	
the	purpose	of	this	adventure	was	to	signal	preparation	for	a	conflict	
with	Russia.	During	the	ceremony,	Ukrainian	Naval	Commander	Oleksiy	
Neizhpapa	stated	that	the	exercises	sent	a	"powerful	message	to	
maintain	peace	and	stability	in	our	region.”	
In	recent	days,	following	the	failure	of	the	U.S.	and	the	EU	to	offer	
significant	concessions	in	terms	of	NATO	deployments,	missile	batteries,	
and	expansion,	U.S.	media	rattled	sabers	by	recalling	an	April	2021	
statement	by	Putin	promising	retaliation	that	would	be	“asymmetrical,	
fast,	and	tough.”	The	U.S.	continues	to	reiterate	that	it,	too,	would	
respond	to	regular	Russian	troops	crossing	the	border.	A	recent	claim	
that	Russia	may	deploy	forces	to	Cuba	and	Venezuela	sparked	a	harsh	
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response	by	the	Biden	administration,	which	vowed	a	“decisive”	
response	if	it	sees	any	evidence	that	the	threat	is	real.	
War	with	Russian	troops	in	Eastern	Europe	or	anywhere	else	would	be	
catastrophic	for	working	people.	The	recent	example	of	Syria,	in	which	
Russia	and	the	U.S.	both	intervened	to	stop	a	popular	revolt	that	could	
have	advanced	the	Arab	Spring	process,	shows	that	neither	imperialist	
power	will	risk	supporting	the	demands	of	the	masses,	even	to	gain	
temporary	influence	over	a	capitalist	rival.	The	increased	bloodshed,	
deaths,	diversion	of	economic	resources,	and	repression	that	would	
come	could	only	weaken	our	ability	to	defend	our	standard	of	living	and	
to	advance	toward	the	kind	of	coordinated	working-class	action	across	
borders	that	could	end	the	capitalist	horror	show	unfolding.	Working-
class	organizations	in	every	imperialist	country	involved	must	fight	to	
tie	the	hands	of	its	own	ruling	class	and	impede	the	drive	toward	war,	
extending	solidarity	to	working	people	in	the	Ukraine	and	the	rest	of	
Eastern	Europe	who	deserve	self-determination	and	could	join	in	this	
effort.	
The	fundamental	truth	that	guides	us	in	this	period	of	growing	inter-
imperialist	rivalry	is	that	the	working	classes	have	no	stake	in	the	fight	
between	competing	ruling	classes	and	must	condemn	the	drive	towards	
war	in	each	of	their	nations.	Lenin	wrote	during	the	First	World	War,	
“During	a	reactionary	war,	a	revolutionary	class	cannot	but	desire	the	
defeat	of	its	government.”	The	Bolshevik	policy	was	to	turn	imperialist	
war	into	revolutionary	civil	war.	Working-class	internationalism	is	the	
key	to	revolution	and	human	survival.	
Arms	race	

The	nuclear	arms	race	has	returned	with	a	vengeance	and	poses	a	
threat	to	humanity	itself.	In	2018,	Barack	Obama,	the	former	president,	
proposed	a	$1.2tn	plan	to	modernize	the	“triad”	of	U.S.	air,	sea,	and	land-
based	nuclear	weapons.	Trump	continued	in	this	direction.	Under	
Trump	an	additional	$500bn	in	spending	was	proposed,	including	
$17bn	for	low-yield,	tactical	nuclear	weapons	that	could	be	used	on	
conventional	battlefields.	In	response,	Russia	has	embarked	on	a	similar	
program	to	improve	and	expand	its	nuclear	arsenal.	At	the	same	time,	
the	treaties	meant	to	avert	nuclear	disaster	are	being	dismantled.	
The	Stockholm	International	Peace	Research	Institute,	in	a	June	of	
2021	annual	report,	wrote	that	“nine	nuclear-armed	states—the	United	
States,	Russia,	the	United	Kingdom,	France,	China,	India,	Pakistan,	Israel	
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and	the	Democratic	People’s	Republic	of	Korea	(North	Korea)—together	
possessed	an	estimated	13,080	nuclear	weapons	at	the	start	of	2021.	
This	marked	a	decrease	from	the	13,400	that	SIPRI	estimated	these	
states	possessed	at	the	beginning	of	2020.	They	said,	‘Despite	this	
overall	decrease,	the	estimated	number	of	nuclear	weapons	currently	
deployed	with	operational	forces	increased	to	3,825,	from	3,720	last	
year.	Around	2,000	of	these—nearly	all	of	which	belonged	to	Russia	or	
the	USA—were	kept	in	a	state	of	high	operational	alert.’	China	is	also	
accelerating	its	nuclear	rearming.	Today	China	has	370	nuclear	
warheads	(the	US	3,700)	yet	with	the	sharp	increase	of	military	
spending	China	is	planning	to	reach	700	warheads	in	2027	and	1,000	in	
2030.”	
The	increasing	militarization	of	space	is	another	grave	concern.	Anti-
satellite	weapons,	which	are	primarily	surface-to-space	and	air-to-space	
missiles,	have	been	developed	by	the	United	States,	Russia,	India,	and	
China.	The	U.S.	creation	of	the	Space	Force	as	a	new	wing	of	the	military	
was	treated	as	a	joke	by	many,	but	the	potential	for	warfare	on	earth	to	
extend	into	space	is	increasing.	Since	2011,	China	has	been	attempting	
to	have	its	own	permanent	space	station.	Until	last	year	the	United	State	
was	the	only	country	with	one,	the	SSI	(functioning	since	2000	and	
shared	with	the	European	Space	Agency,	and	Russian	Roscosmos	among	
others).	After	the	successful	attempts	to	orbit	temporary	space	stations	
(Tiangong	1	and	Tiangong	2)	in	2021,	China	managed	a	permanent	one	
in	April	2021—the	Tiangong	Space	Station,	with	much	newer	
technology.	In	addition,	last	year	China	sent	three	special	satellites	
(Yoogan-31),	dedicated	to	espionage	of	digital	and	electronic	
communications.	
In	November	2021,	the	Russian	military	tested	an	anti-satellite	missile,	
or	ASAT,	by	targeting	and	destroying	a	defunct	Russian	spy	satellite.	The	
test	created	thousands	of	pieces	of	debris	and	sent	seven	astronauts	and	
Russian	cosmonauts	aboard	the	International	Space	Station	(ISS)	
scrambling	for	shelter.	The	test	created	a	hazard	that	could	continue	for	
three	or	more	years	as	the	fragments	slowly	re-enter	Earth’s	
atmosphere	or	find	stable	orbits.	The	debris	also	posed	a	threat	to	
China’s	Tiangong	space	station,	which	is	still	under	construction.	A	2007	
Chinese	ASAT	test	created	debris	that	continues	to	be	a	hazard	for	
satellites	and	the	ISS.	The	private	space	company	SpaceX	has	hundreds	
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of	broadband	internet	satellites	in	space,	with	a	projected	4400	total	in	
the	coming	period.	
The	Biden	regime	remains	committed	to	the	militarization	of	space.	
According	to	The	New	York	Times	article	of	Jan.	21,	2022,	Lloyd	J.	Austin	
III,	a	retired	four-star	Army	general	who	is	Mr.	Biden’s	secretary	of	
defense,	told	the	Senate	that	he	would	keep	a	“laser-like	focus”	on	
sharpening	the	country’s	“competitive	edge“	against	China’s	
increasingly	powerful	military.	Among	other	things,	he	called	for	new	
American	strides	in	building	“space-based	platforms”	and	repeatedly	
referred	to	space	as	a	war-fighting	domain.	
U.S.	imperialism	and	Afghanistan	

Although	still	fully	capable	of	wreaking	terrible	destruction	on	
capitalist	rivals	and	the	peoples	of	the	semi-colonial	world,	the	U.S.	is	no	
longer	the	uncontested	superpower	on	the	global	stage.	The	U.S.	
withdrawal	from	Afghanistan	was	the	latest	manifestation	of	the	
declining	power	of	Washington	relative	to	other	imperialism.	A	closer	
look	at	this	episode	is	in	order.		
The	rapid	evacuation	of	coalition	troops	and	tens	of	thousands	of	their	
Afghan	collaborators	in	2021	shows	that	the	United	States	is	no	longer	
able	to	rule	the	entire	world	by	economic	and	military	force	alone.	This	
defeat	comes	in	a	context	of	massive	struggles	by	working	people	all	
over	the	world.	The	failure	of	imperialism	to	maintain	direct	occupation	
in	Afghanistan	is,	by	extension,	also	an	opening	for	struggle	by	workers	
and	farmers	in	the	region	against	their	own	ruling	classes.	After	20	
years	of	an	occupation	that	had	attempted	to	replace	the	Taliban	with	a	
government	of	reactionary	warlords	with	whom	the	U.S.	had	allied	to	
kick	the	USSR	out	of	the	country,	Washington	accepted	the	defeat	of	that	
project.	In	spite	of	an	air	war	that—in	combination	with	the	U.S.	
bombing	in	Syria	and	Iraq—totaled	more	than	50,000	strikes	and	killed	
around	17,000	civilians,	the	United	States	was	unable	to	consolidate	a	
puppet	regime	on	the	ground.	Other	semi-colonial	nations	under	the	
boot	of	U.S.	imperialism	and	economic	coercion	can	only	become	more	
confident	of	the	possibility	of	rolling	back	imperialist	interventions	on	
every	front.	The	U.S.	withdrawal	proved	that	despite	endless	imperialist	
propaganda,	and	even	the	views	of	some	people	on	the	left,	US	
imperialism	is	not	invincible.	
The	final	August	2021	withdrawal	was	a	bipartisan	plan	taking	into	
account	a	strategic	calculus	of	shifting	imperialist	interests,	beginning	
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after	the	assassination	of	Osama	bin	Laden	in	2011	and	the	initial	U.S.	
drawdown	in	2014.	Washington’s	inability	to	establish	a	viable	foothold	
in	Afghanistan	was	compounded	by	the	need	for	the	Pentagon	to	shift	
resources	to	the	conflict	with	China	and	its	inability	to	secure	its	
influence	in	Iraq,	Syria,	or	Libya.	
From	2014	on,	U.S.	“diplomats”	began	to	engage	in	a	two-part	
“negotiation”	with	the	Taliban	for	control	of	the	country.	The	first	part	
included	correspondence	and	discussion	of	terms	for	the	transfer	of	
power.	The	second	element	was	an	upswing	in	efforts	to	terrorize	
Afghan	and	Pakistani	peoples,	which	culminated	in	the	highest	rates	of	
civilian	killings	of	the	whole	occupation	period.	Even	today,	the	U.S.	
maintains	the	right	to	use	air	power	based	in	neighboring	countries	to	
carry	out	attacks	on	“terrorists”	within	the	borders	of	Afghanistan	and	
Pakistan.	
Despite	the	undeniable	victory	that	came	with	the	withdrawal	of	U.S.	
troops,	it	has	been	accompanied	by	a	brutal	attempt	to	use	financial	
blackmail	to	get	the	Taliban	to	do	its	bidding	regarding	ISIS	and	
relations	with	other	states.	This	effort	includes	the	freezing	of	
Afghanistan	state	assets	abroad,	halting	the	flow	of	aid	that	had	been	
covering	3/4	of	public	spending,	using	Washington’s	influence	to	cut	the	
country	off	from	the	global	financial	system,	and	punitive	sanctions.		
This	murderous	directive	by	the	United	States	has	left	the	Afghan	
government	unable	to	access	over	$9	billion	of	its	own	funds.	
Remittances	and	charity	have	been	largely	curtailed	at	the	same	time	
that	the	base	for	many	people's	livelihoods—servicing	foreign	military	
occupation	and	on-the-ground	“aid”	organizations—simply	vanished	
overnight.	
According	to	Reuters,	all	of	Afghanistan	is	currently	experiencing	
“crisis”	level	food	insecurity,	with	the	majority	facing	“emergency”	
levels.	“Emergency”	level	food	insecurity	is	described	as	“very	high	
acute	malnutrition	and	excess	mortality.”	As	Laurel	Miller	recently	said	
in	an	editorial	in	The	New	York	Times,	“Afghans	are	already	on	a	
countdown	to	calamity”	and	soon	to	become	the	world’s	worst	
humanitarian	crisis.”	Revolutionary	socialists	must	oppose	these	efforts	
to	cripple	the	Afghan	economy	and	continue	the	long	fight	for	self-
determination.	
The	U.S.-NATO	occupation	of	Afghanistan	had	already	created	a	severe	
and	worsening	economic	and	humanitarian	crisis	for	Afghan	workers	
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and	farmers.	Afghanistan’s	economic	development	has	been	severely	
repressed	due	primarily	to	the	instability	created	by	the	U.S.	occupation	
and	connected	domination	by	foreign	powers—specifically	their	
militaries—of	the	country.	In	addition,	resistance	to	the	occupation	
often	took	the	form	of	guerrillas	destroying	foreign-funded	
“development”	projects	like	roads	and	bridges.	The	purpose	of	these	
infrastructure	projects,	themselves	rather	miniscule	relative	to	the	scale	
of	need,	was	fundamentally	to	meet	the	political	and	strategic	interests	
of	various	countries	and	often	to	attempt	to	outflank	the	projects	of	
other	countries,	including	those	of	India	and	Pakistan.	
Also,	a	large	portion	of	the	economy	was	what	bourgeois	analysts	
define	as	that	of	a	“rentier”	state,	dependent	on	foreign	aid	and	other	
monies	with	many	strings	attached.	This	did	virtually	nothing	to	build	
up	the	productive	capacity	of	Afghanistan	and	instead	incentivized	
cronyism	and	extreme	corruption.	After	withdrawal	and	the	imposition	
of	the	harsh	sanction	regime,	much	of	the	money	that	was	going	into	
Afghanistan	has	simply	been	cut	off.	Toward	the	end	of	the	occupation,	
poverty	levels	skyrocketed	and	have	only	gotten	worse	due	to	the	U.S.	
economic	blackmail,	an	effort	thought	to	be	an	effective	way	to	strong-
arm	the	Taliban	to	move	the	country	definitively	into	the	“U.S.	sphere”	
of	imperialist	influence.	
Revolutionary	socialists	must	oppose	these	efforts	to	cripple	the	
Afghan	economy	and	continue	the	long	fight	for	the	self-determination	
of	Afghanistan.	Advocating	the	freezing	of	Afghan	state	assets,	or	even	
non-recognition,	in	response	to	the	Taliban’s	horrific	treatment	of	
women	is	a	wrong-headed	and	unprincipled	approach	to	showing	
solidarity	with	activists	fighting	for	social	change	inside	the	country.	
The	collapse	of	the	economy	will	damage,	not	advance,	the	possibility	of	
working	people	and	women	organizing	effectively	against	reaction.	The	
withholding	of	funds	is	paralleled	by	the	continuation	of	operations	by	
U.S.	Central	Command	via	bases	in	the	broader	Middle	East	and	South	
Asia	region	and	is	just	imperialism	by	another	means.	
This	does	not	mean	that	revolutionary	socialists	do	not	support	the	
efforts	of	women,	oppressed	nationalities,	and	working	people	to	
overthrow	the	reactionary	Taliban	government,	whose	program	does	
nothing	to	meet	the	needs	of	the	masses	of	the	country	and	whose	
reactionary	positions	on	gender	and	the	oppressed	nationalities,	to	say	
nothing	regarding	the	dignity	of	labor	and	small	farmers,	are	horrific.	
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With	regards	to	the	composition	and	direction	of	the	new	government,	
there	have	always	been	large	differences	of	opinion	in	the	Taliban.	In	
the	period	of	warfare	against	the	U.S.,	these	factional	struggles	were	
occasionally	transformed	into	small-scale	civil	wars.	The	newly	
appointed	“Caretakers	Cabinet”	is	an	example	of	these	diversities	and	
contradictions.	Just	to	list	a	few,	Abdul	Qayyum	Zakir,	Deputy	Minister	
of	Defense,	is	described	by	Afghan	journalist	Bilal	Sarway	as	“an	
insurance	policy	to	Afghan	businessmen	to	Iran.”	Meanwhile,	
Muhammad	Yaqub,	Minister	of	Defense,	has	links	with	Saudi	Arabia—
one	of	Iran’s	main	political	opponents.	Similarly,	despite	often	being	
characterized	as	a	puppet	of	Pakistan,	the	Taliban	appointed	Abdul	
Ghani	Baradar	as	First	Deputy	Minister.	Baradar	spent	eight	years	in	
Pakistani	prisons,	at	least	in	part	for	not	including	the	Pakistani	
government	in	negotiations	between	the	Taliban	and	the	Afghanistan	
Republic.	Their	rule	is	an	obstacle	to	the	social	change	that	Afghanis	
need.	
All	of	this	is	leading	to	a	massive	out-migration	of	Afghan	citizens.	The	
majority	is	going	to	nearby	countries,	including	Iran	and	Pakistan,	but	
many	are	making	their	way	to	the	United	States	and	Europe.	Socialists	
have	a	duty	to	fight	for	the	unconditional	acceptance	and	full	amnesty	
rights,	up	to	and	including	citizenship,	for	all	victims	of	imperialist	
violence	attempting	to	find	safety	in	different	countries.	This	is	part	of	
our	more	general	programmatic	call	for	open	borders	and	free	
movement	of	working	and	oppressed	people.	
Thus,	socialists	in	the	United	States	have	a	triple	duty	with	regards	to	
aiding	the	struggle	for	workers’	power	in	Afghanistan.	First	is	to	fight	
against	any	attempts	of	U.S.	imperialism	to	use	military,	political,	or	
economic	coercion	against	the	Afghanistan	government.	Second,	we	
must	defend	Afghan	refugees.	And	third,	we	must	pay	close	attention	to	
the	ongoing	resistance	to	the	Taliban	within	Afghanistan.	An	important	
dimension	of	this	is	the	women’s	liberation	movement,	whose	current	
vanguard,	RAWA,	continues	to	publicize	clandestine	meetings	within	
Afghanistan.	Connecting	the	workers’	struggle	against	imperialism	in	
the	United	States	with	the	best	fighters	in	Afghanistan	will	be	essential	
to	developing	the	international	party	of	world	revolution.	
An	important	part	of	U.S.	imperial	decline	is	the	growing	separation	
between	ruling-class	desires	and	the	willingness	of	working	people	to	
carry	out	expansive	military	operations.	In	the	first	place,	there	is	a	
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really	general	sentiment	against	war	among	the	U.S.	population.	This	
has	meant	an	ongoing	and	severe	crisis	in	the	U.S.	military.	Despite	the	
trillion-dollar	annual	budget,	recruitment	has	remained	at	low	levels	
during	the	entire	period	of	occupation	in	Afghanistan	and	Iraq.	
Recruitment	levels	are	so	low	that	the	ruling	class	and	their	generals	
have	had	to	resort	to	all	sorts	of	different	schemes	to	maintain	their	
military	reinforcement	of	economic	and	political	control	in	the	semi-
colonial	world.	This	has	included	massive	deployments	of	National	
Guards	members,	redeploying	and	extending	deployment	of	troops	on	
the	ground	past	operational	protocols,	and	famously	filling	in	the	gaps	
with	private	mercenaries	who	are	paid	incredible	sums	of	money	to	kill,	
maim,	and	terrorize	all	over	the	globe.	Another	component	of	this	are	
the	well-known	drone	programs,	which	were	greatly	expanded	under	
Obama.	
All	of	these	measures	receive	bipartisan	support	from	the	two	major	
capitalist	parties,	who	both	attempt	to	expose	the	other	as	not	being	
militaristic	enough.	A	good	example	was	the	Democrats’	multiple	
attempts	to	reinstate	the	draft	during	Bush’s	presidency,	claiming	that	
the	Republican	administration	did	not	have	what	it	takes	to	really	win	
the	wars	in	Iraq	and	Afghanistan.	
Veterans	of	these	occupations	are	an	essential	group	that	can	and	will	
be	won	over	to	revolutionary	struggle	in	the	United	States.	Despite	the	
political	polarization	in	which	groups	of	veterans	show	up	in	far-right	
mobilizations	and	paramilitary	organizations,	many	soldiers	first	signed	
up	as	young	workers	looking	for	a	chance	to	have	a	future	and	to	do	
some	good	in	the	world.	It	is	well	known	that	the	military	
disproportionately	recruits	Black,	Brown,	and	Indigenous	people.	No	
one	knows	the	great	lies	of	imperialism	better	than	the	people	who	have	
been	on	the	front	lines	in	its	struggle	to	control	by	force	entire	
countries.	Millions	of	young	people	genuinely	believe	that	they	will	help	
“spread	democracy”	and	“human	rights”	only	to	realize	that	the	only	
thing	the	United	States	is	interested	in	keeping	the	world	safe	for	are	
investments.	A	not	insignificant	number	of	rank-and-file	troops	quickly	
realize	that	they	have	more	in	common	with	the	young	people	they	
interact	with	every	day	than	they	do	with	the	capitalists	and	politicians	
who	sent	them	to	war.	That	crushing	realization	manifests	itself	in	
statistics	tracking	suicide,	drug	addiction,	and	other	measures	of	social	
alienation	among	veterans.	It	also	manifests	in	an	increasing	number	of	
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veterans	joining	socialist	groups	and	becoming	active	in	movements	for	
social	justice	and	against	“their”	country’s	wars.		To	wage	an	effective	
fight	against	the	far	right	in	the	U.S.,	revolutionary	socialists	must	
combine	a	political	program	that	includes	a	dramatic	expansion	of	
health	care	and	support	for	veterans	with	propaganda	that	includes	
their	victimization	in	Washington’s	wars.	
U.S.	war	planning	

The	passage	of	a	$768	billion	war-spending	bill	in	December	2021	
showed	the	fallacy	of	thinking	that	the	withdrawal	of	troops	and	
military	trainers	from	Afghanistan	signaled	any	overall	retreat	by	U.S.	
imperialism.	The	amount	of	money	just	allocated	to	the	Pentagon	is	one	
of	the	largest	in	history,	surpassing	the	war	budget	during	the	Vietnam	
and	Korean	wars	and	just	shy	of	the	bill,	adjusted	for	inflation,	in	2011	
when	the	U.S.	had	peak	troops	in	Afghanistan	and	Iraq.	According	to	
Mandy	Smithberger	of	the	Center	for	Defense	Information	at	the	Project	
on	Government	Oversight,	the	$768	billion	represents	only	the	base	
Defense	Department	and	nuclear	weapons	work	at	the	Department	of	
Energy.	When	the	proposed	expenditures	of	other	related	agencies	are	
added	in,	the	total	is	more	like	$1.3	trillion.	U.S.	bases	around	the	globe,	
including	relatively	small	“lily	pads”	with	limited	amounts	of	troops	
assigned	to	them,	were	estimated	to	exceed	1000—at	least,	before	the	
withdrawal	from	Afghanistan.	
The	budget	also	includes	big	money	for	those	junior	partners	that	wish	
to	stabilize	U.S.	imperialist	influence	in	the	Middle	East.	Not	
surprisingly,	Congress	rejected	a	proposal	to	block	a	$650	million	arms	
sale	to	Saudi	Arabia	so	it	could	continue	to	wage	war	on	Yemen,	in	
which	100,000	people	have	died	since	2015.	
As	highlighted	by	the	recent	embarrassment	of	the	Democratic	
Socialists	of	America,	when	their	member,	Congressman	Jamaal	
Bowman,	gave	comfort	to	the	Israeli	regime	by	voting	for	the	“Iron	
Dome”	bill	for	Israel,	the	U.S.	continues	to	fund	Israel’s	war	on	the	
Palestinian	people	and	Iran,	with	around	$4	billion	gifted	to	its	long-
time	junior	partner.	
The	real	meaning	of	U.S.	aid	was	brought	home	in	October	2021	when	
the	Israeli	government	declared	six	prominent	Palestinian	human	rights	
groups—Al-Haq,	Addameer,	Defense	for	Children	International	
Palestine,	the	Union	of	Palestinian	Women	Committees,	the	Union	of	
Agricultural	Work	Committees,	and	the	Bisan	Center	for	Research	and	
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Development—to	be	“terrorist”	organizations.	It	was	shown	again	in	
December	of	2021,	when	Israel	announced	that	they	had	officially	
adopted	what	has	long	been	its	practice,	allowing	troops	to	shoot	at	
Palestinians	who	had	thrown	rocks	or	firebombs	at	cars,	even	if	the	
assailants	no	longer	presented	an	immediate	threat.	Revolutionary	
socialists	call	for	an	immediate	end	to	U.S.	funding	for	Saudi	arms	and	to	
the	Israeli	apartheid	regime.	We	further	support	the	historic	demand	of	
the	Palestinian	liberation	movement	for	the	establishment	of	a	
democratic	secular	Palestine,	with	the	full	right	of	return	for	all	
Palestinian	refugees.	
The	budget	process	in	Congress	was	punctuated	by	the	continuous	
addition	of	funds,	totaling	$24	billion,	to	those	requested	per	project	by	
Biden.	According	to	a	Dec.	7,	2021,	New	York	Times	article,	“Biden	
declared	the	end	of	an	era	defined	by	ground	wars	with	large	troop	
deployments	and	pledged	that	the	United	States	would	counter	threats	
through	military	technology	and	cybersecurity	competition.	But	citing	
threats	from	Russia	and	China,	lawmakers	rejected	the	president’s	
request	…	and	overwhelmingly	called	for	increasing	it	
substantially.”	Jonathan	Guyer,	writing	for	Vox	on	Dec.	22,	2021,	quoted	
Todd	Harrison	at	the	Center	for	Strategic	and	International	Studies	as	
saying,	“Everyone	in	Washington	is	talking	about	‘great	power	
competition’	or	‘strategic	competition’	with	China.	…	Within	the	national	
security	community	in	DC,	it’s	really	all	China,	China,	China.”	So	
Congress	raised	to	$7.1	billion	the	Pacific	Deterrence	Initiative	and	
added	$4.7	billion	to	ship	building,	$3.5	billion	for	base	building,	and	
brought	the	R	&	D	line	item	to	$117.7	billion.	Harrison	was	further	
quoted	as	saying	that	the	U.S.	is	“arming	itself	for	an	actual	war	with	
China,	particularly	a	war	over	Taiwan.”	(See	the	section	above	on	inter-
imperialist	rivalry.)	
Of	course,	U.S.	sanctions,	along	with	sanctions	by	its	allies,	are	war	by	
other	means	and	are	currently	being	leveled	against	40	countries	that	
together	lie	on	every	continent.	They	result	in	misery	and	tens	of	
thousands	of	deaths	for	the	working	classes,	who	are	deprived	of	basic	
necessities	including	food	and	medicine.	According	to	SanctionsKill.org,	
countries	under	sanctions	now	contain	a	third	of	the	world’s	population.	
This	is	on	top	of	the	direct	increase	in	poverty	caused	by	the	pandemic	
in	the	semi-colonial	world.	In	2020,	according	to	JP	Morgan	economists,	
the	number	of	people	living	on	less	than	$1.90	a	day	grew	by	97	million.	



	 44	

A	Pew	Research	Center	study	found	that	during	the	first	two	years	of	the	
pandemic,	131	million	people	were	pushed	into	poverty.	
The	U.S.,	which	plays	a	leadership	role	in	the	World	Bank	and	the	IMF,	
instead	of	freeing	COVID	patents	and	rushing	vaccines	to	the	less	
developed	world,	oversaw	the	deployment	of	predatory	COVID	
assistance	loans	to	semi-colonial	countries.	Now	burdened	with	the	
interest	payments	for	new	emergency	COVID	loans,	semi-colonial	
governments	will	be	forced	to	allow	more	pandemic-inducing	land	
grabs	for	extreme	extraction,	destructive	plantations,	and	industrial	
livestock	raising,	generating	rebellion	in	both	urban	and	rural	spaces.	
The	face	of	imperialism	in	the	guise	of	North	American	corporations	
who	seek	to	temporarily	cheat	the	falling	rate	of	profit	by	means	of	new	
dispossessions,	deforestation,	and	pernicious	land	development	
schemes	that	threaten	human	life	itself	are	some	of	the	most	well-
known	examples	of	imperialism	to	radicalizing	youth.	
The	COVID	apartheid	being	imposed	by	U.S.	and	other	advanced	
capitalist	nations	is	one	of	our	moment’s	most	criminal	manifestations	
of	a	world	divided	into	imperialisms	and	semi-colonies.	According	to	the	
World	Health	Organization,	more	than	80%	of	the	world’s	vaccines	have	
gone	to	G20	countries.	Low-income	countries,	most	of	them	in	Africa,	
have	received	just	0.6%	of	all	vaccines.	
The	solution	to	the	vaccine	shortage	proposed	by	imperialism	was	the	
Covax	initiative,	a	program	created	in	2020	by	the	WHO	for	the	
distribution	of	the	vaccine	through	philanthropic	entities,	to	which	72	
countries	adhered.	The	program	needed	at	least	$5	billion	to	meet	its	
goals	and	only	received	$2	billion.	The	goal	for	2021was	to	immunize	
20%	of	the	world's	population,	a	clearly	insufficient	rate,	with	a	
minimum	goal	of	all	countries	vaccinating	at	least	10%	of	their	
population.	Covax	has	been	a	failure.	In	reality,	more	than	50	countries	
failed	to	meet	this	target,	most	of	them	in	Africa,	where	only	about	7%	
of	the	continent's	inhabitants	are	fully	vaccinated,	compared	to	42%	of	
the	global	population.	This	is	because	the	capitalist	market	did	
everything	to	exclude	the	vast	majority	of	the	working	class	and	
Indigenous	communities	from	access	to	the	vaccine.	
Many	semi-colonial	countries	struggled	all	year	to	buy	vaccines	at	
high-prices	(often	getting	vaccines	not	homologated	by	the	WHO),	and	
only	got	the	“surpluses”	in	production—that	is,	the	leftovers	of	the	rich	
countries,	and	not	even	all	the	leftovers,	as	the	U.S.	has	preferred	to	let	
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millions	of	vaccines	go	bad	instead	of	distributing	them	for	free.	As	The	
Guardian	pointed	out,	“At	least	15m	doses	were	scrapped	in	the	US	
between	March	and	September,	according	to	one	analysis	of	CDC	data.”	
We	must	demand	the	immediate	breaking	of	intellectual	property	
rights	for	all	COVID	patents,	COVID-related	drugs,	and	medical	
technology,	and	the	retooling	of	production	in	all	imperialist	countries	
to	mass	produce	and	distribute	vaccines	and	drugs	for	all	countries.	
The	recent	decision	of	the	representatives	of	the	Global	North	at	the	
COP	26	climate	gathering	in	Glasgow	to	forego	their	earlier	pledge	to	
provide	$100	billion	a	year	to	the	countries	in	the	Global	South	with	no	
responsibility	for	creating	the	climate	disaster	is	one	more	effort	by	the	
imperialist	nations	to	save	their	slowing	economies	by	exploiting	the	
semi-colonial	world	of	mineral	resources	but	refusing	to	compensate	
their	loss	with	finance	for	emergency	climate	relief	measures	and	the	
development	of	sustainable	energy	sources.	The	amount	actually	
needed	would	be	more	like	US$6	trillion.	
At	Glasgow,	the	U.S.	and	other	imperialist	nations	abandoned	any	
pretense	of	adhering	to	the	principle	of	“Common	But	Differentiated	
Responsibilities”	that	encapsulate	previous	agreements	to	help	the	
semi-colonial	world	make	an	energy	transition.	Without	such	support,	
most	countries	in	the	South	would	have	no	way	of	moving	towards	zero	
carbon	by	investing	in	renewable	energy,	recycling,	clean	public	
transport,	electric	vehicles,	and	so	on.	According	to	Iain	Bruce	in	a	Dec.	
21,	2021,	report	on	COP	26,	this	step	back	from	providing	lip	service	to	
equity	was	described	by	a	delegate	from	the	semi-colonial	world	as	
“carbon	colonialism.”	That	is	because	it	completely	contradicts	any	idea	
that	there	is	a	finite	carbon	budget,	an	amount	of	carbon	dioxide	and	
equivalent	gases	that	the	human	race	can	still	afford	to	emit	while	
keeping	warming	to	1.5	degrees,	and	that	the	rich	countries	have	
already	spent	all	of	their	share	of	that	budget.	It	does	not	take	a	
revolutionary	socialist	analysis	for	millions	to	see	that	what	is	left	of	
humanity’s	carbon	budget,	possibly	up	to	500Gt	of	CO2	equivalent,	must	
be	reserved	for	the	semi-colonial	world	so	that	extreme	poverty	can	be	
tackled.	
Revolutionary	socialists	in	the	United	States	must	place	opposition	to	
U.S.	imperialism	at	the	center	of	their	political	program.	This	means	not	
only	continuous	efforts	to	mount	solidarity	campaigns	in	our	unions	and	
mass	organizations	with	anti-imperialist	and	working-class	struggle	
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around	the	globe	but	also	looking	for	every	opportunity	to	mobilize	the	
largest	demonstrations	possible	against	U.S.	military	actions	abroad.	
Today,	it	is	difficult	to	organize	against	U.S.	wars	and	threats	of	war	in	
the	streets,	but	there	are	other	ways	to	advance	the	anti-imperialist	
sentiment	and	action.	
Hundreds	of	thousands	of	radicalizing	young	people	and	militant	
workers	are	aware	and	interested	in	the	imperialist	roots	of	pandemic-
inducing	extractivism	and	land	grabs	for	corporate	agriculture	in	the	
semi-colonial	world.	Hundreds	of	thousands	more	follow	the	struggles	
of	Latin	American	Indigenous	communities	in	their	battles	with	
international	corporations	destroying	their	land.	It	is	up	to	us	to	
acknowledge	the	potential	of	these	sympathies,	to	fight	the	inclusion	of	
related	demands	in	the	social	movements,	and	use	them	to	advance	and	
popularize	a	more	coherent	analysis	of	U.S.	and	other	imperialisms.	We	
must	use	the	spaces	within	activity	around	COVID	apartheid	and	
inequities	in	climate	mitigation	to	accumulate	a	base	of	activists	who	
can	be	brought	into	action	against	more	overt	U.S.	war	moves	and	
sanctions.	We	must	also	advance	the	idea	of	dismantling	the	war	
machine	and	using	the	billions	allocated	for	war	for	human	needs	in	
every	instance	possible.	If	we	are	intentional	in	all	of	these	efforts,	we	
can	contribute	to	rebuilding	a	movement	in	the	streets	to	counter	
continued	U.S.	imperialist	aggression.	
	
6.	U.S.	Domestic	Response	to	Imperialist	Competition	and	Biden’s	
First	Year	

One	year	into	the	Biden	presidency,	there	is	no	clear	path	out	of	crisis	
for	American	capitalism.	The	COVID	pandemic	began	amidst	a	long-term	
decline	in	profitability	and	set	off	a	major	contraction	of	the	American	
economy.	The	introduction	of	vaccines,	the	flood	of	government	money,	
and	the	growth	of	consumer	spending	allowed	for	a	modest	recovery,	
but	not	without	major	complications.	
The	supply	chain	has	been	jammed	on	a	large	scale	for	months	now.	
Contributing	factors	to	this	crisis	include	the	disruption	to	the	
movement	of	immigrant	and	migrant	labor	around	the	world,	the	
withdrawal	of	(largely	women’s)	labor	from	the	workforce	to	respond	
to	the	care	crisis	in	families,	the	pandemic’s	disruption	of	production,	
shipping,	and	trade	itself,	the	general	crisis	in	profitability	and	
productivity	that	has	reduced	investment	in	various	essential	sectors,	
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and	the	built-in	fragility	of	a	supply-chain	built	around	just-in-time	
production	and	the	short-term	interests	of	international	capital.	
At	the	same	time,	consumer	demand—long	bottled	up—has	surged	
with	the	help	of	government	aid.	As	the	service	sector	is	still	quite	
restricted,	this	demand	has	been	focused	disproportionately	on	the	
goods	sector—placing	even	more	stress	on	the	dysfunctional	supply	
chain,	and	sharpening	its	crisis.	The	inability	of	production	and	
distribution	to	supply	consumer	demand	adequately,	along	with	the	
flood	of	cheap	credit	and	subsidies	handed	out	to	unproductive	capital,	
have	created	a	steep	rise	in	inflation,	which	is	dramatically	cutting	into	
workers’	living	standards.	
At	the	same	time,	the	downturn	of	the	pandemic	has	produced	a	kind	
of	“scarring,”	as	described	by	Michael	Roberts,	that	has	come	in	the	form	
of	accumulated	public	and	private	debt	and	a	further	drop	in	
productivity	created	by	the	drop	in	investment.	This	has	led	to	an	
unprecedented	creation	of	zombie	firms—companies	that	are	“not	even	
making	enough	profit	to	cover	the	servicing	of	their	debts	(despite	very	
low	interest	rates).”	These	firms	are	holding	an	unprecedented	1.4	
trillion	dollars	in	obligations—roughly	twice	what	was	held	in	the	crisis	
of	2008-2009.	
This	piling	of	corporate	debt	(zombie	firms	in	particular)	on	the	one	
hand,	and	inflation	on	the	other,	places	central	banks	in	a	very	difficult	
place.	On	one	side,	pouring	money	into	unproductive	firms	is	fueling	
inflation.	On	the	other	side,	raising	interest	rates	(as	is	planned	around	
the	world)	will	likely	mean	the	collapse	of	many	such	companies—
especially	as	consumer	demand	wanes.	These	failures	could	cause	
another	chain	reaction	that	produces	a	new	depression	(see	Michael	
Roberts’	blog,	The	Next	Recession,	Jan.	1,	2022).	Without	a	massive	
destruction	of	unproductive	capital,	however,	profitability	will	continue	
its	long-term	decline.	
It	is	conceivable	that	the	preservation	of	unproductive	zombie	
companies,	a	persistent	crisis	in	profitability,	and	a	persistent	crisis	in	
the	global	supply	chain	will	lead	to	stagflation—high-inflation	combined	
with	high	unemployment	and	low	demand.	Though	economists	still	
debate	how	long	high	inflation	will	last	(Roberts,	for	instance,	believes	
that	it	will	drop	significantly	with	a	fall	in	consumption	and	investment),	
there	are	certainly	enough	unknowns	to	make	it	a	real	possibility.	The	
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degrees	to	which	Omicron,	other	variants,	and	their	aftermaths	continue	
to	disrupt	the	supply	chain	are	one	such	category	of	unknowns.	
These	long-term	and	immediate	crises	form	the	context	(in	
combination	with	growing	inter-imperialist	competition)	for	present	
ruling	class	proposals—which	have	fallen	far	short	of	even	many	of	the	
most	modest	projections.	
U.S.	domestic	response	to	imperialist	competition	

The	original	Biden	election-season	relief	plans	and	proposed	budget	
could	only	be	understood	in	light	of	the	sharpening	conflict	between	
imperialist	powers.	As	Osman	K.	noted	in	“Biden’s	Relief	Package”	
(Socialist	Resurgence,	April	7,	2021),	Biden’s	election	platform	and	
emergency	relief	and	infrastructure	proposals	represented	the	wish	of	a	
sector	of	U.S.	ruling	elites	for	some	shift	away	from	economic	
approaches	associated	with	neoliberalism	and	towards	a	version	of	the	
Keynesian	formula	modeled	to	position	the	U.S.	for	the	economic,	
geopolitical,	and	military	battle	with	China.	As	Ashley	Smith	notes	in	
“Imperialist	Keynesianism”	(Tempest,	May	18,	2021),	the	need	for	this	
shift	has	been	motivated	strongly	in	bourgeois	think	tank	journals	for	
several	years.	
Of	special	interest	is	an	article	(“America	Needs	a	New	Economic	
Philosophy”)	written	in	February	2020	by	Biden’s	now	National	
Security	Adviser,	Jake	Sullivan,	for	Foreign	Policy.		Sullivan,	attempting	
to	popularize	the	new	thinking	to	foreign	policy	specialists,	draws	
analogies	to	other	periods	when	US	capitalism	had	to	retool	to	meet	
foreign	competition:	

In	the	past,	U.S.	grand	strategy	has	been	built	around	economic	
theories	matched	to	the	moment—and	strategists	were	central	to	
the	conversation.	For	example,	in	the	country’s	earliest	days,	the	
United	States	was	fending	off	empires	built	on	mercantilism.	Well	
aware	that	it	couldn’t	beat	established	players	like	France	and	the	
United	Kingdom	at	this	game,	the	country	rejected	mercantilism	
and	instead	adopted—and	then	helped	spread—a	free	trade	
model.	Indeed,	the	United	States’	early	love	affair	with	Adam	
Smith	and	David	Ricardo	was	in	part	about	geopolitical	survival.	
The	Cold	War	yielded	a	similar	story.	The	U.S.	government	used	
a	recipe	advocated	by	the	British	economist	John	Maynard	Keynes	
to	grow	its	economy	in	the	decades	following	World	War	II	at	a	
pace	that	the	Soviet	economy	could	not	match.	This	involved	a	
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formula	of	stimulating	consumer	demand	and	industrial	
production	through	public	investment	and	monetary	policies	
favoring	full	employment.	…	
History	is	again	knocking.	The	growing	competition	with	China	
and	shifts	in	the	international	political	and	economic	order	should	
provoke	a	similar	instinct	within	the	contemporary	foreign-policy	
establishment.	

Underinvestment,	he	argues,	is	a	much	greater	threat	than	debt.	The	
“national	emergency	of	Trump,”	like	the	destabilization	wrought	by	
autocrats	like	Victor	Orban	and	Jair	Bolsonaro,	he	argues,	have	
demonstrated	what	“austerity	and	lack	of	investment	in	the	face	of	low	
growth”	will	produce.	Trickle-down	tax	cuts,	which	only	serve	to	
redistribute	trillions	of	dollars	from	lower	and	middle-class	Americans	
to	the	wealthy,	have	contributed	nothing	to	the	economic	
competitiveness	of	the	U.S.	vis	à	vis	China.	Instead,	he	states,	the	U.S	
must	now	return	to	enacting	a	serious	industrial	policy,	anchored	not	by	
the	subsidy	of	specific	industrial	sectors,	but	by	a	“large-scale	mission”	
that	requires	innovation	across	many	sectors.	
Climate	change,	Sullivan	argues,	should	be	that	mission,	with	a	surge	
in	“deliberate	and	directed	public	investment	that	underwrites	a	shift	to	
a	post-carbon	U.S.	economy	through	research	and	development,	
deployment	of	new	technologies,	and	development	of	climate-friendly	
infrastructure.”	China,	he	points	out,	has	subsidized	similar	efforts	with	
hundreds	of	billions	of	dollars	and	“these	investments	have	paid	off	
handsomely	in	several	areas,	like	artificial	intelligence,	solar	energy,	and	
5G,	where	many	experts	believe	China	is	on	par	with	or	already	
outstripping	the	United	States.”	In	addition,	the	U.S.	cannot	afford	the	
vulnerability	that	comes	with	lacking	the	manufacturing	base	necessary	
“to	produce	essential	goods—from	military	technologies	to	vaccines—in	
a	crisis.”	
As	the	recent	G-7	vote	for	a	global	corporate	tax	rate	of	15%	
demonstrates,	the	wing	of	the	ruling	class	supporting	Biden	is	not	alone	
in	the	belief	that	the	government	should	recapture	the	$70	billion	in	tax	
revenues	that	U.S.	corporations	escape	via	havens,	and	it	should	be	
more	strategic	when	using	diplomacy	on	behalf	of	multinationals,	
expecting	home-nation-based	production	in	return.	
Blogger	Noah	Smith	(noahpinion.substack.com,	April	4,	2021)	argues	
that	this	approach	bears	similarities	to	that	of	Japan	in	the	1970s	and	
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1980s.	Then,	he	says,	a	highly	competitive	export	sector	based	on	
superior	R	&	D	and	innovation	was	able	to	carry	mass	employment	in	
domestic	industries	that	were	relatively	non-competitive	on	a	global	
scale.	Ideally,	then,	Bidenomics	is	based	on	the	notion	that	huge	public	
expenditures	to	spur	U.S.	research	and	development,	knowledge	
industries,	and	high-tech	manufacturing	would	create	profits	that	could	
be	redistributed	to	prevent	mass	upsurges	of	the	low-waged	and	
racialized	and	the	right-wing	populist	developments	that	the	Jan.	6,	
2021,	occupation	of	the	Capitol	suggested	are	on	the	horizon.	Such	
extreme	inequality	has	the	potential	to	destabilize	these	efforts	to	avoid	
Chinese	hegemony.	Such	redistributive	efforts	as	are	actually	part	of	the	
program	are	being	framed,	as	Biden	explained	to	soldiers	on	Memorial	
Day,	as	part	of	a	battle	between	democratic	capitalism	and	authoritarian	
capitalism	on	a	world	scale.	
Unfortunately	for	the	ruling	classes,	as	Marxist	economist	Michael	
Roberts	has	so	convincingly	demonstrated,	Keynesian	stimuli	and	an	
unprecedented	level	of	public	spending	on	infrastructure,	R	&	D,	and	
high-tech	manufacturing	will	not	be	sufficient	to	overcome	the	current	
downturn	in	private	investment	(Roberts,	The	Next	Recession,	Sept.	13,	
2020).	And	even	if	the	new	Keynesians	were	to	manage	to	do	some	
public	thrashing	of	the	finance	sector	and	demand	that	the	banks	and	
funds	reconnect	their	activities	to	industrial	production,	they	will	not	
fundamentally	reverse	the	low	investment	trend.	This	downturn	is	
rooted	in	a	secular	fall	in	the	rate	of	profit	over	the	last	40	years.	History	
suggests	that	only	a	massive	destruction	of	capital	of	the	kind	that	
resulted	from	the	Second	World	War	is	likely	to	reverse	this.	Thus,	while	
a	new	Keynesianism,	alongside	a	post-pandemic	“recovery”	to	the	
normal,	low-growth	rates	of	the	last	decades,	may	temporarily	dampen	
the	rage	of	the	working	classes	and	the	oppressed	in	the	advanced	
capitalist	nations,	even	the	short-term	problems	of	global	capitalism	
will	prove	irresolvable.	
Biden,	COVID,	and	the	crisis	in	health	care	

Since	February	2020,	850,000	people	have	died	of	the	COVID	
pandemic	in	the	U.S,	and	although	it	might	be	that	the	worst	of	it	is	
behind	us,	the	omicron	variant	is	still	a	serious	health	threat.	Just	after	
getting	into	office	in	January	2021,	Biden	signed	an	executive	order	to	
boost	the	availability	of	COVID	testing	and	pledged	that	his	government	
would	make	a	“war-time	effort”	to	make	tests	available	and	pursue	mass	
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vaccination.	Regarding	vaccinations,	while	it	is	true	that	as	the	U.S.	
census	reports	that	as	of	Dec	28,	2021,	85%	of	eligible	adults	had	
received	one	dose	of	the	vaccine,	it	does	not	add	that	only	63%	
were	fully	vaccinated,	which	is	below	countries	with	comparable	wealth	
and	resources,	and	especially	shocking	for	the	country	that	owns	most	
of	the	patents	of	the	most	effective	vaccines	as	well	as	the	means	to	
mass	produce	them.	This	is	because	in	the	absence	of	state-distributed	
vaccines	in	many	parts	of	the	country,	federal	vaccine	mandates	came	
too	late	or	have	been	blocked	by	the	courts.	
Regarding	testing,	the	program	to	order	free	COVID	tests	for	all	
households	was	just	released	in	mid-January	2022—that	is,	when	the	
omicron	wave	was	peaking	or	beginning	to	decrease.	Some	500	million	
extra	tests	will	be	shipped	between	January	and	February	2022	but,	as	
an	article	in	the	Washington	Post	explains,	“If	330	million	Americans	
were	tested	twice	a	week,	for	example,	more	than	2.5	billion	tests	would	
be	needed	each	month.”	
The	fact	is	that	the	Biden	administration	is	always	playing	catch-up	
because	it	believes	in	keeping	health	care	as	a	for-profit	industry.	This	
structural	deficit	in	the	health-care	response	is	also,	as	the	labor	section	
of	this	resolution	indicates,	because	both	the	U.S.	government	and	the	
corporations	want	all	workers	to	go	back	to	work	without	any	real	
preventive	measures	to	control	the	spread	of	the	virus.	It	has	been	too	
little	health	care	and	too	late,	for	the	key	thing	is	to	keep	the	profit-
machine	going.	
In	addition,	the	neoliberal	mishandling	of	the	pandemic	response	has	
further	degraded	working	standards	in	the	health-care	industry.	Health-
care	workers	are	not	only	underpaid	and	exhausted,	but	their	working	
conditions	are	also	more	and	more	precarious.	The	shortage	and	
overexploitation	of	nurses	has	led	to	a	further	de-regulation	of	the	labor	
market,	with	the	widespread	phenomenon	of	“travelling	nurses,”	a	
sector	that	expanded	40%	under	the	pandemic	and	that,	under	the	
banner	of	“flexibility,”	places	workers	in	competition	which	each	other,	
with	non-union	contracts,	instead	of	building	and	securing	rights	in	the	
workplace	through	collective	bargaining.	
Each	surge,	with	the	now	routine	saturation	of	hospital	beds	and	lack	
of	supplies	and	equipment,	has	reminded	us	that	our	privatized	health-
care	system	cannot	ensure	the	health	of	working	people	in	the	U.S.,	
especially	not	in	pandemic	times,	and	especially	not	for	those	living	in	
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rural	areas	and	with	a	low	income.	If	many	of	us	survived	this	pandemic	
without	universal	health	care,	we	might	not	survive	the	next	one,	and	a	
better	health-care	system	would	have	saved	thousands	of	lives	these	
past	years.	
The	most	shocking	aspect	of	this	pandemic	is	that	the	call	for	single-
payer	health	care—that	is	to	say,	for	a	really	affordable	universal	
health-care	insurance,	which	was	launched	by	health-care	unions	and	
endorsed	by	social	democrats,	and	“progressive”	Democrats	in	the	2016	
and	then	2020	election	campaigns—was	completely	erased	from	public	
debate	as	soon	as	Biden	became	the	candidate	for	the	Democratic	ticket	
in	July	2020.	As	socialists,	we	must	renew	the	fight	for	single-payer	
health	care	at	the	state	and	federal	levels,	and	push	the	demands	even	
further,	for	socialized	health	care	under	workers’	control.	We	must	take	
the	opportunity	as	soon	as	the	pandemic	wanes	down	to	raise	our	
demand	for	a	universal	single-payer	health-care	reform,	by	building	
coalitions	with	labor	unions	and	community	groups	and	tying	this	
organizing	effort	to	workplace,	climate	justice,	immigrant	work,	and	all	
our	other	fronts	of	intervention.	
The	nature	of	the	post-COVID	recovery	
The	recovery	from	the	pandemic	recession	is	markedly	different	from	
previous	recessions,	which	were	characterized	by	a	long,	slow	
destruction	in	the	value	of	fixed	capital,	widespread	and	persistent	job	
losses,	rising	levels	of	household	debt,	and	skyrocketing	levels	of	
inequality.	This	time	has	been	different.	The	initial	drop	in	GDP	and	
employment	was	followed	by	an	equally	sharp	recovery,	at	least	in	the	
United	States.	
There	are	several	reasons	why	this	time	might	be	different.	The	most	
obvious	one	is	that	the	pandemic	crisis	is	not	a	crisis	of	capitalism,	as	we	
commonly	tend	to	think	of	it.	When	we	talk	about	capitalist	crises,	we	
usually	refer	to	tendencies	within	the	process	of	capitalist	production	
itself	that	drive	profits	down	to	an	unsustainable	level.	In	this	case,	the	
crisis	was	wholly	external,	leaving	aside	conspiracy	theories	about	
secret	labs	and	lizard	people.	The	pandemic	certainly	did	affect	the	
profitability	of	capitalist	enterprises,	but	it	did	so	in	an	almost	
secondary	way.	
In	other	words,	COVID-19	made	capitalist	production	more	expensive	
and	more	dangerous.	But	it	did	not	suddenly	make	production	
technologies	obsolete,	or	permanently	alter	the	profitability	of	one	
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sector	in	relation	to	another—at	least,	not	that	we’ve	seen	yet.	The	
machines	are	still	there,	the	stuff	that	makes	the	stuff,	and	the	living	
labor	is	still	there,	at	least	to	the	extent	that	workers	could	protect	
themselves	from	governments	that	were	eager	to	force	people	back	to	
work.	In	fact,	we	can	alternately	look	at	the	pandemic	as	a	sort	of	
natural	disaster	whose	resolution	is	time.	That	is,	we	just	need	to	stay	
home,	no	payments	and	no	job	necessary,	until	the	whole	thing	blows	
over.	That’s	the	essential	idea	behind	a	lockdown,	however	terminally	
flawed	it	was	in	its	worldwide	implementation.	
There	is	a	second	reason	for	the	apparently	rapid	recovery	of	U.S.	
policy	during	and	after	the	pandemic,	and	that	has	to	do	with	the	
prospect	of	a	payments	crisis.	While	physical	commodity	production	
may	slow	due	to	lockdowns,	supply	shortages,	and	sickness,	payments	
on	fictitious	capital	require	no	such	grounding	in	reality.	That	is	to	say,	
your	landlord	doesn’t	care	if	you’re	out	of	a	job,	and	neither	does	the	
bank	issuing	your	mortgage.	That	payment	needs	to	be	made	on	time,	or	
else	the	landlord	will	get	foreclosed	on	and	the	bank	will	collapse.	The	
Trump	and	Biden	administrations	responded	surprisingly	well	on	this	
issue,	with	stimulus	payments,	eviction	moratoria,	business	support	
loans	and	grants,	and	expanded	unemployment	benefits	and	eligibility.	
They	basically	shoveled	money	at	the	problem,	and	it	kind	of	worked.	
The	federal	government	is	projected	to	spend	$5.1	trillion	in	total	on	the	
fiscal	response	to	the	pandemic.	Compare	that	to	the	$1.8	trillion	
stimulus	passed	by	Obama	after	the	Great	Recession.	
That	means,	for	those	lucky	enough	to	receive	payments	during	the	
recession,	consumer	behavior	remained	relatively	unchanged.	The	
realization	of	surplus	value	in	the	form	of	commodities	was	not	
disturbed	nearly	as	much	as	it	could	have	been.	In	fact,	households	took	
this	opportunity	to	pay	down	debt,	meaning	that	many	households	had	
plenty	of	buying	power	during	the	pandemic	and	especially	as	
vaccination	rates	rise	and	lockdowns	ease.	
This	is	also	one	of	the	two	reasons	why	the	EU	recovery	is	lagging	
behind	that	of	the	U.S.—	while	the	U.S.	response	to	the	recession	was	a	
burst	of	public	expenditure,	the	EU	responses	were	much	more	muted.	
According	to	the	IMF,	the	U.S.	spent	about	one	quarter	of	its	total	
economic	output	in	the	service	of	stimulus	and	relief,	while	Germany,	
France,	Italy,	and	Spain	all	spent	10	percent	or	less.	Consider	also	that	
the	U.S.	response	to	pandemic	job	losses	was	the	expansion	of	
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unemployment	benefits,	while	the	primary	instrument	in	Europe	was	
the	public	subsidy	of	wages	to	employers.	This	is	a	very	crucial	political	
point:	in	the	first	case,	employment	was	allowed	to	fall	while	standards	
of	living	were	either	maintained	at	a	reasonable	level	or	even	increased	
for	low-wage	workers.	In	the	second	case,	the	idea	was	to	attempt	to	
maintain	employment	by	subsidizing	wages,	regardless	of	whether	the	
market	for	the	produced	goods	existed	or	not.	If	a	firm	goes	out	of	
business,	then	the	wage	subsidy	of	its	employees	is	precisely	zero.	
Another	reason	that	the	U.S.	got	a	boost	over	Europe	is	vaccine	
imperialism.	If	the	U.S.	hoards	vaccines	and	vaccine	patents	for	itself,	
then	it’s	obviously	going	to	be	the	first	place	to	return	to	“normal”	
economic	activity.	The	consequence	of	this,	both	the	unrestricted	
spending	and	the	rise	in	standards	of	living	for	low-wage	workers,	has	
been	a	massive	surge	in	demand	for	goods	and	for	commodities.	
Bidenomics	in	reality	
The	recently-passed	infrastructure	package	and	the	presently	shelved	
“Build	Back	Better”	bill	are	at	once	policy-framing	and	massive	
propaganda	efforts	whose	aims	are	to	restore	legitimacy	to	government	
and	more	firmly	position	the	Democratic	Party	as	an	opponent	of	
irresponsible	corporations,	the	friend	of	labor,	the	advance	guard	of	
policy	that	will	meaningfully	challenge	racial	inequity,	and	a	global	
leader	in	the	effort	to	shape	a	Western	capitalist	resolution	to	the	
unfolding	nightmare.	
In	fact,	the	legislation	that	has	been	actually	passed	falls	far	short	of	
the	neo-Keynesian	dreams	of	the	election	season.	The	infrastructure	bill	
has	been	cut	substantially	from	its	original	$6	trillion	price	tag.	The	new	
spending	in	the	actual	package	only	amounts	to	$550	billion—and	over	
a	10-year	period,	bringing	the	package	down	to	a	mere	$55	billion	per	
year.	
While	this	kind	of	spending	has	the	potential	to	make	a	few	waves	
(especially	political	ones)	in	relation	to	state	and	municipal	budgets,	the	
present	shortfalls	of	really	existing	Bidenomics	are	brought	into	stark	
relief	by	a	number	of	continuing	and	emerging	crises.	The	Omicron	
wave	demonstrates	the	continued	virulence	of	the	pandemic	amidst	a	
long-term	crisis	in	the	supply-chain	and	major	public	services	(such	as	
health	care	and	education).	Related	and	simultaneous	to	these	is	a	labor	
shortage,	growing	inflation,	underemployment	of	certain	sectors,	and	
the	potential	start	of	a	massive	housing	crisis.	



	 55	

The	spending	planned	by	the	Infrastructure	package	will	provide	
immediate	relief	to	few	of	these	crises	and	will	solve	none.	Obviously,	
blue-ribbon	projects	will	be	quite	useful	for	local	governments	when	
massive	cuts	to	services	and	jobs	are	made.	The	injection	of	spending	is	
also	expected	to	fuel	a	growth	of	public-private	partnerships	so	sought-
after	by	investors.	But	evictions	are	already	growing	now	that	
moratoriums	have	been	lifted	federally	and	locally.	The	child	tax	credits	
that	provided	families	with	$3000	to	$3600	per	child	per	year	are	
disappearing	(along	with	the	Build	Back	Better	Act	that	promised	to	
renew	them).	The	public	and	private	sectors	of	the	economy	still	have	
not	recovered,	and	are	now	being	battered	anew	by	an	Omicron	variant	
given	full	reign	by	a	ruling	class	that	refuses	to	make	vaccines	available	
the	world	over	or	blunt	the	growth	of	a	far	right	by	imposing	
widespread	vaccine	mandates.	
The	cash	benefits	embedded	in	the	child	tax	credit	portions	of	the	
emergency	COVID	stimulus	were	to	be	continued	in	the	Build	Back	
Better	budget.	They	were	received	by	child	advocates	and	mainstream	
civil	rights	leaders	as	the	first	step	toward	a	universal	basic	income.	At	
this	time,	that	idea	appears	to	be	little	more	than	a	momentary	fantasy.	
However,	insider	strategists	do	still	hold	out	the	possibility	that	the	
Democratic	Party	may	still	manage	to	regroup	around	a	stripped-down	
version	of	the	Build	Back	Better	Act.	With	the	potential	to	total	nearly	$2	
trillion,	such	an	act	could	create	more	waves	than	the	infrastructure	
legislation.	But	this	is	now	in	the	realm	of	speculation	at	best.	
Meanwhile,	the	very	real	military	budget	has	been	raised	by	the	
Democrats	to	$720	billion	dollars	for	the	next	year.	And	consequently,	
much	of	the	federally	generated	jobs	creation	in	the	coming	period	will	
be	in	the	military	sector.	
Toward	full	employment?	
The	flip	side	of	this	crisis	is	that	the	unprecedented	rise	in	the	demand	
for	commodities	is	being	accompanied	by	a	similarly	unprecedented	
demand	for	labor-power.	Unemployment	has	fallen	nearly	as	quickly	as	
it	rose	last	year,	but	is	still	higher	than	it	was	before	the	pandemic.	At	
the	same	time,	capitalists	large	and	small	are	having	significant	
difficulties	finding	workers	to	generate	surplus	value	for	them.	We’ve	all	
seen	the	memes	about	your	local	small-business	tyrant	sadly	having	to	
shut	down	because	“nobody	wants	to	work.”	It’s	important	to	note	that	
even	in	bourgeois	economics,	there’s	no	way	that	this	can	be	true;	all	
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that	means	is	that	nobody	wants	to	work	at	the	wages	you	offer	or	the	
conditions	you	provide.	
In	an	uncoordinated,	and	very	occasionally	coordinated	way,	workers	
are	withholding	their	labor,	and	getting	better	wages	in	return.	At	least,	
that’s	what	it	looks	like	for	now—so-called	“low-skill”	jobs	are	
experiencing	a	sharp	upturn	in	wage	growth.	That’s	what	it	means	when	
you	hear	Larry	Summers	and	other	banking	ghouls	grumble	about	“tight	
labor	markets”	and	“rising	unit	labor	costs.”	Part	of	it	is	a	result	of	the	
shifts	in	worker	bargaining	power	as	a	result	of	mass	spending	
undertaken	by	the	federal	government	in	response	to	the	pandemic.	
Another	part	appears	to	be	a	generally	rising	level	of	class	
consciousness	both	as	a	direct	result	of	the	changes	caused	by	the	
pandemic,	and	as	a	general	phenomenon	as	the	economy	approaches	
full	employment.	
Biden	has	alluded	several	times	to	the	goal	of	full	employment,	and	has	
proposed	a	classically-Keynesian	plan	of	public	spending	to	reach	it.	It	is	
almost	certain	that	such	a	large	spending	package	will	continue	to	have	
a	positive	effect	on	both	wage	growth	and	employment	for	a	little	while	
longer.	At	the	same	time,	this	effect	is	inherently	destabilizing.	Profits	
require	the	exploitation	of	labor,	and	as	workers	demand	higher	wages,	
then	profit	margins	become	narrower.	This	was	precisely	the	idea	
behind	the	“Volcker	shock”	of	the	1980s,	in	which	the	Federal	Reserve	
engineered	a	recession	by	spiking	the	interest	rate	to	break	the	rapid	
rise	in	wages	that	had	been	occurring	in	the	previous	decade,	signaling	
the	end	of	the	FDR	era	of	regulated	capitalism	and	the	transition	into	
neoliberal	capitalism.	
Biden	administration	portrayed	as	a	failure	

In	sum,	after	only	one	year	in	office,	the	Biden	administration	has	a	
very	low	approval	rate	of	40%	(only	Trump	has	had	a	lower	rate	after	
one	year	in	office).	It	started	at	54%	and	has	been	declining	since	
because	of	Biden’s	repeated	failures	to	pass	major	legislation	he	
promised	during	the	campaign,	such	as	the	PRO	Act,	which	was	
immediately	abandoned;	the	$2	trillion	social	spending	plan	(which	
contained	important	social	reforms	and	would	have	also	very	partially	
and	insufficiently	tackled	the	climate	emergency),	which	was	blocked	
and	is	now	off	the	table;	and	the	voting	rights	legislation,	which	is	also	
dead.	
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The	two	only	pieces	of	legislation	he	was	able	to	get	through,	with	
significant	cuts,	were	the	$1.9	trillion	COVID	relief	package	and	the	$1.2	
trillion	bipartisan	infrastructure	deal.	And	yet,	the	COVID	pandemic	
continued	spiking,	disrupting	the	supply-chain	and	generating	inflation,	
with	no	real	measures	to	address	it.	In	short,	Biden	is	seen	more	and	
more	as	an	impotent	president,	unable	to	make	good	on	his	promises	
and	stop	the	attacks	of	the	far	right	on	voting	rights	and	abortion	rights	
(another	topic	that	the	Biden	administration	has	remained	
unsurprisingly	quiet	about).	
This	failure	to	push	forward	the	full	neo-Keynesian	agenda	is	not	only	
because	of	the	general	GOP	opposition,	but	also	due	to	the	internal	
resistance	of	Democratic	congress	members	and	senators,	who	are	
controlled	by	major	corporations	(such	as	Senator	Manchin)	and	oppose	
any	significant	change	to	the	status	quo.	It	is	clear	that	the	Democratic	
Party	is	now	going	to	focus	all	its	energies	in	getting	the	vote	out	for	the	
November	2022	midterm	election,	again	mobilizing	the	labor	
bureaucracy	and	the	non-profit	networks	to	support	them	with	another	
big	dose	of	the	old	“lesser	evil”	politics.	The	repetition	of	the	farce	
however,	is	unlikely	to	work	smoothly	this	time	around,	for	working	
people	are	exhausted	by	the	effects	of	the	pandemic	and	are	losing	trust	
in	the	two	bourgeois	parties.	
On	the	social	base	of	the	Republican	and	Democratic	parties	

The	Democratic	and	the	Republican	parties	are	both	political	organs	of	
the	bourgeoisie,	and	exist	only	to	resolve	the	tensions	that	are	internal	
to	this	class.	Capital	is	not	unified,	and	is	instead	split	between	different	
firms	and	different	sectors	that	have	sometimes	contradictory	interests.	
The	purpose	of	the	major	parties	is	to	express	these	contradictions	
while	also	ensuring	favorable	conditions	for	the	reproduction	of	capital	
as	a	whole.	
Since	the	shock	of	the	2008	financial	crisis,	there	has	been	a	
recomposition	of	the	U.S.	bourgeoisie	into	two	broad	camps.	On	one	
hand,	the	technology,	health	care,	and	financial	sectors	have	thrown	
their	weight	behind	the	Democratic	Party,	attracted	by	the	promise	of	
government	investment	and	guided	by	local	political	allegiances	in	
states	like	New	York	and	California.	In	addition,	the	technology	sector	
and	the	financial	houses	that	fund	them	have	potentially	the	most	to	
gain	from	a	capitalist" green	transition.”	(We	note,	however,	that	some	
of	the	biggest	beneficiaries	of	federal	funds	for	green	technology	will	be	
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the	oil	companies	who	have	positioned	themselves	as	the	leaders	in	
carbon	capture.)	Finally,	Democratic	backers	include	the	media	and	
culture	industries	as	well	as	companies	that	are	heavily	involved	in	
digital	extraction—a	combination	of	forces	that	has	resulted	in	
increased	opportunities	for	manipulation,	surveillance,	and	control.	
The	Republican	Party,	meanwhile,	inherited	from	the	past	decades	
from	what	appears	to	be	today	a	less	stable	coalition	of	legacy	
industries,	such	as	petrochemicals	and	heavy	industry,	and	independent	
proprietors.	It	is	these	sectors,	in	particular,	that	are	faced	with	a	
declining	rate	of	profit,	although	they	retain	a	formidable	influence	over	
the	national	and	the	global	economies.	
In	parallel	to	this	realignment	of	sectors	in	the	capitalist	class,	there	
has	been	a	gradual	shift	in	the	composition	in	the	electorate	of	each	of	
the	two	major	parties.	
The	Democratic	Party	retains	its	traditional	coalition	of	the	well-
educated	portions	of	the	middle	class,	racial	minorities,	and	workers	in	
unionized	sectors.	Although	advancing	the	material	interests	of	workers	
and	racial	minorities	has	never	been	the	party’s	goal,	members	of	each	
of	these	groups	are	funneled	into	the	voter	rolls	through	NGOs,	civic	
organizations,	and	labor	unions	that	capitalists	use	to	suppress	dissent	
and	manufacture	popular	support	for	its	own	political	and	economic	
goals.	
Since	2016,	this	coalition	has	been	revitalized	by	a	resurgent	“left	
wing”	of	the	Democratic	Party,	as	represented	by	organizations	like	the	
DSA	as	well	as	the	political	campaigns	of	Bernie	Sanders	and	Alexandra	
Ocasio-Cortez.	The	DSA	milieu	is	dominated	by	young,	highly	educated,	
and	typically	urban-dwelling	members	of	the	white-collar	workforce	
that	are	facing	downward	mobility	due	to	a	combination	of	rising	living	
costs,	rising	student	debt,	and	decreased	professional	opportunities	
relative	to	their	parents’ generation.	
Meanwhile,	the	Republican	Party’s	traditional	coalition	of	small	
business	owners	and	industrialists	has	been	destabilized	by	the	
emergence	of	a	strong	right-populist	movement.	The	presidential	
campaign	and	the	election	of	Donald	Trump	in	2020	established	the	
trajectory	of	the	right-populist	movement	in	the	United	States.	During	
the	primary	stage	of	the	campaign,	Trump	was	able	to	translate	popular	
anger	and	discontent	into	an	upset	victory	through	his	populist	rhetoric	
and	posturing.	
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7.	Transformation	of	the	Republican	Party	and	the	Rise	of	the	Far	
Right	

In	recent	years,	the	far	right	has	grown	significantly	in	many	parts	of	
the	world	and	gained	a	major	voice	in	mainstream	politics.	A	number	of	
governments	are	headed	by	blatantly	reactionary	politicians—Orbán	in	
Hungary,	Bolsonaro	in	Brazil,	Modi	in	India,	etc.	Racist	and	misogynist	
themes	common	to	the	far-right	and	fascist	milieu	are	now	frequently	
expressed	in	the	rhetoric	and	practices	of	major	parties.	
In	the	United	States,	this	tendency	is	especially	evident	in	the	
Republican	Party	and	among	many	of	its	supporters,	although	it	is	not	
absent	from	Democratic	Party	circles.	Racist	language,	conspiracy	
stories,	and	delusional	hoaxes	of	the	type	that	once	were	associated	
almost	exclusively	with	fascist	and	white	nationalist	forces	have	now	
entered	popular	discourse	on	the	internet	as	well	as	in	the	major	media	
(like	Fox	News)	and	political	forums.	At	least	two	current	Republican	
members	of	the	U.S.	Congress,	and	over	30	candidates	for	the	2022	
elections	to	Congress,	have	mouthed	portions	of	the	QAnon	mythology.	
Other	Congress	members,	such	as	Senator	Ron	Johnson	(R-Ariz.),	often	
make	dubious	claims	that	downplay	the	severity	of	the	COVID-19	
pandemic.	
In	addition,	an	inclination	toward	anti-democratic	and	authoritarian	
rule	has	rooted	itself	among	U.S.	right-wing	forces.	This	is	expressed	in	
the	actions	of	the	Republican	Party	at	all	levels	of	government,	as	well	as	
in	the	courts.	Their	aims	include	slashing	voting	rights	and	civil	rights	in	
general.	These	measures,	if	not	combated,	could	effectively	
disenfranchise	large	sections	of	the	working	class,	especially	Blacks	and	
other	people	of	color.	
Capitalist	restructuring	and	austerity	set	the	table	for	the	current	
situation.	As	the	lives	of	white	working	people	become	more	precarious	
and	the	petty	bourgeoisie	slip	further	down	the	economic	ladder,	the	
right	offers	them	an	easy	answer—it’s	the	fault	of	the	immigrants,	
Muslims,	Blacks,	Latinos,	LGBTQI	people,	or	“money-grubbing	Jews.”	For	
example,	in	2016,	Trump	suggested	that	George	Soros	(a	favorite	target	
of	white	nationalists	and	anti-Semites)	might	be	financing	the	waves	of	
immigrants	approaching	the	U.S.-Mexican	border,	who	themselves	
included	“criminals	and	unknown	Middle	Easterners.”	
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White	nationalism	appeals	to	this	unease	by	referencing	the	
demographic	changes	in	the	U.S.	that	will	likely	make	whites	a	minority	
just	20	years	from	now.	
In	particular,	people	in	rural	and	small	town	areas	that	have	
undergone	economic	decline	but	lack	effective	ways	to	fight	back	have	
been	prey	to	such	messaging.	Decades	of	betrayal	by	the	two	major	
parties	have	produced	a	pronounced	distrust	of	“establishment”	
politicians.	These	feelings	are	whipped	up	by	far-right	agitators	into	
hostility	toward,	for	instance,	“the	Deep	State,”	“big-spending	liberals	
and	socialists	in	Washington,”	“environmentalist	kooks	who	want	to	
steal	our	jobs,”	and	those	who	“try	to	muzzle	our	freedom”	through	
COVID	inoculations	and	mask	regulations.	
The	growth	of	the	far	right	has	been	aided	by	the	fact	that	the	
organized	labor	movement	avoids	mobilizing	working	people	and	their	
allies	in	vigorous	protest	actions	to	win	their	demands	for	a	better	life.	
Instead,	the	labor	tops	have	acted	to	siphon	workers	into	the	dead	end	
of	the	Democratic	Party.	This	has	needlessly	isolated	the	labor	
movement	from	support	and	sympathy,	while	at	the	same	time	leaving	
the	middle	classes	and	estranged	workers	open	to	anti-elitist	appeals	
and	racist	scapegoating	by	the	far	right	and	the	Trumpist	majority	of	the	
Republican	Party.	
Predecessors:	Tea	Party,	alt-right,	militias	
The	far	right’s	growth	greatly	escalated	around	the	election	of	Obama	
in	2008.	That	event	infuriated	white	supremacists	and	was	seized	on	by	
right-wing	politicians,	such	as	Trump,	and	reactionary	media	celebrities	
with	false	allegations	that	the	new	president	was	a	secret	Muslim	or	
socialist,	that	he	was	born	in	Africa,	and	so	on.	Beginning	in	the	1990s,	
sections	of	big	capital,	including	the	R.J.	Reynolds	and	Philip	Morris	
tobacco	companies	and	Koch	Industries	(oil,	plastics,	paper,	electronics,	
etc.),	had	begun	funneling	money	into	the	right-wing	“grassroots”	
organizations	that	with	Obama’s	election	blossomed	into	the	Tea	Party	
movement.	Tied	in	with	the	underlying	racist	backlash	against	the	first	
Black	president,	proponents	of	this	anti-tax,	anti-regulation,	pro-
austerity	movement	went	on	to	gain	strong	influence	inside	the	GOP.	
By	2015,	however,	the	general	inability	of	politicians	aligned	with	the	
Tea	Party	to	enact	significant	legislation	in	line	with	their	declared	
values	had	caused	a	decline	in	the	Tea	Party’s	popularity	among	its	
conservative	base.	This	was	reflected	in	the	defeat	of	the	Tea	Party-
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endorsed	Ted	Cruz	by	the	incendiary	populist	Donald	Trump	in	the	
Republican	primaries.	In	order	to	cement	his	right-wing	credentials,	
however,	Trump	brought	in	the	Christian	arch-conservative	Mike	Pence,	
who	was	popular	in	the	Tea	Party	milieu,	as	his	vice	presidential	partner	
in	the	elections.	Some	organizations	coming	out	of	the	Tea	Party	
morphed	into	pro-Trump	groups,	while	a	section	of	their	big	money	
sources	also	migrated	to	Trump.	
It	was	in	this	period	that	the	so-called	alt-right	gained	prominence	as	a	
reboot	of	the	white	nationalist	movement—espousing	racist,	anti-
immigrant,	anti-Semitic,	and	misogynist	ideas	with	more	mainstream	
messaging	and	appearance.	Alt-right	proponents	often	criticized	the	old	
mainstream	conservatives	and	the	Tea	Party	movement	as	having	sold	
out	to	globalization.	Although	Trump	was	not	a	full	partisan	of	the	alt	
right,	or	a	fascist,	he	aligned	himself	with	the	alt	right	to	a	certain	
degree,	as	when	he	appointed	Stephen	Bannon,	then	the	head	of	the	
inflammatory	Breitbart	News	Network,	as	his	first	chief	executive.	
Anti-government	militias	and	other	violent	hate	groups	also	grew	in	
that	period,	though	they	sometimes	traded	in	their	military	khakis	for	
polo	shirts.	The	number	of	right-wing	terrorist	attacks	has	grown	
exponentially	in	recent	years.	Between	2007	and	2011,	the	number	of	
such	attacks	was	five	or	less	a	year.	That	number	grew	to	14	in	2014	
and	remained	at	a	similar	level	in	the	following	years,	before	jumping	to	
31	in	2017	and	73	in	2020.	(A	parallel	rise	in	right-wing	terrorism	took	
place	in	Europe	during	those	years.)	
Openly	fascist	and	violence-prone	groups—like	the	Proud	Boys,	Oath	
Keepers,	Three	Percenters,	the	National	Socialist	Movement,	Identity	
Evropa/American	Identity	Movement,	Rise	Above	Movement,	and	
Patriot	Prayer—managed	to	achieve	a	certain	level	of	operational	unity.	
This	was	displayed	at	the	Charlottesville	“Unite	the	Right”	rally	in	2017,	
and	was	hardened	in	street	fighting	in	Huntington	Beach	and	Berkeley	
earlier	in	the	same	year	and	more	recently	in	Portland,	Kenosha,	and	at	
the	U.S.	Capitol	on	Jan.	6,	2021.	Militia	groups	were	successful	in	
attracting	military	veterans	and	former	police	officers	who	were	
familiar	with	weapons.	
The	red-baiting,	racist,	and	xenophobic	rhetoric	of	Trump	and	his	
supporters	gave	these	groupings	the	confidence	to	act	under	the	broad	
aegis	of	Trumpism.	In	order	to	feed	and	grow	a	reactionary	base,	the	
Republican	Party	apparatus	used	a	playbook	that	was	signaled	in	
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Trump’s	inaugural	“American	Carnage”	address	(written	by	Stephen	
Miller	and	Stephen	Bannon).	In	the	speech,	the	populist	Trump	
administration	put	forward	its	“America	First”	mantra—echoed	in	the	
variant	“Make	America	Great	Again”—which	spoke	to	the	alleged	need	
to	restore	a	nostalgic	and	fabled	past	in	which	white	Americans	
(especially	white	men)	were	omnipotent	and	able	to	keep	the	rest	of	the	
world	at	bay.	This	once-secure	past	had	been	largely	destroyed,	Trump	
declared,	by	a	liberal	and	self-seeking	Washington	“establishment”	that	
had	compelled	Americans	to	bow	to	competition	from	abroad.	But	now	
the	solution	was	in	view:	“We	must	protect	our	borders	from	the	
ravages	of	other	countries	making	our	products,	stealing	our	companies,	
and	destroying	our	jobs.	Protection	will	lead	to	great	prosperity	and	
strength.”	
Bannon’s	and	Miller’s	message	as	mouthed	by	Trump,	together	with	
the	president’s	campaigns	against	Muslims	and	the	“invasion”	of	
immigrants	on	the	southern	border,	all	dovetailed	with	the	
“replacement	theory”	of	the	white	nationalist	right.	This	“theory,”	
popularized	by	reactionary	commentator	Tucker	Carlson	on	Fox	News	
and	echoed	by	several	Republicans	in	Congress,	proclaims	the	need	to	
fight	back	against	a	situation	in	which	(white)	“native-born	Americans”	
are	apt	to	become	outnumbered,	culturally	eviscerated,	and	politically	
overpowered	by	non-whites	and	immigrants	newly	arrived	from	the	
“Third	World.”	As	the	fascists	chanted	in	the	Charlottesville	“Unite	the	
Right”	rally	in	2017:	“Jews	will	not	replace	us!”	
After	Jan.	6:	Recent	evolution	of	the	U.S.	far	right	
Fascist	forces	have	found	fertile	ground	and	a	willing	mass	audience	
for	their	ideas	among	far-right	conspiracists	like	the	QAnon	movement.	
Anti-Semitic	conspiracy	theories	like	these	may	constitute	a	mass	base	
for	the	future	fascist	movement	that	emerges	as	crisis	and	resistance	
deepen.	The	QAnon	movement	has	attracted	hundreds	of	thousands	of	
sympathizers	and	has	inspired	individual	acts	of	terror.	Far	from	
dismissing	it	as	a	grouping	of	conspiracy-minded	cranks,	we	must	take	
this	movement	seriously	as	a	dangerous	step	toward	creating	a	mass	
fascist	movement	in	the	future.	
Recent	strains	within	the	lethal	brew	of	conspiracy	promotion	include	
the	manufactured	hysteria	around	“critical	race	theory,”	“gender	
ideology,”	“the	woke	agenda,”	“culture	wars,”	and	“cultural	Marxism,”	as	
well	as	the	effort	to	paint	basic	democratic	norms	as	tools	for	the	
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replacement	of	white	men.	In	line	with	this	reasoning,	despite	Trump’s	
fall	from	the	White	House,	we	see	the	constant	promotion	of	race	and	
gender-based	hatred	via	mainstream	efforts	to	restrict	Black	and	Latinx	
voting;	the	challenge	to	school	and	university	curricula,	tenure,	and	
hiring;	as	well	as	the	attempts	to	normalize	the	violence	and	threatened	
violence	of	far-right	militias	and	fascists.	Extremists	in	the	world	of	the	
Republican	Party,	like	Michael	Flynn,	determinedly	test	the	waters	with	
talk	of	the	need	for	a	military	coup.	
More	and	more	information	is	coming	to	light	about	the	role	of	Trump	
and	his	allies	in	acting	to	overturn	the	results	of	the	2020	election	and	in	
fomenting	the	Jan.	6,	2021,	attack	on	the	U.S.	Capitol.	In	December	2021,	
former	Trump	chief	of	staff	Mark	Meadows	released	to	congressional	
investigators	a	38-page	PowerPoint	presentation	that	presumably	had	
Trump’s	attention	before	Jan.	6.	The	author	of	the	presentation,	retired	
Army	Col.	Philip	Waldron,	reportedly	met	with	Meadows	and	some	
Republicans	in	Congress	on	a	number	of	occasions.	Under	the	proposed	
plan,	Trump	would	have	declared	a	“National	Security	Emergency,”	
declared	electronic	voting	invalid	in	all	states,	seized	all	paper	ballots,	
and	called	on	federal	agencies	to	recount	them.	Similarly,	it	was	
proposed	that	Trump	mobilize	the	National	Guard	to	protect	Vice	
President	Pence,	as	he	overruled	Congress	and	gave	the	White	House	to	
Trump.	As	it	turned	out,	Trump	was	unable	to	gain	sufficient	support	for	
the	coup	scheme	from	key	military	and	political	figures,	including	Pence.	
The	Trumpist	Republicans	and	their	Stop	the	Steal	allies	appear	to	
have	over-reached,	at	least	for	the	moment,	when	they	loosened	the	
leash	on	some	of	the	openly	fascist	and	more	violent	forces	in	the	Jan.	6	
attack.	This	opened	a	path	for	the	Democrats	to	counter-attack,	and	
even	to	gather	temporary	support	from	a	handful	of	frightened	
Republicans,	by	launching	a	Congressional	investigation	of	dozens	of	
people	who	were	connected	to	the	event,	including	key	Trump	allies	like	
Roger	Stone,	Mark	Meadows,	and	Steve	Bannon.	Over	300	witnesses	
were	subpoenaed	for	the	inquiry.	And	a	number	of	people	were	arrested	
and	prosecuted	by	the	Justice	Department	for	participation	in	the	
assault	on	the	Capitol.	
The	overtly	fascist	groups	and	militias	have	also	encountered	
increased	legal	obstructions	since	the	Jan.	6	event.	The	Proud	Boys,	the	
Oath	Keepers,	and	other	groups	were	hit	with	several	suits	in	federal	
and	state	courts.	A	few	leaders	of	these	groups	are	facing	prosecution,	
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including	Proud	Boys	head	Enrique	Tarrio,	who	was	also	unmasked	as	
an	FBI	informant.	In	January	2022,	the	leader	of	the	Oath	Keepers,	
Stewart	Rhodes,	and	10	other	members	of	the	group	were	indicted	for	
sedition	in	the	Capitol	attack.	These	legal	actions	appear	to	have	
furthered	a	recomposition	among	the	openly	fascist	groups.	For	
example,	some	Proud	Boys	chapters	and	members	have	cut	ties	with	the	
FBI	snitch,	Tarrio,	while	others	have	re-affiliated	with	other	militia	
organizations.	
But	despite	the	legal	pressures	upon	them,	sources	cited	by	The	New	
York	Times	(Dec.	14,	2021)	claim	that	the	Proud	Boys	themselves	have	
been	growing	since	Jan.	6,	2021—especially	in	small	towns	but	also	in	
large	cities	such	as	Philadelphia	and	Seattle.	Many	members	of	the	
Proud	Boys	and	other	fascist	militia	groups	have	involved	themselves	in	
local	politics—school	board	and	health	board	meetings,	for	example,	
where	they	have	backed	campaigns	to	oppose	compulsory	masks	in	
indoor	spaces.	In	some	cases,	Proud	Boys	have	disrupted	these	meetings	
and	threatened	people	who	spoke	in	favor	of	public	health	measures	to	
counter	COVID.	
Like	the	fascist	gangs	and	militias,	the	more	mainstream	sectors	of	the	
far	right	appear	to	be	regrouping	following	the	outcry	concerning	Jan.	6,	
and	steadily	building	a	stronger	framework	for	the	future.	For	one	thing,	
Trump	is	still	very	much	in	the	picture.	He	has	frequently	offered	his	
endorsement	for	local	political	candidates	who	subscribe	to	his	“stolen	
election”	thesis,	while	publicly	denouncing	a	few	Republicans	who	have	
backed	away	from	his	agenda.	In	late	November	2021,	Trump	met	for	a	
photo-op	with	Kenosha	vigilante	killer	Kyle	Rittenhouse.	Rittenhouse	
himself	quickly	became	a	poster	boy	for	a	large	segment	of	the	ultra-
right.	Their	fawning	over	Rittenhouse	helps	to	provide	momentum	for	
armed	vigilante	actions—like	those	that	were	used	against	immigrants	
on	the	border	with	Mexico	or	against	young	Black	men	like	Trayvon	
Martin	and	Ahmaud	Arbery.	It	also	bolsters	the	“legal”	forms	of	
vigilantism,	such	as	the	2021	Texas	law	that	offers	financial	rewards	to	
bounty	hunters	who	file	court	suits	against	abortion	providers.	
Right-wing	schemes	to	capture	governmental	bodies	
The	Trumpists	and	other	reactionary	forces,	which	now	appear	to	be	
the	dominant	tendency	within	the	Republican	Party,	seem	to	be	racing	
along	to	obtain	a	solid	majority	in	Congress	in	2022,	to	win	majorities	in	
State	Houses	and	local	races	around	the	country,	and	to	retake	the	
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presidency	in	2024—perhaps	with	Trump	himself	as	the	candidate.	In	
order	to	accomplish	this	feat,	the	right	wing	is	pursuing	a	variety	of	
actions	in	the	courts	and	other	governmental	bodies	with	the	goal	of	
suppressing	the	vote	of	sectors	of	the	population—i.e.,	Blacks,	
immigrants,	etc.—who	might	tend	to	oppose	them.	
Socialists	realize	that	voting	in	bourgeois	elections	is	not	the	method	
to	achieve	fundamental	change	in	society;	that	task	requires	a	working-
class-led	revolution.	Nevertheless,	elections	in	some	instances	can	help	
achieve	beneficial	reforms	or	stave	off	reactionary	legislation,	as	well	as	
providing	a	means	for	socialists	and	independent	labor	candidates	to	
reach	working	people	with	their	program.	
The	right	to	vote,	and	to	have	one’s	vote	count,	is	a	right	that	must	be	
defended	and	extended.	Early	in	this	country’s	history,	the	vote	was	
generally	restricted	to	white	male	property-holders.	But	mass	struggles	
for	increased	democracy—including	the	Civil	War	and	Radical	
Reconstruction,	the	women’s	suffragist	movement,	and	the	civil	rights	
movement	of	the	1950s	and	’60s—won	an	expansion	of	the	right	to	
vote,	although	major	anti-democratic	measures	remained.	
We	consider	the	Electoral	College,	which	sustains	the	bipartisan	
electoral	system	(making	it	impossible	to	run	independent	presidential	
candidates),	and	the	absence	of	a	public	financing	of	elections	(banning	
corporate	money,	etc.)	to	be	very	strong	limitations	to	the	existing	
liberal	democratic	system	in	the	U.S.,	which	is	growing	increasingly	
distorted.	Today	the	Electoral	College	and	the	Senate	are	not	even	
representative	of	the	vote	of	the	population.	By	2040,	half	of	the	U.S.	
population	will	live	in	eight	states,	and		30%	of	the	population	living	in	
the	less	populated	states	will	control	68%	of	the	Senate.	These	trends	
only	aggravate	the	crisis	of	liberal	democracy.	
There	are	currently	44.5	million	immigrants	or	non-citizens	living	and	
working	in	the	U.S.	today	who	do	not	have	the	right	to	vote.	They	
constitute	13.7%	of	the	total	population.	To	this	we	must	add	the	
between	6	million	and	12	million	undocumented	immigrants.	As	
socialists,	we	recognize	that	immigrants	are	a	critical	component	of	the	
population	and	the	economy,	and	thus	deserve	the	right	to	the	political	
franchise,	despite	the	prejudices	of	liberal	discourse.	
Furthermore,	many	states	have	enacted	new	voter	ID	restriction	laws	
since	2014	(the	phasing	out	of	the	Voting	Rights	Act),	when	under	
Obama,	the	Supreme	Court	lifted	federal	oversight	of	all	the	former	
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segregationist	states.	Predictably,	more	than	a	dozen	of	these	states	
took	this	as	an	opportunity	to	pass	laws	to	limit	access	to	voting.	
Because	carrying	an	official	ID	is	not	mandatory	in	the	U.S.,	21	million	
Americans,	or	11%	of	U.S.	citizens,	lack	a	government-issued	photo	ID.	A	
2014	GAO	study	found	that	strict	photo	ID	laws	reduce	turnout	by	2-3	
percentage	points,	which	can	translate	into	tens	of	thousands	of	votes	
lost	in	a	single	state.	The	ACLU	reported,	“A	recent	Brennan	Center	study	
found	that	almost	16	million	voters	were	purged	from	the	rolls	between	
2014	and	2016.”	
Finally,	we	must	also	fight	to	overturn	the	political	disenfranchisement	
linked	to	the	prison	industrial	complex.	According	to	the	Sentencing	
Project,	“As	of	2016,	6.1	million	Americans	were	prohibited	from	voting	
due	to	laws	that	disenfranchise	citizens	convicted	of	felony	offenses.”	
There	are	only	two	states,	Maine	and	Vermont,	that	do	not	restrict	the	
voting	rights	of	anyone	with	a	felony	conviction,	including	those	in	
prison.	
The	2020	election	was	a	dress	rehearsal	for	the	current	efforts	to	
make	even	more	far-reaching	cuts	in	voting	rights.	As	Josh	Mound	wrote	
in	Jacobin	(November	2020):	“Already	aided	by	the	anti-democratic	
structures	of	the	Senate	and	the	Electoral	College,	gerrymandering,	and	
the	Supreme	Court’s	gutting	of	the	Voting	Rights	Act	in	2013’s	Shelby	
County	v.	Holder,	Republicans	have	waged	a	concerted	effort	in	states	
across	the	country	to	suppress	the	vote	by	closing	polling	places,	
limiting	drop	boxes,	stunting	the	postal	service,	throwing	out	ballots	for	
dubious	reasons,	and	disenfranchising	ex-felons,	among	other	tactics.”	
By	the	beginning	of	2022,	election	interference	and	voter-suppression	
laws	had	been	passed	in	34	states,	while	several	hundred	more	were	
being	considered	in	at	least	43	states.	To	help	in	the	task	of	tightening	
restrictions	at	the	polls,	many	right-wingers	rely	on	a	constellation	of	
“non-profit”	lobbying	and	propaganda	foundations	that	have	big	money	
behind	them.	They	include	long-established	groups	like	the	Heritage	
Foundation,	which	agitates	for	“election	integrity.”	Also	weighing	into	
the	brouhaha	around	the	elections	are	FreedomWorks,	founded	by	the	
Koch	brothers,	and	the	American	Legislative	Exchange	Council	(ALEC),	
which	is	funded	by	scores	of	big	corporations.	ALEC	has	worked	for	50	
years	to	craft	legislation	that	favors	big	business—lower	taxes,	less	
regulations,	etc.	ALEC’s	more	shadowy	purposes	around	voting	
restrictions	were	brought	into	the	open	by	its	founder,	Paul	Weyrich,	in	
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speaking	to	a	right-wing	Christian	group	in	1980:	“I	don’t	want	
everybody	to	vote	…	our	leverage	in	the	elections	quite	candidly	goes	up	
as	the	voting	populace	goes	down.”	
An	organization	that	grew	out	of	the	Tea	Party	movement,	True	the	
Votes,	reviews	the	voter	rolls	in	various	states	in	order	to	discover	cases	
in	which	it	believes	it	can	challenge	people	to	prove	that	they	were	
legally	registered	when	they	voted.	In	some	cases,	True	the	Votes	has	
been	accused	of	intimidating	voters	on	racial	grounds.	The	Honest	
Elections	Project,	which	was	created	by	Leonard	Leo,	a	longtime	leader	
of	the	right-wing	Federalist	Society	and	Trump	confidant,	has	also	
litigated	alleged	cases	of	voter	fraud,	particularly	in	Pennsylvania.	
The	Republican	Party	right	wing	has	been	active	as	well	in	actions	to	
influence	counting	of	votes.	Georgia’s	Senate	Bill	282,	for	example,	shifts	
the	chair	of	the	Election	Board	from	the	elected	Secretary	of	State	to	a	
figure	appointed	by	the	Republican-majority	legislature.	It	also	gives	the	
legislature	the	authority	to	suspend	local	election	boards	in	cases	of	
“malfeasance”	or	“gross	negligence.”	On	the	national	level,	Steve	Bannon	
has	played	a	central	role	in	this	work,	encouraging	the	Trump	forces	to	
take	posts	as	local	party	workers,	poll	watchers,	and	members	of	
election	boards.	In	one	of	his	podcasts,	which	has	millions	of	listeners,	
Bannon	said,	“We’re	going	to	take	this	back,	village	by	village	…	precinct	
by	precinct.”	According	to	ProPublica,	thousands	of	local	Republicans	
have	responded	to	his	urging	by	applying	for	these	positions.	
Right-wing	groups	are	also	continuing	the	campaign	to	charge	that	
Biden	was	fraudulently	elected	in	the	2020	election.	Several	polls	
reported	in	late	2021	that	around	70	percent	of	Republicans	gave	
credence	to	that	charge.		
A	group	called	the	Public	Interest	Legal	Foundation	has	challenged	the	
results	of	the	2020	election	all	over	the	country,	often	suing	state	
governments	and	accusing	election	officials	of	fraud.	For	example,	the	
foundation	sued	the	state	of	Pennsylvania	in	November	2020,	charging	
that	ballots	had	been	cast	for	over	20,000	dead	people	in	the	
presidential	election.	Breitbart	News	parroted	the	claim,	and	it	went	
viral	before	being	disproved.	Nevertheless,	over	a	year	later,	
Pennsylvania’s	Republican-dominated	legislature	was	demanding	a	
recount	of	the	2020	ballots	for	U.S.	president	for	the	third	time.	
The	expectation	among	many	right-wingers	is	that	if	malfeasance	can	
be	demonstrated,	or	even	suspected,	in	the	next	presidential	election,	
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state	legislatures	may	be	given	the	power	to	overturn	the	vote	results,	
and	select	the	presidential	electors	themselves.	Alternatively,	the	
reactionary-majority	Supreme	Court	might	play	a	role	in	determining	
the	winner	in	a	close	vote	in	the	Electoral	College—as	it	did	in	2000	
(Bush	versus	Gore).	
Key	in	the	effort	to	elect	a	Republican	majority	in	Congress	and	to	win	
the	White	House	in	2024	will	be	the	attempts	to	redraw	the	map	in	a	
number	of	states	in	order	to	swing	districts	toward	the	Republicans—
what	is	called	gerrymandering.	In	Ohio,	the	Republican-controlled	state	
legislature	passed	a	redistricting	law	that	would	favor	their	party	in	13	
out	of	the	state’s	15	districts—although	the	scheme	was	overruled	in	
the	courts	in	January	2022.	A	similar	process	was	taking	place	in	Texas,	
Pennsylvania,	and	elsewhere.	The	Trumpists	in	the	Republican	Party	
believe	that	by	this	and	other	methods	they	can	gain	control	of	at	least	
half	of	the	state	legislatures.	
Democrats	have	also	sought	to	undermine	democratic	rights.	While	
they	have	nationally	raised	anti-gerrymandering	slogans,	they	still	
happily	engage	in	the	same	practices	in	states	where	they	control	
legislatures,	including	Illinois,	Maryland,	and	Oregon.	Their	willingness	
to	use	tactics	such	as	gerrymandering	should	be	seen	in	the	context	of	a	
larger	pattern	of	anti-democratic	behavior	by	the	Democrats,	which	
intensified	following	the	defeat	of	Al	Gore	by	George	Bush	in	the	2000	
presidential	election,	an	outcome	that	many	in	the	Democratic	Party	
blamed	on	the	Green	Party	campaign	of	Ralph	Nader.	Since	that	time,	
Democrats	have	systematically	used	any	methods	that	they	could	to	try	
to	keep	third-party	candidates,	especially	Greens,	off	of	ballots.	
Neither	of	the	two	great	bourgeois	parties	in	this	country	is	a	
principled	supporter	of	democratic	political	expression.	Indeed,	both	
parties	will	use	anti-democratic	methods	when	it	suits	their	goals	and	
allows	them	to	fare	better	in	elections.	This	is	why	working-class	people	
must	organize	their	own	independent	political	forces	that	are	capable	of	
fighting	back	against	opportunistic	attacks	on	the	democratic	means	of	
political	expression	that	the	bourgeois	state	does	allow,	while	agitating	
for	the	replacement	of	partial	bourgeois	democracy	with	workers’ 
democracy.	
“Culture	wars”	and	“critical	race	theory”	
Another	method	to	increase	the	domination	by	right-wing	Republican	
officials,	especially	in	local	elections,	is	by	turning	out	the	right-wing	
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base	that	has	been	aroused	by	the	so-called	“culture	war.”	Thus,	for	
example,	Republican	multi-millionaire	Glenn	Youngkin	was	elected	as	
governor	of	Virginia	in	October	2021	after	a	Trump-like	campaign	that	
concentrated	on	the	pseudo-issue	of	banning	“critical	race	theory.”	
Central	to	the	campaign	was	the	question	of	banning	from	the	schools	
certain	books	that	were	said	to	be	inflammatory.	At	the	top	of	the	list	
was	Tony	Morrison’s	book	“Beloved,”	which	tells	the	story	of	Black	
people	under	slavery	and	its	aftermath.	
Similar	efforts,	even	to	the	point	of	publicly	burning	the	books,	have	
taken	place	in	a	number	of	cities	and	states	around	the	country.	South	
Carolina’s	governor,	for	example,	has	ordered	an	investigation	of	a	book	
called	“Gender	Queer;	a	Memoir,”	which	he	says	is	pornographic.	A	
Texas	state	representative	has	released	a	list	of	850	books	that	he	says	
should	be	questioned;	many	of	them	are	written	by	people	of	color,	
women,	or	LGBTQIA+	people.	
The	hysteria	around	“critical	race	theory”	(CRT)	makes	reference	to	an	
academic	theory	that	has	been	taught	at	the	university	level	since	at	
least	the	1980s,	but	that	just	recently	has	been	latched	onto	and	
redefined	by	the	right	wing.	Their	view	was	summarized	by	columnist	
Damon	Linker,	a	former	stalwart	of	the	Christian	right	who	has	moved	
on	toward	conservative	secularism.	Writing	in	This	Week	(June	25,	
2021),	Linker	chided	the	“ideologues”	of	the	left,	and	to	a	far	lesser	
extent,	those	of	the	right,	for	standing	their	ground	around	exaggerated	
issues	while	refusing	to	recognize	the	real	danger	that	CRT	presents.	He	
explained	that	parents	protesting	critical	race	theory	“do	not	want	their	
children	taught	in	state-run	and	state-funded	schools	that	the	country	
was	founded	on	an	ideology	of	white	supremacy	in	which	every	white	
child	and	every	family	today	is	invariably	complicit	regardless	of	their	
personal	views	of	their	Black	fellow	citizens.”	
Christopher	Rufo,	a	seemingly	tireless	propagandist	for	the	fight	
against	teaching	critical	race	theory	in	the	schools,	at	one	moment	spoke	
candidly	in	revealing	his	movement’s	aims.	He	tweeted	in	March	2021,	
“The	goal	is	to	have	the	public	read	something	crazy	in	the	newspaper	
and	immediately	think	‘critical	race	theory.’	We	have	decodified	the	
term,	and	will	recodify	it	to	annex	the	entire	range	off	cultural	
constructions	that	are	unpopular	with	Americans.”	
In	late	2021,	a	young	far-right	media	celebrity,	Charlie	Kirk,	embarked	
on	a	speaking	tour	of	colleges	in	order	to	lecture	on	critical	race	theory.	



	 70	

At	one	college	in	Minnesota,	before	an	audience	of	about	600	young	
people,	most	of	them	white,	he	began	his	talk	by	blasting	George	Floyd	
as	a	“scum	bag”	whose	death	was	unworthy	of	the	attention	that	it	
received.	Kirk	spoke	at	the	Republican	National	Conventions	in	2016	
and	2020,	and	occasionally	counseled	Trump	on	how	to	reach	the	
younger	generation.	He	headed	the	national	Youth	for	Trump	group,	
and	served	on	Trump’s	short-lived	1776	Commission,	which	was	
created	to	oppose	The	New	York	Times	1619	Project.	
Kirk	is	a	proponent	of	the	conspiracy	theory	of	“cultural	Marxism”—
which	meshes	very	well	with	the	current	campaign	against	critical	race	
theory.	The	“cultural	Marxism”	hoax	got	its	start	in	the	United	States	in	
the	1990s	with	the	Schiller	Institute	of	Lyndon	LaRouche.	The	theory	
began	with	the	idea	that	the	Frankfurt	School	of	Social	Research	in	the	
1920s,	whose	members	were	mostly	Jewish,	had	initiated	a	conspiracy	
to	subvert	Western	culture	by	means	of	a	“culture	war.”	According	to	
some	of	its	U.S.	advocates,	that	war	by	the	Marxists	is	ongoing	and	as	
strong	as	ever.	It	would	do	such	things	as	teach	sex	and	homosexuality	
to	children,	destroy	American	identity	through	immigration,	foster	an	
unreliable	legal	system	by	promoting	bias	against	victims	of	crime,	
undermine	the	authority	of	teachers	and	schools,	encourage	the	
breakdown	of	the	family,	and	so	on.	
Some	right-wing	politicians	in	the	U.S.	and	around	the	world	have	
made	statements	that	refer	to	this	conspiracy	theory,	as	have	neo-Nazi	
groups,	and	several	terrorists,	including	Anders	Breivik,	who	justified	
his	killing	of	77	social	democratic	youth	in	Norway	in	2011	by	claiming	
that	he	was	combating	Marxist	cultural	warfare.	
How	to	defeat	the	fascists	and	the	far	right	
The	U.S.	ruling-class	does	not	face	a	powerful	working-class	threat	to	
its	plans	in	the	immediate	future.	Accordingly,	no	wing	of	the	U.S.	ruling	
class	yet	sees	the	need	to	deploy	fascist	goon	squads	to	break	up	union	
meetings	and	smash	up	union	halls—as	took	place	in	one	instance	in	
Italy	in	late	2021.	However,	keeping	small	groups	on	the	far	right	in	
play,	including	the	fascist	militias,	is	a	tool	in	the	effort	by	much	of	the	
U.S.	ruling	class	to	roll	back	the	Black	Lives	Matter,	anti-	fascist,	and	
immigrant	rights	movements,	and	to	divert	and	intimidate	the	working	
class	in	its	efforts,	now	or	in	the	future,	to	organize	in	its	own	name.	The	
deployment	of	right-wing	militias	can	be	expected	to	increase	as	the	
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masses	of	unemployed	workers	who	face	ruin	go	into	motion	to	demand	
an	end	to	evictions,	mass	unemployment,	and	income	loss.	
Most	of	the	historic	lessons	about	how	to	fight	fascism	apply	in	a	
general	sense	to	our	current	tasks.	While	we	understand	that	fascism	is	
not	on	the	order	of	the	day,	we	do	everything	in	our	power	to	limit	the	
violence	meted	out	to	our	class	and	to	mitigate	the	attraction	of	these	
groups	to	the	lower	middle	classes	and	declassed	workers.		
This	struggle	to	defang	and	limit	the	damage	from	these	forces	is	
international,	as	proto-fascist	and	right-populist	forces	surge	worldwide	
from	Russia	to	Ukraine	to	Brazil.	Some	U.S.	neo-Nazis	go	to	Ukraine	for	
military	training.	In	Western	Europe	and	the	U.S.,	the	Russian	
bourgeoisie	has	provided	support	for	far-right	organizations.	They	have	
also	fostered	alliances	between	the	“campist”	left	and	right-wing	
political	forces.	
We	cannot	rely	on	the	cops,	courts,	and	liberal	politicians	to	protect	us.	
Nor	will	voting	for	one	capitalist	party	to	stop	the	other	(lesser-evilism)	
work	to	stop	the	danger.	Reformist	and	class-collaborationist	strategies	
like	the	popular	front	are	a	recipe	for	defeat.	Revolutionary	socialist	
analysis	of	the	1930s	shows	that	attempts	to	use	a	popular	front	to	
respond	to	fascism	led	to	disaster	after	disaster.	
Central	to	the	struggle	against	fascism	are	proletarian	methods	of	
struggle:		

• United-front	mass-action	counter-mobilization	is	one	of	the	
central	methods	our	movement	has	used.	By	this	we	mean	the	
mobilization	of	the	broadest	possible	social	forces	against	the	
fascists.	Crucial	to	this	is	the	participation	of	the	mass	
organizations	of	the	working	class	and	oppressed	peoples.	While	
the	unions	may	be	slow	to	move,	we	should	continue	to	call	on	the	
unions	to	act,	and	stress	that	if	they	don’t	stand	against	fascists,	
they	will	be	the	next	victims.		
• The	Philadelphia	community	response	to	the	announced	
Proud	Boy	protest	on	Sept.	19,	2020,	in	a	multi-ethnic,	progressive	
neighborhood	is	an	example	of	how	such	a	mobilization	can	be	
built.	With	Black	activists	in	the	lead,	more	than	1000	anti-	
fascists	turned	out	to	drive	the	fascists	from	the	neighborhood.	
The	response	was	so	overwhelming	that	the	Proud	Boys	chose	not	
to	show	up,	except	for	sending	a	few	scouts	to	check	out	the	
situation.	
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• Another	good	example	of	the	united-front	work	we	support	
was	the	anti-fascist	rally	that	Workers’	Voice/La	Voz	helped	build	
and	lead	in	August	2017	in	Berkeley.	Because	we	had	many	
comrades	inserted	in	key	unions	(grad	students’	unions,	lecturers’	
unions,	faculty	unions,	K-12	unions,	municipal	workers’	unions,	
janitors’	unions),	student	groups,	and	community	groups,	we	
were	able	to	help	mobilize,	with	other	fellow	socialists,	a	rally	of	
3000	people,	which	drew	in	the	main	social	organizations	in	the	
city.	We	largely	outnumbered	and	actually	humiliated	the	alt-right	
protesters,	and	since	then	they	have	not	come	back	to	parade	in	
the	East	Bay.	
• We	must	develop	the	organized	self-defense	of	our	class,	
and	of	our	marches	and	meetings.	One	first	step	is	developing	
regular	and	accountable	protest	marshals,	who	seek	to	protect	
our	marches	from	individual	and	organized	far-right	disruption	
and	help	to	drive	these	forces	out.	Organized	defense	guards	can	
protect	meetings	from	provocateurs.	However,	steps	on	this	front	
must	not	be	taken	lightly	or	in	isolation	from	the	organizations	of	
the	working	class	and	its	allies.		
• How	we	discuss	the	question	of	force	is	important.	The	
capitalist	state	won’t	hesitate	to	victimize	anti-fascists	and	will	
ignore	the	violence	of	the	right	wing.	We	use	defensive	
formulations—advocating	for	the	right	to	self-defense	of	workers	
and	the	oppressed.	We	must	know	the	balance	of	forces	and	the	
capabilities	of	the	enemy.		
• Far-right	individuals	and	fascist	organizations	also	use	
“doxxing”	and	other	digital	tactics	to	intimidate	and	target	
members	of	oppressed	groups,	socialists,	and	working-class	
activists.	Digital	security	is	an	important	element	of	strategy,	but	
must	be	organized	in	concert	with	mass	defense	campaigns.		
• When	faced	with	right-wing	or	fascist	speakers	on	campus,	
rather	than	ask	the	administration	to	ban	them,	we	counter-
mobilize	against	them,	in	the	largest	numbers	possible,	organizing	
students	and	faculty	to	make	them	unwelcome	and	to	show	their	
lack	of	support	in	the	school.	In	this	way,	we	demonstrate	the	
power	of	students	to	fight	the	right	without	giving	the	
administration	the	precedent	to	limit	socialist	and	working-	class	
speakers	proposed	by	student	groups.		
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• We	favor	broad,	nonsectarian,	defense	campaigns	when	
militants	are	victimized	by	the	far	right	and	the	state.	While	we	
favor	independent	working-class	action,	this	does	not	mean	that	
we	narrowly	craft	defense	campaigns	to	be	strictly	working-class	
in	character.	A	defense	campaign	needs	to	be	a	working	class-led	
campaign	that	seeks	to	win	the	broadest	layers	to	our	defense.		
• Fighting	fascism	requires	independent	organizing	by	the	
working	class	and	oppressed	people,	including	a	clean	break	with	
the	Democrats	and	the	construction	of	an	independent	workers’	
party	with	a	militant	class-struggle	program.	In	today’s	political	
climate	it	is	essential	to	counteract	those	in	the	movement	who	
urge	us	to	vote	for	the	Democrat	to	defeat	the	“fascist”	or	“pro-
fascist”	Republican.	Thinking	that	a	career	neoliberal,	imperialist	
politician	or	their	party	will	protect	us	from	fascists	is	a	fantasy.		
• Consideration	also	has	to	be	given	to	how	to	win	sections	of	
the	petty	bourgeoisie	to	a	working-class	political	program.	The	
higher	echelons	of	the	petty	bourgeoisie	are	closer	to	the	
capitalists	in	social	station,	while	lower	layers	of	that	class	are	
closer	in	composition	and	lifestyle	to	the	working	class.	
Propaganda	and	demands	must	be	aimed	at	these	social	layers	
who	might	otherwise	constitute	the	social	base	of	fascism.	This	
requires	a	decisive	and	resolute	working-class	leadership	and	no	
watering	down	of	the	party	program	to	win	these	layers.		
• In	“Fascism	and	Big	Business,”	Daniel	Guerin	wrote:	“In	
short,	the	proletariat	cannot	win	over	the	middle	classes	by	
renouncing	its	own	socialist	program.	The	proletariat	must	
convince	the	middle	classes	of	its	capacity	to	lead	society	onto	a	
new	road	by	the	strength	and	firmness	of	its	revolutionary	action.	
But	it	is	precisely	this	that	the	inventors	of	the	‘Popular	Fronts’	do	
not	wish	to	understand.”		
• The	fight	against	fascism	is	primarily	a	political	struggle	
bound	to	the	question	of	revolutionary	socialist	party-building	
and	mass	activity	of	the	labor	movement	and	movements	of	the	
oppressed.	Political	shortcuts	are	not	an	option.	Every	aspect	of	
anti-	fascist	action	from	counter-mobilization	to	the	building	of	
defense	guards	must	be	considered	carefully.	The	slogans	we	raise	
to	bring	workers,	the	unemployed,	oppressed	nationalities,	and	
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youth	into	motion	have	to	be	formulated	to	push	the	struggle	
forward.		
• Only	the	construction	of	a	revolutionary	socialist	party	that	
looks	capable	of	solving	the	crisis	by	taking	power	and	is	seen	so	
by	not	only	the	working	class,	but	discontented	middle-class	
layers	as	well,	can	ultimately	defeat	fascism.		

	
8.	U.S.	Labor	Movement	Today	

This	political	resolution	finds	our	new	organization	in	an	optimistic	
yet	contradictory	period.	On	the	one	hand,	we	are	at	the	beginning	of	a	
potential	labor	upsurge,	and	on	the	other	hand,	the	unions	remain	tied	
to	the	Democratic	Party	and	unable	to	wage	the	type	of	struggle	that	will	
turn	an	economic	fight	here	and	there	into	a	broader	political	
international	working-class	struggle.	The	lack	of	any	real	sizable	class-
struggle	left	wing	in	labor	should	inform	socialist	workers	in	the	U.S.	of	
the	big	task	in	the	coming	period.		
Can	socialists	build	deep	roots	in	the	labor	movement?	Can	we	emerge	
as	leaders,	not	of	longstanding	reform	caucuses	or	lone	economic	
struggles,	but	rather	as	part	of	a	new	leadership	that	comes	from	the	
genuine	rising	of	a	rank	and	file	that	builds	a	base	and	puts	the	fights	
against	climate	change,	COVID,	racism,	the	far	right,	war,	and	the	
general	assault	on	women,	LGBTQIA+,	and	immigrant	workers	
alongside	the	economic	fights	against	the	two-tier,	cost	of	living	raises,	
and	union	democracy?	What	role	can	our	new	organization	play	in	
helping	build	a	class-struggle	left	wing	that	also	connects	labor	struggles	
in	the	U.S.	to	workers	in	the	international	labor	movement	trying	to	find	
a	similar	way	forward?	
In	this	section	of	the	political	resolution	we	look	at	the	meaning	of	
“Striketober”	and	its	continuation	to	“Strikemas,”	new	organizing,	the	
“great	resignation,”	the	meaning	of	developments	in	the	union	
reform	movement	via	the	Teamster	elections,	organizing	Amazon,	the	
PRO	Act,	social	unionism,	and	the	labor	party.	As	we	look	to	establish	
deep	roots	in	the	working	class	and	the	organized	labor	movement,	this	
Political	Resolution	should	help	the	work	of	our	labor	fractions.	
We	should	be	especially	optimistic	by	the	prospects	for	the	future	of	
the	labor	movement	with	a	more	diverse	and	younger	demographic	
entering	unions.	The	Economic	Policy	Institute’s	(EPI)	2017	research	
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shows	a	dramatic	shift.	For	example,	three-fourths	of	workers	joining	
unions	(198,000)	were	aged	34	and	under	and	account	for	less	than	40	
percent	of	total	employment.	The	EPI	report	also	says,	“It	is	also	true	
that,	in	the	past,	union	workers	were	predominantly	white	men.	But	as	
of	2016,	roughly	10.6	million	of	the	16.3	million	workers	covered	by	a	
union	contract	are	women	and/or	people	of	color.”	
From	“Striketober”	to	“Strikemas”	and	beyond	
The	scale	of	industrial	strike	actions	starting	in	October	2021	has	been	
impressive.	Strikes	have	included	those	by	10,000	John	Deere	workers,	
1400	workers	at	Kellogg’s,	and	8000	union	carpenters	in	Seattle.	The	
uptick	in	strikes	is	overwhelmingly	concentrated	in	the	private	sector—
a	development	that	contrasts	with	trends	in	strike	activity	in	recent	
years,	where	most	large-scale	strikes	have	been	led	by	public	sector	
workers	until	recently.	And	within	the	private	sector	strikes,	it	is	
notable	that	most	of	the	strike	activity	has	been	concentrated	among	
industrial	workers—particularly	workers	in	the	centrally	important	
manufacturing	industry,	but	also	workers	in	construction	and	other	
sectors.	This	includes	the	recent	comments	made	by	the	Steelworkers	
union	at	the	shipyard	in	Newport	News,	Va.	The	Daily	Press	quotes	a	
letter	from	USW	Local	8888,	“‘There	is	no	way	to	sugarcoat	the	bruising	
fight	ahead,’	the	union	said	in	a	letter	distributed	to	members	this	week,	
while	promising	to	‘do	everything	possible	to	settle’	on	an	acceptable	
contract.	‘The	company	must	know	we	are	prepared	to	walk	out	and	
stay	out	to	get	the	contract	we	deserve.’”	
Not	only	are	workers	going	on	strike	but	they	are	winning	concessions	
from	the	bosses	on	important	economic	issues	like	the	two-tier	wage	
scale.	John	Deere,	for	example,	posted	record	profits	in	the	last	quarter	
even	on	the	heels	of	a	five-week	strike.	The	company’s	profitability	is	
one	reason	workers	felt	confident	in	rejecting	contract	offers	that	did	
not	come	close	to	meeting	their	demands.	The	refrain	from	many	
striking	workers	is	that	they	were	considered	“essential”	and	“heroes”	
for	working	through	the	pandemic,	but	have	not	seen	that	same	attitude	
from	the	company	reflected	in	their	compensation.	Josh	Saunders,	a	
committeeman	in	Zone	4,	UAW	Local	865,	in	Iowa	said,	“In	2021,	Deere	
is	projected	to	have	$5.9	billion	in	profits.	We	want	our	share	of	the	pie,	
and	if	Deere	wants	to	keep	making	massive	amounts	of	money	they’re	
going	to	have	to	pay	us!	We’re	not	going	to	turn	another	bolt	or	lay	
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another	weld	until	they	do!	We’ve	had	enough	and	we	have	a	90%	
contract	rejection	to	prove	it.”	
Across	the	country,	workers	in	manufacturing	and	other	sectors	have	
grown	sick	and	tired	of	low	pay,	deteriorating	conditions,	abuse	by	
management,	mandatory	forced	overtime,	and	never-ending	speed-ups	
and	hyper-exploitation	at	the	hands	of	the	bosses.	The	brutality	of	non-
union	workplaces	was	laid	bare	by	the	December	tornados	that	ripped	
through	Illinois	and	Kentucky,	leaving	six	workers	dead	at	a	collapsed	
Amazon	facility	and	eight	dead	at	a	candle-making	facility	in	Kentucky.	
In	both	cases,	workers	were	threatened	with	being	fired	if	they	left	the	
facilities—which	had	no	storm	shelters.	
Within	this	broader	upsurge,	many	of	the	most	militant	and	important	
strikes	have	been	fought	at	industrial	bakeries	and	food	manufacturing	
plants	and	led	by	the	same	union	to	which	the	Santa	Fe	Springs	strikers	
belong—the	BCTGM.	On	top	of	the	struggle	at	Rich	Products,	the	list	of	
strikes	waged	by	the	BCTGM	thus	far	this	year	includes	the	hard-fought,	
nearly	three-week	strike	by	members	of	Local	218	at	the	Frito-Lay	
snack	foods	plant	in	Topeka,	Kansas;	the	victorious	strike	by	some	1000	
workers	at	Nabisco	factories	and	facilities	in	five	states;	and	the	ongoing	
strike	by	1400	Kellogg’s	cereal	production	workers	in	four	states.	
Beyond	this,	the	BCTGM	is	currently	waging	a	union	drive	at	the	
Hershey’s	Chocolate	plant	in	Stuarts	Draft,	Va.,	which	employs	some	
1100	workers	and	manufactures	various	types	of	popular	candy	
products.	
Our	experience	with	bringing	young	workers	and	students	over	the	
past	decade	in	solidarity	to	picket	lines	has	always	helped	deepen	the	
consciousness	of	youth	joining	our	movement.	But	in	a	much	broader	
sense,	the	Kellogg’s	strike	may	prove	to	be	a	touchstone	for	a	generation	
of	young	working	people	yearning	for	ways	to	express	their	solidarity.	A	
Reddit	post	encouraged	people	to	submit	fake	applications	to	
overwhelm	Kellogg’s	attempt	to	hire	scab	labor.	A	Ucomblog	post	
writes,	“According	to	users	on	Reddit,	at	one	point	so	many	applications	
were	being	submitted	that	the	site	was	overloaded	and	was	unable	to	be	
accessed.	One	user,	black_madness21	made	a	Tiktok	to	show	people	the	
script	that	he	created	to	automatically	fill	out	the	application,	while	
others	were	suggesting	using	Microsoft	Edge	to	fill	out	the	application	
since	it	would	remember	your	responses	and	autofill	them	in	on	future	
applications.	Another	user	said	that	they	live	near	one	of	the	plants	and	
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were	willing	to	take	it	a	step	further	by	going	in	for	an	interview	if	they	
were	called	just	to	waste	the	company’s	time.”	
We	have	to	mention	here	the	1100	miners	in	Alabama	who	have	been	
on	strike	since	April	2021	and	the	700	St.	Vincent	Nurses	in	
Massachusetts	who	have	been	on	strike	since	March	2021.	In	both	cases,	
safety	is	a	key	issue	along	with	increased	compensation	from	very	
profitable	companies.	In	recent	contract	negotiations,	the	miners	have	
demanded	$1.1	billion	that	would	reverse	the	concessions	made	in	2016	
to	help	the	mine	recover	profitability.	The	billion-dollar	price	tag	
included	concessions	in	health	care,	vacations,	overtime,	and	more.	
Since	those	concessions,	an	influx	of	investors	has	made	the	mines	very	
profitable.	The	strike	is	costing	the	company	money,	as	SPGlobal.com	
reported	losses	of	$17.9	million	in	the	second	quarter.		
What	then	is	the	real	meaning	of	"Striketober"	and	the	new	post-
COVID	trends	in	labor?	How	are	these	trends	shaping	the	overall	
landscape	of	the	class	struggle?	Nelson	Lichtenstein	makes	the	following	
point	in	Dissent:	

“Are	we	witnessing	a	strike	wave?	The	scale	of	the	action	is	not,	
in	fact,	very	large	by	historical	standards.	In	1979	there	were	235	
work	stoppages	involving	more	than	1,000	workers.	So	far	this	
year	there	have	been	just	twelve.	But	what	may	be	even	more	
significant	is	the	cheerleading,	the	hope,	and	the	expectation	for	a	
labor	upsurge	that	has	been	manifest	ever	since	scores	of	eager	
young	journalists	descended	upon	Bessemer,	Alabama	last	winter	
to	cover	the	union	effort	there	to	organize	an	Amazon	distribution	
center.	American	liberals	know	that	something	is	missing	from	the	
body	politic,	and	that	something	is	a	labor	movement	with	
sufficient	strength	to	not	only	boost	pay,	but	also	wield	the	kind	of	
political	power	that	once	pushed	Midwestern	Republicans	to	raise	
the	minimum	wage,	vote	for	civil	rights	laws,	and	even	increase	
social	spending….	
“Both	liberal	pundits	and	union	activists	are	therefore	anxious	to	
conjure	up	a	strike	wave	out	of	the	newfound	militancy	we’re	
seeing	across	the	country….	
“The	problem	is	that	employers	are	not	dumb.	They	have	been	
raising	wages	to	retain	a	workforce—you	can	get	$19	an	hour	just	
by	walking	in	the	door	at	Amazon,	and	Dollar	General	is	paying	
more	than	minimum	wage.	But	they	are	strongly	resisting	the	
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organization	of	their	workers	into	a	functional	union—deploying	
all	the	economic	power,	legal	talent,	and	law-breaking	necessary	to	
preserve	managerial	authoritarianism.	In	Buffalo	this	month,	when	
workers	at	four	Starbucks	coffee	shops	made	public	their	effort	to	
win	a	National	Labor	Relations	Board	election,	regional	managers	
and	“trainers,”	all	earning	many	times	more	than	the	embattled	
baristas,	poured	into	the	stores	in	an	act	of	intimidation.	
“Non-union	workers,	no	matter	how	aggrieved,	do	not	go	on	
strike.	They	can	quit	their	job,	even	walk	out	together	for	a	shift	or	
two,	but	in	the	absence	of	some	independent	organization,	almost	
always	a	trade	union,	their	protest	soon	dissolves.	Virtually	every	
strike	in	today’s	headlines,	from	that	of	the	agricultural	implement	
workers	in	Iowa,	to	the	coal	miners	in	Alabama,	and	the	studio	
crews	in	Hollywood,	are	members	of	unions	formed	eighty	years	
ago	in	the	Great	Depression.	It	does	not	matter	if	the	union	was	
once	radical	or	conservative;	organization	is	essential	to	any	
sustained	and	potent	worker	protest.	And	once	the	strike	is	over,	
that	same	organization	does	not	fade	away.	It	stays	right	there	in	
management’s	face,	policing	the	contract,	mobilizing	the	workers,	
lobbying	politicians,	and	preparing	for	the	next	contract	fight.	
“So,	this	isn’t	a	strike	wave.	We	sorely	need	one,	but	that	first	
requires	the	unionization	of	millions	of	new	workers.	Let’s	
therefore	remember	the	words	of	Joe	Hill	just	before	he	was	
executed	by	a	firing	squad	in	1915:	‘Don’t	mourn—Organize!’”	

V.I.	Lenin	makes	perhaps	a	more	prescient	quote	in	his	1899	article	
“Our	Immediate	Task.”	Lenin	writes:	

“When	the	workers	of	a	single	factory	or	of	a	single	branch	of	
industry	engage	in	struggle	against	their	employer	or	employers,	is	
this	class	struggle?	No,	this	is	only	a	weak	embryo	of	it.	The	
struggle	of	the	workers	becomes	a	class	struggle	only	when	all	the	
foremost	representatives	of	the	entire	working	class	of	the	whole	
country	are	conscious	of	themselves	a	single	working	class	and	
launch	a	struggle	that	is	directed,	not	against	individual	employers,	
but	against	the	entire	class	of	capitalists	and	against	the	
government	that	supports	that	class.”	

The	current	uptick	that	was	preceded	by	a	teachers’	strike	wave	in	
2018-19,	hotel	workers’	strike	in	2018,	Stop	and	Shop	workers’	strike	in	
2019,	GM	strike	in	2019,	and	workers	at	GE	plants	in	three	states	in	
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2020	protesting	outside	company	gates	to	make	ventilators	instead	of	
being	laid	off	does	not	even	meet	Lenin’s	definition	of	“class	struggle.”	
Lenin’s	definition	is	a	clear	example	of	his	“bending	the	stick”	for	the	
purpose	of	advancing	a	political	point	and	does	not	reflect	the	exact	
situation	we’re	in	at	this	moment.	Nonetheless,	Lenin’s	point	helps	us	
put	into	context	some	of	the	limitations	of	the	current	uptick	in	struggle.	
For	our	new	organization	to	fully	understand	the	current	state	of	
organized	labor	and	the	working	class,	we	have	to	flesh	out	a	few	more	
aspects	of	the	current	period.	Even	though	we	are	optimistic,	it	remains	
to	be	seen	if	the	uptick	in	strikes	will	lead	to	openings	for	the	type	of	
mass	organizing	drives	that	can	bring	thousands	of	new	workers	into	
the	labor	movement.	
Teachers’	strikes	of	2018-2019	
The	teachers'	strike	wave	that	began	with	the	West	Virginia	teachers'	
strike	in	2018	and	ended	with	the	educators'	strike	in	Los	Angeles	in	
2019	was	a	significant	moment	for	the	labor	movement.	Responding	to	
decades	of	austerity	and	attacks	on	public	education,	West	Virginia	
teachers	organized	a	statewide	wildcat	strike	for	salary	increases,	
reduced	health-care	costs,	and	increases	in	state	funding,	which	closed	
down	all	public	schools	in	the	state.		
When	their	official	union	leaders	in	the	American	Federation	of	
Teachers	(AFT)	and	the	West	Virginia	Educators'	Association	(WVEA)	
called	for	the	strike	to	end	after	educators	had	received	a	salary	
increase,	the	rank	and	file	voted	to	continue	their	strike	until	all	public	
service	employees	received	their	salary	increase	as	well.	This	sparked	a	
strike	wave	that	generated	another	statewide	wildcat	strike,	in	Arizona,	
where	educators	fought	for	salary	increases	for	all	school	staff	and	
pushed	past	the	political	limitations	of	their	union	leaders.	As	in	West	
Virginia,	Arizona's	“right-to-work”	status	meant	their	teachers’	unions	
were	far	smaller	and	less	capable	to	lead—and	co-opt—than	in	states	
with	significant	union	size	and	representation,	such	as	California,	
leaving	ample	space	for	a	militant	rank	and	file	to	take	charge.	This	
strike	wave	also	led	to	smaller	but	still	important	walkouts	among	
educators	in	Oklahoma	and	Colorado,	and	bus	drivers	in	Georgia.	
In	2019,	the	strike	wave	reached	California.	Educators	and	their	
unions	faced	similar	problems:	understaffing,	low	pay,	decreased	state	
investment	in	education,	and	the	growth	of	the	privatization	movement	
in	the	form	of	charter	schools.	In	Oakland,	a	wildcat	sickout	across	
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approximately	five	schools,	and	a	community	struggle	to	keep	a	Black	
and	Latino	school	open	(OUSD	sought	to	close	it	down	and	merge	it	with	
another	school),	pushed	the	union	leadership	to	begin	strike	
preparations,	leading	to	a	seven-day	strike	that	concluded	with	a	
contentious	(nearly	50%-50%)	vote	in	favor	of	ending	the	strike	and	in	
favor	of	a	TA	that	many	felt	did	a	disservice	to	their	strike.	
In	Los	Angeles,	UTLA's	progressive	leadership	had	built	up	its	
organization	and	capacity	to	mobilize	over	the	course	of	several	years,	
generating	massive	teacher	and	community	support	for	its	demands,	
and	winning	important	concessions,	including	pay	increases,	nurses	in	
every	school,	and	a	moratorium	on	charter	school	expansion.	While	this	
strike	wave	contains	important	lessons	across	multiple	terrains—from	
red	to	blue	states	and	in	states	with	large	union	bureaucracies	and	those	
without—the	wave	did	herald	a	growing	sense	of	class	consciousness	
and	militancy	across	this	important	sector	of	social	reproduction,	with	
women	at	the	forefront	demanding	just	pay	and	working	conditions.	
While	much	is	yet	to	be	seen,	educators	and	students	across	the	U.S.	
have	begun	resisting	unsafe	working	conditions	during	the	Omicron	
surge	of	the	COVID-19	pandemic.	On	the	tails	of	the	Striketober	and	
Strikexmas	movements,	educators	in	places	like	San	Francisco,	Oakland,	
and	West	Contra	Costa	County	have	organized	sickouts,	demanding	
appropriate	PPE,	testing,	and	sanitary	conditions.	The	Chicago	Teachers'	
Union,	an	acknowledged	leader	among	educators’	unions,	temporarily	
moved	to	remote	learning	in	response	to	unsafe	conditions	in	their	
schools,	prompting	Mayor	Lori	Lightfoot	to	block	teachers’	Google	
Classrooms.	In	early	January	2022,	the	CTU's	House	of	Delegates	agreed	
to	in-person	learning,	having	won	PPE,	testing,	and	COVID	metrics	for	
individual	schools	to	close	down.	Generally	speaking,	the	teachers’	
movement	has	lost	the	battle	to	keep	schools	closed	to	stem	the	
pandemic,	and	union	leaderships	have	accepted	this	framework.	
	New	organizing	and	decertification	
In	December	2021,	Starbucks	workers	in	Buffalo,	N.Y.,	demonstrated	
that	12	workers	voting	in	favor	of	a	union	could	inspire	hundreds	of	
thousands.	Starbucks	Workers	United,	an	affiliate	of	SEIU,	stunned	the	
corporate	giant	by	putting	the	first	crack	in	the	dam	that	will	hopefully	
lead	to	a	broader	organizing	effort	at	more	than	8000	corporate	stores	
across	the	U.S.	In	fact,	at	the	time	of	writing	this	resolution,	in	January	
2022,	three	more	Starbucks	shops	in	the	Buffalo	area	and	one	in	Arizona	
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are	due	to	vote	on	affiliating	with	the	union	in	coming	weeks,	while	
others	in	Boston,	Seattle,	Chicago,	Knoxville,	and	elsewhere	have	filed	
for	union	representation.	The	successful	union	vote	in	Buffalo	shows	
that,	yes,	service	industry	and	fast	food	can	be	organized.	But	it	also	
shows	a	growing	trend	among	union	organizing	that	focuses	on	smaller	
shops.	
Prior	to	the	pandemic,	UNITE	HERE	promised	at	their	2019	
convention	to	organize	100,000	workers	over	the	next	five	years.	The	
hotel	organizing	drive	in	Stamford,	Conn.,	between	2017	and	2020,	for	
example,	saw	an	aggressive	organizing	drive	that	brought	two	of	the	
three	main	hotels	and	over	250	workers	to	join	UNITE	HERE.	However,	
at	the	height	of	the	pandemic,	98%	of	the	union’s	membership	was	laid	
off.	
Today,	UNITE	HERE	estimates	that	ending	daily	housekeeping	
industry	wide	would	eliminate	up	to	39	percent	of	all	U.S.	hotel	
housekeeping	jobs	and	cost	housekeepers	$4.8	billion	in	annual	lost	
wages.	In	other	words,	the	bargaining	units	are	getting	smaller,	and	the	
union	is	fighting	tooth	and	nail	to	maintain	their	membership	and	at	the	
same	time	take	on	new	organizing	such	as	at	HelloFresh,	the	at-home	
meal	kit.	HelloFresh	took	off	largely	due	to	the	pandemic,	but	despite	
union	approval	being	at	an	all-time	high,	their	recent	drive	in	Aurora,	
Col.,	failed	in	a	vote	that	was	166	against	and	91	in	favor.	Companies	are	
winning	on	the	shop	floor	because	the	bosses	are	spending	thousands	of	
dollars	each	day	on	consultants	who	use	intense	and	abusive	anti-union	
captive-audience	meetings.	
Also	alarming	is	the	trend	in	unions’	organizing	smaller	shops.	While	
smaller	shops	may	seem	more	manageable	on	an	organizing	drive,	it	
only	takes	one	or	two	anti-union	workers	to	flip	an	entire	crew.	A	recent	
Twitter	thread	discussed	a	decrease	in	new	organizing,	smaller	sizes	of	
new	bargaining	units,	and	an	increase	in	union	decertification.	For	
example,	the	thread	claims	there	have	been	fewer	petitions	filed	this	
year	and	the	average	size	of	the	bargaining	unit	“has	declined	from	
53.83	(2020)	to	52.33	(2021).	This	follows	a	general	trend	of	decline	in	
the	size	of	units.	So	not	only	are	fewer	petitions	being	filed,	they're	for	
smaller	and	smaller	groups."	Organizing	mainly	small	shops	can	also	
create	difficulties	in	negotiating	industry-wide	standards—which	
should	be	our	permanent	goal	in	the	labor	movement—in	order	to	set	
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common	standards	statewide	and	nationally	for	every	branch	of	
industry.	
Teamsters	created	a	lot	of	buzz	after	their	2021	convention	voted	to	
take	on	organizing	Amazon.	The	resolution	ends	with	“FINALLY,	BE	IT	
RESOLVED,	that	building	worker	power	at	Amazon	and	helping	those	
workers	achieve	a	union	contract	is	a	top	priority	for	the	Teamsters	
Union	and	the	Union	commits	to	fully	fund	and	support	the	Amazon	
Project,	to	supply	all	resources	necessary	and	to	ultimately	create	a	
special	Amazon	Division	to	aid	Amazon	workers	and	defend	and	protect	
the	standards	in	our	industries	from	the	existential	threat	that	is	
Amazon.”	
The	recent	Teamster	election	victory	of	Sean	O’Brien,	who	campaigned	
on	a	promise	to	fight	for	good	contracts	at	UPS,	has	also	generated	a	lot	
of	excitement	on	the	left.	A	DSA	branch	in	Austin,	Texas,	held	a	not-so-
subtle	online	info	session	about	getting	hired	at	UPS	to	help	build	the	
coming	contract	fight	at	UPS.	We	can	appreciate	the	enthusiasm	for	
getting	active	in	the	labor	movement,	but	tactically	this	seems	like	a	
mistake.	We	know	the	union	bureaucracy	is	not	likely	to	welcome	these	
socialists	with	open	arms,	and	of	course	the	company	will	likely	fire	
anyone	during	probation	that	raises	eyebrows.	We	encourage	comrades	
to	look	over	the	documents	we	wrote	on	labor	during	the	RSN	
discussion	and	to	read	the	Teamster	series	by	Farrell	Dobbs	to	begin	
understanding	our	perspectives	on	labor	interventions.	
A	real	nationwide	organizing	drive	at	Amazon	that	brings	hundreds	of	
thousands	of	workers	into	the	labor	movement	would	inspire	other	
workers	who	might	be	too	afraid	to	take	the	next	step.	In	this	section,	
we	will	take	a	closer	look	at	examples	of	other	general	trends	in	labor	
before	coming	back	to	the	Teamster	elections	and	the	lessons	of	
Amazon	in	the	proceeding	sections.	
Again,	in	the	absence	of	big	successful	organizing	drives	that	bring	in	
solidarity	from	the	entire	labor	movement,	the	threat	of	losing	drives	or	
decertification	becomes	very	real.	Why	would	workers	want	to	join	or	
stay	in	a	labor	movement	that	is	not	ready	to	fight	for	economic	and	
political	gains?	One	of	the	bigger	decertification	drives	right	now	is	at	
Exxon,	where	following	a	seven-month-long	company	lockout	during	
contract	negotiations,	an	employee	filed	to	decertify	the	union.	There	
are	650	members	in	the	bargaining	unit,	and	they’ll	need	50	percent	
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plus	one	to	decertify	the	union.	This	is	despite	an	uptick	in	USW-led	
strikes	in	2021	ATI,	Kaiser,	AcerolMittal,	etc.	
The	“Great	Resignation”	
Overall,	the	working	class	has	yet	to	find	a	clear	breakthrough	to	the	
type	of	upsurge	that	will	open	a	new	chapter	of	class	struggle.	While	we	
can	and	should	draw	positive	conclusions	from	Striketober,	the	reality	
remains	that	the	lack	of	a	class-struggle	left	wing	in	organized	labor,	
which	is	able	to	maneuver	nimbly	to	push	the	bureaucrats	into	action	
against	the	bosses	or	to	find	their	way	around	the	bureaucracy,	is	
limiting	what	could	be	a	more	dynamic	moment.	
Today,	a	record	number	of	workers	are	stuck	in	a	cycle	of	quitting	
their	jobs	and	then	getting	hired	at	other	similar	low	wage	precarious	
jobs.	Perhaps	a	better	term	would	be	the	“great	reshuffling”.	Though	in	
the	case	of	women,	by	far	the	predominant	group	of	workers	quitting,	
there	is	a	migration	from	low	paying	jobs	back	into	the	home	to	care	for	
children	due	to	COVID	issues.	
The	New	York	Times	reported,	“More	than	4.4	million	workers	quit	
their	jobs	voluntarily	in	September,	the	Labor	Department	said	Friday.	
That	was	up	from	4.3	million	in	August	and	was	the	most	in	the	two	
decades	the	government	has	been	keeping	track.	Nearly	a	million	quit	
their	jobs	in	the	leisure	and	hospitality	industry	alone,	reflecting	the	
steep	competition	for	workers	there	as	businesses	recover	from	last	
year’s	pandemic-induced	shutdowns.”	
The	economic	sectors	that	are	hardest	hit	by	the	wave	of	resignations	
are	food	service,	retail,	and	health	care.	In	August	2021,	according	to	the	
BLS,	more	than	530,000	health-care	workers	quit	their	jobs.	A	small	
percentage	(1%)	of	these	resignations	are	over	vaccine	mandates.	Most	
resignations	are	because	of	a	variety	of	factors:	low	wages,	rising	child-
care	costs,	working	conditions	amid	COVID-19	surges,	and	fatigue	from	
the	pandemic.	Some	cite	the	hostility	of	unvaccinated	patients,	who	
become	openly	belligerent	and	deny	that	the	coronavirus	is	real.	The	
health-care	system	is	hemorrhaging	experienced,	skilled	nurses,	
technicians,	and	doctors	as	new	waves	of	COVID	variants	are	on	the	
horizon.	This	directly	affects	patient	care	and	survival	even	in	non-
COVID	cases.	We	should	be	calling	for	nationalization	of	the	health-care	
system,	an	emergency	program	to	train	more	doctors,	nurses,	and	techs	
as	part	of	a	program	of	free	post-secondary	education,	lower	nurse-to-
patient	ratios,	hazard	pay,	and	free	child	care	for	all	workers.	
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The	majority	of	those	leaving	their	jobs	are	women	who	are	quitting	at	
twice	the	rate	of	men.	The	pandemic	has	forced	women	back	into	the	
home	due	to	the	closing	of	schools.	As	The	Guardian	points	out,	“The	
pandemic	made	women’s	exit	from	the	labor	force	rapid	and	highly	
visible.	But	the	loss	of	female	workers	is	nothing	new.	Women’s	
workforce	participation	rate	has	been	declining	steadily	since	the	2008	
financial	crisis.”	Therefore,	the	demand	for	24/7	child	care	should	
remain	a	core	part	of	our	demands	for	women’s	liberation.	
In	rural	Eliot,	Maine,	a	call	to	action	by	a	trio	of	former	Dollar	General	
employees	went	viral	in	May	2021	after	they	had	announced	their	
resignations	on	Twitter.	“Got	real	tired	of	all	those	‘no	one	wants	to	
work’	signs	on	closing	stores,”	they	wrote,	making	reference	to	the	false	
idea	that	employees	are	refusing	to	work	out	of	laziness	or	comfort,	
rather	than	concern	for	their	safety.	“This	is	how	my	coworker	and	I	
quit	our	job	today.	Speak	truth	to	power!”	When	the	workers	closed	the	
store,	they	posted	the	following	signs	on	the	front	door:	“Google	‘general	
strike’	and	learn	how	we	can	take	our	power	back;”	“Closed	indefinitely	
because	Dollar	General	doesn't	pay	a	living	wage	or	treat	their	
employees	with	respect;”	“Capitalism	will	destroy	this	country.	If	you	do	
not	pay	people	enough	to	live	their	lives,	why	should	they	slave	away	for	
you?”	This	is	just	one	example	of	the	types	of	militant	outbursts	that	are	
occurring	across	the	country.	
In	Barkhamsted,	Conn.,	five	workers	at	Dollar	General	took	that	next	
step	and	reached	out	to	UFCW	Local	371.	Today	they	are	awaiting	the	
results	of	their	vote,	which	is	being	challenged	by	the	company.	After	
attending	a	solidarity	action	for	the	workers	in	the	rural	Connecticut	
town,	Erwin	Freed	writes	on	the	Socialist	Resurgence	website,	“The	
company	is	doing	everything	it	can	to	create	an	atmosphere	of	terror	in	
the	store.	Speakers	at	the	rally	spoke	of	how	on	top	of	the	union-busting	
professionals,	Dollar	General	has	hired	photographers	to	carry	out	
regular	surveillance	of	employees	and	union	organizers.	Workers	in	the	
store	are	subjected	to	‘captive	audience’	meetings	every	day	during	
their	shifts,	often	for	hours.	Captive	audience	meetings	are	a	union-
busting	tactic	meant	to	wear	down	workers	through	their	sheer	
brutality.	
“One	worker	told	The	Guardian,	‘[Dollar	General]	brought	in	union-
busters	to	try	to	pick	us	off	one	by	one.	We’re	not	letting	that	happen.	…	
I	try	all	day	just	to	stay	away	from	them,	which	is	very	hard	because	
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they’re	always	following	you,	distracting	you,	pulling	you	out	of	the	
store,	trying	to	talk	to	you.	It’s	so	stressful.	I’ve	been	having	so	much	
anxiety	and	stress	I	have	to	talk	to	a	therapist.’”	
Eliot,	Maine,	and	Barkhamsted,	Conn.,	are	small	towns	in	which	one	
can	see	a	growing	urgency	among	a	layer	of	rank-and-file	workers	to	
build	class-struggle	organizations.	They	are	actively	reaching	out	to	
union	locals;	carrying	out	molecular	sick-outs,	slow-downs,	and	even	
wildcats;	and	generally	concluding	that	unions	are	necessary	to	make	
up	an	objective	vanguard	of	the	class.	All	eyes	are	on	these	unnamed	
thousands	clocking	in	and	out	every	day	bursting	with	energy	for	
struggle.		
Teamster	elections	
After	decades	of	mis-leadership,	James	Hoffa	Jr.	announced	in	2020	
that	he	was	stepping	down	as	president	of	the	Teamsters.	At	the	same	
time,	the	Teamsters	were	coming	out	of	three	decades	of	government	
oversight	following	the	deal	that	was	made	under	Hoffa	Jr.’s	fathers’	
regime	to	avoid	bringing	the	union	to	trial	over	criminal	charges.	Hoffa	
Jr.	is	claiming	a	legacy	of	ending	corruption	and	mob	ties.	The	Teamster	
podcast	paints	a	rosy	picture	of	the	Hoffa	era,	often	reiterating	the	
phrase,	“promises	made,	promises	kept.”	
What	promises	did	Hoffa	make	or	even	keep?	During	his	tenure	as	
president,	Hoffa	Jr.	shoved	weak	contracts	down	the	throats	of	workers,	
kept	the	union	tied	to	the	Democratic	Party,	and	in	general	cozied	up	to	
the	bosses.	Hoffa	is	nearing	80	years	old	and	says	he	is	retiring	to	spend	
time	with	family.	Regardless,	his	days	were	likely	numbered.	In	the	last	
Teamster	election	in	2016,	he	only	won	by	a	few	thousand	votes.	
The	election	this	year	was	hotly	contested	in	the	"battle	pages"	of	the	
Teamster	magazine.	It	centered	on	Sean	O’Brien,	president	of	Local	25	in	
Boston,	and	Fred	Zuckerman,	president	of	Local	89	in	Louisville.	The	
“OZ”	Teamsters	United	slate,	a	so-called	reform	slate,	was	also	
supported	by	the	perennial	opposition	caucus,	Teamsters	for	a	
Democratic	Union	(TDU).	The	OZ	slate	was	running	against	Steve	
Vairama	and	Ron	Herrera,	the	“Teamster	Power''	slate	endorsed	by	
Hoffa	Jr.	
Sean	O’Brien	has	a	long	track	record	of	being	a	Hoffa	loyalist	and	of	
being	corrupt	but	broke	with	Hoffa	in	2016	over	how	to	negotiate	the	
UPS	contract.	As	a	Hoffa	loyalist,	O’Brien	attacked	TDU	and	anyone	
crossing	Hoffa.	He	was	dismissed	from	his	top	negotiating	position	by	
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Hoffa	for	wanting	to	take	a	more	militant	approach	against	the	company	
in	the	contract	fight.	TDU’s	support	for	the	OZ	slate	was	a	shift	to	the	
right	and	deepened	their	already	weak	perspective	of	orienting	to	
winning	union	leadership.	In	the	run-up	to	this	election,	TDU	even	
removed	their	“Bill	of	Rights,”	which	included	language	limiting	an	
elected	official’s	pay	to	be	responsible	to	the	membership.	In	general,	
we	draw	a	negative	balance	sheet	on	the	perspective	of	building	these	
types	of	caucuses,	although	we	recognize	the	contributions	they	have	
made	to	building	union	democracy.	The	current	situation	described	
above	highlights	wavering	principles	to	support	layers	of	the	Teamsters	
bureaucracy	in	order	to	win	elections.	
This	year's	election	campaign	failed	to	inspire	the	ranks	to	turn	out	
and	vote.	A	dismal	16%	of	the	1.4	million	Teamsters	participated	in	the	
elections,	the	lowest	in	the	union's	history.	At	the	convention	in	August,	
the	delegates	were	nearly	split	down	the	middle,	with	O’Brien	receiving	
slightly	more	nominating	votes	(841	to	765).	In	the	general	election,	
O’Brien	won	in	a	landslide	with	nearly	67%	of	the	vote.	
While	we	note	the	troubling	past	of	Sean	O’Brien	and	remain	
suspicious	of	his	ties	to	many	“Old	Guard”	officials,	the	OZ	slate	also	had	
success	passing	three	major	resolutions,	which	included	the	call	to	
organize	Amazon	at	the	2021	convention.	We	will	have	to	wait	and	see	if	
this	is	a	real	shift	in	the	bureaucracy	that	may	provide	new	openings	for	
advancing	a	class-struggle	perspective.	An	LA	Times	headline	reads,	
“Teamster’s	vow	to	unionize	Amazon,	taking	on	anti-union	behemoth.”	
The	notion	of	the	Teamsters	as	a	powerful	force	is	deeply	tied	to	the	
legacy	built	by	Trotskyists	between	1934	and	1941.	That	is	not	simply	
because	of	the	1934	strikes	but	because	of	how	Farrell	Dobbs	led	the	
over-the-road	organizing	campaign	that	made	the	Teamsters	a	force	in	
roughly	11	states	and	forced	the	IBT	to	focus	on	industrial	organizing.	
At	the	same	time,	we	should	also	remember	that	the	union	has	not	led	
a	massive	national	organizing	drive	in	a	long	time.	Success	is	far	from	a	
foregone	conclusion.	In	many	ways	the	resolution	was	a	smart	power	
move	by	the	OZ	slate	that	put	the	Teamsters	in	the	headlines.	How	will	
all	this	proceed?	Will	the	Teamsters	launch	an	Amazon	organizing	
drive?	In	Canada,	the	Teamsters	have	filed	for	union	certification	at	
several	Amazon	warehouses.	They	are	still	waiting	on	a	decision	from	
the	government	to	certify	the	union.	The	outcome	may	have	an	impact	
on	the	type	of	campaign	run	in	the	U.S.		Either	way,	we	will	want	to	see	
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more	clearly	how	the	situation	is	developing	by	the	time	of	the	June	
2022	Labor	Notes	conference.	
Amazon	and	the	way	forward	for	labor	
To	get	an	idea	of	what	the	Teamsters	will	need	for	a	nationwide	
Amazon	union	drive,	we	should	look	back	at	the	organizing	drive	at	the	
Amazon	warehouse	in	Bessemer,	Ala.	(BHM1),	which	will	be	a	landmark	
in	all	discussions	of	just	how	one	can	increase	labor’s	strength.	Before	
the	Teamsters	take	on	Amazon,	the	Retail	Workers	and	Department	
Store	Union	(RWDSU)	will	potentially	have	a	chance	at	a	second	vote	in	
Bessemer,	according	to	a	ruling	by	the	National	Labor	Relations	Board	
(NLRB).			
As	the	balance	sheet	on	our	website	explained,	while	this	particular	
organizing	drive	did	not	succeed	in	bringing	a	Retail,	Wholesale,	and	
Department	Store	Union	(RWDSU)	local	to	the	warehouse	in	Bessemer,	
the	lessons	of	the	effort	are	essential	to	understand	for	this	next	period.	
How	do	workers	organize	in	the	face	of	extraordinary	difficulties?	On	
the	level	of	basic	trade	unionism,	this	drive	showed	three	interrelated	
conditions	that	need	to	be	addressed	as	working-class	militants	
continue	to	fight	for	representation	and	organization	on	the	shop	floor:	
The	first	is	the	huge	amount	of	money,	resources,	and	political	capital	
that	big	businesses	are	willing	and	able	to	throw	into	union-busting	
campaigns.	Amazon	surveilled	workers,	then	forced	them	into	endless	
anti-union	meetings,	and	leveraged	the	local	government	to	aid	its	
efforts.	Rank-and-file	organizers	need	to	go	into	union	drives	and	shop	
floor	campaigns	with	an	understanding	in	their	bones	of	the	lengths	to	
which	companies	will	go	to	smash	them.	That	means	“inoculating”	co-
workers	against	common	tricks	of	the	bosses	from	the	very	beginning	
and	always	reinforcing	their	comprehension	of	the	fact	that	the	
immense	pressure,	rumors,	and	atmosphere	of	lies	that	can	exist	at	
work	during	a	campaign	is	all	part	of	the	bosses’	strategy	to	divide	the	
shop.	
Second	is	the	need	to	live	up	to	the	adage	that	workers	must	organize	
themselves.	A	union	contract	is	important,	but	without	an	active	rank	
and	file	willing	to	struggle	for	better	conditions,	it	is	just	so	many	words	
on	a	piece	of	paper.	While	there	was	an	active	core	of	rank-and-file	
workers	pushing	the	union	forward	on	the	vote,	the	types	of	worker-led	
organizing	committees	that	could	stabilize	a	shop	during	the	bosses’	
counter-offensive	were	never	developed.		
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We	learned	from	our	own	experiences	that	a	successful	organizing	
campaign	means	that	workers	from	the	shop	keep	themselves	
accountable,	carry	out	regular,	public-facing	tasks,	and	continuously	
recommit	to	each	other.	Concretely,	that	means	finding	openings	to	
bring	collective	delegations	to	the	bosses	over	issues,	wearing	union	
buttons,	going	on	house	visits	away	from	the	prying	eyes	of	
management,	and	regular	committee	meetings	to	help	take	the	
temperature	of	the	shop,	talk	through	the	bosses’	anti-union	campaigns,	
identify	co-workers	who	may	be	buckling	under	the	bosses’	pressure—
and	a	myriad	of	other,	continuous,	collective,	and	uncompromising	
means	of	functioning	as	a	union.	
RWDSU	has	had	success	organizing	poultry	workers	around	Alabama	
and	the	South.	Since	2011,	the	Mid-South	membership,	which	includes	
Alabama,	increased	from	4700	to	around	9000	members.	This	initial	
loss	at	BHM1	shows	the	need	for	a	deep	understanding	of	the	
quantitative	and	qualitative	measures	of	the	shop.	That	means	not	only	
how	many	workers	are	in	the	shop	and	their	personal	relationships	
with	each	other,	but	also	how	the	company	might	attempt	to	change	the	
bargaining	unit	(workers	covered	by	the	union	contract).	
In	Bessemer,	Amazon	was	able	to	expand	the	bargaining	unit	to	
around	five	times	RWDSU’s	initial	estimate	after	the	union	had	already	
filed	for	an	election.	They	were	able	to	include	supervisors,	engineers,	
and	other	workers	that	had	not	been	part	of	the	initial	organizing.	This	
was	a	trick	of	the	bosses,	but	it	should	have	been	foreseen	and	prepared	
for	by	the	local	and	the	workers	in	the	shop.	
Last	is	the	fact	that	capitalist	politicians	may	speak	in	support	of	a	
union,	but	the	only	thing	that	can	actually	win	it	is	the	force	of	an	
organized	working	class.	The	two-faced	support	from	members	of	both	
major	parties,	including	the	president	of	the	United	States	and	
prominent	Republicans,	did	nothing	for	the	campaign.	Labor	has	
maintained	a	strategy	based	on	cultivating	relationships	with	these	
betrayers	of	the	working	class	in	the	hopes	of	“getting	a	seat	at	the	
table”	or	turning	the	tide	in	their	favor.	Bessemer	should	put	a	nail	in	
this	perspective’s	coffin.	
The	organizing	drive	at	Bessemer	is	a	recent	outcropping	of	a	growing	
class	consciousness	that	is	often	out	of	sight.	At	the	same	time,	major	
explosions—	including	the	2014	BLM	upsurge	and	the	People’s	Climate	
March,	the	2016-2017	NoDAPL	occupation	and	national	solidarity	
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campaigns,	the	2017	women’s	march,	the	2018-2019	teachers’	strike	
wave,	grassroot	successes	against	government	deportations,	and	the	
2020	uprising	sparked	by	George	Floyd’s	murder—serve	as	dramatic	
examples	of	the	growing	reaction	against	capitalism’s	spiraling	crises.	
On	the	whole,	however,	organized	labor	has	abstained	from	all	of	these	
mass	movements.	Even	the	teachers’	strikes	dragged	in	the	union	tops	
only	through	the	dynamic	push	of	rank-and-file	members	who	were	
unwilling	to	back	down	from	the	fight.	
The	loose	but	dynamic	network	of	Amazonians	United	in	Chicago,	New	
York	City,	and	elsewhere,	or	Chris	Small’s	efforts	on	Staten	Island,	have	
organized	workers	and	taken	on	Amazon	over	issues	ranging	from	the	
pandemic,	to	lack	of	drinking	water	and	“megacycle”	shifts.	These	
efforts	have	won	important	gains	for	Amazon	workers	but	could	
potentially	be	even	more	impactful	if	linked	with	the	official	labor	
movement.	At	the	same	time	as	leading	a	fight	against	the	bosses,	they	
could	help	build	a	more	robust	and	democratic	trade-union	movement.		
To	really	win	victories	in	this	period,	workers	need	to	position	
themselves	and	their	organizations	as	the	leaders	in	all	of	the	fights	
against	capitalist	oppression.	This	means	developing	a	program	and	
strategy	capable	of	coordinating	not	only	national	organizing	campaigns	
but	also	giving	a	vision	for	reorganizing	society	to	meet	basic	needs	and	
fight	oppression.	
The	main	takeaway	for	organizers	of	the	Bessemer	drive,	as	well	as	the	
most	successful	mass	movements	in	the	recent	period,	is	the	necessity	
to	maintain	a	high	level	of	organization	and	militancy	in	future	labor	
efforts.	The	priority	of	building	real	rank-and-file	militant	and	
democratically	run	organizing	drives	has	been	shelved	in	favor	of	
corporate	campaigns,	boycotts,	and	legislative	efforts	that	appeal	to	the	
moral	judgment	of	the	capitalists	and	politicians.	A	recent	New	York	
Times	article	(April	9,	2021)	quotes	professors	and	labor	bureaucrats	
who	support	a	strategy	in	which	“the	idea	is	to	combine	workplace	
actions	like	walkouts	(the	ground	war)	with	pressure	on	company	
executives	through	public	relations	campaigns	that	highlight	labor	
conditions	and	enlist	the	support	of	public	figures	(the	air	war).”	
The	article	quotes	sociologist	Ruth	Milkman	as	saying:	“There	are	
almost	never	any	elections	…	[and]	it’s	all	about	putting	pressure	on	
decision	makers	at	the	top.”	This	is	a	losing	strategy.	More	to	the	point,	
ceding	formal	unionization	of	the	rank	and	file	in	favor	of	“putting	
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pressure	on	decision	makers”	moves	the	fight	from	the	shops—where	
workers	have	power—to	the	bosses’	home	turf.	
Instead,	creative,	bold,	and	disciplined	cultures	of	struggle	need	to	be	
developed.	First	and	foremost,	trade	unions	should	be	turned	into	a	
mobilizing	force	that	can	give	a	strategic	vision	to	all	of	the	social	
movements.	In	this	way,	through	implementing	a	class-struggle	method,	
the	existing	14.3	million	organized	workers	would	begin	the	
monumental	task	of	organizing	the	other	90%	of	non-union	workers,	
unemployed	people,	and	fighters	for	social	justice.	
The	strike	is	slowly	reemerging	in	public	consciousness.	The	“Red	for	
Ed”	teachers’	movement	taught	a	new	generation	of	workers	that	a	
strike	is	only	“illegal”	if	you	lose.	Today’s	vanguard	is	learning	that	the	
“normal”	ways	of	organizing	are	insufficient.	The	last	10	years	have	seen	
many	cases	of	nationwide	movements	springing	from	inspirational	
examples	of	explosive	militancy	on	a	more	local	level.	With	the	
combined	experiences	of	workers’	responses	to	the	pandemic,	the	racial	
justice	movements,	and	pressure	of	ongoing	climate	catastrophe,	the	
working	class	in	this	country	is	poised	to	take	its	next	“Giant	Step.”	All	it	
needs	is	some	concrete	illustrations	of	what	to	do.	
One	concrete	example	of	the	relevance	and	power	unions	have	
demonstrated	was	during	the	2020	elections.	The	question	for	us	
remains:	can	unions	mobilize	and	raise	the	level	of	class	struggle	the	
same	way	they	mobilized	for	the	2020	general	elections	and	the	special	
election	in	Georgia?	We	answer	that	question	with	an	emphatic	yes,	but	
there	will	need	to	be	a	massive	shift	in	priorities	that	will	only	come	in	
the	combined	form	of	an	intervention	of	class-conscious	militants	in	the	
unions	and	lessons	learned	on	the	picket	lines	and	in	organizing	drives.	
What	happened	to	the	PRO	Act?	
An	essential	part	of	the	Biden	Keynesian	policy	shift	is	an	avowed	
support	for	labor	unions.	While	it	is	true	that	the	current	ruling-class	
strategy	includes	efforts	to	reduce	the	gross	inequality	fueling	social	
unrest,	the	preferred	method	of	“labor	union	support”	is	the	relief	
package	and	budget	elements	agreed	upon	between	the	Democratic	
Party	and	the	SEIU.	This	agreement,	in	part,	increases	the	kind	of	state	
funding	that	can,	in	turn,	lead	to	a	greater	number	of	dues-paying	SEIU	
home-care	workers.	Such	“support”	will	burnish	the	labor	credentials	of	
the	presidency	and	further	deepen	the	reliance	of	one	of	the	largest	
unions	on	the	state	and	the	ruling	capitalist	political	party.	It	is	a	
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strategy	that	has	been	used	to	blunt	the	militancy	and	independence	of	
low-wage	home-care,	nursing	home,	and	janitorial	workers	on	the	state	
level	for	decades.	Coming	on	the	heels	of	the	jettisoning	of	a	minimum	
wage	increase	to	$15	from	the	Biden	proposals,	we	can	be	sure	that	the	
“pro-labor”	elements	of	the	relief	plans	and	budget	will	not	result	in	the	
level	of	immediate	material	gains	so	desperately	needed	by	working	
people.	
As	Erwin	Freed	and	Ernie	Gotta	wrote	in	“Lessons	of	the	Amazon	Vote”	
(Socialist	Resurgence,	April	12,	2021),	regarding	the	new	pro-labor	
stance	of	the	administration,	“this	tactical	positioning	is	a	time-tested	
means	of	renewing	time,	energy,	and,	most	importantly,	trust	for	the	
ruling-class	political	game.”	
The	PRO	Act,	on	the	other	hand,	is	a	labor	law	reform	that	if	passed	
would	remove	some	of	the	anti-union	legal	tools	available	to	the	bosses.	
The	bill’s	provisions	would	undo	some	of	the	most	draconian	parts	of	
Taft-Hartley	and	other	anti-labor	legislation.	These	include	legalizing	
the	secondary	boycott/strike;	getting	rid	of	captive	audience	meetings,	
at	least	on	paper;	reclassifying	“contract”	workers	currently	ineligible	
for	unionization;	and	having	a	more	streamlined	union	election	process.		
During	the	2020	elections,	the	promise	of	passing	the	PRO	Act	was	a	
massive	part	of	the	union's	justification	to	vote	Democrat.	As	the	“Build	
Back	Better”	infrastructure	bill	became	the	central	political	focus	for	the	
Democrats,	unions	followed	suit	and	it	seems	the	campaign	now	barely	
exists.	Unions	that	prominently	featured	the	PRO	Act	on	their	websites	
and	social	media	have	made	a	shift	in	favor	of	articles	that	demand	
passing	the	infrastructure	bill.	
Bernie	Sanders	put	some	language	around	the	NLRB	in	the	
infrastructure	bill	but	what	it	revolves	around	is	the	issue	of	civil	fines	
to	employers	who	lose	NLRB	hearings.	That	is	a	far	cry	from	the	PRO	
Act,	which	would	have	been	an	advance	in	undermining	Taft-Hartley.	
Instead,	the	Democrats	made	a	switch	and	now	push	soft	language	
through	the	infrastructure	bill.	
So	what	happened?	Was	it	an	elaborate	election	year	ruse	all	along—
used	to	allow	bureaucrats	to	motivate	their	membership	that	was	
growing	stale	on	the	Democratic	Party?	It’s	more	likely	that	unions	were	
not	ready	to	lead	a	fight	to	win	the	PRO	Act,	and	the	passing	of	the	
infrastructure	bill	with	meager	union	provisions	allowed	them	the	way	
out	they	needed.	But	the	fact	remains	that	the	PRO	Act	is	not	on	the	
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agenda	for	the	labor	movement	and	represents	just	the	most	recent	
capitulation	to	the	Democratic	Party.		
Overall,	the	fate	of	the	PRO	Act	or	any	“pro-labor”	legislation	is	
dependent	on	the	level	of	class	struggle.	The	willingness	of	politicians	
from	both	parties	to	pass	pro-worker	legislation	is	fundamentally	based	
on	the	balance	of	forces	in	struggle.	Similarly,	if	passed,	the	PRO	Act	
would	only	be	as	effective	as	workers	have	the	strength	to	enforce	it.	
The	Teamster	fight	in	New	Hampshire	and	the	AFL-CIO	fight	in	Missouri	
that	beat	back	“Right	to	Work”	legislation	relied	heavily	on	mobilizing	
workers	to	show	their	opposition	
The	2020	elections	provide	a	good	example	of	what	would	be	possible	
if	the	trade	unions	moved	from	prioritizing	bourgeois	elections	and	
instead	focused	on	class	struggle.	UNITE	HERE	alone	had	a	tremendous	
impact	in	the	2020	elections.	Their	union	mobilized	over	1700	workers	
and	staffers	to	knock	on	3	million	doors	and	dialed	10	million	phone	
numbers	for	Joe	Biden.	The	union	mobilized	in	key	electoral	
battlegrounds	like	Pennsylvania,	where	it	claimed	to	have	knocked	on	
575,000	doors.	The	goal	for	the	union	was	turning	out	Black	and	Latino	
voters	in	record	numbers.	For	the	special	election	in	Georgia,	some	
1000	UNITE	HERE	members	knocked	on	over	1.5	million	doors	in	the	
state	and	held	15,000	face-to-face	conversations	each	day.	In	2021,	
however,	unions	like	UNITE	HERE	did	not	pour	the	same	level	of	
resources	into	the	midterm	elections.	The	result	in	Virginia	was	a	
victory	for	the	Republican	candidate.	
The	unions	remaining	tied	to	the	Democratic	Party	electoral	
perspective	undermines	their	ability	to	win	real	reforms	for	workers	
and	advance	the	class	struggle.	This	level	of	mobilization	applied	to	
winning	and	implementing	the	PRO	Act	would	have	shifted	the	balance	
of	forces	and	led	to	successful	new	organizing	in	some	of	the	historically	
most	difficult	areas,	like	the	South,	where	manufacturing	and	logistics	
sectors	are	rapidly	growing.	A	developing	class-struggle	left	wing	could	
also	spark	a	movement	for	a	mass	class-based	political	party	or	labor	
party.	
COVID	and	the	unions	
Workers	need	to	be	in	the	driver’s	seat.	The	pandemic	has	shown	that	
the	working	class,	and	not	the	capitalist	class,	is	the	basis	on	which	our	
society	exists.	Billionaire	Elon	Musk	being	named	Time	Magazine’s	
“person	of	the	year”	for	2021	was	seen	broadly	as	a	joke	by	workers.	
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Everyone	knows	that	since	2020	the	essential	workers	like	nurses	and	
those	in	the	service	sector,	industry,	the	supply	chain,	food	production,	
teachers,	and	so	on	have	faced	the	worst	aspects	of	the	pandemic	and	
kept	society	running	for	the	benefit	of	billionaires	like	Elon	Musk	and	
Jeff	Bezos.		
The	COVID	spread	in	manufacturing,	which	has	left	many	workers	
home	sick,	is	crippling	what	should	be	a	booming	moment	for	industry.	
The	capitalists	don’t	have	a	clear	solution,	and	that	is	expressed	by	the	
weak	COVID	response	from	the	Biden	administration	and	the	CDC,	
which	has	now	shortened	the	number	of	days	a	worker	should	
quarantine	if	sick.	In	their	quest	to	make	profits,	the	capitalists	are	only	
helping	spread	the	virus	and	create	new	variants.	The	Wall	Street	
Journal	reports,	“Meanwhile,	with	demand	booming	for	manufactured	
goods	from	automobiles	to	medical	equipment,	executives	said	that	
idling	production	now	isn’t	an	option.”	
This	sentiment	among	executives	is	reflected	in	the	developing	
controversy	over	keeping	schools	open	so	that	parents	can	work.	The	
education	news	website	Chalkbeat	reported	on	Jan.	11,	2022,	that	in	
New	York	City,	“On	Monday	alone,	almost	12,000	students	and	more	
than	2,200	educators	reported	testing	positive	for	COVID.	And	
attendance	has	remained	low,	dipping	to	76%	on	Monday	compared	
with	typical	average	rates	around	90%.”	
In	January	2022,	the	Chicago	Teachers	Union	was	locked	out	of	schools	
by	Chicago	Mayor	Lori	Lightfoot	for	threatening	to	stay	home	in	
opposition	to	the	city’s	COVID	safety	policies	especially	with	the	rise	of	
the	Omicron	variant	and	increasing	breakthrough	cases.	The	mayor	was	
quoted	in	The	New	York	Times,	“Nobody	signs	up	for	being	a	home-
schooler	at	the	last	minute.	…	We	can’t	forget	about	how	disruptive	that	
remote	process	is	to	individual	parents	who	have	to	work,	who	can’t	
afford	the	luxury	of	staying	home.”	
The	negotiations	and	lockout	ended	with	the	narrow	margin	of	56	
percent	of	teachers	accepting	an	agreement	with	the	mayor	that	does	
little	to	guarantee	safety.	The	president	of	the	CTU,	Jesse	Sharkey,	
commented,	“Put	bluntly,	we	have	a	boss	who	does	not	know	how	to	
negotiate,	does	not	know	how	to	hear	real	concerns,	and	is	not	willing	to	
respect	our	rank	and	file	enough	to	listen	to	us	when	we	tell	her	we	
need	more	protection.	…	Our	members’	vote	today	represents	a	union’s,	
and	a	city’s,	frustration	with	a	mayor	that	has	simmered	since	the	
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beginning	of	this	pandemic.”	Admittedly,	Sharkey	continued,	“This	
agreement	covers	only	a	portion	of	the	safety	guarantees	that	every	one	
of	our	school	communities	deserve.”	
The	insufficient	agreement	between	the	CTU	and	the	mayor	and	the	
willingness	of	the	union	leadership	to	bend	to	the	Democratic	Party	is	a	
clear	example	of	the	need	for	a	militant	rank	and	file	from	the	44	
percent	who	voted	against	the	agreement	to	continue	the	fight	for	
greater	control	over	their	working	conditions	and	lives.		
The	fight	against	the	mayor	in	Chicago	for	the	safety	of	teachers	and	
students	put	a	spotlight	on	the	broader	struggles	in	schools	and	
workplaces	across	the	U.S.	that	are	daily	exposing	the	working	class	to	
the	virus.	The	reality	is	that	COVID	has	been	disruptive	for	working-
class	parents	as	the	virus	and	its	variants	spread	unchecked	through	
factories	and	working	places	across	the	country.	There	is	a	persistent	
shortage	of	testing	and	N95	masks,	while	large	portions	of	the	
population	are	still	unvaccinated.		
Nurses	on	Jan.	13,	2022,	led	a	National	Day	of	Actions	to	demand	that	
the	hospital	industry	invest	in	safe	staffing.	This	included	a	candlelight	
vigil	on	the	White	House	lawn	and	a	national	online	press	conference.	
According	to	National	Nurses	United	(NNU),	“…	in	recent	weeks,	the	
Biden	administration	has	ripped	away	critical	protections	from	health	
care	workers	and	the	public,	with	the	Centers	for	Disease	Control	(CDC)	
weakening	COVID	isolation	guidelines	and	the	Occupational	Safety	and	
Health	Administration	(OSHA)	announcing	that	it	intends	to	withdraw	
critical	COVID	protections	for	health	care	workers	—	right	when	the	
Omicron	variant	is	exploding	across	the	country	and	hospitalizations	
are	skyrocketing.	Nurses	emphasize	that	being	left	unprotected	by	the	
government	and	by	their	profit-driven	hospital	employers	which	have	
failed	to	invest	in	safe	staffing	and	provide	critical	health	and	safety	
protections,	has	created	such	unsafe	working	conditions	that	nurses	are	
being	driven	away	from	the	profession.”		
The	inability	of	the	capitalist	system	to	provide	safe	working	
conditions	and	an	alternative	for	families	to	deal	with	the	COVID	crisis	
has	clarified	the	demands	we	must	raise	in	our	unions.	We	need	billions	
of	dollars	to	allow	workers	to	quarantine	for	appropriate	amounts	of	
time	without	loss	of	pay,	installation	of	quality	ventilation	and	spacing	
at	work,	high	quality	PPE,	strategic	shutdowns	with	no	loss	in	pay,	
workplace	testing	on	demand,	thousands	of	new	community	testing	
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sites,	public	ownership	of	industry	and	workers	control	over	production	
of	PPE	and	medical	equipment,	shorter	work	days	with	no	loss	in	pay,	
free	quality	healthcare,	housing,	and	food	security.	
Climate	disasters	and	labor	

The	fight	developing	around	the	COVID	pandemic,	which	is	only	a	
symptom	of	the	destruction	of	the	environment	due	to	capitalist	
production,	can	be	a	primer	for	the	working	class	to	tackle	the	climate	
crisis.	The	overwhelming	majority	of	the	world’s	scientists	agree,	as	
highlighted	in	the	UN	IPCC	reports,	that	global	warming/climate	change	
is	an	urgent	threat	to	the	environment,	which	needs	emergency	action	
to	cut	greenhouse	emissions	in	half	by	the	end	of	the	decade.		
One	of	the	most	recent	climate-related	tragedies	occurred	in	the	U.S.	in	
December	as	tornadoes	ripped	through	Kentucky	and	Illinois.	A	
heartbreaking	scene	played	out	when	six	died	at	an	Amazon	facility	and	
eight	died	at	a	candle-making	factory	in	each	of	the	respective	states.	
Workers’	text	messages	reveal	that	the	companies	refused	to	allow	their	
workers	to	leave	for	safety.	
Working	people	in	the	U.S.	and	around	the	world	have	a	central	role	to	
play	in	addressing,	mitigating,	and	ending	climate	disasters.	All	too	often	
workers'	needs	are	sidelined	by	corporate	policy	from	governments	
everywhere.	Unions	can	play	an	important	role	in	mobilizing	workers	to	
fight	climate	change	with	a	just	transition	from	fossil	fuel	to	100	percent	
renewable	energy.		
New	AFL-CIO	president	Liz	Schuler	said	in	a	speech	at	a	meeting	on	a	
“Just	transition”	during	COP26,	“We	don’t	want	to	repeat	the	bad	policy	
choices	of	the	past	that	left	communities	stranded.	Free	trade,	
deregulation,	outsourcing,	precarious	work,	the	rise	of	the	gig	
economy—you	name	it—working	people	have	been	short-changed.	It	
can’t	be	like	that	in	the	fight	against	climate	change—the	stakes	are	too	
high.	The	urgency	of	this	moment	demands	we	learn	from	that	past.	No,	
we	haven’t	seen	a	Just	Transition	before,	but	we	can	envision	it!	Each	
person,	every	place	included!	High	road,	good,	union	jobs	for	everyone!	
Environmental	protection.	Progress	for	racial	justice.	Gender	equity.	A	
Just	Transition	to	a	sustainable,	equitable	future	means	solidarity.”		
Workers	in	the	labor	movement	need	to	hold	Schuler	and	all	unions	
accountable	for	waging	the	struggle	locally	and	even	internationally.	
Every	union	should	be	passing	resolutions	that	connect	not	only	their	
contract	fights	with	climate	initiatives	but	also	the	daily	work	of	the	
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union.	Trade	unions	must	connect	with	the	broader	social	movements	
already	actively	fighting	climate	change.	
Maintaining	a	livable	earth	should	be	a	key	issue	for	all	organized	
labor,	as	working	people	in	our	communities	are	already	suffering	the	
consequences	of	climate	change.	Workers	in	fossil	fuel,	military,	
manufacturing,	and	related	industries	should	not	be	subjected	to	
hardship	or	elimination	of	their	jobs	while	companies	who	have	made	
record	profits	destroying	the	environment	simply	make	new	
investments.	
A	just	transition	to	a	renewable	energy	economy	requires	the	equity	
that	comes	when	unions	play	a	leading	role	in	helping	lead	the	way	in	
that	transformation.	There	is	an	opportunity	in	the	current	crisis	to	
generate	millions	of	well-paying	union	jobs	in	developing,	
manufacturing,	and	installing	renewable	energy	technology,	and	
generating	clean	energy.	This	includes	hiring	of	laborers	and	the	trades	
to	help	retrofit	housing	and	buildings	to	mitigate	heat	waves,	floods,	
fires,	and	disruptions	to	public	health.	We	need	new	nurses,	doctors,	
and	health	aids	to	cope	with	climate-induced	public	health	crises.	It	also	
includes	foresters,	farmers	and	civil	engineering	forces	to	restore	
wetlands,	forests,	and	agricultural	carbon	sinks	and	the	development	of	
a	mass	transit	infrastructure	that	includes	drivers,	track	workers,	and	
all	other	associated	jobs.		
The	fight	to	win	the	type	of	jobs	program	described	above	is	only	
possible	through	a	mass	movement	led	by	Indigenous	people,	workers,	
youth,	farmers,	and	activists	who	have	fought	pipeline	expansion,	
fracking,	coal-fired	plants,	mining,	and	so	on.	More	and	more	working	
people	are	participating	in	the	movement,	recognizing	climate	change	as	
a	real	emergency	and	a	threat	to	our	quality	of	life,	our	livelihoods,	and	
even	our	existence.	At	the	same	time,	the	climate	movement	must	
oppose	any	disregard	for	millions	of	workers	in	the	fossil	fuel,	military,	
or	related	industries,	and	that	training,	income	replacement,	and	other	
resources	necessary	to	prepare	for	the	transition	to	a	sustainable	
economy	must	be	established.	Unions	in	particular	can	play	a	leading	
role	by	calling	for	the	type	of	education	and	emergency	public	works	
programs	needed	to	remake	the	country’s	infrastructure	such	as	
housing,	shortening	the	workday,	mass	transit	and	health	care,	both	to	
lessen	the	catastrophic	effects	of	climate	change	and	to	help	withstand	
its	effects.		
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We	need	rank-and-file	workers	to	push	union	leadership	like	Liz	
Schuler,	Flight	Attendants-CWA	union	President	Sara	Nelson,	newly	
elected	Teamster	President	Sean	O’Brien,	and	more	to	call	an	
emergency	congress	of	labor	that	partners	with	allies	in	the	
environmental	movement,	international	unions,	and	especially	
Indigenous	communities—which	have	played	a	leading	role	in	fighting	
the	destructive	advance	of	climate	change.	That	meeting	could	lay	the	
basis	for	building	a	real	mass	fightback	for	a	sustainable	renewable	
energy	economy	that	can	benefit	all	working	people.	
Build	a	class-struggle	left	wing!	
How	does	the	class	move	from	disconnected	sporadic	fights	led	by	a	
leadership	tied	to	the	Democratic	Party,	which	is	following	the	direction	
of	the	capitalist	class?	How	do	we	as	revolutionaries	in	our	new	party	
intervene	in	these	struggles?			
We	should	strive	to	develop	in	all	unions	where	we	participate	a	class-
struggle	left-wing	that	openly	rejects	the	class-collaborationist	ideology	
of	business	or	service	unionism.	Concretely,	this	would	mean	agitating	
for	collective	action	as	the	first	and	best	way	to	solve	workers’	
problems,	organizing	the	struggle	of	rank-and-file	workers	through	
action	committees,	and	creating	caucuses	of	core	organizers	geared	
towards	action.	It	would	mean	advocating	collective	actions	up	to	a	
strike	in	all	contract	negotiations,	instead	of	relying	on	“table	
bargaining,”	and	removing	“no	strike”	clauses	from	our	labor	contracts.	
It	would	also	mean	re-establishing	union	class	independence	from	the	
corporations,	the	state,	and	its	parties.	
Our	defense	of	class-struggle	unionism	is	also	a	fight	to	democratize	
the	unions,	developing	the	decision-making	power	of	the	ranks,	making	
sure	stewards	and	building	reps	represent	and	are	controlled	by	the	
rank	and	file,	and	advocating	an	open	and	transparent	bargaining	
process.	We	should	put	in	place	measures	to	eliminate	the	bureaucratic	
and	material	privileges	of	the	top	union	leadership.	
Class-struggle	unionism	means	making	the	fight	against	racism,	
sexism,	and	homophobia/transphobia	a	union	struggle;	it	is	a	basic	
matter	of	solidarity.	In	all	unions	we	need	to	have	clear	policies	and	
mechanisms	that	reject	any	kind	of	oppressive	behaviors	or	attitudes	
between	workers,	and	clear	processes	to	deal	with	such	behaviors,	
which	put	at	the	forefront	the	safety	and	political	leadership	of	the	
oppressed	communities	and	the	need	to	build	class	unity.		
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Finally,	we	should	strive	for	unions	to	overcome	the	limitations	of	
“bread	and	butter”	trade	unionism,	and	the	need	to	integrate	political	
demands	and	class-wide	mobilizations	(rebranded	as	the	development	
of	“common	good”	demands,	or	a	“common	good”	unionism),	with	a	
special	emphasis	on	the	question	of	taking	on	the	fight	against	climate	
change,	and	fight	for	international	solidarity.	
A	broader	union	shift	to	take	on	political	struggles	as	well	as	the	daily	
economic	struggles	of	its	members	will	help	advance	a	vision	for	the	
working	class	that	our	local	struggles	also	have	international	
significance.	Connecting	the	social	struggles	to	the	daily	life	of	union	
membership	can	also	help	disabuse	workers	of	the	deep	feelings	of	
isolation	and	alienation,	existing	trends	of	racism,	xenophobia,	
homophobia,	transphobia,	and	misogyny.	
The	result	of	this	shift	could	lead	to	the	necessary	creation	of	an	
independent	working-class	political	vehicle,	a	mass	independent	
working-class	or	labor	party.	There	is	no	doubt	that	even	with	reduced	
numbers	and	in	a	weakened	state,	organized	labor	still	has	the	ability	to	
mobilize	and	impact.	Above	we	referenced	UNITE	HERE’s	initiative	for	
the	Biden	campaign	and	the	Georgia	run-off	and	how	it	shows	
concretely	that	unions	can	easily	mobilize	thousands	of	their	members	
and	play	a	decisive	role	in	an	election.	Hoping	to	negotiate	their	way	to	
small	improvements,	unions	use	their	resources	year	after	year	to	elect	
a	party	that	has	consistently	betrayed	the	working	class.	
Today,	the	triple	crisis	of	COVID,	climate,	and	the	economy	demands	a	
new	direction	from	organized	labor.	What	would	be	possible	if	a	similar	
effort	were	applied	to	a	different	strategy?	What	would	it	mean	to	put	
aside	old	internal	conflicts	in	the	labor	movement	and	combine	the	
forces	of	unions	like	UNITE	HERE,	Carpenters,	Teamsters,	IBEW,	SEIU,	
UFCW,	CWA,	Nurses,	ATU,	and	so	on?	Could	organized	labor	run	their	
own	candidates	in	elections?	Is	it	possible	to	build	a	new	party	
independent	of	the	Democrats	and	the	influence	of	capitalists?	Yes,	it	
would	be	possible,	but	we	must	play	a	role	in	popularizing	and	winning	
our	coworkers	to	this	position.	
Our	role	is	to	show	how	a	labor	party	could	immediately	set	about	
confronting	the	current	crises.	An	independent	labor	party	could	
mobilize	millions	to	fight	for	the	demands	we’ve	discussed	in	the	
political	resolution	and	organize	the	unorganized	to	strengthen	their	
numbers.	The	alternative	is	a	harsher	pandemic,	continued	destruction	
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of	the	environment,	greater	austerity	for	workers,	and	a	deepening	
advance	of	far-right/fascist	forces.	
The	current	union	leadership	is	not	going	to	change	course	or	come	to	
new	conclusions	on	its	own.	In	fact,	we	know	they’re	capable	of	
collaborating	with	the	bosses	and	pushing	aside	the	interests	of	their	
members.	That	is	the	example	of	the	UAW	officials	who	recently	ended	a	
strike	that	started	on	April	17,	2021,	by	tentatively	agreeing	to	a	
concessionary	contract	for	Volvo	workers	in	Virginia.	The	workers	did	
not	even	have	a	chance	to	read	and	vote	on	the	contract	before	being	
told	by	union	leaders	to	abandon	the	picket	line	and	return	to	work.	
However,	the	union	leadership	was	rebuked	by	workers	on	social	media	
for	their	actions,	the	contract	was	voted	down	by	90	percent,	and	
workers	returned	to	the	picket	lines.	
Union	leadership	plays	a	similar	role	in	the	electoral	arena	by	pushing	
their	members	to	accept	and	vote	for	the	policies	of	the	Democrats,	a	
political	party	that	functions	in	the	interests	of	their	bosses.	Like	the	
Volvo	and	John	Deere	workers,	we	need	to	reject	this	mis-leadership	
and	demand	an	independent	class-based	approach	to	elections.	Our	
trade-union	comrades	and	allies	who	see	the	need	for	their	unions	to	
break	with	the	Democratic	Party	should	have	discussions	with	their	
coworkers	about	working-class	independence.	We	need	to	be	a	part	of	
the	process	in	building	a	class-struggle	left-wing	leadership	from	the	
ranks	that	leads	not	only	in	the	economic	struggles	from	the	shop	floor	
but	also	has	a	political	vision	for	the	future,	rooted	in	working-class	
solidarity.	
It	will	be	these	concrete	struggles	that	lead	workers	to	new	
conclusions	about	what	to	do	next.	We	need	a	massive	propaganda	
campaign	that	turns	workers	in	motion—like	the	BCTGM	Kellogg’s	
workers,	MNA	nurses	in	Worcester,	UMWA	miners	in	Alabama,	
Teamsters	at	Hunts	Point,	the	Constellium	strike,	teacher	strikes,	or	the	
union	drive	at	Amazon	in	Bessemer,	Ala.—toward	a	political	fight	that	
develops	the	perspective	of	class	independence.	
As	workers	begin	to	recognize	their	worth	and	power	in	society,	new	
battles	are	emerging	between	capitalists	and	workers.	Will	new	class-
struggle	leaderships	develop	with	these	struggles?	Can	this	new	
working-class	leadership	test	and	shape	their	demands,	tactics,	and	
strategies	through	the	course	of	these	new	confrontations	to	take	on	the	
even	larger	crisis	of	climate	change?	We	think	this	is	all	possible.	The	



	 100	

role	of	socialist	revolutionaries	now	and	in	the	coming	period	will	be	to	
find	our	way	into	the	existing	unions,	develop	a	class-struggle	left-wing	
through	urgent	but	patient	work,	and	create	the	mass	base	that	will	
organize	the	unorganized,	lead	the	strikes	to	create	a	greater	crisis	for	
the	capitalist	class,	break	from	the	Democratic	Party,	and	build	a	new	
independent	working-class	political	party.	
	
9.	The	Fight	for	Immigrant	Rights	

Contrary	to	migrations	in	previous	historical	epochs,	those	of	the	20th	
and	21st	centuries	are	overwhelmingly	caused	by	the	disruptive	impact	
of	imperialism	in	the	Global	south.	Having	already	locked	the	economies	
of	new	nation	states	forming	there	from	the	1800s	to	the	1940s	into	the	
role	of	providing	raw	materials	for	their	accelerating	industrial	
development,	Western	European	and	the	U.S.	capitalists	further	
constrained	and	distorted	regional	economies	away	from	potential	self-
sufficiency	and	into	dependence	on	global	commodity	and	capital	
markets.	Agricultural	and	livestock	economies	wherein	rural	
households	could	eke	a	living,	however	poor,	were	forced	into	
monocrop	export	production;	landholding	was	increasingly	
monopolized,	and	millions	of	people	were	tossed	into	mining	and	urban	
centers	and	into	lives	of	pure	wage	slavery	
	From	the	1980s	onward,	as	imperialist	bourgeoisies	doubled	down	on	
neoliberal	policies	of	removal	of	all	barriers	to	the	circulation	of	capital	
and	its	accelerated	accumulation	in	the	pockets	of	financial	groups,	
national	bourgeoisies	in	the	Global	South	collaborated	by	destroying	the	
remnants	of	previous	agrarian	reforms	and	social	services	hard	won	by	
mass	mobilizations	in	the	previous	epoch.	Throughout	Latin	America,	
Africa,	and	Asia	millions	of	dispossessed	and	impoverished	rural	folk	
poured	into	the	cities—which	since	they	were	equally	decapitalized	
were	unable	to	contain	them—and	from	there	onto	the	borders	and	
waters	of	the	imperialist	countries’	frontiers.	In	the	past	few	decades,	
extreme	climate	and	ecological	damage	wreaked	by	capitalist	
production’s	displacement	of	its	costs	to	the	semi-colonial	world	has	
rendered	this	migration	even	more	massive	and	desperate,	and	this	can	
only	increase.		
Revolutionaries	must	confront	mass	migration,	imperialism,	and	the	
destruction	of	ecosystems	and	climate	change	in	the	Global	South	as	
entwined	oppressions	that	require	combined	action	and	solutions.		
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Since	the	1980s,	imperialism’s	three	methods	for	extracting	wealth	
from	the	Global	South	have	been	the	foreign	debt,	necessarily	unequal	
trade	agreements,	and	the	recolonization	of	agricultural	production	for	
export.	In	this	country,	the	largest	immigrant	populations	are	from	Latin	
America	and	the	Caribbean	(over	20	million)	and	East	and	South	Asia	
(over	12	million).	Immigration	from	Mexico,	Central	America,	and	the	
Caribbean	has	been	inextricably	linked	to	the	destruction	of	the	region’s	
economies	by	U.S.	imperialism	and	subservient	bourgeois	governments.	
(China	has	similar	interventions	in	the	region,	but	the	impact	of	its	
policies	only	feeds	migration	to	the	United	States,	not	to	the	Chinese	
metropole.)	
Repayment	of	the	foreign	debt	is	a	major	albatross	around	the	neck	of	
semi-colonial	economies:	in	Mexico’s	case,	servicing	its	$114	billion	
debt	costs	it	upwards	of	52%	of	its	GDP.	Inevitably,	the	local	capitalist	
class	takes	the	funds	for	these	payments	from	expenses	in	public	
programs	benefiting	the	working	class	and	the	peasantry,	
simultaneously	attacking	the	legal	space	for	these	classes	to	organize	
and	fight	back.	Meanwhile,	NAFTA,	the	US-Canada	and	Mexico	trade	
agreement	that	went	into	effect	in	1994,	not	only	hitched	the	Mexican	
economy	to	U.S.	capitalist	needs,	but	also	ruined	the	country’s	rural	
economies	and	ecosystems	by	flooding	them	with	heavily	subsidized	
U.S.-grown	crops.	This	undermined	the	capability	of	smallholders	and	
ejido-based	(collective)	producers	and	Indigenous	agriculture	to	
compete	in	inundated	capitalist	markets.	The	influx	of	free-trade	
commodities	and	the	reversal	of	Agrarian	Reform	laws	also	undermined	
land	tenure	and	farming	techniques	better	suited	to	the	preservation	of	
soil,	water,	and	biome	as	often	practiced	by	these	smallholders.	Land	
became	more	concentrated,	U.S.-made	agrochemicals	and	transgenic	
crops	have	severely	disrupted	rural	ecosystems,	adding	to	the	economic	
woes.	
The	reorientation	of	agricultural	production	towards	primarily	export	
products	acts	as	an	unrewarded	transfer	of	nutrients,	water,	time,	and	
energy	away	from	local	economies	and	into	the	imperial	economy.	At	
the	same	time,	through	NAFTA	and	other	trade	deals,	the	Global	South	
absorbs	the	waste	and	contamination	of	capitalist	production.	The	net	
effect	is	an	ecosystemic	subsidy	from	the	Global	South	to	the	North,	
which	is	borne	overwhelmingly	by	the	region’s	poor	and	Indigenous	
peoples.	Taken	together,	these	conditions	feed	a	mass	exodus	of	people	
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from	the	countryside	to	the	cities	and	ultimately	across	the	border	to	
the	United	States.	Similar	effects	are	wreaked	by	CAFTA,	which	since	
2006	further	subjugated	the	economies	of	El	Salvador,	Guatemala,	
Honduras,	Nicaragua,	and	the	Dominican	Republic	to	the	U.S.	As	
conditions	in	these	countries	deteriorated,	undocumented	immigration	
in	the	U.S.	skyrocketed	to	the	current	12	million	people.		
The	intimate	connection	between	immigration,	imperialism,	and	
ecosystemic	exploitation	could	not	be	any	clearer	under	Biden:	both	
issues	are	under	the	purview	of	a	single	official—Vice	President	Kamala	
Harris.	Harris	is	aggressively	pursuing	private	investment	in	the	
“Northern	Triangle''	(Honduras,	Guatemala	and	El	Salvador),	
purportedly	to	generate	jobs	and	rural	productivity	and	thus	prevent	
pressure	to	migrate	north.	So	far,	she	has	secured	$750	million	from	
Microsoft,	Mastercard,	Chobani,	Duolingo,	Nespresso,	PepsiCo,	Cargill,	
and	other	U.S.	companies	who	will	“invest”	in	telecommunications,	
services,	and	agriculture,	ostensibly	to	address	the	“root	causes”	of	
migration	and	“improving	farmer	livelihoods.”	
None	of	this	is	free:	this	investment	seeks	to	deepen	the	
developmentalist	models	that	prioritize	the	monoculture	and	
extractivism	of	U.S.	corporations	in	the	region	and	which	was	largely	
responsible	for	the	immiseration	of	Central	Americans	and	Mexicans	in	
the	first	place.	Moreover,	both	this	corporate	investment	and	the	
Democratic	Party’s	still-hoped-for	$4	billion	aid	package	to	Central	
America	will	bring	greater	involvement	of	the	World	Bank	and	the	
Inter-American	Development	Bank,	while	simultaneously	“reducing	the	
barriers	to	private	[non-Chinese!]	sector	investment”	and	
“modernizing”	customs	procedures—in	other	words,	by	demolishing	
whatever	barriers	remain	to	the	appropriation	of	resources	by	U.S.	
capital.	This	is	part	of	that	other	bipartisan	imperial	accord:	restoring	
the	dominance	of	the	United	States	in	its	back	yard,	this	time	against	the	
intrusion	of	China.	In	exchange	for	private	as	well	as	U.S.	government	
moneys,	governments	such	as	Guatemala’s	must	commit	to	repelling	
migrants	at	their	own	borders.	
But	migrants	keep	coming,	and	it	is	unlikely	that	Harris’	policies	will	
stem	that.	Since	Joe	Biden	took	office,	little	has	changed	from	the	Trump	
years	in	either	migration	realities	or	U.S.	policies.	Biden’s	touted	U.S.	
Citizenship	Act	of	2021	came	and	went	without	action.	Neither	has	there	
been	any	real	effort	to	reverse	Title	42	public-health	provisions	earlier	
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invoked	by	Trump	to	justify	refusal	of	entry	to	migrants,	or	to	end	
border	family	separations,	detentions,	and	other	oppressive	policies.	
Democratic	Party	politicians	blame	Republicans	for	the	lack	of	
movement	on	immigration	reforms	or	for	reversals	such	as	the	
reinstatement	of	the	“remain	in	Mexico”	policy	that	Biden	tried	to	
remove	early	in	his	mandate.	But	it	is	the	Democrats’	own	commitment	
to	“working	across	the	aisle”	that	has	undercut	every	single	promise	on	
immigration	reform.	Across	administrations	there	has	been	and	is	more	
accord	on	immigration	within	the	U.S.	bourgeoisie	as	a	whole	than	
politicians	publicly	admit.	
To	put	all	this	in	context:	over	the	course	of	the	history	of	this	country,	
immigration	policy	in	the	United	States	has	grown	increasingly	
restrictive.	But,	notwithstanding	salient	moments	of	exclusionary	laws,	
policy	has	not	deviated	from	a	pattern	favoring	immigration,	albeit	in	
measured	and	controlled	fashion.	Despite	growing	restrictions	on	entry,	
often-brutal	attacks	against	migrants,	and	bursts	of	extreme	anti-
immigrant	rhetoric,	immigration	policy	in	the	United	States	has	
remained	open	as	the	fundamental	accord	of	the	bipartisan	regime.	
Neither	party	wants	to	shut	off	the	valve	of	the	flow	of	labor	into	the	
United	States.	Neither	has	been	in	favor	of	either	permanent	mass	
deportations	and	closing	borders,	on	the	one	hand,	or	of	the	pre-World	
War	I	type	of	open	borders,	on	the	other.	Rather,	there	is	overall	
bourgeois	agreement	on	maintaining	the	flow	of	controlled	
immigration,	with	the	flexibility	to	deport	when	needed	by	domestic	
conditions	but	generally	aiming	to	keep	migration	coming.		
The	bourgeoisie	has	this	policy	for	two	reasons.	First,	it	must	feed	
labor	to	two	industries	principally—high	tech	and	agro-business.	The	
dissent	from	these	policies	comes	from	politicians	in	states	whose	
economies	do	not	rest	on	these	bases	and	are	not	currently	the	drivers	
of	the	American	economy	as	a	whole.	The	ruling	class	generally	prefers	
to	let	immigrants	in	to	constantly	renew	the	labor	force;	this	is	true	in	
the	United	States	and	in	the	rest	of	the	imperialist	and	capitalist	
countries.	All	capitalists	benefit	from	the	presence	of	immigrants,	
particularly	the	undocumented,	and	the	“double	labor	market”	this	
creates.	In	such	a	market,	on	the	one	hand,	there	are	the	integrated	
workers—in	the	U.S.	that	would	be	the	native	born	and	some	of	the	35	
million	legalized	immigrants—and	on	the	other	an	entire	sector	of	
temporary	or	grossly	underpaid	work,	often	in	cash	“under	the	table,”	
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that	is	designed	to	be	filled	only	with	immigrant	labor.	This	gives	
employers	as	a	whole	maximum	“flexibility,”	which	consists	of	the	
ability	to	hire	and	fire	at	will,	to	dictate	wages	unilaterally,	and	to	avoid	
payroll	taxes	and	costs	or,	alternatively,	to	hire	integrated	workforces	
when	needed.	Meanwhile,	the	presence	of	the	undocumented	sector	
helps	depress	conditions	for	the	integrated,	non-immigrant	working	
class,	who	is	threatened	with	either	the	export	or	the	deterioration	of	its	
jobs.		
The	second	reason	why	the	bourgeoisie	prefers	to	keep	immigration	
coming	is	that	it	is	key	to	disciplining	the	entire	labor	force	by	visibly	
demonstrating	both	that	it	has	access	to	a	surplus	of	labor	and	that	it	is	
willing	to	unleash	even	extreme	oppressive	measures	upon	the	
exploited.	Immigrants	have	shared	a	history	of	marginalization,	
violence,	and	legal	inequality	with	Blacks	and	Indigenous	populations,	
enduring	deportation	as	well.	While	the	immediate	perpetrators	of	such	
attacks	may	not	be	aware	of	the	logic	behind	their	actions,	the	fact	is	
that	anti-immigrant	violence	and	oppression	has	a	logic.	However	
violent,	deprivations	and	attacks	on	immigrants	and	the	undocumented	
are	not	a	moral	problem,	not	a	reflection	of	“evil”	or	incomprehension.	
The	precarity	of	immigrant	life	everywhere	in	the	world	is	a	condition	
for	immigration:	the	need	of	the	capitalist	class	as	a	whole	to	attract	and	
expel	immigrants	at	the	same	time	is	the	fundamental	contradiction	
underlying	what	on	the	surface	appears	as	the	partisan	pro-immigrant	
and	anti-immigrant	stances	of	the	Democrats	and	Republicans	
respectively.	The	logic	of	precarity	and	violence	visited	upon	
immigrants	has	both	economic	and	political	logics:	it	helps	restrain	the	
working	class	as	a	whole	while	it	is	exploited.	
This	explains	why	ICE	and	the	Customs	and	Border	Protection	Agency	
are	in	the	vanguard	of	the	growing	reactionary	movement	discussed	in	
the	section	of	this	document	on	the	far	right.	The	tasks	of	policing	the	
border	and	communities	create	a	bridge	between	the	capitalist	state	
and	far-right	militia	and	paramilitary	organizations.	In	recent	years,	the	
explicit	embrace	of	vigilantism	by	a	section	of	capital	has	been	most	
pronounced	in	border	patrol	and	anti-immigrant	programs.	These	
include	ICE	Citizen	Academies,	which	attempt	to	create	connections	
between	“community	leaders”	and	ICE	and	are	largely	run	in	
Democratic-controlled	urban	centers.	



	 105	

This	is	also	what	is	behind	the	mass	shootings	in	three	Atlanta,	Ga.,	
massage	parlors	last	March,	which	sparked	an	important	outcry	against	
anti-Asian	racism	and	violence.	Anti-Chinese	rhetoric,	most	especially	
from	the	Trump	administration,	around	the	beginning	of	the	COVID-19	
pandemic	helped	create	a	climate	that	encouraged	harassment	and	
attacks	against	people	who	appeared	to	be	of	Asian	descent.	The	larger	
context	is	one	where	immigrants	from	Asian	and	Pacific	Island	countries	
now	make	up	nearly	30%	of	all	immigrants	and	since	2010	have	been	
the	majority	of	people	“overstaying”	their	visas.	This	ties	in	with	the	
general	fears	of	white	nationalists	around	shifting	demographic	trends.	
Southeast	Asian	immigrants	are	three	to	four	times	more	likely	to	be	
deported	for	old	criminal	convictions	than	any	other	immigrant	group.	
Immigrants	from	Cambodia,	Laos,	and	Vietnam,	the	victims	of	some	of	
the	worst	atrocities	committed	by	U.S.	imperialism	in	the	20th	century,	
are	particularly	targeted,	making	up	20%	of	arrests	of	Asian	people.	
Anti-immigrant	rhetoric,	racism,	and	periodic	legislative	attacks	on	the	
conditions	of	immigrant	populations	(with	measures	such	as	the	
infamous	Proposition	187	in	California	in	1994,	which	would	have	
proscribed	access	to	public	education	and	health	for	the	undocumented)	
are	vital	to	overexploitation.	The	anti-immigrant	and	racist	right	
performs	an	essential	job	for	capitalism;	it	creates	the	atmosphere	of	
fear	that	it	hopes	will	prevent	the	overexploited	from	rebelling	and	tries	
to	pit	non-immigrant	against	immigrant,	for	the	purposes	of	preventing	
the	development	of	class	consciousness	and	the	resulting	solidarities	
that	could	threaten	the	system	as	a	whole.	The	xenophobia	of	the	far	
right,	meanwhile,	allows	the	capitalist	class	and	the	government	to	
claim	to	arbitrate	between	racists	and	immigrants,	sometimes	being	
hard	but	more	often	tolerating	or	leaving	alone	the	groups	that	
specialize	in	racist	murders,	while	never	taking	measures	that	could	
crush	this	unacknowledged	repression,	which	is	indispensable	for	the	
realization	of	surplus-profit.		
The	bourgeoisie	and	its	collaborators	have	supplemented	state	tactics	
of	social	control	with	the	promotion	of	patriotism	among	U.S.-born,	
mainly	white	workers	with	the	aim	of	corroding	class	solidarities.	
Patriotism	propagates	the	illusion	that	the	best	friend	of	the	working	
class	is	not	the	workers	and	the	oppressed	of	other	countries	but	rather	
the	ruling	class	of	one’s	own.	It	works	to	minimize	the	identification	of	
working	people	and	the	oppressed	here	with	the	struggles	of	working	



	 106	

people	internationally,	and	domestically	by	fostering	the	notion	that	
foreigners	enter	the	country	to	take	“American”	jobs.	Socialists	fight	
against	the	material	conditions	of	exclusion	and	oppression	of	
immigrants	and	the	ideological	campaign	that	propagates	the	idea	that	
national	borders	benefit	workers	in	any	way.	
For	socialists,	national	borders	under	the	capitalist	class	are	a	way	for	
the	bourgeoisie	to	organize	and	impose	their	rule	on	working	people	
within	territories,	creating	divisions	and	corroding	class	solidarity	
through	patriotic	ideologies.	The	borders	of	the	United	States	have	
always	existed	as	militarized	outposts	of	ever-expanding	territorial	
acquisition	for	US	capital.	In	recent	years,	this	militarization	has	been	on	
the	rise,	as	is	collaboration	between	armed	“Patriot”	and	“Minutemen”	
paramilitary	groups	and	the	U.S.	border	patrol.	In	Texas,	Operation	
Lonestar	connects	federal	border	patrol	agents,	state	National	Guards,	
large	landowners,	and	right-wing	vigilantes	in	a	$1	billion-plus	
escalation	in	intimidating	migrants’	crossing	over	from	Mexico.	
Similarly,	CBP	agents,	among	other	federal	officers,	were	used	as	shock	
troops	in	harassing	and	violently	repressing	Justice	for	George	Floyd	
demonstrators	in	the	summer	of	2020.		
What	we	fight	for	
Immigrants	have	fought	back	against	their	conditions,	through	both	
community	mobilization	and	labor	organizing.	Harkening	back	to	the	
massive	immigrant	strike	of	2006,	the	murder	of	George	Floyd	reignited	
community	responses	to	anti-immigrant	and	racist	violence,	combining	
demands	for	the	abolition	of	ICE,	the	freeing	of	detainees,	and	the	fight	
for	legal	rights	in	this	country.	Back	in	2006,	millions	of	immigrants	had	
taken	to	the	streets	in	over	140	cities	around	the	country	to	force	the	
defeat	of	HR	4437,	which	further	criminalized	the	struggles	of	the	
undocumented	and	those	who	lent	them	assistance,	and	to	demand	in	
its	stead	civil	rights	for	all	(“papers	for	all”).		
However,	with	the	assistance	of	NGOs	active	in	the	community	and	
union	leaderships,	the	Democratic	Party	was	able	to	co-opt	and	redirect	
the	leadership	of	this	mobilization	into	electoral	politics.	This	is	what	
helped	Obama	succeed	with	the	deportation	of	some	3	million	migrants	
while	placating	the	more	radicalized	immigrant	youth	through	
programs	such	as	DACA	(Deferred	Action	for	Childhood	Arrivals,	a	
watered-down	version	of	the	DREAM	Act,	which	offers	no	path	to	
citizenship).	The	main	obstacles	to	overcome	remain	the	fragmentation	
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of	immigrant	organizations,	which	lack	a	coordinated	grouping,	and	the	
lobbying	focus	of	many	of	these	groupings,	which	see	politicians	such	as	
Bob	Menendez	(D-N.J.)	as	key	to	their	success.	This	fragmentation	is	
part	of	the	strategy	of	the	Democratic	Party	and	the	NGOs	for	control	of	
the	political	potential	of	immigrants;	they	hope	that	granting	some	
rights	and	benefits	to	specific	sectors—youth	(DACA),	some	Central	
Americans	(TPS),	for	instance—will	inhibit	the	formation	of	a	united	
independent	movement.	
Immigrant	families	in	the	United	States	have	immediate	needs.	Despite	
the	fragmentation	of	the	movement,	organizations	throughout	the	
country	have	been	able	to	secure	gains	such	as	drivers’	licenses	for	
undocumented	workers,	state	pandemic	assistance,	and	in	some	cases	
even	the	right	to	vote	for	immigrants	in	municipal	elections	(the	latest	
case	is	New	York	City,	with	militants	from	Papeles	para	Todos	fighting	
for	the	same	in	San	José,	Calif.).	Scores	of	such	immigrant	organizations	
are	demanding	the	closure	of	the	detention	centers	and	the	freeing	of	
migrant	detainees,	pandemic	social	assistance	for	all	migrants,	as	well	
as	the	unification	of	families.	These	are	basic	demands.	They	can	be	
accomplished	in	the	short	term	through	mass	mobilizations	to	force	the	
legislature	to	act	or	the	presidency	to	issue	an	executive	order.	This	is	
what	organizations	such	as	Papers	for	All	in	San	José,	in	which	the	party	
participates,	aim	for,	seeking	to	revive	coordinated,	class	independent	
struggle	for	both	immediate	needs	and	democratic	rights.		
It	is	imperative	that	the	labor	movement	lead	the	struggle	for	
immigrant	rights	both	inside	and	outside	the	workplace.	This	must	be	
done	through	aggressive	organizing	in	workplaces	where	migrants	
work,	including	rural	workplaces,	and	an	uncompromising	conjoined	
struggle	for	full	democratic	rights	independently	of	the	Democratic	
Party.	This	would	not	only	advance	the	needs	of	immigrants	but	also	
reinvigorate	unions	and	the	labor	movement	by	taking	away	from	the	
bosses	the	quintessential	tool	of	division	and	control	they	wield	against	
all	workers.	
Many	of	the	immigrant	rights	organizations	are	interpreting	the	
demand	of	Papers	for	All	as	simply	legalization—that	is,	permanent	
residence.	While	legalization	would	be	a	welcome	achievement,	the	true	
democratic	objective	is	citizenship	rights,	as	it	is	only	with	these	that	
immigrants	can	function	in	full	legal	and	civic	equality	with	workers	
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born	in	this	country,	such	that	they	can	vote,	run	for	office,	and	enjoy	
full	freedom	of	movement	in	and	out	of	the	country.	
Political	refugees	are	in	a	category	of	risk	all	their	own.	This	country	
must	open	its	borders	to	them,	granting	them	protections	in	addition	to	
the	panoply	of	rights	they	deserve	as	immigrants.	
The	abolition	of	ICE	is	a	necessity	for	all	workers	in	the	United	States.	
ICE	and	the	Customs	and	Border	Protection	Agency	are	in	the	vanguard	
of	a	growing	reactionary	movement	discussed	in	the	section	on	the	Far	
Right.	The	tasks	of	policing	the	border	and	communities	create	a	bridge	
between	the	capitalist	state	and	far-right	militia	and	paramilitary	
organizations.	In	recent	years,	the	explicit	embrace	of	vigilantism	by	a	
section	of	capital	has	been	most	pronounced	in	border	patrol	and	anti-
immigrant	programs.	These	include	ICE	Citizen	Academies,	which	
attempt	to	create	connections	between	“community	leaders”	and	ICE	
and	are	largely	run	in	Democratic-controlled	urban	centers.		
As	with	the	abolition	of	the	police,	this	is	not	possible	without	a	direct	
confrontation	with	the	system	it	defends.	Like	the	police	and	the	army,	
ICE	is	part	of	the	executive,	armed	power	of	the	capitalist	system	as	it	
defends	private	property	and	the	private	appropriation	of	the	value	we	
all	create.	Abolishing	any	of	these	bodies,	therefore,	cannot	be	
accomplished	through	moral	appeals	as	to	their	brutality,	for	that	is	
exactly	what	they	are	supposed	to	do—brutally	repress	any	threatening	
efforts	of	the	working	class	and	the	oppressed	to	advance	their	own	
interests.	Abolition	of	ICE,	moreover,	is	not	a	task	for	immigrants	alone;	
it	can	only	be	accomplished	through	mass	independent	and	
revolutionary	action	by	the	working	class	as	a	whole.	The	main	obstacle	
to	this	in	the	United	States	is	the	lack	of	a	mass	organization	of	the	
working	class	capable	of	directing	its	struggles	not	merely	against	the	
bipartisan	regime	but	against	imperial	capitalism	as	a	whole.		
The	power	of	the	immigrant	working	class	is	undeniable.	But	this	
power	is	squandered	as	long	as	immigrant	activists	remain	tied	to	the	
Democratic	Party	and	the	non-profits	that	provide	services	to	the	
communities	in	lieu	of	political	subservience.	The	upswell	of	immigrant	
protest	since	May	Day	2006	has	not	yet	congealed	into	an	independent	
political	movement	of	immigrants	in	alliance	with	the	U.S.-born	working	
class	in	part	because	an	important	sector	of	its	leadership	actively	
sabotages	radical	action,	and	calls	for	moderation	and	reliance	on	
Democratic	patronage.	The	first	task,	therefore,	is	for	immigrant	and	
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non-immigrant	workers	to	create	their	own	fighting	class	organizations	
independent	of	the	imperialist	political	dyad	and	capable	of	conquering	
working	class	power,	leading	the	struggle	for	a	workers’	government.	
With	a	government	of	the	workers,	this	country	could	reverse	its	
imperial	relationship	to	Latin	America.	Instead	of	strings-attached	aid	
such	as	what	Kamala	Harris	proposes	to	Central	American	governments	
and	Mexico	in	exchange	for	their	harshly	restricting	the	passage	of	
migrants	through	their	territories,	it	could	create	an	international	
works	program	beholden	to	the	mandate	of	the	workers	and	peasants	of	
the	recipient	countries.	Such	a	program	could	send	brigades	of	U.S.	
workers	to	help	to	build	infrastructure,	construct	workers’	economies,	
and	prop	up	rural	and	urban	production,	all	without	sacrificing	the	
environment	or	the	sovereignty	of	the	nations.	
Globally,	workers	have	the	right	to	live	and	work	where	they	wish;	we	
are	for	full	freedom	of	movement	for	workers.	We	fight	for	the	rights	of	
all	workers	and	oppressed	from	the	despoiled	Global	South	to	migrate	
to	the	metropole,	wherever	they	might	be,	with	full	economic,	social,	
and	political	equality	as	with	the	native	born,	who	one	way	or	another	
benefitted	from	the	imperial	ventures	of	their	nation’s	capitalists.		
	

10.	Black	Lives	Matter	&	Black	Liberation	Today	

The	2020	Black	Lives	Matter	upsurge	was	one	of	the	largest	series	of	
protests	in	U.S.	history.	Following	George	Floyd’s	death,	tens	of	millions	
of	people	from	all	sectors	of	U.S.	society	protested	in	the	streets,	in	their	
workplaces,	and	in	any	way	they	could.	The	summer	of	2020	saw	a	
massive	shift	of	consciousness	that	affected	virtually	every	corner	of	
American	life.	The	outpouring	for	George	Floyd	was	preceded	by	mass	
mobilizations	for	high-profile	cases	such	as	those	of	Michael	Brown,	
Freddie	Gray,	Sandra	Bland,	Rekia	Boyd,	Breonna	Taylor,	and	many	
more.	Countless	movements	have	developed	around	the	country	in	
urban	Black	centers	where	police	have	acted	with	impunity	for	
generations.	
This	upsurge	was	bolstered	by	an	outpouring	from	Latino,	Native	
American,	and	other	oppressed	communities	who	took	to	the	streets	in	
solidarity	and	to	express	anger	toward	their	own	oppression.	Suburban	
white	working-class	and	middle-class	allies	also	marched	in	large	
numbers,	organizing	solidarity	rallies	in	cities	and	towns	across	the	
country.	One	of	the	more	inspiring	moments	occurred	as	thousands	
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across	the	country	marched	in	support	of	the	lives	of	the	Black	
transgender	community	following	the	murder	of	Dominique	Fells	and	
Riah	Milton.	The	year	2021	marked	the	murder	of	375	transgender	
women	worldwide,	and	45	in	the	United	States—the	most	since	records	
were	kept.	The	majority	of	the	victims	were	Black,	Latina,	or	migrant	
workers.	
In	2020,	Black	youth,	led	in	many	cases	by	female	and	Queer	
organizers,	managed	to	sustain	mobilizations	that	put	anti-racism	on	
the	agenda	inside	many	previously	silent	working-class	organizations	
and	places	of	work,	shifting	the	relationship	of	forces	for	the	class	as	a	
whole	for	the	foreseeable	future.	Discussion	of	the	systemic	nature	of	
anti-Black	racism	in	the	U.S.,	and	the	character	of	the	capitalist	police	as	
agents	of	white	supremacy	and	private	property,	reached	into	every	
corner	of	the	organized	labor	movement,	into	every	church,	and	
meeting	space.	While	not	every	question	was	answered,	and	not	every	
racist	within	the	unions	and	other	popular	organizations	was	pushed	
back,	the	shift	in	consciousness	is	palpable,	ongoing,	and	full	of	potential	
for	the	advance	of	the	class	struggle	as	a	whole.			
In	the	Black	community	itself,	young	women	and	Queer	people	
launched	online	Black	book	clubs	and	other	consciousness-raising	
organizations.	Libraries,	schools,	and	publications	of	all	kinds	took	on	
the	responsibility	to	publish	bibliographies	and		documentaries	that	fed	
the	sudden	craving	to	understand	the	Black	struggle	in	the	United		
States.			
The	rapid	exposure	of	and	mainstreaming	of	discussion	about	Black	
oppression	as	a	systemic	component	of	U.S.	society	reverberated	
quickly	in	two	important	directions.	One	was	instigating	labor	action	
both	by	Black	workers	specifically	and	by	all	workers	against	Black	
oppression.	An	important	example	was	the	union	drive	at	Amazon	in	
Bessemer,	Ala.,	which	is	a	majority	Black	shop.	Rank-and-file	leaders	in	
the	drive	acknowledged	one	of	the	catalyzing	factors	as	the	Justice	for	
George	Floyd/Black	Lives	Matter	movement.		
Another	important	legacy	of	the	upsurge	is	the	understanding,	won	
through	struggle,	that	fighting	injustice	requires	bringing	as	many	
people	as	possible	into	the	streets.	Any	concessions	wrested	from	the	
ruling	class	were	clearly	a	product	of	mass	demonstrations	in	
showcasing	the	potential	power	of	working	people.	The	recent,	
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powerful	movement	calling	for	an	end	to	U.S.	aid	to	Israel	and	a	free	
Palestine	is	a	product	of	these	experiences.	
However,	more	people	of	color	than	ever	will	say	in	public	that	
“We	still	aren’t	safe”	(“6	Young	Americans	on	the	Anniversary	of	George	
Floyd’s	Death,”	The	New	York	Times,	May	21,	2021).	According	to	a	Time	
Magazine	article	of	May	13,	2021		(“People	Expected	Police	Behavior	to	
Change	After	George	Floyd’s	Murder.	The	Numbers	Tell	a	Different	
Story”),	since	June	2020,	police	in	the	U.S.	have	killed	people	across	
different	backgrounds	at	virtually	the	same	rate	that	they	have	for	the	
past	five	years,	according	to	several	surveys,	despite	a	pandemic	that	
kept	many	people	at	home.	The	author	adds:	“As	of	April	30,	there	had	
only	been	six	days	this	year	on	which	police	did	not	kill	a	civilian	while	
on	duty,	according	to	‘Mapping	Police	Violence.’”	The	latter	website	says	
that	police	have	killed	429	in	2021	(mappingpoliceviolence.org,	
accessed	on	June	5,	2021).		In	addition,	while	there	is	an	objectively	
higher	level	of	consciousness	and	combativity	among	many	workers	
and	young	people,	no	leadership	capable	of	connecting	these	
movements	nationally	has	emerged.	In	place	of	mass	organizations	of	
struggle,	the	misleadership	of	the	Democratic	Party	remains	intact.	
Without	the	construction	of	independent	organizing	spaces,	
democratic	structures,	and	accountable	leaderships,	the	movement	is	
more	open	to	co-optation	by	the	Democrats	and	their	allies	in	the	non-
profit	and	NGO	sector.	The	goal	of	the	Democrats	is	to	neuter	mass	
movements	and	channel	them	into	the	safe	waters	of	electoralism.	
Failing	this,	the	Democrats	who	control	the	cities	will	use	police	to	
enforce	their	control	over	the	situation.	Then,	without	their	own	
leadership	to	guide	the	movement	forward,	protesters	can	be	provoked	
into	confrontations	with	police.	
What	is	necessary	is	a	grassroots	process	of	movement	building	and	
coordination	at	the	local,	regional,	and	national	level.	Such	a	movement	
could	organize	democratic,	public	assemblies,	make	concrete	links	with	
workers’	organizations,	and	reach	organizations	of	the	oppressed.	The	
point	of	building	democratic	organizing	spaces	is	to	advance	the	
struggles	of	the	oppressed	to	the	point	where	the	question	of	which	
class	holds	power	is	posed.	
In	the	year	since	that	explosive	summer	of	struggle,	the	Democratic	
Party	has	begun	a	two-pronged	attack	against	working	people	as	a	
whole	and	the	Black	community	in	particular.	One	of	the	main	axes	of	



	 112	

this	reactionary	campaign	has	been	through	support	of	qualitatively	
more	draconian	policing	measures.	The	vanguard	of	this	trend	is	in	San	
Francisco’s	Tenderloin	District,	where	Mayor	London	Breed,	a	Black	
woman	and	a	Democrat,	declared	a	90-day	state	of	emergency	starting	
in	December.	The	homeless	population,	which	is	the	main	target	of	the	
state	of	emergency,	is	disproportionately	Black	at	a	rate	three	times	
higher	than	the	city	as	a	whole.	
Despite	millions	in	the	streets	demanding	more	public	services	and	
fewer	cops,	the	response	from	the	ruling	class	has	been	to	increase	
policing	across	the	board	in	response	to	a	purported	“crime	wave.”	
Many	cities	that	had	slightly	“cut”	police	budgets	to	appease	the	
movement	and	to	address	temporary	pandemic	recession	shortfalls	
have	since	increased	police	spending.	This	includes	Baltimore,	whose	
new	mayor,	Brandon	Scott,	had	campaigned	on	“reimagining”	the	police	
department.	As	city	council	president,	Scott	had	pushed	a	$22.4	million	
budget	reduction.	According	to	The	Wall	Street	Journal,	after	being	
elected	mayor,	“he	proposed	a	$27	million	increase.”	
While	some	“progressive”	Democrats	have	played	to	the	rhetoric	of	
police	defunding	or	abolition,	the	leader	of	their	party,	Joe	Biden,	has	
been	clear	in	his	opposition	to	defunding	police.	Some	municipalities	
have	made	symbolic	cuts	in	police	budgets,	but	these	have	proven	to	be	
hollow	and	temporary	actions.	In	Minneapolis,	for	example,	in	the	
aftermath	of	George	Floyd's	murder,	local	activists	fought	to	replace	the	
Minneapolis	Police	Department	with	an	alternative	system	of	public	
safety	while	redirecting	the	police	budget	to	social	programs	like	
affordable	housing,	violence	prevention,	education,	and	food	security.	A	
veto-proof	majority	(9	of	13)	of	the	Minneapolis	City	Council	pledged	to	
"defund	police''	on	June	7,	2020.	Ultimately,	however,	only	4.5%	of	the	
MPD	budget	was	redirected	to	violence	prevention	programs.	In	
December	2021,	the	Minneapolis	City	Council	passed	a	2022	budget	
restoring	police	funding	to	levels	close	to	what	they	were	prior	to	the	
George	Floyd	upsurge.	
Under	capitalism,	cop	violence	will	always	exist.	The	only	thing	that	
can	slow	its	pace	is	the	mobilization	of	workers	and	community	
members	against	each	and	every	manifestation	of	police	brutality.	That	
level	of	combativity	will	require	an	equally	high	level	of	organization.	As	
a	national	struggle,	the	coordination	of	efforts	on	a	national	level	
will	also	be	a	necessity.	Our	understanding	of	the	Marxist	theory	of	the	
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state	tells	us	that	police	abolition,	while	a	popular	slogan	and	a	strong	
demand,	will	never	happen	as	long	as	the	capitalist	class	holds	power.		
Unfortunately,	important	sections	of	the	people	radicalized	over	the	
last	year	still	have	illusions	in	the	Democratic	Party.	That	is	a	testament	
to	the	party’s	ability	to	confuse	activists.	With	billions	of	dollars	and	
many	state	and	private	institutions	at	its	disposal,	and	the	(often	
begrudging)	support	of	many	young	activists,	the	Democratic	Party	has	
an	aura	of	being	the	only	change-maker	in	the	game.	But	the	Democratic	
Party	is	incapable	of	making	significant	change.	As	a	capitalist	party,	its	
role	is	to	pacify	the	movement	and	put	a	friendly	face	on	exploitation	
and	oppression.	
As	one	section	of	the	Democratic	Party	portrays	itself	as	“friends”	of	
the	movement,	the	party	as	a	whole	has	been	quick	and	brutal	in	
repressing	anti-police	brutality	activists.	Democratic	Party	politicians	
positioned	themselves	to	the	ruling	class	as	the	ones	who	could	most	
effectively	take	the	movement	out	of	the	streets.	In	Portland,	
Minneapolis,	Philadelphia,	New	York	City,	Stamford,	Conn.,	and	many	
other	cities,	Democratic	mayors	and	city	councils	worked	with	police	in	
a	campaign	of	mass	arrests	and	attacks	on	activists	that	saw	over	
15,000	protesters	arrested.			
The	ruling	class	is	unified	in	its	support	for	political	suppression.	
While	the	most	obvious	pieces	of	legislation	are	coming	from	GOP	
strongholds,	especially	Florida,	President	Joe	Biden	is	proposing	
sweeping	increases	in	domestic	spying.	Using	the	cover	of	the	far-right	
Jan.	6,	2021,	riots,	the	Biden	administration’s	Department	of	Homeland	
Security	already	opened	a	new	division	focused	on	“domestic	
terrorism.”	That	is	part	of	a	larger	project	that	is	planned	to	be	a	public-
private	partnership	in	order	to	get	around	constitutional	privacy	laws.		
Included	in	the	targets	of	Biden’s	new	surveillance	program	are	
groups	“seeking	to	end	or	mitigate	perceived	cruelty,	harm,	or	
exploitation	of	animals	or	perceived	exploitation	or	destruction	of	
natural	resources	and	the	environment”;	“with	ideological	
agendas	derived	from	anti-government	or	anti-authority	sentiment	
including	opposition	to	perceived	economic	social,	or	racial	hierarchies;	
or	perceived	government	overreach,	negligence,	or	illegitimacy”;	“who	
oppose	all	forms	of	capitalism	corporate	globalization,	and	governing	
institutions	which	are	perceived	as	harmful	to	society”;	and/or	“with		
ideological	agendas	in	support	of	pro-life	or	pro-choice	beliefs.”		
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Voting	rights	under	attack	

Today,	as	discussed	in	this	document’s	section	on	the	rise	of	the	far	
right,	the	right	to	vote	is	under	serious	threat.	Rooted	in	the	reality	of	
the	2020	presidential	and	special	Georgia	elections,	where	a	record	
number	of	Black	voters	turned	out,	there	is	an	attempt	by	the	GOP	to	
turn	back	voting	rights	won	over	decades	of	struggle	as	part	of	a	
broader	electoral	strategy	for	2022	and	beyond.	The	GOP	base	is	being	
mobilized	around	the	notion	that	Biden	somehow	stole	the	election	
through	outright	fraud	that	included	mail	in	ballots,	undocumented	
immigrants	voting,	and	faulty	voting	machines.	
Meanwhile,	Democrats	masquerade	as	being	sensitive	to	the	issues	of	
the	Black	community	in	hopes	of	winning	votes.	However,	in	the	very	
top	political	offices,	President	Joe	Biden	and	Vice	President	Kamala	
Harris	are	two	politicians	who	are	pro-police,	promoters	of	the	carceral	
state,	pro-war,	anti-immigrant,	anti-environment,	anti-worker,	and	pro-
big	business—espousing	policies	that	deepen	Black	oppression.	The	
party’s	ostensible	left	wing	has	proven	to	be	a	dull	and	ineffective	
instrument	for	advancing	the	struggles	of	workers	and	the	oppressed.	
While	revolutionary	socialists	don’t	view	elections	as	the	fundamental	
source	of	social	change	for	workers,	the	democratic	right	to	vote	in	
elections	is	an	important	gain	for	the	working	class.	This	is	especially	
true	for	the	Black	working	class,	which	waged	a	massive	civil	rights	
struggle	to	win	the	right	to	vote	in	the	first	place.	The	way	forward	to	
defend	democratic	rights	will	be	expressed	in	a	revival	of	mass	action	in	
the	streets,	pushing	the	labor	movement	to	take	up	the	fight,	and	
revolutionary	political	organizing	independent	of	the	capitalist	parties.	
A	recovery	for	some	

As	the	pandemic	continues,	the	forecasted	economic	“recovery”	has	
been	entirely	uneven.	There	has	been	no	real	recovery	for	Blacks,	
Latinos,	working-class	women,	and	immigrant	workers.	In	Chicago,	even	
with	Paycheck	Protection	Program	loans	in	place,	Black	unemployment	
hit	15%	from	June	to	August—the	highest	unemployment	of	any	group	
of	people	in	the	city.	Bloomberg	News	points	out,	“Black	and	Hispanic	
communities	are	seeing	a	weaker	recovery	in	general	than	white	people.	
…	Additionally,	the	gap	between	the	top	and	bottom	minority	
unemployment	rates	in	these	same	metro	areas	has	widened	since	
March,	one	year	after	the	first	COVID-19	lockdowns.”	



	 115	

The	wealth	gap	between	white	and	Black	people,	which	was	uneven	
both	before	and	since	the	advent	of	COVID-19,	has	created	two	different	
experiences	throughout	the	pandemic.	Those	with	more	resources	were	
clearly	better	able	to	survive	hardships	or	even	come	out	financially	
sound	due	to	small	changes	in	discretionary	spending.	For	the	
wealthiest	people,	like	Jeff	Bezos,	and	massive	corporations	like	
Amazon,	the	pandemic	swelled	their	bank	accounts	as	they	profited	
from	the	exploited	labor	of	a	mostly	Black,	Latino,	and	international	
workforce	based	in	the	global	South.	
A	report	at	Brookings.edu	states,	“In	2019	the	median	white	
household	held	$188,200	in	wealth—7.8	times	that	of	the	typical	Black	
household	($24,100).	It	is	worth	noting	that	levels	of	average	wealth,	
which	are	more	heavily	skewed	by	households	with	the	greatest	
amounts	of	wealth,	are	higher:	white	households	reported	average	
wealth	of	$983,400,	which	is	6.9	times	that	of	Black	households	
($142,500;	SCF).	While	median	wealth	is	more	reflective	of	the	typical	
household,	the	scale	of	average	wealth	is	indicative	of	the	outsized	
levels	of	wealth	held	by	the	richest	households.”	
The	report	continues,	“The	median	wealth	of	single	white	men	under	
the	age	of	35	($22,640)	is	3.5	times	greater	than	that	of	single	white	
women	($6,470),	14.6	times	greater	than	that	of	single	Black	men	
($1,550),	and	224.2	times	greater	than	that	of	single	Black	women	
($101).”	
Furthermore,	the	recovery	promised	from	the	aborted	“Build	Back	
Better”	bill,	like	most	legislative	initiatives	that	are	grand	in	appearance,	
offered	more	for	businesses	than	for	a	real	recovery	for	workers.	The	
influx	of	trillions	of	dollars	has	meant	that	any	increase	in	wages	is	
already	diminished	due	to	inflation.	CNBC	reports,	“Real	average	hourly	
earnings	when	accounting	for	inflation,	actually	decreased	0.5%	for	the	
month.	A	0.9%	inflation	increase	negated	a	0.4%	rise	in	wages.”	
Real	legislation	for	working	people	would	mean	a	massive	public	
works	and	jobs	program,	rent	controls,	single-payer	health	care,	food	
security,	and	free	higher	education.	
A	historical	perspective	on	the	origins	of	racism	

The	Black	liberation	struggle	is	part	and	parcel	of	the	broader	
movement	of	the	liberation	of	the	international	working	class	and	the	
transformation	of	world	society.	Unfortunately,	the	Black	working	class	
is	often	deceived	into	seeing	the	“democratic	institutions”	of	the	state	as	
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the	means	of	achieving	freedom.	Petty-bourgeois	leadership	is	self-
serving	and	reliant	on	connections	to	both	the	Democratic	Party	and	to	
its	capitalist	benefactors.	Following	these	leaders	into	the	Democratic	
Party	risks	demoralization	of	the	movement	when	aspirations	are	not	
reached.	Even	a	movement	as	large	as	the	summer	of	2020	is	doomed	if	
it	is	not	infused	with	class	consciousness.	
Class	consciousness	finds	its	greatest	obstacles	in	the	divisions	
implanted	by	the	ruling	class,	especially	regarding	race.	Racial	
animosity	is	not	genetic;	it	is	a	product	of	political	economy.	Racism	was	
etched	into	the	very	fabric	of	American	society	from	its	inception.	It	is	
necessitated	by	a	system	needing	to	secure	a	labor	force	and	erecting	a	
superstructure	to	support	its	mode	of	production.	Slavery	produced	the	
cotton	to	serve	as	the	base	for	modern	capitalism.	Eric	Williams	writes:	
“Slavery	was	not	born	of	racism:	rather	racism	was	a	consequence	of	
slavery”	(“Capitalism	and	Slavery,”	page	5).	The	origins	are	rooted	in	
capitalism’s	need	for	labor,	and	in	the	process,	capitalism	erected	
political,	legal,	and	extralegal	means	of	ensuring	that	Black	life	lay	
permanently	in	bondage.	Manufacturing,	shipping,	insurance,	and	
financial	centers	such	as	Wall	Street	and	London	profited	as	a	result.	
Blacks	resisted	in	various	forms,	including	insurrections,	which	caused	
fright	amongst	the	Southern	slaveholders.	This	prompted	state	
legislatures	to	pass	Slave	Codes,	also	called	Black	Codes,	which	
remained	on	the	books	for	many	decades	after	slavery	and	were	
reinforced	under	Jim	Crow.	
The	Communist	International’s	Fourth	Congress	stated:	“The	history	of	
the	American	Blacks	has	prepared	them	to	play	a	major	role	in	the	
liberation	struggle	of	the	entire	African	race.”	Black	liberation	is	an	
international	struggle,	and	African	Americans	are	uniquely	positioned	to	
lead	having	experienced	the	brutality	of	American	capitalism.	Militants	
inside	and	outside	of	the	socialist	movement	responded	to	the	Russian	
Revolution	and	its	advocacy	of	an	oppressed	nation’s	right	to	self-
determination.	
Cyril	Briggs’s African	Black	Brotherhood	and	the	Black	members	of	the	
left	wing	of	the	Socialist	Party	provided	the	first	Black	cadre	for	the	
Communist	Party.	Black	cadre	were	to	have	an	influence	on	the	work	of	
the	Communist	Party	in	the	U.S.	African	American	and	Afro-Caribbean	
comrades	engaged	in	the	defense	of	the	Scottsboro	Boys	and	organized	
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share-croppers	unions	in	the	Southern	states;	its	first	major	organizing	
success	was	the	Tenants	League	in	New	York	during	the	Depression.			
There	is	a	powerful	tradition	of	revolutionary	Marxism	in	defense	of	
Black	self-determination	that	can	inform	our	current	political	strategies.	
Currently,	the	Black	Lives	Global	Network	finds	itself	in	conflict	and	
many	local	activists	are	disillusioned.	Marxists	should	collaborate	with	
the	more	militant	sections	of	the	movement	providing	an	antidote	to	the	
disorienting	petty-bourgeois	leadership.	
There	is	no	question	about	our	ability	to	ally	with	the	more	militant	
local	organizations.	Police	killings	continuously	lead	to	new	
organizations,	some	of	them	formed	by	family	of	the	victims.	Activists	in	
these	organizations	and	movements	often	radicalize	over	time.	The	case	
of	Oscar	Grant,	killed	by	a	transit	cop	in	the	Bay	Area	in	2009,	is	a	good	
example.	Many	of	the	participants	in	the	movement	to	obtain	justice	for	
Oscar	Grant	were	instrumental	in	Occupy	Oakland	and	other	
subsequent	movements.	In	New	York,	the	families	of	Sean	Bell	and	Eric	
Garner	became	active	politically	and	formed	organizations.			
Put	20	million	back	in	the	streets!	

Although	the	courts	and	the	entire	“justice”	system	are	structured	to	
favor	the	capitalist	class,	significant	concessions	can	be	won	through	
mass	mobilizations.	The	convictions	of	Derek	Chauvin	and	Ahmaud	
Arbery’s	killers	was	largely	possible	because	millions	of	oppressed	
people	and	their	allies	took	to	the	streets	demanding	justice.	
It	is	important	to	recognize,	however,	that	the	entire	structure	of	
society,	top	to	bottom,	is	set	up	to	defend	the	interests	of	the	wealthy	
elite.	Racial	divisions	are	created	and	promoted	to	drive	a	wedge	in	the	
working	class.	Decades	of	austerity	against	the	working	class	has	made	
some	white	workers,	especially	in	suburban	and	rural	areas,	vulnerable	
to	far-right	agitation	over	issues	like	critical	race	theory	(CRT).	“Patriot”	
groups	are	popping	up	in	many	places	to	fight	what	they	see	as	an	attack	
on	their	freedoms.	This	includes	disregarding	the	reality	of	the	COVID	
pandemic,	in	which	Black	and	oppressed	communities	were	
disproportionately	affected	due	to	systemic	inequalities.	
The	far-right,	anti-vax,	and	anti-mask	culture—further	encouraged	by	
the	rioting	on	Jan.	6—has	grown	and	festered	in	the	absence	of	mass	
working-class	organizations	that	can	lead	a	struggle	for	the	health	and	
safety	of	working	people.	In	fact,	the	labor	movement	could	play	an	
important	role	by	demanding	the	AFL-CIO	end	its	association	with	
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police	unions.	A	fighting	labor	movement	could	join	with	the	social	
movements	to	fight	for	single-payer	health	care	to	combat	racial	
inequity	in	the	event	of	future	pandemics.	A	labor	movement	that	
addresses	transportation,	housing,	schools,	climate	and	more	will	win	
workers	away	from	the	influence	of	far-right	propaganda	to	educate	a	
new	generation	about	the	meaning	of	solidarity.	
While	the	organized	labor	movement	is	crucial	to	every	aspect	of	the	
struggle	against	the	capitalist	system,	we	understand	that	oppressed	
peoples	cannot	wait	for	the	unions	to	go	into	motion.	Revolutionary	
socialists	have	long	understood	that	the	Black	struggle	in	the	United	
States	has	its	own	tempo	and	dynamics	independent	of	the	class	
struggle.	But	we	also	recognize	the	ability	of	the	Black	struggle	“to	
exercise	a	powerful	influence	upon	the	revolutionary	proletariat,	that	it	
has	got	a	great	contribution	to	make	to	the	development	of	the	
proletariat	in	the	United	States,	and	that	it	is	in	itself	a	constituent	part	
of	the	struggle	for	socialism”	(“The	Revolutionary	Answer	to	the	Negro	
Problem	in	the	U.S.,”	by	CLR	James).	
The	lessons	learned	from	the	George	Floyd	movement	should	help	
orient	future	efforts.	The	energy	of	spontaneous	street	actions	
combined	with	historic	lessons	of	movement	building	from	the	1960s	
and	1930s	could	put	millions	back	in	the	streets	in	a	powerful	way.	
These	renewed	actions	could	be	the	dress	rehearsal	for	a	much	larger	
movement	that	can	transform	the	basis	of	society	from	corporate	greed	
to	solidarity.	
The	revolt	against	police	violence	will	continue.	Instead	of	going	
deeper	into	the	fold	of	class	enemies,	the	movement	against	racism	and	
police	terror	needs	mass	local,	regional,	and	national	meetings	of	Black,	
anti-racist,	labor,	and	student	activist	groups	to	plan	actions	and	create	
demands	that	are	decided	on	democratically.	Our	new	party	will	
continue	the	activity	of	our	founding	organizations	within	the	new	wave	
of	struggle	against	Black	oppression.	As	participants,	we	hope	to	help	in	
advancing	the	movement.	At	the	same	time,	through	our	participation,	
we	can	gain	insight	to	strengthen	and	enrich	our	defense	of	Black	
liberation	and	our	understanding	of	the	combined	character	of	the	
coming	revolution	in	the	U.S.	
	
11.	Women’s	Liberation,	Reproductive	Justice,	and	Social	
Reproduction	Theory		
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On	New	Year’s	Eve	2021,	the	Planned	Parenthood	of	Tennessee	and	
North	Mississippi	health	center	was	torched	and	burned	to	the	ground.	
The	context	was	the	growing	anti-abortion	rhetoric	and	legislation	of	
Republican	Party	politicians	and	the	unwillingness	of	the	Democratic	
Party	to	confront	these	assaults	on	reproductive	justice	as	if	they	were	a	
life	and	death	matter	for	our	class.	
In	2020,	there	were	200	reported	threats	of	death	or	other	harm	to	
abortion	providers	and	a	125%	increase	in	reports	of	assault	and	
battery	outside	clinics.	In	2021,	during	the	first	year	of	the	Biden	
presidency,	23	states	passed	what	the	Center	for	Reproductive	Justice	
terms	“an	array	of	extreme	abortion	bans	and	restrictions.”	Six-week	
bans	were	enacted	in	Texas,	Idaho,	Oklahoma,	and	South	Carolina—and	
total	bans	in	Arkansas,	Arizona,	Oklahoma,	and	South	Carolina.	Fifteen	
states	enacted	bans	or	near-bans	on	medical	abortion	and	30	states	
enacted	bans	prior	to	fetal	“viability,”	which	in	many	cases	was	
legislated	at	six	weeks.	Only	11	states	passed	proactive	abortion	rights	
legislation.	
In	late	2021,	the	questions	and	comments	made	by	Supreme	Court	
justices	during	hearings	on	Dobbs	v.	the	Jackson	Women’s	Health	Center	
and	the	Texas	abortion	law,	SB8,	made	it	plain	that	the	conservative	
court	was	poised	to	overturn	the	1973	Roe	v.	Wade	decision	that	made	
abortion	legal	in	the	U.S.	This	decision	is	expected	to	come	down	in	June	
of	2022	and	in	that	way	put	abortion	legislation	completely	in	the	hands	
of	the	states.	Given	the	nature	of	the	Texas	law,	which	creates	a	bounty	
system	for	“citizen”	lawsuits	against	anyone	aiding	a	surgical	or	medical	
abortion	(Uber	drivers,	physician	assistants,	mail	delivery	people,	
neighbors,	co-workers,	family	members)	and	a	secondary	class	of	those	
who	will	surveil	for	money,	the	Supreme	Court	failure	to	declare	it	
unconstitutional	portends	the	widespread	use	of	a	potent	new	
reactionary	tool	against	individuals	carrying	out	work	in	the	labor	and	
social	movements.	Based	on	the	documented	impact	of	the	anti-abortion	
measures	and	related	legislation	in	just	these	two	states,	one	can	say	
that	the	impact	on	working-class	women	is	already	dramatic,	hitting	the	
Black	and	Latina/x	portions	of	the	population	the	hardest	and	making	
increasing	vulnerable	anyone	without	savings	or	the	ability	to	take	time	
off	from	work	to	travel.	
These,	and	related	attacks	on	pregnant	people	who	miscarry,	threaten	
to	criminalize	aspects	of	reproductive	health	that	leave	the	working	
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class	as	a	whole	more	vulnerable	to	the	bosses’	threats	and	intimidation,	
as	well	as	to	the	growing	misery	flowing	from	the	capitalist	social	
reproduction	regime	in	crisis.	
Attacks	on	reproductive	justice,	including	the	deliberate	absence	of	
decent	maternal	health	care,	have	the	impact,	ultimately,	of	reinforcing	
the	most	reactionary	aspects	of	the	family	life	under	capitalism	and	
increasing	the	use	of	child-bearing	people	as	a	reserve	army	of	labor	to	
drive	down	wages	and	benefits	further.	As	such,	it	is	at	the	center	of	a	
general	ruling-class	assault	on	the	social	wage	and	the	drive	to	keep	
wages	in	check.	This	means	that	achieving	reproductive	justice	for	
working	women	must	be	a	central	issue	in	the	construction	of	a	class-
struggle	left	wing,	and	this	left	wing	must	strive	to	use	the	special	power	
of	the	unions	to	strengthen	and	orient	a	broader	movement	in	defense	
of	reproductive	health	for	all.	In	the	1980s,	the	Oil,	Chemical,	and	
Atomic	Workers	Union	facilitated	national	meetings	of	female	members	
on	how	the	union	should	defend	abortion	rights	and	maternal	health.	
This	can	and	must	happen	again	on	a	broad	scale.	Tens	of	thousands	of	
women	and	their	allies	mobilized	in	2021	over	the	course	of	the	Oct.	1	
and	Dec.	1	demonstrations	aimed	at	the	Supreme	Court.	A	base	in	a	
union	or	other	working-class	organization	can	anchor	an	independent	
class	intervention	to	build	a	mass	action-based	movement.	Such	a	
movement	secured	Roe	v.	Wade,	a	limited	and	moderate	abortion	
decision	made	by	a	very	conservative	Supreme	Court	when	much	more	
radical	positions	were	winning	approval	in	the	public	sphere.	As	
socialist	veteran	abortion	rights	fighter	Diane	Feeley	wrote	in	an	article	
for	Against	the	Current,	the	way	forward	is	to	organize	the	movement	
around	“a	full	program	of	reproductive	justice”	that	includes	ending	the	
onerous	restrictions	on	abortion;	securing	sex	education	based	on	
science,	not	superstition;	and	providing	universal	and	free	
contraception,	an	accessible	public	health	system	and	all	that	is	
necessary	to	create	a	healthy	environment	in	which	to	raise	children.	
It	should	be	added	that	such	a	program	must	foreground	the	demands	
and	leadership	of	Black	reproductive	justice	organizations	currently	
fighting	for	the	Jackson	Women’s	Health	Center.	The	earlier	failure	of	
pro-Democratic	party	non-profits	that	replaced	the	once-independent	
mass	movement	that	won	in	the	Roe	v.	Wade	era	have	been	unwilling	or	
unable	to	respond	forcefully	to	the	divisive	and	racist	Hyde	Amendment,	
which	left	legal	abortion	inaccessible	to	many	women	of	color.	This	
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failure	led	to	the	formation	of	SisterSong,	the	National	Latina	Institute	
for	Reproductive	Justice	and	other	organizations	devoted	to	Black	and	
Latina	women’s	health,	as	well	as	to	an	approach	that	centers	the	needs	
of	the	most	oppressed.	Despite	their	limitations	as	non-profits,	their	
white	papers	and	leadership	are	currently	crucial	to	the	development	of	
a	fightback	capable	of	mobilizing	working-class	women,	other	birthing	
people,	and	their	allies.	
The	degree	to	which	the	offensive	on	reproductive	justice	is	
intertwined	with	white	supremacist	ideology	cannot	be	
overemphasized.	As	Monica	Simpson	of	SisterSong	said	at	the	Dec.	1,	
2021,	rally	at	the	Supreme	Court,	“The	fight	for	abortion	justice	is	a	fight	
against	white	supremacy.	…	States	that	implement	and	uphold	
inherently	unjust	laws	that	disproportionately	target	Black	folks	and	
folks	of	color	are	upholding	a	system	that	shields	white	supremacy.”	
Black	reproductive	justice	organizations	that	filed	Amicus	Briefs	in	
Dobbs	v.	Jackson	Women’s	Health	Organization	have	broken	down	the	
reality	of	that	state’s	15-week	ban	on	abortion.	They	note	that	the	
historical	context	for	Black	women	is,	of	course,	“a	long	and	ugly	
tradition	of	denying	people	of	color	reproductive	autonomy.”	Slavery	
was	built	on	forced	childbearing,	and	the	refusal	of	bodily	autonomy	has	
been	a	constant	for	Black	women	since	then.	In	the	1960s	the	
“Mississippi	appendectomy”	resulted	in	the	forced	sterilization	of,	
perhaps,	60%	of	that	state’s	Black	female	population.		Black	women	in	
Mississippi	are	three	times	more	likely	than	white	women	to	die	in	
childbirth.	And	Black	women	who	miscarry	due	to	inadequate	health	
care	are	increasingly	jailed	for	the	felony	of	harming	a	“child.”	
In	Texas,	the	meaning	of	the	SB8	for	the	undocumented	has	already	
been	made	plain.	Immigrant	women,	with	and	without	papers,	fear	
attempting	to	travel	to	another	state	for	any	kind	of	abortion,	as	“inland	
ICE	checkpoints”	monitor	traffic	out	of	the	Rio	Grande	Valley.	Even	for	
those	with	papers,	failure	to	have	the	proper	documentation	or	simple	
racism	can	result	in	deportation.	
Who	are	those	who	might	seek	abortion	among	the	immigrant	
population	in	Texas?	The	Rio	Grande	Valley	has	been	dubbed	the	
unhealthiest	region	of	the	United	States.	Low-income	residents	find	
health	care	and	contraception	scarce.	There	are	few	trustworthy	
resources	outside	of	organizations	like	Sueños	sin	Fronteras	de	Tejas	
for	those	seeking	a	way	out	of	abusive	domestic	situations.	Statistics	
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suggest	that	a	third	of	immigrants	may	have	been	sexually	abused	on	
their	journey	from	Central	America	and	in	need	of	reproductive	health.	
SB8	means,	said	one	Sueños	spokesperson,	that	forced	pregnancy	is	the	
law	of	the	land	in	the	Valley.	To	be	successful,	the	fight	for	reproductive	
justice	ahead	must	center	these	stories	and	put	the	demands	of	those	
most	victimized	at	heart	of	our	organizing.	
Sexual	violence	
In	the	last	year,	there	have	been	new	important	struggles	against	
sexual	violence.	First,	the	effort	of	women	and	LGBTQIA+	employees	to	
use	workplace	and	social	movement	activism	to	fight	sexual	harassment	
has	become	much	more	visible.	The	Activision	Blizzard	organizing	drive	
was	sparked,	in	part,	by	multiple	incidents	of	rape	and	sexual	
harassment	within	the	company,	and	while	a	union	has	not	yet	been	
won,	their	work	stoppages	and	fund	appeals,	activities	that	have	drawn	
national	media	attention	to	their	fight	and	have	helped	to	normalize	the	
idea	among	gaming	youth	and	others	that	workplace	organizing	is	a	
strong	tool	against	discrimination	and	sexual	violence.	Similarly,	
Indigenous	activists	fighting	Enbridge	Line	3	incorporated	the	fight	
against	sexual	violence	and	disappearances	of	Native	women	by	
exposing	and	picketing	the	mancamps	set	up	to	house	the	temporary	
workers	that	were	building	Line	3.	
At	the	same	time,	comrades	have	been	noticing	an	increase	in	high	
school	walkouts	in	defense	of	victims	of	sexual	harassment.	A	Google	
News	search	of	the	string	“high	school	sexual	harassment”	turns	up	
dozens	of	high	school	actions	in	towns	from	one	end	of	the	country	to	
another.	In	Connecticut	in	November	2021,	tech	school	students	walked	
out.	In	the	same	month	in	San	Francisco,	students	from	three	high	
schools	demonstrated	for	more	support	for	sexual	assault	survivors.	All	
of	these	examples	suggest	the	ways	that	collective	and	mass	action	can	
be	used	to	elevate	the	fight	against	sexual	violence	and	are	in	
contradiction	to	approaches	that	mistakenly	rely	on	the	courts	and	the	
racist	and	sexist	criminal	justice	system.	They	reinforce	our	
understanding	that	gender	violence	ultimately	must	be	fought	with	the	
methods	of	struggle	of	our	class	and	become	an	inextricable	part	of	our	
larger	political	struggle	to	end	the	capitalist	system.	
Social	Reproduction	Theory	
The	wave	of	teachers	strikes	that	began	in	2018,	the	episodic	and	
hard-fought	strikes	of	nurses	and	care	workers,	the	visibility	of	young	
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women	organizing	in	the	service	industry,	and	the	privatization	for	
profit	of	many	domestic	tasks	have	all	stirred	new	discussion	about	the	
relationships	between	women’s	paid	work	in	the	private	and	public	
sectors,	paid	domestic	work	by	women	of	color,	unpaid	domestic	work	
in	the	home,	and	the	way	that	the	regime	of	social	reproduction	shifts	
with	the	specifics	of	the	regime	of	production.	
Social	Reproduction	Theory	(SRT)	springs-out	of	an	expansion	of	
Marxist	economics	and	posits	that	capitalism	does	not	reproduce	the	
labor	power	required	to	perpetuate	itself.	In	other	words,	capitalism	
produces	goods	and	services	from	which	it	can	derive	profit	(extracted	
from	the	surplus	value	of	labor),	but	doesn’t	account	for	the	production	
of	workers.	Instead,	it	presupposes	the	labor	to	produce	workers	as	
necessary	labor.	Capitalism	does	little	to	provide	for	the	upkeep	of	
workers	and	only	very	partially	socializes	reproductive	labor.	Thus,	
women	are	tasked	with	supporting	the	continuation	of	capitalism	
through	biological	reproduction,	the	care	of	non-laborers	such	as	
children,	elderly,	or	people	with	illnesses,	and	unpaid	household	labor	
such	as	cooking	and	cleaning.	
Lack	of	bodily	autonomy	enforces	the	traditional	family	and	gender	
roles,	thereby	further	enforcing	a	capitalist	regime	of	social	
reproduction	based	on	women’s	and	LGBTQIA+	oppression.	At	the	same	
time,	the	drive	for	profit	always	works	to	erode	or	deny	social	
provisioning	such	as	paid	maternity	leave,	free	day	care,	socialized	
health	care,	or	other	social	benefits	that	the	United	States	lacks,	but	that	
encourages	or	supports	reproduction.	This	creates	a	contradiction	
wherein	birth	is	mandated	but	not	supported.	
The	capitalist	system	wants	to	have	it	both	ways:	It	wants	women	to	
have	children	to	reproduce	the	labor	force	(so	it	heavily	regulates	
reproductive	rights)	but	it	does	not	want	to	pay	fully	for	the	cost	of	
social	reproduction	of	labor	power.	The	abortion	fight	and	the	maternal	
health	fights	are	in	fact	class	fights	over	who	controls	the	reproductive	
power	of	the	working	class—the	ruling	class	and	the	state,	or	working-
class	women	and	their	families—our	class.	Our	demand	of	free	abortion	
on	demand	is	also	a	political	fight	against	this	process	of	domination	
and	commodification	of	women’s	bodies.	It	is	not	the	fight	to	“own”	our	
bodies	as	private	property;	it	is	the	fight	to	extract	our	bodies	and	our	
social	relations	from	those	relations	of	exchange	and	property	that	
dehumanize	us.	The	struggle	for	abortion	access	is	a	part	of	the	larger	
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movement	for	a	working-class	feminism,	taken	by	our	class	
organizations,	and	must	also	be	a	struggle	against	racism,	transphobia,	
ableism,	and	for	the	liberation	of	all	bodies	long	subjugated	by	
capitalism.	
In	the	last	several	years,	challenges	to	Marxist	social	reproduction	
theory	by	autonomists	like	Sylvia	Federici	have	been	effectively	
answered	by	Sue	Ferguson	and	other	scholars,	making	more	resources	
available	to	us	for	the	recruitment	of	radicalizing	young	and	working-
class	people	to	our	organization.	We	need	to	become	a	space	where	they	
can	learn	social	reproduction	theory,	a	theory	that	posits	exploitation	
and	oppression	as	inextricably	intertwined	phenomena	under	
capitalism	and	to	which	the	solution	is	socialism.	We	recognize	that	the	
continuing	attacks	on	reproductive	justice,	the	attacks	on	social	wage,	
and	attempts	to	make	those	oppressed	by	gender	ever	more	vulnerable	
are	at	the	center	of	the	class	struggle	today.	By	intervening	effectively	
from	our	bases	at	work	or	on	campus,	to	advance	the	mass	movement	in	
the	direction	of	united-front	mass	action,	we	can	demonstrate	to	the	
best	activists	the	whole	of	our	powerful	perspective	and	build	a	
revolutionary	socialist	organization	with	the	gender	composition	
capable	of	taking	the	fight	to	the	end.		
	

12.	LGBTQIA+	Struggles	Today	

The	general	crises	of	capitalism	and	developing	shifts	in	the	
imperialist	world	system	are	sharpening	the	attacks	on	Queer	people	in	
the	United	States.	The	developing	offensive	against	reproductive	
autonomy	and	abortion	rights	are	inseparable	from	the	growth	of	an	
anti-LGBTQIA+	wing	of	the	ruling	class	openly	organizing	around	a	
program	of	biological	essentialism	and	the	withholding	of	rights	and	
resources	from	Queer	people,	especially	Blacks	and	people	of	color.	In	
2021,	18	new	state	laws	were	passed	restricting	trans	rights	and	
enforcing	segregation	between	trans	and	cis	people	of	the	same	
genders.	That	is	the	greatest	number	of	anti-Queer	pieces	of	legislation	
introduced	in	any	year	in	recent	history.	An	indication	of	the	intentions	
of	this	reactionary	movement	is	given	by	the	over	250	anti-Queer	laws	
proposed,	with	2022	guaranteed	to	continue	the	trend.	
The	pandemic	has	had	a	particularly	devastating	effect	on	trans	
people.	Basic	medical	and	legal	service	providers	have	become	totally	
unresponsive	in	many	cases.	The	processes	for	accessing	government	
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services	ranging	from	housing	assistance	to	name	changes	have	become	
nearly	impossible	to	navigate	as	the	state	uses	COVI	as	a	means	to	
deepen	austerity	measures.	Similarly,	the	already-weak	U.S.	health-care	
system	has	left	many	trans	people,	particularly	at-risk	young	adults	and	
youth,	without	access	to	gender-affirming	therapies	and	medications.	
The	growing	far-right	movement	has	identified	trans	and	non-binary	
rights	as	a	potential	wedge	to	divide	the	working	class	and	weaken	the	
social	movements.	On	top	of	the	objective	crises	of	capitalism,	during	
which	there	has	been	a	reinforcement	of	the	nuclear	family	and	a	
tightening	grip	on	reproductive	autonomy,	right-wing	activists	and	
politicians	are	making	a	strategic	calculation	in	centering	gender	
diversity	in	the	current	“culture	wars.”	This	is	playing	out	through	laws	
on	the	one	hand	and	harassment,	discrimination,	and	violence	on	the	
other.	
In	their	majority,	the	Democratic	Party	leadership	claims	to	embrace	
defense	of	Queer	people,	but	their	practice	remains	one	of	inaction	and	
building	“trust”	in	the	legislative	and	electoral	systems.	Capital,	both	in	
production	and	land	ownership,	benefits	from	maintaining	Queer	
people	as	an	especially	precarious	section	of	the	working	class,	
regardless	of	the	“progressive”	ideas	of	individual	capitalists	and	
politicians.	For	this	fundamental	reason,	the	Democratic	Party	will	
remain	a	mostly	rhetorical	opposition	to	the	rising	tide	of	reactionary	
anti-LGBTQIA+	policies	and	cultural	turn	of	the	far	right.	
At	the	same	time,	due	to	the	long	years	of	organizing	by	Queer	people,	
there	is	also	a	new	openness	and	general	acceptance	of	LGBTQIA+	
identities,	especially	among	the	youth.	This	is	seen	especially	in	
movement	organizations,	where	a	rapidly	growing	number	of	activists	
identify	as	Queer.	It	is	also	an	essential	mobilizing	force	within	the	
social	movements	and	the	labor	movements.	The	now	classic	example	
showing	the	power	of	Queer	demands	was	the	massive,	countrywide	
Black	Trans	Lives	Matter	on	June	14,	2020,	which	was	followed	
immediately	by	a	ruling	formally	outlawing	discrimination	against	
LGBTQIA+	people	from	a	majority	conservative	Supreme	Court.	
The	demands	of	Queer	liberation	permeate	virtually	all	movement	
spaces,	increasing	Queer	visibility,	and	militancy	is	an	essential	part	of	
the	lived	experiences	of	radicalizing	people	today.	An	important	
reflection	of	this	fact	has	been	the	growth	of	a	radical	wing	of	the	
LGBTQIA+	movement	opposed	to	state	and	corporate	presence	in	
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demonstrations	like	Pride	Marches.	These	actions	and	organizations	are	
some	of	the	more	dynamic	and	programmatically	sharp	models	today.	
Continuing	to	develop	perspectives	on	and	connections	with	this	wing	
of	the	movement	is	essential	for	growing	our	organization	through	the	
recruitment	of	already-mobilizing	radical	Queer	activists.	We	should	
expect	a	number	of	important	demonstrations	in	every	major	city	this	
June	within	which	we	can	intervene	and	make	contacts.	A	modest	but	
important	example	was	the	joint	SR/BRS	book	table	at	the	Boston	Trans	
Resistance	March,	which	gained	over	100	new	contacts.	
It	is	impossible	to	achieve	full	and	permanent	liberation	for	the	
LGBTQIA+	communities	under	capitalism.	This	is	because	the	capitalist	
system	has	an	interest	in	ensuring	and	regulating	the	reproduction	of	
the	labor	force	that	keeps	the	profit	machine	going.	The	capitalist	
regime	of	social	reproduction	ensures	a	cheap	labor	force	based	on	
gender	roles	and	the	bourgeois	family	structure;	it	has	therefore	
historically	enforced	both	binary	gender	identities	and	heterosexuality	
as	a	norm,	discriminating	any	deviations	from	them.	It	incites	or	
condones	violence	against	LGBTQIA+	communities.	In	some	cases,	it	
denies	them	equal	political	social	rights	(such	as	health	care,	
immigration,	family	rights,	etc.),	and	in	other	cases,	as	we	have	shown	
with	the	trans	communities,	it	directly	criminalizes	them.	Companies	
have	tried	to	co-opt	the	movement	for	trans	rights	with	performative	
measures	but	the	fact	remains	that	the	whole	capitalist	class	benefits	
from	trans	exclusion	by	enforcing	regimes	of	precarity	on	trans	people.	
As	revolutionary	socialists,	we	believe	that	those	who	produce	with	
their	labor	and	their	bodies,	all	of	the	forms	and	sources	of	value	on	our	
society,	that	is	the	working	class,	are	those	who	can	radically	transform	
society	to	eliminate	all	forms	of	oppression	and	exploitation.	The	
working	class,	when	it	united	and	fights	in	large	mobilizations,	has	the	
political	agency	to	transform	our	society,	to	radically	transform	it	in	the	
sense	of	eliminating	the	root	cause	of	the	problem,	capitalism,	and	
replace	it	with	a	workers’	government	to	start	building	a	transition	to	
socialism.	
Concretely,	this	means	that	Queer	liberation	struggles	can	win	if	we	
manage	to	turn	them	into	the	spark	of	large-scale	solidarity	
mobilizations	where	other	working-class	sectors	can	join	in,	especially	
organized	labor.	We	must	fight	to	remove	corporations	and	cops	from	
Pride	events,	and	do	our	best	to	involve	the	organized	sectors	of	our	
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class	in	their	participation,	like	organizing	unions	or	student	
contingents,	etc.	We	must	convince	the	LGBTQIA+	community	to	
abandon	false	hope	in	the	Democratic	Party	and	the	“pro-equality”	
sections	of	the	capitalist	class,	an	instead	to	build	an	independent	
working-class	movement	fighting	for	real	solutions	to	the	problems	
facing	LGBTQIA+	people.	We	must	also	ensure	the	defense	of	Black	
Trans	women	and	other	oppressed	communities	in	the	Pride	and	other	
united-front	events.	
In	the	workplace	we	need	to	engage	in	and	be	the	champions	of	the	big	
and	the	molecular	shop	floor	struggles	against	LGBTQIA+	
discrimination.	Wherever	and	whenever	we	intervene,	we	must	make	
clear	that	we	fight	for	a	society	where	no	one	is	oppressed	for	their	
gender	or	sexual	preferences,	and	where	neither	the	state	nor	the	
economic	system	regulates	or	discriminates	according	to	one’s	gender	
expression	or	sexuality.	
	
13.	Native	American	and	First	Nations	Struggles	

The	Indigenous	Peoples	of	the	land	occupied	by	the	United	States	and	
Canada	face	severe	social	challenges,	which	stem	in	large	part	from	their	
historic	and	ongoing	oppression	at	the	hands	of	European	settler-
colonialism	and	settler-capitalism	over	the	last	500	years.	This	
oppression	had	the	goal	of	eliminating	indigenous	peoples	as	an	
obstacle	to	settler	rule	and	occupation	of	their	land.	
The	forms	of	this	oppression	have	varied	widely	over	time	and	place,	
even	if	with	the	same	goal	in	mind.	Indigenous	peoples	have	been	
subjected	to	countless	campaigns	of	genocide	and	forced	displacement,	
either	into	the	lands	of	other	Indigenous	peoples	or	marginal	land	
unwanted	by	settlers	in	the	form	of	reservations	and	reserves.	They	
have	seen	systematic	attempts	to	eliminate	their	religion,	traditions,	and	
culture.	Further,	they	have	been	subjected	to	non-stop	physical	violence,	
as	well	as	extreme	economic	and	social	discrimination.	
The	effects	of	ongoing	and	centuries-old	efforts	toward	expropriation	
and	elimination	are	myriad.	There	are	approximately	6.9	million	
Indigenous	people	in	the	land	currently	occupied	by	the	United	States,	
of	which	about	one	in	five	live	on	reservations.	The	average	life	
expectancy	of	Indigenous	peoples	is	5.5	years	below	the	national	
average.	The	infant	death	rate	is	60%	higher	than	the	U.S.	average;	40%	
of	on-reservation	housing	is	considered	sub-standard,	one	third	
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overcrowded,	and	16%	lack	indoor	plumbing.	The	high	school	
graduation	rate	is	just	69%	for	Native	youth	(53%	for	students	in	
Bureau	of	Indian	Education	schools)	compared	to	82%	as	the	U.S.	
average.	
The	trauma	and	psychological	effects	of	oppression	and	its	symptoms	
are	reflected	in	high	rates	of	alcoholism	and	drug	use,	sexual	abuse,	
suicide,	and	domestic	violence	within	Indigenous	communities.	The	
suicide	rate	among	Indigenous	people	is	the	highest	of	any	ethnic	group	
in	the	land	occupied	by	the	United	States.	This	is	particularly	severe	
among	youth,	with	the	suicide	rate	among	those	aged	15-24	committing	
suicide	at	a	rate	of	2.5	times	the	average	of	white	people.	Indigenous	
men	aged	15-19	kill	themselves	at	2.7	times	the	rate	of	white	males,	and	
women	at	5.2	times	the	rate	of	white	females.	
However,	Indigenous	peoples	continue	to	resist	settler-capitalism,	and	
display	resilience	in	preserving	and	rebuilding	traditional	practices.	
Communities	have	worked	to	rebuild	fluency	in	their	language,	
familiarity	with	religious	traditions,	and	cultural	practices,	which	can	
help	heal	trauma.	At	the	same	time,	they	have	taken	the	lead	in	pushing	
back	against	oppression	and	the	continuing	destruction	and	invasion	of	
their	land.	
Settler	and	police	violence	
Indigenous	people	continue	to	be	subjected	to	an	especially	high	
degree	of	violence	from	various	sectors	of	settler	society.	They	are	the	
target	of	severe	police	oppression,	reflected	in	statistics	showing	that	
they	are	12%	more	likely	to	be	murdered	by	law	enforcement	than	
Black	people,	and	over	three	times	as	likely	as	white	people,	in	addition	
to	being	incarcerated	at	over	twice	the	rate	of	white	people.	
Indigenous	women	continue	to	be	hit	particularly	hard;	61%	of	
Indigenous	women,	2.5	times	greater	than	any	other	ethnicity,	have	
been	assaulted	in	their	lifetime,	and	34%	have	been	victims	of	rape.	The	
murder	rate	for	American	Indigenous	women	is	2.8x	that	of	white	
women,	and	the	third	leading	cause	of	death	among	those	10-24	years	
of	age.	In	55%	of	cases	of	assault,	and	57%	of	rape	cases,	the	victim	
described	the	perpetrator	as	white.	
The	acceptability	of	violence	toward	Indigenous	people,	especially	by	
law	enforcement,	is	highlighted	by	a	case	in	Idaho	last	year.	In	
November	2021,	Bingham	County	Sheriff	Craig	Rowland	ran	out	of	his	
house	after	a	passing	car	that	he	didn’t	recognize,	pulled	the	driver	out	
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by	the	hair,	shoved	a	gun	in	their	face	while	screaming	profanities,	and	
threatened	to	kill	them,	only	to	discover	they	were	a	white	woman	with	
a	Mormon	youth	group.	When	confronted	by	investigators,	he	justified	
his	actions	by	declaring,	“I	have	had	drunk	Indians	drive	down	my	cul-
de-sac.	...	I’ve	had	drunk	Indians	come	to	my	door.	I	live	just	off	the	
reservation;	we	have	a	lot	of	reservation	people	around	us	that	are	not	
good	people.”	His	actions,	he	obviously	believed,	would	have	been	
entirely	justified	if	he	had	assaulted	an	Indigenous	person,	rather	than	a	
white	woman.	
That	this	is	the	case	is	reflected	in	the	statement	by	the	Shoshone-
Bannock	Tribes	Attorney	that	“local	law	enforcement	has	a	long	history	
of	violent	criminal	conduct	towards	tribal	community	members,	
stemming	back	decades.	Race	relations	between	local	law	enforcement	
has	been	controversial	and	sometimes	violent.”	Despite	the	fact	that	the	
Shoshone-Bannock	Tribes	have	faced	police	violence	against	members	
for	decades,	only	this	story,	involving	assault	against	a	white	woman,	
received	the	attention	it	did.	
Indigenous	activists	across	the	continent	are	pushing	back	against	
settler	violence.	They	have	arranged	marches	and	protests	to	draw	
attention	to	settler-colonial	violence	and	missing	and	murdered	
Indigenous	women,	and	demand	that	it	be	addressed.	They	have	joined	
and	arranged	solidarity	actions	with	BLM	protests,	which	face	similar	
oppression	at	the	hands	of	police.	Further,	resistance	to	the	
construction	of	“man	camps”	for	settler	labor	brought	in	to	destroy	
Indigenous	land,	has	been	one	of	the	key	planks	of	opposition	to	the	
construction	of	pipelines	and	extractive	infrastructure	through	
Indigenous	communities.	These	“man	camps”	bring	with	them	a	massive	
increase	of	physical	and	sexual	violence,	particularly	toward	Indigenous	
women,	which	leaves	scars	long	after	they	are	abandoned.	Moving	
forward,	our	party	must	do	all	we	can	to	support	these	struggles	and	
build	movements	capable	of	fighting	back	against	settler-capitalist	
violence.	
Residential,	industrial,	and	“Indian”	boarding	schools.	
Compulsory	removal	of	Indigenous	children	into	boarding	schools,	
intended	to	separate	them	from	their	families	and	cultures,	served	as	a	
major	form	of	Indigenous	oppression	in	the	United	States	and	Canada	
beginning	in	the	1870s.	With	the	goal	of	eliminating	Indigenous	peoples,	
these	institutions	systematically	attempted	to	deprive	Indigenous	
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children	of	their	languages,	cultures,	religion,	and	basic	identities.	In	
these	schools,	children	were	subjected	to	brutal	discipline	and	work	
routines,	dismal	living	conditions,	and	a	barrage	of	verbal,	physical,	and	
sexual	abuse—all	in	the	name	of	“civilizing	the	native”	so	that	they	could	
be	assimilated	into	the	lowest	rungs	of	white-dominated	society,	if	they	
even	survived.	
On	May	29,	2021,	newspapers	in	the	U.S.	and	around	the	world	began	
reporting	on	the	“discovery”	of	215	child	graves	at	the	Kamloops	Indian	
Residential	School	in	British	Columbia,	an	institution	that	was	open	
until	1978.	Since	then,	1500	child	graves	have	been	discovered	at	eight	
of	the	130	total	residential	schools,	including	751	at	Marieval	Indian	
Residential	School	alone.	More	than	150,000	First	Nations,	Métis,	and	
Inuit	children	were	placed	in	residential	schools	between	the	1870s	and	
1996,	of	which	at	least	6000	(and	most	likely	many	more)	died.	
On	July	1,	2021,	massive	Cancel	Canada	Day	marches	were	held	across	
Canada	to	draw	attention	to	the	genocidal	and	oppressive	nature	of	the	
Canadian	State,	inspired	in	large	part	by	these	discoveries.	Demands	
included	replacing	Canada	Day	with	a	day	honoring	BIPOC,	women,	and	
LGBTQIA+	people	murdered	by	the	Canadian	state;	the	return	of	land	to	
Indigenous	people;	Indigenous	sovereignty;	addressing	the	
disappearance	and	murder	of	Indigenous	women;	the	end	of	police	
violence	toward	Indigenous	people;	and	church	and	state	reparations.	
On	Sept.	30,	2021,	Canada	held	its	first	federally	recognized	Truth	and	
Reconciliation	Day	to	acknowledge	the	genocidal	reality	of	the	
residential	schools.	The	date	was	an	occasion	for	an	accounting	of	the	
government’s	actual	implementation	of	the	94	calls	to	action	laid	out	in	
the	2015	“Truth	and	Reconciliation	Report.”	As	of	January	2022,	only	13	
had	been	completed	and	20	projects	were	not	yet	begun.	This,	when	
even	the	recommendations	of	the	TRC	(a	federal	government	
commission)	fall	far	short	of	what	would	need	to	be	done	to	address	the	
legacy	of	the	Residential	Schools	and	ongoing	settler-capitalist	
oppression.	
According	to	the	press,	and	a	large	number	of	elders	and	knowledge	
keepers,	Indigenous	people	in	Canada	are	experiencing	collective	pain	
and	trauma	due	to	the	experience	with	the	schools.	Survivors	and	their	
families	are	coming	forward	in	large	numbers	to	document	other	
stories.	Bryon	Joseph	of	the	Residential	School	Survivors	Alliance	
demanded	that	the	federal	government	and	the	Roman	Catholic	Church	
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take	action	to	heal	and	provide	support	for	all	those	families	adversely	
affected.	
Our	new	party	should	collaborate	with	our	comrade	Taytyn,	who	is	a	
resident	of	Saskatoon,	Saskatchewan,	and	the	author	of	“Canada's	
Residential	Schools	and	Settler-Capitalism	Strived	to	Eliminate	
Indigenous	People”	(Socialist	Resurgence,	March	26,	2021)	to	determine	
the	best	response	in	solidarity	with	those	working	on	this	issue.	
The	Kamloops	news	story	prompted	CNN	to	ask,	“How	many	died	in	
U.S.	boarding	schools?”	According	to	a	May	30	USA	Today	article	
referencing	the	Native	American	Boarding	School	Healing	Coalition	
(https://boardingschoolhealing.org/resource-database-center/),	there	
were	350	Native	American	boarding	schools	across	30	states,	and	their	
practice	was	“to	implement	cultural	genocide	through	the	removal	and	
reprogramming	of	American	Indian	and	Alaska	Native	children.”	The	
U.S.	Secretary	of	the	Interior,	Deb	Haaland,	has	ordered	a	federal	task	
force	to	investigate	the	Native	children’s	deaths	south	of	the	Canadian	
border.	However,	the	real	work,	which	is	being	carried	out	by	
Indigenous	activists,	should	be	popularized	by	our	new	party	as	part	of	
our	effort	to	support	reparations	and	demands	for	Land	Back.	
The	relationship	between	U.S.	residential	schools	and	land	theft	was	
recently	made	plain	by	historian	Brenda	J.	Child,	a	descendant	of	Ojibwe	
grandparents,	in	an	editorial	in	the	Aug.	27,	2021,	Washington	Post:	“…	
the	U.S.	schools	had	a	very	specific	purpose:	They	helped	the	
government	acquire	Indian	lands.	Beginning	with	Carlisle	in	
Pennsylvania	in	1879	and	ending	with	the	Sherman	Institute	in	
California	in	1903,	the	U.S.	government	operated	25	off-reservation	
boarding	schools.	(Some	religious	denominations	also	opened	their	own	
mission	schools.)	At	the	same	time,	a	massive	dispossession	took	place	
in	the	form	of	the	General	Allotment	Act,	which	authorized	the	president	
to	survey	and	divide	Indian	lands.	Boarding	schools,	designed	to	re-
educate	Indian	youth	who	would	no	longer	have	a	tribal	homeland,	
went	hand	in	hand	with	this	genocidal	policy.”	Once	again,	Indigenous	
oppression	is	tied	directly	to	the	theft	and	occupation	of	their	land.	
Our	new	party	should	embrace	efforts	by	Indigenous	activists	in	the	
U.S.	to	use	the	new	attention	to	the	nature	of	residential	schools	to	
advance	the	discussion	of	and	for	reparations	for	boarding	school	
survivors	in	the	United	States,	the	nature	of	ongoing	settler-capitalist	
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oppression	of	indigenous	peoples,	and	to	educate	around	the	meaning	
of	the	demand	for	Land	Back.	
Pipelines,	extractivism,	and	climate	
The	Native	American-led	struggle	against	extractivism	and	pipelines	
and	for	land	sovereignty	continues	to	develop	and	inspire	the	broader	
climate	justice	movement.	Despite	recent	repression	and	high-profile	
arrests	carried	out	by	the	RCMP,	the	Wet’suwet’en	land	protectors	in	
British	Columbia	continued	the	struggle	against	Coastal	GasLink,	
returning	to	blockade	the	pipeline	in	December	2021.	After	a	tactical	
retreat	in	late	December	from	the	pipeline	to	their	camp,	the	hereditary	
chiefs	reasserted	their	authority	over	22,000	square	kilometers	of	the	
nation's	traditional	territory,	an	area	recognized	as	unceded	by	the	
Supreme	Court	of	Canada	in	a	1997	decision.	In	2020,	their	heroism	
inspired	allies	to	assist	by	blockading	railroads	across	the	settler	state.	
Their	steadfastness	will	continue	to	be	a	factor	in	the	calculations	of	
what	is	possible	in	the	whole	of	the	North	American	continent.	
In	October	2021,	Indigenous	activists	linked	with	the	fight	against	the	
Enbridge	Line	3	led	a	week	of	actions	in	Washington,	D.C.	under	the	
umbrella	of	People	vs.	Fossil	Fuels.	On	Oct.	14,	an	occupation	of	the	
Bureau	of	Indian	Affairs,	an	action	in	homage	to	the	1972	occupation	
during	which	the	American	Indian	Movement	issued	their	historic	20	
Point	Program,	presented	the	following	demands	to	the	president	of	the	
United	States:	
-Abolition	of	the	Bureau	of	Indian	Affairs	
-Restoration	of	110	million	acres	(450,000	km2)	of	land	taken	away	
from	Native	nations	
-Bring	home	our	children	buried	at	your	residential	schools	
-Restoration	of	treaty-making	(ended	by	Congress	in	1871)	
-Establishment	of	a	treaty	commission	to	make	new	treaties	(with	
sovereign	Native	nations)	
-Land	Back	
-Water	Back	
-Honor	the	treaties	
-No	new	leases	for	oil	and	gas	or	extractive	industry	on	public	lands	
-Free,	prior,	and	informed	consent	
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-Reclaim	and	affirm	health,	housing,	employment,	economic	
development,	and	education	for	all	Indigenous	people	
-Restoration	of	terminated	rights	
-Repeal	of	state	jurisdiction	on	Native	nations	
-Federal	protection	for	offenses	against	Indians	
The	Indigenous	struggle	and	the	Indigenous	leadership	in	the	climate	
justice	movement	are	central	to	the	current	moment	of	movement	
building	in	the	United	States.	This	is	as	a	result	of	a	combination	of	a	
traditional	understanding	of	the	correct	relationship	with	the	
environment	and	being	subjected	to	the	worst	of	ecological	destruction	
under	capitalism,	as	their	as	yet	unstolen	land	is	invaded	for	resource	
and	fossil	fuel	extraction	and	transportation	or	used	as	a	dumping	
ground	for	waste.	For	these	reasons,	we	should	expect	them	to	continue	
to	provide	much	of	the	vanguard	in	the	struggle	for	ecological	
sustainability,	food	sovereignty,	and	climate	justice.	
Toward	further	discussion	

The	ubiquity	of	past	and	ongoing	land	theft,	and	of	demands	for	
sovereignty,	return	of	the	land	and	water,	and	consent	for	land	use	on	
the	part	of	Indigenous	activists,	reported	in	each	of	the	above	sections,	
reflects	both	past	and	ongoing	land	theft’s	centrality	in	Indigenous	
oppression,	and	an	awareness	on	the	part	of	Indigenous	people	that	this	
is	the	case.	The	inseparability	of	the	issue	of	continuing	occupation	of	
Indigenous	land	and	Indigenous	oppression	is	an	issue	that	we	will	need	
to	develop	an	understanding	of	as	a	merged	organization.	Neither	of	our	
founding	organizations	have	yet	had	the	benefit	of	a	literary	discussion	
that	can	lay	the	foundation	for	the	development	of	a	full	revolutionary	
socialist	perspective	on	the	struggle	in	the	U.S.	and	Canada.	This	needs	
to	be	on	our	agenda.	This	literacy	discussion	will	only	advance	the	
degree	to	which	we	can	simultaneously	take	advantage	of	every	opening	
to	learn	from	the	contemporary	struggle	through	solidarity	activities	
and	attempt	to	organize	responses	to	indigenous	calls	for	action.	
	

14.	Solidarity	with	Puerto	Rico	

The	2016	PROMESA	bill	under	the	Obama	administration	established	
a	Fiscal	Control	Board	(formally	known	as	the	Financial	Oversight	and	
Management	Board,	FOMBR)	to	“restructure”	Puerto	Rico’s	$73	billion	
debt.	The	result	was	a	massive	austerity	project	that	tried	to	cripple	the	
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working	class	on	the	island	and	in	the	diaspora.	Under	Obama	the	
struggle	for	self-determination	and	independence	in	Puerto	Rico	was	re-
ignited,	with	marches	and	mass	actions	that	not	only	demanded	the	
repeal	of	PROMESA	but	also	called	for	and	won	the	freedom	of	political	
prisoner	and	Puerto	Rican	independence	fighter	Oscar	López	
Rivera.	The	Trump	administration	continued	the	policy	of	the	fiscal	
control	board	and	deepened	the	austerity,	using	the	horrific	hurricanes	
and	earthquakes	that	have	continuously	ravaged	the	island	in	the	past	
five	years.		
While	the	2018-19	teachers’	strikes	are	common	knowledge	in	the	U.S.	
labor	movement,	lesser	known	is	the	teachers’	movement	in	Puerto	Rico	
during	the	same	period	in	the	wake	of	Hurricane	Maria.	Union	members	
organized	with	students	and	their	families,	using	school	occupations,	
boycotting	standardized	exams	(exam	scores	were	the	basis	for	
converting	public	schools	to	charter	schools),	and	striking	to	prevent	
the	closing	of	more	than	300	hundred	schools.	This	fightback	happened	
in	the	context	of	the	broader	opposition	to	the	Fiscal	Control	Board	and	
the	resulting	push	to	privatize	education	and	the	electric	grid.		
The	year	2019	saw	an	even	greater	explosion	of	popular	opposition	on	
the	island,	as	hundreds	of	thousands	took	to	the	streets,	demanding	that	
Governor	Ricky	Rosselló	step	down	after	his	sexist	and	homophobic	
comments	were	made	public.	The	mass	marches	and	rallies	were	led	
primarily	by	women	and	the	LGBTQIA+	community,	who	have	been	
deeply	affected	by	a	wave	of	femicides	and	homophobic	attacks.	The	
actions	against	Rosselló	also	explicitly	included	the	demands	against	the	
Fiscal	Control	Board	and	austerity.	Popular	singers	like	Bad	Bunny,	
Residente,	iLe,	and	Ricky	Martin	were	moved	into	action	and	joined	
people	in	the	streets	during	the	movement	that	brought	down	the	
governor.	
In	October	2021,	the	current	governor	of	Puerto	Rico,	Pedro	Pierluisi,	
signed	into	law	PC	1003,	which	restructures	the	debt	in	the	context	of	
the	Fiscal	Control	Board	and	sets	up	multi-generational	austerity	
measures.	Angel	Rodriquez,	president	of	the	Puerto	Rican	University	
Professors	Association,	said:	

It	is	not	a	debt-restructuring	plan.	It’s	a	plan	to	strangle	the	
working	class	of	Puerto	Rico.	It	is	a	plan	to	eliminate	the	
University	of	Puerto	Rico.	It’s	a	plan	to	end	pensions.	It’s	a	plan	
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to	end	Puerto	Rico’s	working	class	and	the	needs	of	the	poor	
sections	of	Puerto	Rico.		

Activists	responded	with	protests	at	the	Capitol	building,	and	students	
at	eight	of	the	11	University	of	Puerto	Rio	campuses	carried	out	short-
term	strikes.	More	than	3000	students	at	UPR-Mayaguez	called	for	an	
indefinite	strike.	Alondra	Belaval,	co-secretary	of	the	Youth	Wing	of	the	
Puerto	Rican	Independence	Party,	said,	“This	is	only	the	beginning.	The	
youth	are	organizing	a	national	movement	at	the	archipelago	level	to	
construct	the	country	we	deserve.”		
Puerto	Ricans	are	fighting	vigorously	on	many	fronts	for	the	right	to	
determine	their	own	future	in	a	real	way.	Recent	referendums	on	
statehood	like	the	one	in	2020	were	non-binding	and	only	presented	a	
skewed	question	to	turn	out	the	base	of	the	pro-statehood	ruling	New	
Progressive	Party	(NPP).	There	has	been	no	real	path	for	self-
determination	in	Puerto	Rico—which	will	only	be	won	through	mass	
struggle.	While	election	turnout	has	been	low	and	the	NPP	won	with	a	
small	margin	of	victory,	there	is	growing	sentiment	for	independence	on	
the	island.	This	was	reflected	in	an	increase	in	votes	for	the	social	
democratic	Puerto	Rican	Independence	Party,	the	anti-colonial	Citizen’s	
Victory	Movement,	and	the	Project	Dignity	Party.	More	voters	came	out	
for	these	three	groups	combined	than	they	did	for	the	mainstream	NPP	
and	PPD	parties.		
Today,	as	the	electric	grid	begins	to	be	privatized,	with	the	power	
company	Luma	taking	over	from	the	PREPA	(Puerto	Rican	Electric	
Power	Authority),	unions,	alluding	to	the	2019	mobilizations,	are	
threatening	to	“paralyze”	the	island	with	strikes	if	the	government	
doesn’t	end	the	destructive	contract.		
Puerto	Rico	should	play	a	prominent	role	in	our	solidarity	and	
propaganda	efforts.		We	must	champion	the	calls	for	the	U.S.	
government	to	provide	immediate	and	sufficient	aid	to	rebuild	Puerto	
Rico	in	the	wake	of	damage	from	Hurricane	Maria,	in	September	2017,	
and	subsequent	hurricanes	and	earthquakes—as	well	as	for	COVID	
relief.	We	must	also	call	on	Congress	to	cancel	the	island’s	$72	billion	
debt	burden	so	that	Puerto	Ricans	can	focus	on	rebuilding	their	
communities	instead	of	having	to	first	pay	the	vulture	funds.	
In	Connecticut,	Philadelphia,	New	York	City,	and	Western	
Massachusetts,	there	are	prominent	diaspora	communities	that	have	
deep	roots	in	solidarity	struggles.	Our	members	have	long	participated	
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in	solidarity	actions.	We’ve	interviewed	independence	activists,	
marched	in	Puerto	Rican	Day	parade	contingents,	and	featured	Puerto	
Rican	speakers	in	webinars	and	in	our	“The	Solution	is	Socialism	
conferences.”	Annual	Puerto	Rican	Day	parades	in	New	York	City,	
Philadelphia,	Hartford,	and	Boston	provide	opportunities	for	our	
members	to	collaborate	with	independistas	in	the	diaspora	and	with	
those	Puerto	Rican	youth	leading	contingents	and	campaigns	for	climate	
justice	and	for	freedom	for	political	prisoners.	In	that	way,	we	can	share	
our	views	in	support	of	self-determination	for	Puerto	Rico,	up	to	and	
including	independence,	and	for	a	socialist	Caribbean.		
	
15.	The	State	of	the	U.S.	Left	

The	current	constellation	of	left-wing	organizations	in	the	United	
States	is	in	a	state	of	contradiction.	
On	the	one	hand,	the	pressures	of	40	years	of	working-class	defeats	
and	austerity	are	pushing	forward	a	new	radicalization	of	young	people	
and	increasing	combativity	for	U.S.	workers.	This	has	been	accelerated	
by	the	novel	coronavirus	pandemic	and	more	recent	instances	of	
betrayal	by	bosses,	landlords,	and	the	state,	so	that	organic	class	
consciousness	appears	to	be	at	a	relatively	high	point	in	the	U.S.	
Examples	abound,	including	the	increasing	use	of	the	strike,	new	and	
more	concentrated	pushes	for	unionizing	unorganized	workplaces,	and	
an	open	embrace	of	anti-capitalist	language	and	identity	by	large	
sections	of	young	people.	
On	the	other	hand,	no	political	tendency	with	a	program	and	strategy	
capable	of	consolidating	a	class-struggle	left	wing	within	the	labor	and	
social	movements	currently	exists.	Instead,	radicalizing	young	people	
are	mainly	confronted	by	eclecticism	in	theory	and	opportunism	in	
practice.	The	most	developed	organizational	form	of	this	trend	is	the	
Democratic	Socialists	of	America	(DSA).	
The	DSA	has	been	on	the	scene	since	1982,	as	the	product	of	a	merger	
between	Michael	Harrington’s	Democratic	Socialist	Organizing	
Committee	and	the	smaller	New	American	Movement,	which	had	
incorporated	a	group	of	ex-Communist	Party	members	and	various	
elements	from	the	New	Left	of	the	1960s.	The	DSA	began	as	an	explicitly	
class-collaborationist	organization	with	ties	to	a	section	of	the	union	
bureaucracy.	The	position	of	the	organization	from	its	founding	to	today	
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has	been	for	“realignment”	of	the	Democratic	Party	through	strategic	
support	of	politicians	running	on	its	ballot	line	and	within	its	apparatus.	
The	effects	of	the	mass	radicalization	on	the	DSA	have	been	profound	
in	what	they	tell	us	about	the	current	moment,	but	unfortunately	they	
fall	sorely	short	of	developing	a	vanguard	organization.	In	the	first	place,	
the	tens	of	thousands	of	eager	young	people	who	have	been	willing	to	
“put	their	money	where	their	mouth	is”	by	becoming	dues-paying	
members	of	a	socialist	organization	are	in	themselves	an	important	
metric	of	developing	interest	in	independent	politics.	It	is	an	
indisputable	fact	that	there	are	now	more	cities,	towns,	and	campuses	
with	an	explicitly	“socialist”	organization	than	there	have	been	in	many	
years.		
Second,	the	DSA	conventions	since	the	initial	influx	of	new	members	
into	the	organization	in	2016-2017	adopted	a	number	of	important	new	
positions	for	the	DSA	that	speak	to	the	fundamental	ideas	embraced	by	
this	generation	of	young	activists.	These	included	support	for	open	
borders,	Palestinian	liberation,	and	abolishing	the	carceral	state.	
Lastly,	there	is	a	genuine	and	important	desire	to	“do	something”	
burning	through	DSA’s	ranks.	The	general	thrust	of	this	energy	has	been	
pushed	towards	elections,	but	there	are	various	moments	of	campaigns	
breaking	through	despite	the	general	orientation	of	the	organization.	
The	“anti-electoral”	trends	have	largely	coalesced	into	“base-building”-
type	work,	e.g.,	“mutual	aid,”	tenant	organizing,	etc.,	which	coexist	with	
the	Democratic	Party	campaigns.	
An	analysis	of	the	political	trajectory	of	the	main	lines	of	development	
within	the	DSA	tells	a	story	of	desire	for	militancy	clashing	with	
objective	limitations	of	what	is	possible	for	a	group	tied	by	the	hip	to	the	
Democratic	Party.	One	cultural	representation	is	the	relatively	large	
number	of	DSA	members	who	personally	identify	with	the	legacies	of	
revolutionary	socialism.	This	is	exemplified	by	utilization	of	the	
aesthetics	of	historic	workers’	states;	the	invocation	of	Bolsheviks	and	
other	revolutionaries	in	social	media	handles;	and	study	groups	based	
around	the	works	of	Marx,	Lenin,	Mao,	etc.	within	DSA	chapters.	At	the	
same	time,	there	is	almost	universal,	if	somewhat	disgruntled,	
agreement	with	the	strategy	of	continuing	to	run	and	support	
Democratic	Party	politicians.	There	is	also	very	little	movement	from	
the	group	in	the	direction	of	mass	mobilizations,	even	on	the	more	
“popular”	aspects	of	their	program	like	Medicare	for	All.	
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Two	recent	trends	within	the	DSA	worth	noting	are	an	adoption	of	
basically	Stalinist	positions	on	international	questions	and	extreme	
public	factionalism.	The	state	of	petty	and	public	in-fighting	between	
DSA	leaders	and	members	on	social	media	also	reflects	a	deeper	reality	
within	the	resurgent	left,	namely	a	high	level	of	impressionism	and	
apolitical	maneuvering.	
The	backpedaling	on	DSA’s	international	positions	has	accelerated	
since	the	2021	convention,	which	adopted	a	number	of	resolutions	
explicitly	aligning	the	DSA	with	“progressive”	governing	parties	around	
the	world	and	featured	former	Brazilian	President	Dilma	Rousseff	as	an	
invited	speaker.	In	the	period	since	the	convention,	various	leaders	of	
the	organization	have	expressed	uncritical	support	for	Gabriel	Boric	in	
Chile	and	Xiomara	Castro	in	Honduras,	placing	the	DSA	on	the	right	
wing	of	some	of	the	most	important	social	movements	of	the	day.	
Electoral	successes	of	vaguely	“left”	or	“progressive”	broad	parties	and	
class-collaborationist	parties	are	upheld	as	key	to	moving	an	upsurge	
toward	the	goal	of	permanent	social	change.	
This	general	abstention	from	social	movement	struggles	and	the	
concurrent	turn	toward	support	of	reformist	and	“progressive”	
bourgeois	governments	as	a	counter-weight	to	U.S.	imperialism	in	the	
semi-colonies,	especially	Latin	America,	is	a	potential	primer	for	a	
relatively	large	turnover	from	the	DSA	into	existing	“Marxist-Leninist”	
organizations,	for	example,	FRSO	(Freedom	Road	Socialist	
Organization).	The	small	political	differences	between	the	groups	are	
quickly	vanishing,	with	the	exception	that	the	Maoist-influenced	
organizations	have	more	of	an	emphasis	on	action.	
Still,	rank-and-file	DSAers	and	even	some	of	the	more	active	
“leadership”	members	should	be	seen	as	potential	recruits	to	our	
movement,	with	the	biggest	focus	of	discussion	on	class	independence,	
revolutionary	internationalism,	and	what	it	means	to	build	a	combat	
party	in	this	conjuncture.	As	the	DSA	continues	to	violently	convulse	
over	political	vacillations,	we	can	expect	a	broad	layer	of	members	to	
become	more	interested	in	joining	our	party	through	patient	
explanation,	non-sectarianism,	and	leading	by	example	in	the	social	
movements.	
The	existence	of	the	DSA	has	acted	as	a	gravitational	pull	for	other	
organizations.	Socialist	Alternative,	Socialist	Revolution	(IMT),	
Solidarity,	and	many	layers	of	the	ex-ISO	have	entered	or	dissolved	into	
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the	group.	At	the	same	time,	some	former	militants	of	the	ISO	have	
avoided	joining	the	DSA	and	continue	to	organize	independently	as	
revolutionary	socialists,	including	comrades	organizing	in	the	RSN,	the	
RSOP,	and	comrades	affiliated	with	Tempest.	As	these	militants	are	
committed	to	revolutionary	socialism,	democratic	organizing	practices,	
and	share	compatible	views	regarding	the	strategic	importance	of	both	
labor	and	anti-oppression	work,	these	groups	are	candidates	for	
collaboration	and	regroupment.	
The	present	moment	is	very	favorable	to	collaboration	on	a	broad	
basis	between	groups	on	a	class	basis.	There	is	much	to	gain	from	
conducting	ourselves	in	a	way	that	is	principled,	non-sectarian,	and	
oriented	towards	action.	The	task	of	building	a	real	class-struggle	left	
wing	in	the	labor	and	social	movements	is	simultaneously	one	of	
potential	recomposition	of	socialist	forces	as	old,	failed	perspectives	are	
exposed	in	their	inadequacy	in	the	face	of	immense	opposition	and	
opportunity.	
By	going	deeper	into	the	class,	developing	coalitions	of	action	
independent	of	the	Democratic	Party,	and	providing	sharp	analysis	and	
programmatic	interventions	in	movement	debates	and	in	our	press,	our	
organization	can	give	real	examples	of	the	type	of	activities	necessary	to	
move	forward	with	the	heightening	class	struggle.	Only	in	this	way,	
through	building	united-front-type	coalitions,	developing	a	real	class-
struggle	presence	in	the	trade	unions,	and	having	a	clear	program	
connecting	the	present	conditions	with	the	revolutionary	overthrow	of	
capitalism	can	we	move	out	of	our	current	narrow	milieu	toward	both	
real	regroupment	and	leadership	of	the	class.		
	
16.	Conclusion:	The	Importance	of	our	Fusion	and	Building	the	
U.S.	section	of	the	IWL-FI	

Our	political	resolution	has	outlined	the	importance	of	today’s	
conjuncture	as	a	combination	of	the	multiple	crises	of	capitalism	that	
are	aggravating	one	another.	It	has	also	reviewed	the	significance	of	
working-class	resistance	and	the	opportunities	that	exist	to	advance	the	
fight	for	socialism	and	to	build	a	revolutionary	party.	Our	fusion	takes	
on	a	particular	significance	in	this	national	and	international	
conjuncture	because	a	principled	and	democratic	revolutionary	
organization	centered	in	the	working	class	and	its	struggles—with	a	
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firm	ground	in	Marxist	theory	and	the	tactical	flexibility	to	intervene	in	
struggles—is	crucially	missing	today.	
We	believe	that	the	U.S.	working	class	has	great	revolutionary	
potential	because	of	its	own	history	of	struggles,	especially	the	struggles	
of	its	oppressed	sectors,	and	also	because	it	is	increasingly	composed	of	
workers	coming	from	all	over	the	world.	It	is	a	huge	challenge,	but	also	a	
tremendous	opportunity,	to	build	a	bilingual	(and	hopefully	multi-
lingual)	revolutionary	organization	that	can	tap	in	and	connect	the	
struggles	of	workers	from	different	national,	cultural,	and	racial	
backgrounds	against	the	imperialist	system	that	oppresses	and	exploits	
them.	Such	an	endeavor	however,	cannot	be	successfully	undertaken	
alone,	and	the	building	of	the	IWL-FI	as	our	International	is	also	a	key	
task	for	the	next	period.	
This	fusion	is	the	result	of	continued	joint	work	by	comrades	in	WV	
and	SR	for	the	past	decade	in	several	areas	of	the	class	struggle	(i.e.,	the	
antiwar	and	women’s	liberation	movements)	and	of	regular	
programmatic	discussions,	with	written	documents,	since	the	spring	of	
2020—the	two	pillars	of	our	method	for	regroupment.	We	have	reached	
agreement	on	the	most	important	points,	though	we	have	some	
programmatic	and	theoretical	differences	we	need	to	continue	
discussing	(such	as	Cuba),	and	we	are	certain	that	more	issues	will	come	
up	for	discussion	as	we	continue	our	work	in	the	same	party.	
The	fact	is	that	the	IWL-FI	is	itself	in	the	midst	of	major	theoretical	and	
programmatic	debates,	which	is	the	healthy	sign	of	a	living	organization	
engaged	both	with	Marxist	theory	and	the	class	struggle.	We	believe	
we’ve	established	a	solid	methodology	and	relations	of	trust	that	will	
allow	us	to	carry	out	the	discussion	of	political	differences,	while	
multiplying	our	capacity	for	activity	and	programmatic	and	theoretical	
elaboration.	While	acknowledging	our	limitations,	we	believe	we	can	
combine	the	strengths	of	both	our	traditions.	This	is	because	we	believe	
in	building	a	collective	leadership	and	to	continue	learning,	with	both	
enthusiasm	and	humility.	
We	are	also	aware	that	our	fusion	is	happening	within	a	broader	
process	of	regroupment	and	reorganization	of	the	socialist	left	in	the	
United	States.	We	must	distinguish	these	two	dynamics	although	they	
are	intertwined.	In	using	the	terms	“reorganization”	or	“recomposition,”	
we	refer	to	the	ongoing	process	of	splits,	dissolutions,	fusions,	and	
formations	of	new	socialist	organizations,	which	began	in	2016.	That	is	
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a	basic	characteristic	of	our	period,	in	which	the	organized	left	has	
broken	from	the	relative	stability	of	the	political	landscape	that	has	
existed	for	decades.	As	always,	such	developments	are	the	symptom	of	a	
change	in	the	political	mood—one	of	the	more	or	less	immediate	effects	
of	the	class	struggle.	We	must	understand	the	factors	and	motivations	
driving	this	process	so	we	can	participate	fully	in	it.	
Moments	of	reorganization	of	the	vanguard,	especially	when	they	
involve	cadre,	are	tremendous	opportunities	to	build	the	party.	These	
periods	simply	mean	that	the	existing	organizations	were	not	adequate	
and	useful	anymore,	and	that	new	organizations	must	be	created.	We	
must	intervene	in	that	process	to	offer	our	organization	as	a	way	to	
build	the	alternative	that	is	needed	to	begin	addressing	the	existing	
crisis	of	leadership.	
As	this	resolution’s	section	on	“The	State	of	the	U.S.	Left”	indicates,	
there	have	been	major	developments	in	the	political	landscape	of	
working-class	organizations	in	this	country	in	the	past	four	years,	the	
most	important	being	the	exponential	growth	of	a	social-democratic	
formation,	the	DSA,	(both	unexpected	and	unseen	in	the	U.S.	for	many	
decades)	and	the	disbanding	of	the	largest	revolutionary	socialist	
organization	(ISO)	in	2019.	The	creation	of	the	Revolutionary	Socialist	
Network	(RSN),	Tempest,	Emerge,	and	the	RSOP,	and	the	growth	of	
Socialist	Alternative	reflect	this	recomposition	of	the	left.	We	have	also	
seen	the	blossoming	and	sometimes	rapid	collapse	of	independent	and	
local	socialist	collectives,	many	of	them	affiliated	to	the	Marxist	Center,	
which	functioned	for	a	few	years	as	a	federation	of	local	groups.	Another	
development	has	been	the	adaptation	or	virtual	dissolution	of	
revolutionary	groups	such	as	Solidarity	or	Socialist	Organizer	into	the	
social-democratic	“mush”	of	the	DSA.	Yet	the	process	of	reorganization	
extends	even	beyond	the	ex-ISO	milieu	and	the	organized	revolutionary	
left.	This	is	because	the	growth	of	the	DSA	is	only	a	symptom	that	a	new	
generation	of	the	working	class	is	looking	for	solutions.		
Thus,	we	consider	that	the	present	process	of	recomposition	and	
reorganization	of	the	vanguard	is	not	over	yet.	There	is	still	a	significant	
layer	of	previously	or	currently	organized	revolutionary	socialist	
militants	in	the	U.S.	who	are	looking	for	a	new	political	home,	and	there	
is	also	a	layer	of	newly	formed	“big-tent-socialists”	who	are	growing	
disillusioned	with	the	DSA—which	has	subordinated	its	program	and	
strategy	to	the	Democrats—and	are	looking	for	another,	better	version	
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of	socialism.	We	must	continue	paying	attention	to	these	layers	of	the	
vanguard.	
It	is	in	this	context	of	recomposition	that	we	are	proposing	to	
intervene	in	and	lead	a	process	of	regroupment.	“Regroupment,”	
however,	is	not	the	mere	description	of	an	existing	process	but	an	active	
and	conscious	endeavor	with	a	direction.	We	note,	however,	that	the	
terms	“regroupment	of	the	left”	or	“of	socialists,”	which	are	sometimes	
advocated	nowadays,	are	quite	vague	and	not	necessarily	positive	when	
such	projects	involve	groups	that	have	very	different	“socialist”	
programs	and	methods.	“Regroupment”	efforts	among	divergent	forces	
in	which	political	views	and	objectives	have	not	been	clearly	delineated	
can	weaken	or	dilute	the	revolutionary	socialist	project	we	are	trying	to	
push	forward.	
Thus,	amid	our	natural	excitement	around	our	present	successes	and	
prospects,	we	should	also	be	very	cautious	about	not	falling	into	a	
“regroupmentist”	deviation—that	is,	the	left-centrist	deviation	that	
characterizes	most	periods	of	reorganization	and	heightened	class	
struggle.	Centrism	embodies	the	strategy	of	seeking	the	long-term	unity	
of	“left”	reformist	and	revolutionary	elements	in	a	common	
organization,	and	it	has	been	embraced	today	by	several	sectors	of	the	
Trotskyist	left	whose	banner	is	to	materialize	the	“unity	of	the	left”	or	
the	“unity	of	revolutionaries”	despite	key	differences	in	program,	
method,	and	strategy,	and	to	propose	“broad”	or	multi-tendency	parties	
without	a	common	program,	and	without	democratic	centralism	at	the	
national	and	international	level.	
We	strive	for	two	different	kinds	of	unity—the	unity	of	our	class	in	its	
daily	struggles	(and	this	is	why	we	combat	fragmentation	and	
sectarianism	of	all	kinds	and	build	united	fronts	to	fight	and	win),	and	
the	unity	of	revolutionary	socialists	in	a	common	organization.	Our	goal	
in	the	United	States	is	not	to	unite	the	“left”	or	all	the	different	trends	of		
“socialism,”	or	even	of	all	“Trotskyists,”	for	we	have	seen	over	and	over	
the	terrible	results	of	those	efforts	in	parties	like	the	New	Anti-capitalist	
Party	(NPA)	in	France,	Syriza	in	Greece,	and	the	PSOL	in	Brazil.	Our	goal	
is	to	participate	in	the	actual	process	of	reorganization	to	try	to	push	
forward	a	specific	kind	of	regroupment—one	based	on	joint	activity;	
patient	discussion,	and	agreement	around	the	major	pillars	of	the	
revolutionary	socialist	program;	and	one	centered	around	building	a	
combat	party	in	the	United	States,	with	a	healthy	democratic	centralist	
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organizational	structure,	a	clear	orientation	to	the	working	class	and	the	
oppressed	and	their	struggles;	and	most	importantly,	as	part	of	the	
construction	of	our	international	world	party.	
We	know	that,	in	the	next	period,	this	process	won’t	win	all	of	the	
existing	socialist	vanguard	elements	to	our	regroupment	project,	but	we	
also	know	we	can	win	many	more	than	we	have	already	if	we	are	
patient	and	persistent	in	our	efforts,	for	we	are	dealing	with	a	new	
generation	of	class	fighters	and	cadre	who	are	either	discovering	or	
reconnecting	with	the	traditions	of	the	Third	and	Fourth	Internationals,	
and	who	are	eager	to	learn	from	history	but	also	ready	to	update	our	
program	and	methods	to	today’s	tasks.	This	rich	process	takes	place	
throughout	our	regular	discussions	and	joint	struggle.	
This	is	why	since	2020	we	have	been	working	within	the	RSN	to	push	
forward	a	process	of	regroupment	analogous	to	the	one	we	carried	out	
with	our	two	groups,	but	with	a	different	timeline	and	content,	given	the	
composition	of	the	network.	The	regroupment	process	of	the	ex-ISO	
comrades	is	still	ongoing	and	might	bring	about	new	formations.	The	
RSN	and	our	fused	party	will	continue	discussing	with	contacts	and	
comrades	in	the	Tempest	collective	and	the	newly	formed	RSOP,	as	well	
as	with	independent	socialists	or	militants	who	are	open	to	our	
perspectives	and	want	to	engage	in	the	process	of	building	a	
revolutionary	socialist	organization	in	the	U.S.	as	part	of	an	
International.	
The	new	fused	U.S.	section	of	the	IWL	continues	to	acknowledge	the	
revolutionary	responsibility	of	confronting	the	imperialist	nature	of	the	
United	States.	This	requires	us	to	update	our	program	in	relation	to	the	
struggle	of	Indigenous	peoples	in	the	Americas,	and	to	connect	with	the	
sectors	of	the	Puerto	Rican	working	class	and	support	their	struggle	for	
self-determination.	It	also	means,	of	course,	to	recognize	the	role	of	U.S.	
imperialism	in	plundering,	exploiting,	and	oppressing	populations	
worldwide,	and	more	specifically,	acting	as	an	objective	obstacle	in	the	
struggle	for	socialism.	This	takes	place	by	means	of	direct	or	indirect	
repression	of	struggles	and	selective	murders	of	social	leaders	(like	the	
case	of	Berta	Cáceres	in	Honduras	and	the	many	social	activists	in	
Colombia);	by	massive	economic	and	military	support	to	repressive	
states	such	as	Egypt,	Jordan,	Iraq,	Colombia,	Nigeria,	and	Pakistan,	or	
settler-colonialist	states	such	as	Israel	who	serve	as	its	proxy	allies	in	
key	regions;	and	by	the	continued	efforts	to	infiltrate,	control	and	co-opt	
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all	independent	uprisings	to	prevent	them	from	deepening	the	struggle	
and	developing	into	revolutionary	situations	that	could	lead	to	
socialism.	
It	is	important	to	mobilize	a	mass	opposition	against	U.S.	imperialist	
policies	abroad	through	united	front	work,	while	acknowledging	the	
reality	of	working-class	self-activity	in	other	countries.	As	much	as	we	
act	to	combat	U.S.	imperialism	at	home	and	abroad,	we	must	strive	to	
see	the	world	not	only	through	the	U.S.	imperialist	lenses	of	
omnipotence	and	omniscience,	which	are	fostered	on	a	daily	basis	by	
the	liberal	media	and	the	twin	parties	of	the	U.S.	ruling	class.	A	truly	
internationalist	perspective	on	world	events	is	only	possible	from	inside	
an	international	organization.	
Moreover,	it	requires	maintaining	principled	anti-imperialist	politics	
in	action	(not	only	in	words)	in	opposing	all	forms	of	U.S.	intervention,	
while	at	the	same	time	combating	campism	and	reformist	ideologies	in	
the	United	States	that	give	political	support,	or	even	praise,	to	
repressive	“lesser-evil”	regimes	such	as	those	of	Maduro	in	Venezuela,	
Ortega	in	Nicaragua,	and	Assad	in	Syria.	At	the	same	time,	it	requires	
recognizing	the	self-activity	of	the	working	class	and	the	oppressed	
abroad—that	is	to	say,	the	possibility	that	uprisings	and	even	
revolutions	will	happen	and	even	succeed,	with	multiple	contradictions,	
despite	the	U.S.	efforts	to	deviate	or	squash	them.	
Finally,	and	most	importantly,	we	must	consider	the	fact	that	our	new	
party	is	the	result	of	the	fusion	of	organized	elements	belonging	to	two	
of	the	most	important	tendencies	of	world	Trotskyism	alive	today—the	
legacy	of	the	old	SWP	in	the	United	States,	which	was	led	by	James	P.	
Cannon	among	others,	and	the	IWL-FI,	which	developed	in	Latin	
America,	initially	concentrated	in	Argentina	under	the	leadership	of	
Nahuel	Moreno,	and	today	is	present	in	several	other	countries,	with	its	
biggest	section	being	the	PSTU-B	in	Brazil.	These	two	tendencies	of	
world	Trotskyism	have	been	apart	for	the	past	40	years	although	they	
have	both	been	historically	committed	to	rebuilding	the	Fourth	
International	as	a	world	party	for	socialist	revolution.		
Today,	we	have	the	opportunity	to	continue	this	work	together	
because	we	agree	that	a	revolutionary	organization	in	an	imperialist	
country	in	the	United	States	needs	an	international	organization	like	the	
IWL-FI	to	develop	a	true	internationalist	outlook	and	combat	nationalist	
pressure	and	deformations.	In	the	same	way,	the	IWL	needs	desperately	
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to	reconnect	with	the	legacy,	experience,	and	accumulation	of	the	old	
SWP	and	the	Cannon	tradition	not	only	in	order	to	develop	a	section	in	
the	U.S.,	but	also	to	get	a	better	and	richer	outlook	on	the	international	
situation	and	the	political	and	theoretical	debates	unfolding	in	the	
English-speaking	vanguard.	In	a	way,	we	will	make	each	other	better	
internationalists	and	revolutionaries.	For	the	IWL-FI,	it	would	be	the	
first	time	in	decades	that	it	would	have	a	real	U.S.	section	that	can	help	
build	the	International	since	the	demise	of	the	International	Workers	
Party	in	the	1980s.		
This	reunification	is	more	important	than	ever	today	because	we	face	
challenges	of	an	unprecedented	magnitude,	such	as	providing	an	
adequate	answer	to	the	climate	crisis.	Both	our	traditions	are	reservoirs	
of	experience	in	building	the	revolutionary	party	in	different	sectors	of	
the	working	class	and	striving	to	develop	a	revolutionary	program	from	
our	necessarily	limited	social,	cultural,	geographical,	and	linguistic	
perspectives.	And	yet,	the	climate	and	ecological	crisis—its	vast	
magnitude	and	depth,	and	its	rapid	progression—are	new	elements	for	
both	our	historical	traditions.		
It	is	our	hope	that	the	success	of	this	fusion	and	the	development	of	a	
robust	and	active	U.S.	section	in	the	coming	years	will	give	confidence	to	
the	U.S.	comrades	and	the	entire	International	that	we	do	have	a	method	
to	conduct	successful	regroupment	efforts,	a	method	that	can	be	
replicated	elsewhere	under	the	right	circumstances	when	adequate	
occasions	arise.	
		
		
	
	
	
	


