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0. Introduction 

Hi folks, 

This is a the first of what I intend to be a series of posts (maybe 
weekly, maybe less often) in which I sum up my own work as well as 
some of the developments that have caught my eye, in the news (local, 
national, or international) or on facebook.  I need to train myself to 
write, in a concise and consistent way, for the public domain.  
Currently, I have, by a generous estimate, between two and three 
regular readers.  I intend, more or less, to write until I drop.  Before I 
am done, I would like to have at least 40 to 60 regular readers.  By 
many estimates, that might not be a lot to show for a lifetime of work, 
and a lifetime of disappointment.  On the other hand, it might be 
plenty--depending on what is in the heart of those 40 to 60 people.  
Never underestimate the ability of any man or woman who 
understands that he or she is here on this earth for a reason. 

We are living in what I believe will be a century of information war.  
The term "information war" is used to mean many different things.  To 
me, it means the war of ideas (online, and on the street) organized on a 
mass scale.  Never before, in human history, has it been possible for 
activists in nearly every corner of the globe to establish direct 
communications with activists everywhere else.  Social media is 
emerging as a weapon of immense power.  Activists are still in the 
early stages of learning how to use this weapon in a determined and 
systematic way.   

My work is aimed at helping this process.  I have been at it a while.  
Between 1999 and 2009 I created a series of public annual reports 
[note 1].  Corporations create annual reports for their stockholders.  
Members of some political organizations create annual reports that are 
strictly internal (ie: non-public) which sum up their work, for the 
leadership of the organizations to which they belong.  I am not a 
corporation.  Neither do I belong to any organization.  (The 
independent and democratic mass organization the revolutionary 
movement needs *does* *not* *exist* at this time.  Rather, we must 
work to create it.)  My "stockholders" are the workers of the world, 
and the struggling and oppressed men, women, youth, and national and 
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sexual minorities of the world.  I write my reports for the public 
domain, in full view of friend and foe alike.  The organization we 
need will emerge (and can only emerge) in current conditions, from 
the public domain.  This is where we all need to learn to work.  This 
may sound strange (to some).  But the day is approaching when it will 
be obvious to nearly everyone that our attitude must be: All power to 

the public domain! 

1. Work on Joint Statement  
on the civil war in Syria 

The civil war in Syria has been raging now for four years, since 2011.  
Approximately a quarter million people, mostly civilians, have been 
killed.  More than half of Syria's pre-war population of 22 million have 
been displaced from their homes and driven into exile, either internally 
within Syria, or externally, mainly into Lebanon, Turkey, Greece and 
other countries in Europe. 

U.S. imperialism and other major and regional powers, including 
Russia, Iran, Turkey, Britain, France, Hezbollah, Saudi Arabia and 
other gulf states are adding fuel to the fire by bombing or giving other 
forms of military support and supplies to the combatants.  All of the 
outside powers justify their military intervention and their naked 
competition for power and influence in this oil-rich region by claiming 
that they are "fighting terrorism".   

Recently, after Russia escalated its military intervention in support of 
the criminal Assad regime (which has been responsible for the 
majority of the carnage) I noticed that a lot of well-meaning but 
confused activists on facebook were cheering on this Russian 
intervention.  It became clear to me that there was a need for a 
common, joint statement which condemned not only intervention in 
Syria by U.S. imperialism and its allies, but also intervention by 
Russia, Iran and Hezbollah. 

I asked two activists I know, Art and Les, if they would consider 
working with me on a joint statement, so that we could do our share to 
create clarity in the midst of an ocean of slick and sophisticated 
propaganda from so many major and minor imperialist powers. 

 

The three of us agreed that we would see if we can draft a concise 
statement in accord (approximately) with these four principles: 

(1) We oppose all forms of military intervention (including 
bombing, supplying weapons, training and advisors, and the 
creation of so-called "no fly zones") in Syria by every country, 
including the U.S., Russia and their various reactionary allies. 

(2) We recognize that the criminal Assad regime and its allies have, 
so far, been responsible for the great majority of the bloodshed.  At 
the same time, as activists living within the U.S., we recognize our 
special responsibility to oppose all forms of military intervention by 
"our own" imperialism, which is currently the most powerful 
imperialism on the planet, with the blood of many millions on its 
hands, in the Middle East and elsewhere in Asia and the world. 

(3) We have confidence that the working class and small farmers in 
Syria are capable of overthrowing the tyrant Assad and overcoming 
the sectarian violence and religious and national oppression which 
is the poisonous legacy of the divide-and-rule methods of European 
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colonial rule.  We also support the national rights of the Kurdish 
people in Syria, including their right to decide for themselves 
whether to form their own independent nation-state, or to secure 
their national rights as part of Syria. 

(4) Imperialism and imperialist war are not a "policy", but rather 
are inevitable features of the modern economic and political system 
in which society is ruled by one percent of the population (also 
known as the bourgeoisie).  We need a movement aimed at 
eliminating imperialist war, and this requires the overthrow of the 
class rule of the bourgeoisie.  [note 2] 

If Art and Les and I can put together a concise draft that we agree is 
P.G.E. (ie: "probably good enough") then step two will be to ask for 
feedback and criticism from other activists who we consider to be 
mature and experienced.  After we make corrections on the basis of 
this feedback and criticism, then step three will be to distribute this 
statement on facebook and other forums.   

 

We are currently thinking of distributing in accord with what I call the 
"propeller model" (see graphic) in which our concise joint statement is 
distributed in the form of a PDF which will also include individual 
statements from the three of us.  This may be a more democratic and 
politically transparent method of distribution than is common in the 
extremely dysfunctional movement that is called "the left".  (And, by 
the way, if any readers consider themselves mature and experienced, 
and would like to give us feedback and criticism after we reach the 
"PGE" stage--please contact Art or Les or me.) 

Art and Les and I 
have also been 
discussing a number 
of articles on the 
situation in Syria.  
Both Art and (in 
particular) Les have 
been following this 
story much more 
closely that me.  
Unsurprisingly, 
there is a large 
amount of 
sophisticated 
misinformation on 
this topic that is in 
wide circulation on 
the internet.  There 
is a considerable 
need to review this 
material 
objectively, and 
separate fact from fiction.   

Our movement very much needs a machine that can digest 

the news and create an accurate and reliable analysis of 

what the fuck is going on. 
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2. The December 6 demonstration against  
the Neo-Nazi Hammerskins in Seattle 

About 400 to 600 people marched on Sunday 
night, December 6, against the neo-nazi 
"Hammerskins", who were came to Seattle to 
celebrate their local hero, Robert Mathews, 
whose neo-nazi group assassinated a 
progressive radio personality, Alan Berg, in 
1984, and also bombed a popular gay bar on 
Capitol Hill in Seattle.  The nazis claimed that 
they would show up in force. Instead, we 
showed up in force, and they hid their heads. 

The Hammerskins originated as a white supremacist gang from the 
Texas prison system.  They have a lot of experience with guns, knives 

and beatings.  Activists took them seriously.  Because of the size and 
militancy of the anti-fascist march, the Hammerskins decided not to 
show their faces on Sunday night, although I noticed two or three 
people who appeared (standing by themselves at the far edges of the 
action, nervous, full of adrenaline, and highly evasive when I talked to 
them) to be their scouts. 

Below is a photo of one of the picket signs I made for the event. 

 

The demo was organized by anti-fascist activists from Portland, who 
did an outstanding job.  There was a fair amount of tension during the 
march, as no one could be certain of what might happen.  I am old 
enough to remember Greensboro, North Carolina in 1979, when five 
anti-Klan activists were shot dead by white supremacists who had been 
given photos by a federal agent showing them which people to shoot 
[note 3].  What happened in the past is likely to happen again, 
eventually, in the future.  At one point, I became aware that I was one 
of the few in the crowd who was wearing a light-colored jacket.  It 
made me stand out.  It was a cold and drizzly night, but I decided to 
take off my jacket. 

We did not know it at the time, but the day before, Hamza Warsame, a 
16 year old student at Seattle Central College, one of five children of 
Somali immigrants, died under mysterious circumstances, after falling 
(or being pushed) off a six story building, near where we marched.  
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His family does not believe this was either an accident or a suicide.  If 
he was murdered as part of a hate crime, it may not be a coincidence 
that this happened when the Hammerskins were in town.  On 
December 9 and 10, hundreds marched (see photo below) and 
demanded that the Seattle Police Department investigate this as a 
possible hate crime. 

 
 

3. The Hijacking of the facebook page 
of the Tacoma 15 Now campaign 

Shortly before the beginning of this month I noticed a change for the 
worse in the facebook page of the Tacoma 15 Now group.  The page 
had gone downhill, and fallen into the kind of typical, uncritical feel-
good social democracy that, unfortunately, is all too common in the 
left. 

Things like this happen all the time, of course, so I did not think much 
about it other than to consider it sad.  I had hoped that the experience 
the 15 Now Tacoma crew had with the treachery of Socialist 
Alternative would have taught them something that they would have 
remembered longer than this.  A few days later, in a post by Mike 
Plaid, I learned that their page had been hijacked by an opportunist 
slimeball by the name of Mirko Clarke (on Facebook as Mirko Zeen). 

Mirko Clarke/Zeen had been around the campaign earlier in its history, 
and had asked the campaign if he could create a facebook page for it.  
People in the campaign gave him permission, and Mirko became an 
admin along with a number of others.  Mirko dropped out of the 
campaign thereafter, but the facebook page accumulated more than 
1400 followers, inspired by the tireless hard work of the campaign 
volunteers who, unlike Mirko, went the distance.   

The 15 Now campaign in Tacoma did not win its goal of $15/hour for 
all workers, but it was a huge success: the political forces that opposed 
it were forced to create a competing campaign for $12/hour--which 
won in the election.  Everyone agrees that this would never have 
happened if it were not for the 15 Now campaign. 

After the election, Mirko hijacked the page by simply deleting the 
other admins, and then renamed it "Tacoma Community Alliance".  By 
doing this he hijacked the 1400 followers who had liked the page.  
When confronted, Mirko, claimed the page as his "intellectual 
property". 

I created a meme to expose this theft and, in response, one of Mirko's 
friends (or sock puppets) accused Mike Plaid of having "white 
supremacist tendencies" and accused me of "sounding like a cop".  
One only needs to consider the nature of real white supremacists (see 
the section about the "Hammerskins" above) who will beat or murder 
someone if they believe they can get away with it, in order to 
appreciate how vile and unprincipled Mirko and his supporters are. 

Mirko, the page-hijacking slimeball, has earned his reputation as the 
kind of guy who gives opportunism a bad name.  But it is important to 
understand that he did not act alone.  Mirko has support from a 
section of people who are close to the trade union bureaucrats, who 
tried to pressure the Tacoma 15 Now people to give up their campaign.  
Activists in the 15 Now campaign called for Mirko's admin status to 
be revoked *before* he hijacked the page--when it was clear that he 
was inclined to disregard democratic decision making within the 
campaign--and were outvoted by the organization's leadership body. 

It is important for activists to understand that there is an entire sleazy 
layer of "professionals" who have ties to the trade union bureaucrats 
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and the Democratic Party.  These people are bad news, through and 
through.  There is a powerful lesson here: Hatred of opportunism is 

the beginning of all wisdom.   

I deleted my meme denouncing Mirko's treachery at the request of one 
of the activists around the campaign.  I disagreed with this request but 
went along with it because the meme can only be effective if it is 
supported by those around the campaign who worked the hardest.  In 
the meantime, the campaign volunteers have created a new page, 
which over the past month has gained 400 followers.  I would like to 
see the volunteers who worked their hearts out for the 15 Now 
campaign in Tacoma recognize the need for political transparency 
and for public (ie: not just "friends only") denunciation (including the 
use of hard-hitting memes) of this treachery.  If we do the arithmetic 
(1400 followers for the hijacked page, minus 400 followers for the 
new page) this means that at least a thousand people, most of them 
workers, have had the page they followed hijacked from under them 
without any kind of public notice to them of what happened.  If we 
don't take these people seriously--how can we expect them to take us 
seriously?  If, instead, we "turn the other cheek"--we are sending a 
signal to the working class that our campaigns are not serious. 

4. Trump as a proto-fascist, and 
"socialist" Bernie as his assistant 

In the wake of Trump's racist descriptions of Mexicans as rapists, and 
Muslims as terrorists, and his call for Bill Gates to help him shut down 
this "internet thing", as well as his encouragement of violent attacks on 
the increasing numbers of people who heckle him during his rallies, 
there has been increasingly discussion of whether or not Trump is a 
fascist. 

The short answer, in my view, is that he is not.  Rather, Trump may 
represent something of an experiment by our ruling class (also known 
as the bourgeoisie).  History suggests that the U.S. may experience, in 
the wake of its current austerity program, with its intensified attacks on 
the masses and a shrinking middle class, an eventual mass upsurge of 
the workers and oppressed.  This is not all.  The Democratic Party, 
which, since the time of Roosevelt in the 1930's, has been the main 

vehicle by which our ruling class 
has fooled the masses, is showing 
signs of no longer being able to 
carry out this mission.  In this 
situation, our ruling class may be 

considering an eventual 

reorganization of our current 

two-party system. 

The new alignment would consign 
the Republican Party to the fringe, 
where it would have greater 
freedom to function as a party of 
open reaction.  Meanwhile, the 
Democratic Party would itself 

split into its two wings: (1) mainstream and (2) progressive.  The 
mainstream might correspond, roughly, to the way the Republican 
party functioned during the time of Eisenhower, while the progressive 
wing would be more openly social-democratic, and similar to the 
Democratic Party during the time of Roosevelt. 

We can see the beginnings of this development today.  Trump is 
breaking all the traditional rules of politics in the United States, while 
still being allowed to host Saturday Night Live as a media sensation.  
And, to balance out this development, Bernie Sanders is being 
presented as the supposedly "independent" voice of the workers, the 
marginalized, and the poor, and is working to draw into the 
Democratic Party the activist circles which have gathered around 
figures such as Chris Hedges and Kshama Sawant. 

Neither Trump nor Bernie have the chance of snowball in hell of being 
elected, because both of them would introduce problems for our ruling 
class, which much prefers the stability of a political scene in which the 
masses are quiet.  Rather, both of them will serve to channel political 
energy (and the hopes of activists) into the campaign of Hillary.  
Bernie supporters can point to the spectre of Trump's proto-fascism to 
justify support for Hillary.  The more scary Trump acts, the better this 

works.  And that is his role (ie: the bad cop to Hillary's good cop) 

and the role that the Republican Party may increasingly play. 
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Since there is a lot of confusion on issues like this, I should probably 
clarify a few points related to this analysis: 

1. The potential reorganization of the bourgeois 
    two-party system is not something that 
    our ruling class would undertake rashly.   

The potential need for such a reorganization was shown during the 
Occupy movement in the U.S. in the fall of 2011, where the inability 
of the Democratic Party to maintain a lid on militant mass energy was 
shown in several cities, including here in Seattle.  However, this 
reorganization, if it takes place, would only happen over a lengthy 
period of time, and would only take place in response to a sustained 
period of mass upsurge, comparable to what took place in the 1960's 
and, before that, in the 1930's.  In the absense of the threat of an 

independent political movement of the workers and oppressed, the 

ruling bourgeoisie would have no compelling need to give up the 

advantages of its current two-party system.  Further, even if such a 

reorganization as I have sketched out were to take place, there is no 
reason to believe it would be more than temporary in the absence of a 
sustained independent movement that had the ability to defend its 

independent character and put forth the clear goal, to millions of the 
workers and oppressed, of ending the class rule of the bourgeoisie. 

2. Fascism only comes to power when 
    the ruling bourgeoisie needs it to do so 

There is a widespread 
myth that fascism 
comes to power as a 
result of support from 
below.  This is what is 
generally taught in 
school and most media.  
It ain't true.  This myth 
contains particles of 
truth (as do most 
myths) but it is also 
essentially a lie.  
Generally, the 

bourgeoisie decides to 

install fascism in 

power only when it has 

its back to the wall, 

and feels desperate and 

threatened by the 

revolutionary 

movement of the 

workers.  Yes, Hitler 
was a case in point.  
Hitler was installed in power by the German bourgeoisie.  It is pretty 
much the same for fascists in power everywhere. 

Trump's popularity and power mystifies a lot of people.  It does not 
need to be a mystery.  If Trump's loud-mouthed, racist, fear-mongering 
agenda did not conform to the fundamental needs of the ruling 
bourgeoisie--we would not be hearing about him on a daily basis. 
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3. The ruling capitalist class prefers bourgeois democracy 

There is also an important point of marxist theory related to the 
exaggerated fear of fascism often used by liberals to justify "lesser 
evilism".  In countries with modern economies, the ruling bourgeois 
class prefers, if possible, to rule by means of what is usually called 
"parliamentary democracy" (or sometimes simply "bourgeois 
democracy").  There are several reasons for this, but one of the most 
important is that this maintains the illusion of democracy.  Maintaining 
illusions is a hell of a lot cheaper (and less inclined to create 
instability) that relying on naked force alone.  (Some recent articles by 
Louis Proyect give some good background on this [note 4].) 

Is China a counter-example? 

The best known counter-example to this general rule is China, which 
has a modern economy, but is still ruled by means of a single-party 
state.  In the case of China however, the problems inherent in the rule 
of a single party are growing.  The ruling capitalist class in China will 
be making a transition to its own form of "loyal opposition" and multi-
party rule in the period ahead.  If it has not done this already--it is 
probably because, in the context of its rivalry with U.S. imperialism, it 
wants to do this in its own way, and on its own schedule. 

4. The rule of society by capital is not a "conspiracy theory" 

Finally, I am often accused of promoting a "conspiracy theory" when I 
talk about society being ruled by capital.  The thing here is that we 

need to understand how society works, not on the basis of conspiracy 

theories, but on the basis of materialism. 

 

During the Occupy movement, the idea that society is ruled by one 
percent of the population was dismissed by some as a conspiracy 
theory.  But this idea struck a powerful connection with millions, who 
could see, with their own eyes, that the Republican and Democratic 
parties were both controlled by the same monied interests. 

 

Yes, it is true that people like Trump and Bernie Sanders consider 
themselves to be independent thinkers, in charge of their own destiny.  
They do not take orders handed to them from some cabal of 
mysterious people wearing red cloaks, because that is not how class 
society works.  Rather, when an individual's actions and agenda are 
aligned with the class interests of a significant section of the ruling 
lass--then "things happen", resources become available, because this is 
how class society works. 
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And this also works from the other direction.  As activists, when our 
actions are genuinely aligned with the deepest material interests of the 
working class and oppressed (not only for partial demands, but for 
independent politics, and consciousness of their necessary historical 
role and destiny) then "things happen" and various forms of proletarian 
support follow, if our eyes are open to recognize it. 

And this brings us to the final section of this review: what is our 
strategy to move our struggle forward? 

5. What is our strategy?  
The Fundamental Path Forward 

We need to take a step back at this point and give some thought to the 
bigger questions.  What are we fighting for?  Where do we need to go, 
and how are we going to get there? 

Too often, the bigger questions are ignored, because they seem too 
difficult, too insoluable, too divisive, and too thankless.  It is better, 
many activists think, if we instead focus 100 percent of our attention 
on what we can do here and now. 

According to this line of thinking, we can (supposedly) confront the 
bigger and more difficult questions *tomorrow*.  I call this the "we 
will cross that bridge when we come to it" argument.  It is wishful 
thinking.  If we restrict our focus to the struggles we can organize 
here and now--then these struggles will simply run out of steam (or get 
swallowed up by social democracy) with time, and nothing 

fundamental will change. 

The bitter truth is that as long as the best activists 
avoid directly confronting the most difficult 
questions, our movement will never be more than 
dust in the wind.  The ruling bourgeoisie will be 
able to distract us with social democracy, or terrify 
us with fascism, and our movement will, in 
response, remain paralysed and helpless. 

We need to look, in a sober way, at the elephant in the room.  Our 
movement has no goal that can be explained to millions, or defended 
in public debate.  This must change.  It is as simple as that. 

Many activists say that our goal is "socialism".  But no one can 
actually explain what this term "socialism" means.  Nor can anyone 
explain how the working class and oppressed will achieve socialism. 

Socialism, currently, has three widely used definitions 

(all of which are wrong): 

(1) Socialism (supposedly) means social democracy -- such as 
     (in the U.S.) Bernie Sanders, Kshama Sawant or Chris Hedges 
     or (in Europe) Syriza or Podemos. 

(2) Socialism (supposedly) means the rule of a single-party state, 
     with the ability to suppress the independent voice of 
     the working class, as was seen in the last century in 
     the Soviet Union and China. 

(3) Socialism (supposedly) means that we don't need to think; 
     we can instead (supposedly) turn off our brains and let 
     activists in an imaginary future figure out what this better 
     world will look like and how it will actually work. 

I have noted, recently, that the big questions are beginning to attract 
more attention.  Here are four items I ran into recently on facebook: 

(1) Jacobin magazine posted this month a notice that they were 
working to put together a special booklet (in ten thousand, full-color 
copies) on the "The ABC's of Socialism", in which they will 
(supposedly) answer the most common questions that (because of the 
Bernie Sanders campaign) are flooding their inbox on a daily basis. 

(2) Jan Makandal (a theoretical collaborator of Stephanie Miller, who 
draws all the cute, wonderful cartoons about the revolutionary 
movement) posted his "Notes on Power, the State, and Proletarian 

Dictatorship" on November 29. 

(3) A local, deeply respected activist, made a late night post on 
December 11, in which she noted that the anti-Muslim and anti-Black 
fear being promoted by the Trump campaign represents a part of the 
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ruling class response to the popular struggles against violent police 
repression and shootings.  She asked the question which we should all 
be asking: 

What's your strategy? ... If we say fuck the electoral system 

that screws us all, then what are the grassroots organizing 

work that actually can bring us together, collaborate, 

reach many people outside of the left and help us feel 

confident in our vision for a different world? 

(4) A post was made about an article titled: "Militant Reformism and 

the Prospects for Reforming Capitalism".  This article included the 
following passage: 

A rise in militant reformism would pose questions for 

radicals—namely, how radicals can and should relate to 

militant reformist groupings. I’m skeptical about what 

militant reform struggles are going to accomplish. I would 

say radicals should avoid militant reform struggles unless 

we have nothing better to do. Then again, a lot radicals 

really don’t have anything better to do, and in those cases 

could do a lot worse than to participate in militant 

reformist struggles. If we do participate, then we should 

participate with a plan to eventually have something better 

to do, and we should be honest with ourselves about 

whether or not, and how, we are actually accomplishing 

that plan. 

I have been doing my best to confront the most important questions for 
a long time.  The group I was part of collapsed because it failed to 
confront the most important questions.  This was a valuable lesson to 
me.  No matter how hard we work, no matter what kinds of personal 

sacrifices we make, if we fail to confront the most important 

questions, most of the fruits of our struggle are likely to rot on the 

ground. 

For the most part, as I have attempted to confront the most important 
questions, I have felt very alone.  It is the nature of our struggle, 
however, that the attention of activists must return, again and again, to 

the roadblocks which stand in their way.  There is no substitute for the 
clarity and consciousness we need.  

Here are my responses to the recent items I have seen on facebook: 

(1) Based on what I have seen of Jacobin magazine, their ability to 
provide reliable answers to the most important questions about 
socialism--is approximately zero.  They can create ten thousand, or 
even ten million, beautiful, full-color copies of their booklet.  But 
these booklets will not give activists the understanding they need of 
where we need to go, or how we will get there. 

Instead of appealing for money to pay for fancy booklets, it would be 
better for the Jacobin editors to put their energy, and the attention of 
the readership they enjoy, into the organization of principled public 
debate on the nature of socialism. 

(2) Jan's article was probably helpful to him, as he wrote it.  And 
maybe it was helpful to a few others.  In this article, Jan opposes the 
view that socialism means social democracy.  That's good, of course.  
But in his notes on power, the state and the proletarian dictatorship, 
Jan does nothing to effectively challenge the idea that socialism means 
the rule of society by a single-party state, or that socialism requires a 
state with the ability to suppress the independent voice and 
independent political life of the working class. 

What we need is the view of socialism as being the rule of society by 
the working class.  This is not the same as the rule of society by a 
single party.  The rule of society by the working class requires that 

the fundamental democratic rights of speech and organization exist 

for all, because without this it would not be possible for the working 

class and oppressed to self-organize to oppose and replace the 

governing party if (or when) it becomes corrupt. 

It is possible that Jan's personal views on this topic are not that bad.  I 
can only reply to what he has written (and not everything he has 
written is in clear language).  But I can say that Jan has failed to 
effectively challenge the idea that the rule of the working class is equal 
to the rule of a single organization.  Because it is not possible to 
effectively challenge this idea without talking about the need for the 
democratic rights of speech and organization. 
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At the same time as Jan has failed to effectively challenge one of the 
major wrong views on the nature of socialism, we are witnessing an 
example of why this wrong view must be challenged.  On Monday, 
December 14, Chinese human rights lawyer Pu Zhiqiang was put on 
trial in Beijing for making sarcastic comments on social media.  China, 
which is still known to millions as "socialist", has declared loudly that 
internet users must be free to speak their mind.  But what this really 
means, of course, is that this freedom can exist only as long as what 
one says does not represent effective criticism of the ruling party.  
Furthermore, Chinese internet users are prevented from having access 
to internet services such as facebook, twitter and wikipedia. 

The idea that a society which is run by the working class would be 
afraid (as China is now) of the free flow of information, runs in direct 
opposition to the idea that our movement must have a goal that is more 
than a truckload of shit. 

(3) and (4) As far as replying to items 3 and 4, I live for questions 
like this.  Here (again) is the key question: 

what [is] the grassroots organizing work that actually 

can bring us together, collaborate, reach many people 

outside of the left and help us feel confident in our 

vision for a different world? 

Activists participate in many kinds of struggles.  There are struggles 
against racist police murders, against the school-to-prison pipeline, 
against the Israeli attacks on Gaza, for the rights of workers, for a 
higher minimum wage for workers, and so on. 

In addition to this, there is another kind of struggle that, in my view, 
really needs to be seen as being at the center of all of these other 
struggles.  This is the struggle to give millions a trustworthy and 
comprehensive picture of what is going on in the world, of how a 
better world will come about, and of where they fit into this big 
picture.  There is another name for this struggle.  It is the struggle to 
create a news service that is independent and democratic. 

I am not arguing that we should simply try to pull a few people 
together and attempt to create such a news service today.  That kind of 
approach can work on some things.  But a big project requires a 

critical mass of talent, dedication and experience in order to be 
successful.  For example, if you want to build a bridge across a major 
canyon, you can't simply start with a small bridge, and then gradually 
make it bigger.  If you try that you will get demoralized. 

 

It is the same thing with the great bridge which activists must build to 
connect themselve with one another, and to the working class and 
oppressed.  We need to begin with the basics: (1) developing a clear 
vision of what we need, and which principles must guide this project, 
and (2) gathering together a critical mass of talent and determination. 

6. I need your help 

I cannot write effectively without engagement with intelligent and 
dedicated activists and readers.  I therefore need people like you, dear 
reader, to reply to me with your thoughtful and considered comments, 
questions and criticisms.  So let me hear from you!  If you have ideas, 
please invest five minutes of your time (right now--before you forget, 
or get distracted by something you may feel is more urgent or more 
important) to respond to this report (on my blog or my facebook page) 
and help me understand that the words I write are helping to transform 
and raise the consciousness of people who understand that they are on 
this earth for a reason. 

Your reporter, 

Ben Seattle (on facebook as Ben Stevens) 
Political transparency will bring consciousness  
to the proletarian mind 
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7. Notes 
[1] Currently archived at: 

 http://struggle.net/ben/comprehensive.htm#annual 

[2] We have not completed discussion concerning whether 
      we agree with the use, here, of the word "inevitable". 

[3] Greensboro massacre: 

 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Greensboro_massacre 

[4] Proyect's articles on fascism (Note: Like many on the left, I have had 
     sharp conflicts with Proyect.  But what he writes is often outstanding.) 

 http://louisproyect.org/2015/12/08/is-donald-trump-a-fascist/ 

And this is the introduction from his 1996 essay: 

Fascism is the most extreme form of counterrevolution. Counterrevolution 

itself only emerges as a response to revolution. Nazism, for example, didn't 

arrive because the German people all of a sudden lost their bearings from an 

overdose of Wagner's operas and Nietzsche's aphorisms. It arrived at a time 

when massive worker's parties threatened bourgeois rule during a period of 

terrible economic hardship. Big capital backed Hitler as a last resort. The 

Nazis represented reactionary politics gone berserk. Not only could Nazism 

attack worker's parties, it could also attack powerful institutions of the ruling 

class, including its churches, media, intellectuals, parties and individual 

families and individuals. Fascism is not a scalpel. It is a very explosive, 

uncontrollable weapon that can also inflict some harm on its wielder. 

Fascism emerges in the period following the great post-World War I 

revolutionary upsurge in Europe. The Bolsheviks triumphed in Russia, but 

communists mounted challenges to capitalism in Hungary, Germany and 

elsewhere. These revolutions receded but but their embers burned. The 

world-wide depression of 1929 added new fuel to the glowing embers of 

proletarian revolution. Socialism grew powerful everywhere because of the 

powerful example of the USSR and the suffering capitalist unemployment 

brought. 

Proletarian revolutions do not break out every year or so, like new car 

models. They appear infrequently since working-people prefer to accomodate 

themselves to capitalism if at all possible. They tend to be last-ditch defensive 

reactions to the mounting violence and insecurity brought on by capitalist 

war and depression. 

The proletarian revolution first emerges within the context of the bourgeois 

revolutions of 1848. Even though the revolutions in Germany, France and 

Italy on the surface appeared to be a continuation of the revolutions of the 

1780's and 90's, they contain within them anticapitalist dynamics. The 

working-class at this point in its history has neither the numbers, nor the 

organization, nor the self- consciousness to take power in its own name. Its 

own cause tends to get blurred with the cause of of other classes in the 

struggle against feudal vestiges. 

Marx was able to distinguish the contradictory class aspects of the 1848 

revolutionary upsurge with tremendous alacrity, however. Some of his most 

important contributions to historical materialism emerge out of this period 

and again in 1871 when the proletariat rises up in its own name during the 

Paris Commune. The 18th Brumaire was written in the aftermath of the 

failure of the revolution in France in 1848 to consolidate its gains. Louis 

Bonaparte emerges as a counterrevolutionary dictator who seems to 

suppress all classes, including the bourgeoisie. Marx is able to show that 

Bonapartism, like Fascism, is not a dictatorship that stands above all 

classes. The Bonapartist regime, whose social base may be middle-class, acts 

in the interest of the big bourgeoisie.  

Robert Tucker's notes in his preface to the 18th Brumaire that, "Since Louis 

Bonaparte's rise and rule have been seen as a forerunner of the phenomenon 

that was to become known in the twentieth century as fascism, Marx's 

interpretation of it is of interest, among other ways, as a sort of a prologue to 

later Marxist thought on the nature and meaning of fascism."  [...] 

Proletarian revolutions, Marx correctly points out, emerge from a position of 

weakness and uncertainty. The bourgeoisie emerges over hundreds of years 

within the framework of feudalism. At the time it is ready to seize power, it 

has already conquered major institutions in civil society. The bourgeoisie is 

not an exploited class and therefore is able to rule society long before its 

political revolution is effected. When it delivers the coup de grace to the 

monarchy, it does so from a position of overwhelming strength. 

The workers are in a completely different position, however. They lack an 

independent economic base and suffer economic and cultural exploitation. 

Prior to its revolution, the working-class remains backward and therefore, 

unlike the bourgeoisie, is unable to prepare itself in advance for ruling all of 

society. It often comes to power in coalition with other classes, such as the 

peasantry. 

http://www.columbia.edu/~lnp3/mydocs/fascism_and_war/fascism.htm  


