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We have the ability to create a movement 
which is genuinely independent of ruling class 
politics and ruling class alliances, and which is 
aimed instead at the creation of a different kind 
of world: a world which is not run by either  
the neoliberal or the rightwing nationalist 

representatives of the rule of capital. 

Trump won the election because he 
promised change at a time when millions 
recognized the necessity for change.  But 
Trump's "change" will mean increased 
attacks on immigrants, minorities and 
women as well as intensified austerity for 
the working class.  And Trump's time in 
office is likely to lead to a new period of 
class struggle. 

There will be many struggles ahead on all kinds 
of issues, as we fight back against Trump's 
attacks and defend the gains of previous 
generations.   

And, as all these struggles develop, all the usual 
professional defenders of the status quo will 
work with skill, precision and treachery to 
channel our resistance, our energy, and our 
hopes and dreams into either: (1) the black hole 
of the Democratic Party or (2) the kind of 
realignment of ruling class electoral politics last 
seen at the time of the Great Depression in the 
1930's. 

Many activists have gained experience with the 
two paths above and concluded, after lifetimes 
of bitter betrayal, that we need something more.   

A better world is possible: a world which is 
not ruled by capital.  Now is the time to ask 
the fundamental questions, and sort out the 
road forward to this better world: a world of 
peace, abundance and genuine community 
for everyone. 
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Part 1: The perfect man for the job 

The 2016 election was a rude shock to many, as they 
learned that the U.S. will soon be run by a man who, in a 
more stupendous way than anyone, reflects the true 
nature of our ruling class. 

I tell people that everything happens for a reason, 
although many find it irritating to hear such a maxim--
and think it must be some kind of religious idea.  But 
this principle is based on physics.  Life could not evolve 
on this planet, and create humans such as ourselves, 
without the lengthy period of everything that went 
before.  In a similar way, the rule of capital cannot be 
overthrown without repeated demonstrations of the pain 
that it inevitably brings, and repeated proof that it stands 
in the way of humanity moving forward. 

That is where Trump fits into the picture.  He is the 
perfect man for the job.  Trump will bring misery to 
millions. 

But Trump will also do something else: he will make 
clear to millions that there is no alternative except to 
organize and fight back.  Attacks on immigrants, 
minorities, women, youth and the working class will be 
escalating.  Trade wars (and shooting wars) may also be 

on the horizon.  We now have the great gift of a clear 
choice: fight back or be crushed. 

Never underestimate the power of a clear choice. 

Pain for millions will find reflection in the determination 
of thousands who come to revolutionary conclusions.  
And those thousands will struggle to find solid 
connection to one another--and to those millions. 

1.1  The advantage of our situation is clarity 

Our situation is like that of a man with his back to a 
wall, who is facing a pack of vicious dogs.  Near the 
man's feet is a stout stick: perfect for what needs to be 
done. 

The advantage of our situation is clarity.  It is clarity that 
we have been lacking all along.  Now we have it.  The 
stick, in symbolic form, is the weapon of independent 
organization.   

This moment has been a long time coming.  We need to 
pick up the stick.  

People ask me:  Will Trump be able to take away 
Obamacare, social security, abortion rights, and a 
thousand other things that people have fought for over 
decades? 

The answer is simple: _everything_ depends on whether 
we make skillful and determined use of the stick. 

1.2  Time to wake up 

This essay is focused on the strategic perspective of the 
working class and oppressed in the period ahead.  I am 
focused, not simply on the next four years, but on 
making good use of what may prove to be a blunder by 
our ruling class in elevating this openly racist asshole to 
power. 

By handing power to Trump, our ruling class has 
weakened its ability to deceive us politically, and to keep 
us asleep.  Their pack of vicious, racist dogs are howling 
like they were in Berlin in 1933.  It is time for ourselves, 
and our class, to wake up. 

1.3  Confronting the root of the problem: 
        the rule of capital 

We must make good use of the time we have.  We must 
come to the important and necessary conclusions now, 
rather than in ten or twenty years.  In order to understand 
the nature of our power--we must recognize what it is 
that we need to do with it. 

We must confront the root of our problem. 

The root of our problem is that we are ruled by capital. 

The rule of capital keeps us ignorant.  The rule of capital 
keeps us disconnected and isolated from one another.  
The rule of capital keeps us powerless. 



It is the rule of capital that has handed power to Trump.  
It is the rule of capital that Trump serves.  It is the rule 
of capital that is behind all of this.  It is the rule of 
capital that will be unleashing all the attacks to come. 

It is the rule of capital that is BLOCKING the forward 
progress of all humanity. 

And it is the rule of capital that needs to go. 

1.4  We can use everything they throw at us 

We have now been given an opportunity to hit the ruling 
class where it hurts. 

We can make use of the insults and attacks to come, and 
the outrage that will inevitably follow, to build a 
powerful movement--based on the working class and 
oppressed--and based on the perspective of ending these 
attacks for once and for all--and getting rid of the rule of 
capital. 

Thousands of words in this essay will follow, but 
everything will boil down to the principles outlined 
above: 

(1) We need a movement based on 

      the working class and oppressed. 

(2) This movement must be aimed 

      at ending the rule of capital. 

(3) To make this happen--we need to 

      wake up, and pick up the stick. 

We can also add one more principle that ties the first 
three together: 

(4) Every struggle against Trump and his attacks 

      can be supported and also (at the same time)  

      used to support the first three principles. 

1.5  The ruling class is afraid of our power 

How did someone like Trump wind up running the 
country?  This is important to know, because it tells us 
everything about the source of our power as a class.  We 
may not be aware of our power--but our ruling class is 
aware of it.  In fact, it is because our ruling class is 
_afraid_ of our power as a class, that it has unleashed 
Trump on us in the first place. 

Let's take a look at how this works. 

Part 2: The growing crisis 

.2.1  The globalization of joblessness 

         and homelessness               

>  A common theme in both the Brexit and Trump 
>  campaigns is the idea that "we" can "take back 
>  control".  No matter that "we" have never had 
>  any real control in our lives: as one ... put 

>  it "we just want things back the way they were". 
>  Back to when there were jobs, and jobs with 
>  decent wages, when the social solidarity of 
>  working-class communities had not been broken 
>  down by unemployment and dereliction, when 
>  change was something positive and happened at 
>  manageable speed. [1] 

Over the last four decades in the U.S., the conditions of 
life have steadily deteriorated for more than half the 
population, and particularly for low wage workers.  By 
almost any measure (poverty, women's health, median 
per capita wealth, income inequality, incarceration rates, 
and so on) life for the majority in this country has gotten 
worse.  The one exception to this list used to be life 
expectancy, but in recent years that, also, has started to 
drop. 

This is not just a matter of statistics on a chart.  
Particularly since the global financial crisis in 2008, 
millions have lost their jobs, millions have lost their 
homes, and millions have joined the ranks of the 
impoverished and homeless.  It used to be that, in a 
country like the U.S., most people would never see 
someone living in a tent on the sidewalk.  Now many 
people not only see these tents--they are lucky to have 
one to keep the rain off their heads. 

Throughout the country, but particularly in what used to 
be the industrial heartland, now known as the "rustbelt", 
people are being crushed and communities are being 
destroyed.  And there is more to come.  The attacks on 
our conditions of life are about to intensify as our ruling 
class steps up its program of austerity. 

Globalization and automation and have devoured the 
kinds of relatively well paid manufacturing jobs that 
held families and communities together, as well as 
provided food, shelter and security for millions.  Nothing 
is going to bring these jobs back.  Manufacturing today 
is increasingly done in China, and similar countries, or 
by robots and software.  The Wall Street Journal, for 
example, notes that when Pearl Harbor was bombed in 
1941, 75 years ago, the U.S. had 600,000 more 
manufacturing workers than it does today.  This is a 
global trend--it is not at all specific to the U.S. 

Trump and similar demagogues are blaming foreign 
workers and immigrants for the bulk of this job loss, 
although what is actually going on is that, with the help 
of modern technology, an hour of work is simply far 
more productive today than it was years ago.  The 
Seattle Times notes that General Motors now employs 
barely a third of the 600,000 workers it had in the 
1970's, even as it churns out more cars and trucks than 
ever.  Or we can consider the production of steel and 
other primary metals.  Since 1997, the U.S. has lost 
265,000 jobs in this industry (a 42 percent plunge) while 
U.S. production has surged 38 percent. 



It is true that, in these years, many jobs have been 
created; the total workforce in the U.S. is nearly triple 
the size it was 75 years ago.  But the new jobs which 
have been created are mainly service jobs, which pay 
less than half as much as the jobs which have been lost.  
And millions have been squeezed out of the workforce 
entirely, and are no longer even counted in the 
misleading unemployment statistics because they have 
given up on looking for work. 

The lapdog press of the ruling one percent told us that 
globalization and automation would create fantastic 
amounts of wealth.  And this turned out to be true, but 
the ruling class kept it all--almost none of this wealth 
trickled down to the working class or any other 
oppressed section of society.  What has instead been 
given to the working class is unlivable wages, 
unemployment, homelessness, the disintegration of 
families, isolation, alcohol, meth, heroin and suicide. 

2.2  The crisis of overproduction creates misery 

Under the rule of capital, the development of methods 
that reduce the labor necessary to create the things we 
need--creates a crisis of overproduction: more goods can 
be created than can be sold in the market. 

A crisis of overproduction means that millions must lose 
their jobs--must face hunger, homelessness, and the 
collapse of their families, health and dreams.  Under the 
rule of capital, competition in the labor market is used to 
pit the native worker against the immigrant, and against 
workers in other countries, so that we all end up fighting 
one another as we compete in a "race to the bottom".  
This is an inevitable feature of the rule of capital--which 
_requires_ a reserve army of unemployed that suffers 
hunger and misery--in order to force wages down for 
everybody else. 

If the working class ran society, then improvements in 
productivity, automation and the distribution of goods, 
services and labor would be used to benefit everyone, 
and reduce how many hours it was necessary to work.  
This, of course, would be a good thing. 

But how can the working class run society unless it has 
some kind of _independent organization_ that can 
connect its many minds to one another--and allow it to 
flex its collective muscle? 

This is a question that millions were on the edge of 
asking themselves in 2011, following popular uprisings 
in the Arab world and Southern Europe.  These uprisings 
had their echo here, in the U.S., in what became known 
as the Occupy movement. 

2.3  The Occupy movement floods into vacuum           

The Occupy movement emerged, in hundreds of cities 
and towns, in the late summer of 2011.  The immediate 
trigger for this movement was millions of college 
students who graduated in the wake of the financial 

crisis--and discovered that they could not find jobs--and 
found themselves at the same time saddled with heavy 
lifetime student debt--to the very same goddamn banks 
which had fucked up the economy and made it 
impossible to find jobs.  Both the Republicans and 
Democrats had done their best to serve and defend these 
banks, and help these banks loot the economy.  
Suddenly, these connections made everything clear. 

For a moment, it became irrefutably clear, to millions, 
that _all_ the politicians were bought off, and that _no 
one_ represented the 99 percent.  The political term for 
this state of affairs is a "vacuum".  This was why there 
was such an unexpected and massive response to the 
original call for the protests that became Occupy. 

Occupy emerged due to the widespread sense of outrage 
at the ruling one percent (also known as the 
bourgeoisie).  And Occupy emerged as the proletariat, 
and other sections of society, recognized the power of 
the tactic popularized in the struggle of the Egyptian 
people to bring down the hated dictator Mubarak--gather 
in the nearest public squares in vast numbers--and refuse 
to leave. 

The Occupy movement started with a few activists and 
students, but instead of being over in a day or two, as 
usually happens with this kind of thing, it quickly grew 
as it was flooded with workers, youth, minorities, the 
unemployed, the homeless, and people who felt 
themselves being squeezed out of the middle class. 

2.4  The good cop and the bad cop 

The ruling bourgeoisie at first tried to suppress the 
Occupy movement with police, but each time videos 
emerged on social media of cops using pepper spray on 
protesters--the ranks of the movement doubled in size.  
From the perspective of our ruling class--this movement 
was a nightmare: like a cancer, the more you attack it, 
the faster it spreads.   

Finally, a section of (supposedly) progressive journalists, 
such as Chris Hedges, were mobilized to manipulate 
"public opinion" and justify the liquidation of the camps 
by police (more on this below). 

Our ruling bourgeoisie breathed a sigh of relief--and 
went to work on a longer-term plan to head off this kind 
of "danger" in the future.  The problem was that it had 
become far too clear to millions that no one represented 
them.  The solution was to find a better way to fool 
people when the old methods no longer worked. 

This longer-term plan by our ruling bourgeoisie involves 
two distinct parts: 

     (1) reformism (with credibility) and  

     (2) racist nationalism (presented in a popular way) 

From the perspective of our ruling class--the two things 
above work together, like a team of cops, or like the 



carrot and the stick.  The team concept here is central.  
Reformism is like the "good cop" (or the carrot).  The 
"bad cop" (or the stick) is the racist asshole who this 
January will take the briefcase with the nuke codes from 
team member Obama. 

Part 3: The bad cop (the stick of 
rightwing populist nationalism) 

3.1  The ancient tactic of "divide and rule" 

>  "... those who voted Brexit or Trump to stop 
>  immigration are not racists as such, rather they 
>  are suffering from xenophobia: fear of the foreign, 
>  fear of the unknown.  And this unknown is basically 
>  the capitalist economy itself, which is inherently 
>  mysterious and incomprehensible because it presents 
>  the real social relationships in the process of 
>  production as if they were natural forces, as 
>  elemental and uncontrollable as the weather, but 
>  whose effects on workers' livelihoods can be even 
>  more devastating.  It is a terrible irony in this 
>  age of scientific discovery, that people no longer 
>  believe that bad weather is caused by witches, but 
>  are quite prepared to believe that their economic 
>  woes are caused by their immigrant fellows in 
>  misfortune." [2] 

Over the course of history, the maxim of the ruling class 
has always been: "if the workers and oppressed are in 
pain and getting angry--then keep them busy fighting 
one another."  This is Trump's mission, pure and simple.  
That is why he started his campaign with the claim that 
immigrants from Mexico were rapists; Trump needed to 
send a clear signal to the ruling class that he was their 
man. 

Trump will attack immigrants, minorities, women and 
activists in order to help the ruling class (which has 
caused all the pain and suffering we experience) _deflect 
the anger_ of the working class away from itself, and 
onto the most oppressed and marginalized sections of 
society.  The best known example of the tactic of "divide 
and rule", of course, is that of Hitler, who blamed the 
Jews, Gypsies, immigrants, homosexuals and 
communists for the economic collapse and misery in 
Germany after the first world war.  But the tactic of 
divide and rule goes back a long time: it was ancient 
when it was used in Sumeria more than two thousand 
years before the fall of Troy. 

3.2  Reactionary nationalism is a global trend 

The racist, immigrant-bashing campaigns of Trump are 
part of a global trend of reactionary nationalism, 
sometimes called "rightwing populism".  We can see this 
trend in the Brexit vote in Britain, as well as in 
nationalist leaders such as Duterte in the Philippines, 

Putin in Russia, Erdogan in Turkey and al-Sisi in Egypt, 
not to mention Abe, Modi and Xi in Japan, India and 
China.  We can also see this trend in reactionary 
nationalist movements such as Le Pen in France, 
Wilders in the Netherlands, and similar movements in 
Germany, Sweden, Poland and Hungary. 

3.3  Rightwing populism vs. leftwing populism 

The term "populism" is often used to describe political 
trends which, in a period of widespread discontent, tell 
people whatever they want to hear, even if it makes no 
sense at all.  Usually this takes place in the context of a 
growing antagonism between ordinary people and the 
elite who run things.  This is in distinction to the 
political trend of liberalism, which typically makes a 
show of reconciling the interests of antagonistic classes. 

Liberalism serves our ruling class fine in some 
situations, but not others.  When the working class and 
oppressed are in pain, and begin to understand that they 
are under attack--they lose their interest in "getting 
along", and instinctively recognize the need to fight 
back.  This is where liberalism leaves the stage, and 
populism enters the picture. 

It is important, however, to make a distinction between 
the leftwing and rightwing brands of populism.  The 
leftwing brand of populism (which includes people like 
Bernie Sanders in the U.S., and the Podemos 
organization in Spain) makes a show of championing the 
interests of the people against the wealthy elite, whereas 
rightwing populism (like Trump in the U.S., or Le Pen 
of the National Front in France) accuse the elite of 
favoring a third group, such as immigrants or Islamists--
who are the real target of their populist incitement. 

It is the rightwing brand of populism that, at this time, 
best fits the divide-and-rule needs of the ruling one 
percent. 

For example, Trump created a campaign video which 
declared that he would do battle against the "global 
power structure that is responsible for the economic 
decisions that have robbed our working class, stripped 
our country of its wealth and put that money into the 
pockets of a handful of large corporations" [3].  Shown 
in Trump's video, as he spoke these words, was the CEO 
of Goldman Sachs, Lloyd Blankfein. 

But this was just fluff, of course.  After Trump won the 
election, the stock of Goldman Sachs went up 33 
percent, and Lloyd Blankfein himself was purring like a 
kitten.  Blankfein noted that the campaign video was 
simply "rhetoric", and said that Trump "may turn out to 
be a better president than anyone".  On the other hand, 
Blankfein's reaction, when Bernie Sanders had said 
similar things this spring, was that Bernie's comments 
were "dangerous". 

 



3.4  Capitalist media mystifies  
        and props up reaction 

The capitalist media mystifies the origin of these anti-
immigrant and nationalist movements. The sophisticated 
Economist, for example, writes: 

>  "Inquiring after the roots of nationalism 
>  is like asking what makes people love 
>  their families or fear strangers." [4] 

Yeah, it's all (supposedly) as natural as loving your 
family. 

The British Guardian goes further, with an editorial [5] 
explaining that we have entered an "age of anger" in 
which the "primitive savage and evil impulses of 
mankind" have surfaced in defiance of "rational political 
explanations". 

This is bullshit.  The capitalist media makes it seem like 
reactionary nationalism is simply a force of nature, like 
the weather, but it is the ruling class and their compliant 
media lapdogs which promote and prop up racists like 
Trump. 

We can see how the capitalist media promoted Trump's 
"brand" by looking at the ocean of free coverage they 
gave him early in his campaign.  This free media 
saturation, according to the New York Times and the 
Atlantic, would have been worth two billion dollars at 
market prices [6].  The various capitalist news media 
claim that they gave Trump all this coverage only to 
boost their ratings.  Don't believe it.  If someone gets 
that much free publicity--there is a deeper reason for it. 

It was not only Fox news and Rush Limbaugh who 
promoted Trump.  Hillary's own campaign (it was 
revealed in a cynical memo hacked by the Russians, and 
released by Wikileaks) decided in April 2015 to 
"elevate" Trump, and instructed its puppet press to play 
him up [7].  I was not surprised, when this memo 
surfaced, that Hillary's campaign had cynically promoted 
Trump.  It had always looked that way to me: Trump's 
role in the campaign was to be a boogieman who could 
make Hillary look better (and more likeable) in 
comparison.  But, as the saying goes, the best laid plans 
of mice and men so often crash and burn. 

And there is more.  Trump was presented to the world as 
a harmless buffoon (and defended against accusations of 
racism--which were ridiculed) when he hosted "Saturday 
Night Live" in November 2015.  This is called 
"normalization".  Bashing immigrants, you see, is just 
"normal", like loving your family. 

3.5  Capitalist media hides reasons for our pain 

Here we can see the big lie at the heart of the capitalist 
media.  Unlivable wages, unemployment, homelessness 
and the disintegration of families are creating misery.  
The workers are in pain.  This pain is caused by the 

deliberate policy of the ruling one percent, the class of 
big-time capitalists--who are squeezing the workers to 
increase their own profits.  But the capitalist media 
cannot say this, of course, because that is not their 
function in society; their function in society is to present 
the workings of capitalist society as perfectly normal, 
and as something that is as much removed from human 
agency as the weather. 

So the workers are given no explanation for WHY they 
are in so much pain--and why their jobs are gone--and 
why their towns and cities are experiencing collapse.  
But who _does_ give an explanation?  Trump and the 
"alt-right", of course.  Trump and the "alt-right" (ie: a 
bunch of KKK and neo-nazis who took off their robes 
and swastikas so they could appear "respectable") tell 
workers that their pain is being caused by immigrants, 
minorities and workers in other countries.  This divide-
and-conquer explanation is the ONLY explanation for 
their pain that most workers have ever heard. 

Bernie, of course, gave another explanation for a short 
period of time.  Bernie, during his time in the sun, 
mentioned that maybe the Wall Street Banks might have 
something to do with pain that workers were 
experiencing.  But that moment of Bernie's was over in a 
heartbeat.  Bernie shut up about the Wall Street as soon 
as he shifted his support to the voice of Wall Street, 
Hillary Clinton. 

The capitalist media and political trends are simply 
incapable of telling the truth.  Trump was attacked for 
being a liar on minor issues, while he was let off the 
hook for the big ones.  Hillary's campaign, for example, 
could not point out the obvious--that Trump's central 
promise--to oppose the ruling financial elite and improve 
the conditions of workers--was a fraud--without 
incriminating herself.  What was Hillary, the senator 
from Goldman Sachs, supposed to do--say that Trump 
will serve the big financial institutions--exactly like she 
does? 

From the perspective of our ruling class, nothing is more 
dangerous than the truth, which must be avoided at all 
costs, while racist attacks on immigrants and others has a 
bright side--because it weakens the working class and 
deflects its anger away from the ruling one percent who 
are bringing pain to us all. 

3.6  Capital prefers stability, 
        but can control Trump 

The election came down to the status quo or "something 
else". 

Trump won the election because he was the only 
candidate saying that things were seriously fucked up 
and needed to change.  Hillary, on the other hand, was 
for the status quo.  Even with all her power, and minion 
news media, she could not even try to hide this.  The 
majority of the ruling one percent would probably have 



preferred Hillary, because capital prefers stability, but 
they can live with Trump, and they will be able to 
control Trump, even if the fine-tuning may at times be 
awkward. 

Trump may not have been the first choice of a big chunk 
of our ruling class, but they considered him acceptable, 
unlike Bernie Sanders. 

The ruling one percent would probably have gone all out 
to attack Bernie Sanders if he had gotten the Democratic 
Party nomination.  We should keep in mind that Bernie 
was never what he appeared to be; Bernie was never 
more than a supporter of the status quo who mouthed off 
about "the billionaire class" that he actually loyally 
serves.  But even so, Bernie's radical rhetoric was not 
acceptable to our ruling class--because it presented the 
danger that millions might get the idea that this country 
should be run by the people who create everything and 
do all the work. 

The main problem with Trump, from the perspective of 
the ruling class, may be that he represents a risk.  On top 
of everything else, Trump may get the workers and 
oppressed too damn riled up; too damn fighting mad, too 
united against himself and the rule of capital that he 
represents, and the whole thing has potential to backfire 
big time. 

3.7  Late stage capitalism falling apart? 

Some argue that Trump's popularity reflected the 
influence of social media, and the diminished role of the 
traditional gatekeepers over the information we see.  
Television replaced radio and newspapers, this argument 
goes, and now TV is being replaced.  And Trump was 
better positioned to exploit this.  But if this argument is 
true--things are unlikely to end well for Trump.  Social 
media, in the long run, will tend to bring about political 
transparency.  And political transparency will not be 
kind to those who live by the lie. 

Trump's election may also be an indication that U.S. 
imperialism has begun its decline.  Not long ago, the 
U.S. had vanquished its Soviet rival and emerged as the 
world's sole superpower.  Apologists for the system of 
"liberal democracy" were proclaiming that humanity 
had, at last, reached "the end of history".  Now, with a 
racist clown at the top, the U.S. is beginning to look like 
an unstable banana republic. 

A question that comes up, for people like me who see 
themselves as marxists, is how was it possible that our 
ruling class, which has so much experience and power, 
might have had to settle for a candidate who appeared to 
be their 2nd choice, and who runs a risk of kicking a 
proletarian hornet's nest and stoking the fire of the class 
struggle? 

Some political trends argue that capitalism at this stage 
is undergoing what they call "decomposition" [8].  In 
simpler terms, this is an argument that late stage 

capitalism is coming apart at the seams, with the ruling 
class losing its ability to control its own state apparatus.  
The rough analogy is to the Roman empire as it fell 
apart.  The empire had decayed so much, had 
concentrated so much power at the very top, that its 
ruling class lost the ability to unite in its common class 
interest.  Instead there was infighting, frequent civil war, 
and eventual weakening and collapse.  I am generally 
skeptical of this kind of argument, because I have seen it 
so many times and always considered it shallow.  On the 
other hand, I had thought that Trump had _zero_ chance 
of winning the election--precisely because our ruling 
class was too sophisticated and resourceful to allow such 
a blundering idiot to be put in charge of its affairs. 

3.8  Our window of opportunity 

It appears likely to me that all three factors above (social 
media, decline and decomposition) may have played 
some role in what happened.  But I would add a forth 
factor to the list: the carrot has dried out.  What was once 
a juicy and inviting carrot at the time of the great 
depression in the 1930's, is now old and withered, and 
can no longer perform its essential carrot function.  Our 
ruling class may need time to pump some life into this 
carrot; may need time to figure out how big this carrot 
needs to be; and how much money to fork over to create 
a new and better carrot.  And, in the meantime, as it does 
all this--it will use the stick: our ruling class can learn, 
experimentally, how well the stick can work in the age 
of austerity and social media. 

And there is one more benefit (from the point of view of 
our ruling bourgeoisie) in using the stick now: they 
figure that we are more likely to welcome and worship a 
carrot in the future--if we are first beaten with the stick 
for 4 years.  In this scenario, Trump is being set up to 
take the fall, as the designated bad guy when the 
revamped Democratic Party (or supposedly 
"independent" social democratic party) emerges in four 
years as the designated "hero" of this story. 

I go into this more in what follows, but the bottom line is 
that, for whatever reason, serious activists may have a 
window of opportunity, likely to last several years, in 
which many people will be in turmoil, and open to a new 
perspective, one that will lead to victory. 

3.9  The election result: "fuck this shit" 

>  "... where these parties and movements gain 
>  workers' support it is predominantly among 
>  those who have suffered most from changes in 
>  the capitalist economy during the last forty 
>  years, and who have not unreasonably concluded, 
>  after years of defeats and endless attacks on 
>  their living conditions from governments of 
>  right and left, that the only way to frighten 
>  the ruling elite is by voting for demonstrably 
>  irresponsible parties whose policies are 



>  anathema to that same elite." [9] 

The liberal press makes it seem like people who voted 
for Trump (and half the country) are a bunch of racist 
assholes.  But, if we actually look at the election results, 
we find something far different. 

Two things, in fact, stand out: 

(1) First, the drop in popularity between Obama in 2012 
and Hillary in 2016 was insignificant in comparison to 
the drop in Obama's popularity between 2008 and 2012: 

>  Obama 2008  -  69.5 million 
>  Obama 2012  -  65.9 million 
>  Hillary 2016  -  65.8 million 

The drop in support for the Democratic Party candidate 
was 3.6 million between 2008 and 2012.  The drop 
between 2012 and 2016, in comparison, was more like a 
rounding error. 

Hence, we can see that it was not just a matter of Hillary 
being less charismatic and believable than Obama, 
because Obama himself was less charismatic and 
believable in 2012 than he was four years earlier. 

Rather, it looks like the neoliberalism of the Democratic 
Party has been wearing thin, and steadily losing its 
ability to fool people.  Many voters in 2008 actually 
believed that Obama was about "hope" and "change" 
after eight years of Bush's fiascos.  But, by 2012, people 
were wising up, and this trend continued in 2016, when 
Hillary was left holding the bag for the erosion of 
neoliberalism's credibility. 

So it is not just that Hillary had a problem connecting to 
ordinary people and appearing to be human (although 
she certainly did have this problem) but also the position 
she was in: Hillary was the representative of (1) the 
banks that wanted to continue looting and pillaging here 
at home, and (2) the Pentagon that wanted to continue 
looting and pillaging overseas--precisely at the time 
when more people are beginning to catch on to this.  It is 
difficult to smile in a believable way when it is 
becoming increasing obvious that everything you say is 
a lie. 

In any event, Hillary still managed to beat Trump by 
nearly three million votes.  Trump is president only 
because of the regressive electoral college system that 
was engineered to keep Southern slave owners happy. 

(2) Even more interesting is what we learn when we look 
at the _real_ results of the election, expressed as a 
percentage of the voting age population.  We find that 
the overwhelming favorite in the election was "Fuck this 
shit! I'm staying home." 

>  Refused to vote: 49 % 
>  Voted for Hillary: 26 % 
>  Voted for Trump: 25 % 

The result above is actually quite similar in every 
election: One out of every 4 people votes for the 
Democrat.  One votes for the Republican.  And 2 out of 
4 say "fuck this shit". 

This happens every election, without fail.  All the talk 
we may hear about popular mandates and so forth is 
nonsense.  Election winners are based on a relatively 
small number of swing votes. 

The ruling class in the U.S. deliberately keeps a huge 
section of the population ignorant and saturated with 
backward ideas--so that this section can be used as a 
reserve of reaction to use against any progressive 
movement that may threaten the interests of the 
powerful.  And the convoluted, winner-take-all system 
in the U.S. is designed to maintain the illusion of a big 
mandate within a "two-party system", and reduce 
opportunities for the emergence of any kind of 
alternative party which might tell the truth and 
encourage people to think. 

In these circumstances, we can take a certain amount of 
comfort in the fact that as many people stayed home as 
voted for Hillary and Trump combined. 

Liberal and conservative media (as well as facebook) 
shout from the rooftops that we should vote.  But the 
purpose of the election is to decide who will rule and 
fool us on behalf of the exact same group of Wall Street 
financers, and half the population refuses to participate 
in this stupidity.  People who refuse to vote are routinely 
derided--but many of them recognize, instinctively, that 
something about it is a waste of their fucking time.  If 
we know how to understand the results, we can see that 
three out of four people rejected Hillary, and three out of 
four also rejected Trump. 

But we have spent enough time looking at how Trump 
"won" the election.  More important is why the ability of 
the Democratic Party to fool people in the face of 
austerity and crisis has been steadily eroding.  And that 
brings us to look at the other half of the team: the so-
called "good cop". 

Part 4: The good cop 
(the carrot of social democracy) 

4.1  Reformism (with credibility) 

There are two main stages in the lifecycle of reformism, 
corresponding more or less to before and after it has lost 
the ability to fool anyone.   

Liberalism is the last stage of reformism.  Liberalism is 
what is left of reformism after it has sold out so many 
times, and been part of the establishment for so long--
that few can remember a time when it actually had the 
appearance of opposing the status quo. 



Liberalism used to deliver mild reforms.  Now it delivers 
attacks on the workers and oppressed.  Liberalism used 
to at least pretend to oppose the attacks of the 
conservatives.  Now it sells itself as only attacking half 
as hard. 

The earlier, more youthful, stage of reformism is 
sometimes called "social democracy" (because that is 
what some of the first parties of this type called 
themselves).  Social democracy is reformism that 
sometimes organizes real fights.  Social democrats are 
often deeply respected. 

We are going to hear a lot about social democracy in the 
years ahead.  It will usually be called by one of many 
other names (and many of these names may include 
some variant of the word "socialism").  But it will be in 
the news. 

4.2  The conveyor belt 

There is an evolutionary process at work.  Social 
democratic trends tend to appear in times of sharp class 
struggle when the ruling class needs to make 
concessions to angry workers who are fighting mad.  
The mission of the social democratic trends is to deliver 
these concessions to the workers--after first wrapping 
the concessions up in the idea that the best way to get 
more concessions from the ruling class--is to wag your 
tail and beg. 

Once the anger of the workers has died and been largely 
forgotten, the social democratic leaders can make their 
metamorphosis into the next stage of their lives: liberal 
political leaders.  The whole process can be visualized as 
working like a conveyor belt that is always moving to 
the right.  Put radical-sounding reformers in at the left 
end, and watch enthusiastic champions of the status quo 
emerge decades later from the right. 

4.3  Respecting the bourgeois leash 

Social democracy is represented by a large and broad 
grouping of reformist political trends which are, 
essentially, on a bourgeois leash.  Social democracy is a 
politics based on alliances with and support from 
institutions and personalities who are, in turn,  controlled 
or heavily influenced by the ruling one percent.  The 
institutions and "opinion leaders" which support social 
democracy include the trade union bureaucracy, liberal-
labor politicians, religious misleaders, progressive news 
and cultural outlets and personalities, and other 
professional do-gooders. 

Social democracy is also based on an ideology.  The 
core of this ideology is the idea that we can gradually 
and incrementally get rid of all the problems that flow 
from the rule of capital--if we make certain that we are, 
above all, "responsible", and stay strictly within the 
limits of what is _acceptable_ to our ruling class.   

But what determines what is acceptable to our ruling 
bourgeoisie?  The bottom line is that--in order to be 
_acceptable_, a form of struggle cannot be _effective_ at 
challenging the foundations of bourgeois class rule. 

Hence we can formulate the guiding principle of social 
democracy: do good things to bring reforms to the 
masses when possible but, above all, "respect the leash". 

4.4  Are we fighting a conscious class enemy? 

We should also keep in mind the other fundamental 
pillar of the social democratic ideology.  In the 
worldview of social democracy--there is no such thing as 
a conscious class enemy that runs society and which 
deliberately works to keep the proletariat ignorant and 
divided against itself; in particular, there is no such thing 
as a conscious class enemy which we will need to 
decisively defeat. 

The idea that we must understand and defeat a conscious 
class enemy is, according to social democracy, some 
kind of unsophisticated conspiracy theory.  Social 
democracy has a different explanation for why things are 
fucked up and why so many people are experiencing so 
much pain.  The social democratic explanation--is that 
we live in a "democracy". 

This means that, if the class enemy puts someone like 
Trump in charge of the country, if the class enemy 
organizes and encourages racist gangs to attack 
immigrants and minorities, we should instead view these 
things as coming from the working class itself. 

Social democracy fears the working class, because social 
democracy reflects the class fear in the heart of the 
ruling bourgeoisie--which understands that it is locked 
into a permanent antagonism, a permanent life-and-death 
struggle, with the working class.  The ruling bourgeoisie 
understands that, if the proletariat is able to make itself 
conscious--then, as the saying goes, all the trees in the 
forest will fall. 

This antagonism can only be resolved with the working 
class creating its own organization, using this 



organization to make itself conscious--and on this basis 
bringing a permanent end to the rule of capital. 

4.5  Dancing on a tightrope 

This means that social democratic trends must walk a 
tightrope, as they dance in the tight space between the 
two main antagonistic classes (ie: bourgeoisie and 
proletariat) which have irreconcilable material interests. 

Social democratic trends, on the one hand, need to 
deliver tangible reforms, at least occasionally, to 
maintain credibility with the working class and 
oppressed.  On the other hand, they must be extremely 
careful to avoid doing too much to raise the fighting 
spirit or consciousness of the workers--because this 
would not be acceptable to their sponsors who are 
connected to our ruling class.  The social democrats 
cannot risk doing too much to antagonize the ruling 
class--because the ruling class could at any time pull the 
rug out from under them by having its many gatekeepers 
and power brokers withdraw support. 

And, while social democracy is represented by a wide 
range of trends, its not-so-hidden center of gravity is 
based on the idea of returning the Democratic Party to 
the way it was in the 1930's, under Roosevelt's "New 
Deal". 

4.6  "New Deal" in 1930's offers food,  
         jobs and illusions 

In the 1930's, millions in the U.S. were facing starvation 
and homelessness as a result of the great depression.  
One quarter of the country was out of work, with no 
income.  People were angry.  On the other side of the 
planet, a big country, Russia, was telling people here 
(with help from the Communist Party USA which, at the 
time, was a militant, radical party, instead of the dusty 
relic it is today) that the capitalist system was the 
problem--and needed to be overthrown.  Hungry, 
homeless and angry workers in the U.S. were starting to 
think that this made sense. 

It was in this situation that Roosevelt recognized the 
need to save the capitalist system, and put together his 
"new deal".  Basically--he told workers that they would 
no longer be fucked--that they would not need to storm 
the White House with pitchforks--that they would be 
provided for: that the government would give them food, 
shelter, jobs and hope.  This was the origin of 
unemployment insurance, social security and many other 
programs which will soon be under attack. 

Roosevelt transformed the Democratic Party (known 
until then as the party loved by the Southern slave 
owners, and as the other party of big business) into "the 
friend" of workers and oppressed minorities.  This is the 
origin of the Democratic Party as we know it today. 

Under Roosevelt, the Democratic Party remained a party 
that served the ruling one percent--but it had created the 

appearance of being something else.  The Democratic 
Party had become the "good cop" (in exchange for the 
price of some social relief and reforms) while the 
Republicans took the role of the "bad cop" -- the party 
that openly represented big business. 

4.7  The gradual evaporation of reformism 

And this was how things stood, more or less, for several 
decades--until our ruling class had less need for a "good 
cop" (and the expense required for maintaining this 
appearance). 

About 25 years ago, as the Soviet Union collapsed, and 
U.S. imperialism emerged as the world's only 
superpower, the position of our ruling class became 
more secure.  At this point, our ruling class seems to 
have decided that having two "bad cops" would be less 
expensive--and would work good enough.  This was 
about the time that the Democratic Party, under the 
charismatic Clinton, started moving aggressively to what 
was called "the center" (a clever phrase meaning "the 
right") and embraced what is called "neoliberalism" 
(another clever phrase meaning to steal from the poor in 
order to give to the rich). 

4.8  The danger of independent class politics 

But the pain of decades has been catching up.  Occupy 
proved there was a vacuum.  If our ruling class does not 
fill that vacuum--the vacuum will eventually be filled by 
activists who represent the independent class interests of 
the workers. 

At that point--from the perspective of our ruling class--
there would be a danger that a critical mass of 
independent consciousness would be concentrated in one 
spot at one time, and a critical threshold reached, at 
which point things might spiral out of control. 

It is this danger that is motivating the actions of our 
ruling class.  The irony, of course, is that their actions to 
counter this danger may have the effect of throwing 
gasoline on smoldering embers. 

4.9  The limits of their leash 

In response to the threat of Occupy and the danger of 
independent class politics emerging, our ruling class 
seems to be upgrading its "partnership" with a section of 
professional activists.  This partnership is somewhat like 
the partnership of a man and his dog.  Our ruling class is 
like the man.  And social democrats play the role of the 
dog on a leash.  They are free to romp around in 
whatever direction their loving hearts desire--as long as 
they do not go beyond the limits of their leash. 

When journalists such as Chris Hedges (himself a well-
known spokesman for the Occupy movement) provided 
cover and justification for the police suppression of the 
movement by calling the militant core of Occupy a 
"cancer", he was only doing what social democrats are 



best known for--betraying the movement at the exact 
moment that undermines it the most. 

This is how class society works.  The social democrats 
will support the movement, and be "friends" of the 
movement, and have all the necessary resources from the 
ruling class that they need to do this.  And the social 
democrats will eventually, by this means, be able to gain 
leadership or heavy influence in the movement.  And 
then, on this basis, they will lead the movement into the 
gutter: they will liquidate the movement.  That is what 
social democrats do--pretty much any time and every 
time we are stupid and gullible enough to let them. 

The social democrats do not generally see themselves as 
dogs on a leash.  Their ideology protects them from an 
unpleasant recognition of their true position in society.  
They think instead of all the wonderful things they will 
be doing, and the wonderful speeches they will be 
giving, and the wonderful honors that will be poured on 
them by liberal institutions in the future.  This is why 
there can never be any clear dividing line between social 
democracy and liberalism:  They both work hard to be 
acceptable to the ruling class.  The difference is that the 
social democrats will tend to mouth off a lot more--and 
will sometimes organize a real fight for workers' 
interests. 

Currently, social democracy in the U.S. has its center of 
gravity in the left wing of the Democratic Party, but it 
also has many connections with the trade union 
bureaucracy and exists at the core of a great many other 
supposedly "independent" projects, such as the Green 
Party, and Kshama Sawant's group, known as Socialist 
Alternative (see below). 

Probably the most well-known social democratic project 
at this time is the fight for a $15 minimum wage. 

Social democrats are also likely to end up leading the 
fight against Trump's attacks on immigrants, minorities 
and women. 

And this brings us to the fact that, in spite of the 
frequently treacherous nature of social democratic 
trends--they often do a lot of good things, and we need 
to find ways to support the useful struggles they may 
lead, even as we oppose, in a principled way, the 
illusions they promote. 

4.10  Playing both sides of the fence 

Kshama Sawant's group organized and led many 
thousands in massive marches of outrage the day after 
the racist asshole was elected.  I ran into one of these 
marches by accident: 2500 people, mostly young, 
marching through the streets of downtown Seattle.  It 
certainly lifted my spirit.  Eighty percent of them, 
including the barista where I work, had never been in a 
march before. 

But this same group, Socialist Alternative, also told its 
followers to look to Bernie Sanders for leadership.  And 
Bernie Sanders told his followers to look to Hillary 
Clinton for leadership.  And Hillary told her followers to 
"give Trump a chance". 

So what is wrong with this picture? 

Is Socialist Alternative playing both sides of the fence? 

Yes, they are. 

4.11  Independent class politics  
          vs. the chain of fools 

From an ideological point of view: Socialist Alternative 
is promoting the idea that "lesser evil politics" is more 
important than the (supposedly) "useless" idea that what 
the proletariat needs, above all else, is independent class 
politics.  Bernie shit on the idea of independent class 
politics when he told his followers to look to Hillary for 
leadership.  And Socialist Alternative shit on the idea of 
independent class politics when it did the same for 
Bernie. 

In this chain of fools, each link in the chain channels the 
attention and trust of their followers to the link above 
them.  At the bottom of this chain is a group that claims 
to be "socialist".  At the top is Wall Street. 

This is what happens when your guiding principle is 
"respect the leash".  We need something more than this.  
We need a political organization that is genuinely 
independent. 

The maneuvers of the social democrats make for a 
complicated situation for independent activists who 
understand that we need to organize and support 
worthwhile struggles--but who are also determined to 
remain free of the undue influence of political trends 
which are highly experienced and manipulative, and too 
important in movement circles to ignore.  We will 
explore this contradiction facing independent activists in 
the next section. 

Part 5: The proletariat needs 

its own independent organization 

5.1  Stay active, but out of the food chain 

As we work to create something which is independent, 
we need to do something simple: we need to keep a 
reasonable distance from the infamous "chain of fools".  
This chain of fools is really a food chain; it exists to suck 
the life out of us, pure and simple.   

The two main chains that are trying to, so to speak, 
hijack our energy are the ones I mentioned in the 
introduction: 

(1) the black hole of the Democratic Party, and 



(2) the kind of realignment of ruling class electoral 
politics last seen at the time of the Great Depression in 
the 1930's. 

A lot of activists are going to get _very_ focused on 
these, because there will be a lot of speculation that the 
Democratic Party will split up.  For many people, this 
would be a bigger event than the "big bang" itself, which 
created the entire known universe 14.7 billion years ago. 

Out of all this may emerge a party that calls itself 
"independent".  This will be a social democratic party.  It 
will not really be independent, as it will be on a leash: 
and the people at the top who run it will be trained and 
trusted slaves of the ruling one percent--the bourgeoisie. 

Many may end up getting sucked into this social 
democratic formation.  If so, it will be an interesting and 
valuable experience although, in my humble opinion, 
likely to be a bitter one.  Experience is how we learn.  
Pain is the sediment that forms the rocks on which we 
stand. 

Out of a lot of pain there will emerge a determination to 
create organization which is genuinely independent. 

That is my focus.  And, dear reader, if you are reading 
this far--maybe it will one day be yours. 

5.2  How we can outflank the social democrats 

It is the struggle to create a movement which is 
genuinely independent, and based on the working class, 
which is what will drive everything forward.  In 
particular, a serious struggle along these lines will 
threaten to outflank the social democrats.  Outflanking 
the social democrats would mean finding ourselves in a 
position to directly deliver correct ideas to the living and 
receptive minds of large numbers of workers.   

The most powerful idea we can give the 

workers is that it is necessary that they run 

the entire world, rather than having it run 

by neoliberal or populist-nationalist 

representatives of capital.  Along with this, 

we can tell workers that they need their own 

organization, one which is genuinely 

independent and genuinely democratic. 

And there is more we can tell the workers.  We can tell 
them everything: how the world works, how it got to be 
the way it is, and how it needs to be fixed.  How can we 
do this?  We can do this with an organized effort by 
dozens, or hundreds, of activists who recognize that this 
is the way forward.  Such an organized effort would 
make use of facebook, and various other platforms, 
including plain old paper, but the working class will 
eventually need something more: a digital platform that 

it controls.  I call this platform the channel, and I discuss 
it in the conclusion of this essay. 

Threatening to outflank the social democrats may help 
result in two things: 

(1) scare the ruling bourgeoisie--which as a result will be 
likely to lengthen the leash that limits the social 
democrats 

(2) force a section of the social democrats to give up on 
trying to grab their share of real estate within the 
Democratic Party--and (in the context of a lengthened 
leash) to work instead to create a party of their own 
which, with flashing neon lights, will claim to be 
independent. 

Such a social democratic party-on-a-leash will, of 
course, never be genuinely independent, but its 
formation will help to break up the logjam of our current 
"two-party system" and bring millions into political 
thought and motion.  And this, in turn, will awaken 
many to the need for a real party capable of representing 
the class interest and historic mission of the proletariat. 

5.3  Why we need our own  
        independent organization 

The working class is in the position of being helpless, 
and unable to effectively respond to the many attacks on 
it, for a simple reason: it lacks an organization it can 
truthfully call its own. 

Without this organization, the working class can never 
be fully conscious, or fully have the ability to act in its 
own interest as a class. 

The working class needs an organization that will give it 
the ability to both (1) understand what is going on and 
(2) coordinate actions on the largest scale, in order to not 
only defend itself against attacks, but to put an end to the 
rule of capital and run everything itself. 

There are many organizations, of course, which _claim_ 
to be the organization the workers need (or claim to be 
the future core of this organization, or claim to be 
working to create this organization).  Unfortunately, all 
of these organizations are either (1) part of the social 
democratic milieu, (2) cargo cults (ie: a kind of small-
group religion that emerges in conditions where political 
stress is combined with partial, fragmentary knowledge), 
or (3) well-intentioned but clueless concerning the next 
steps forward. 

5.4  The organization we need will not 
        emerge spontaneously from  
        struggles for partial demands 

Most activists believe that the organization we need will 
emerge (if it emerges at all) from the various struggles 
for partial demands.  But this is clearly not true. 



"Partial demands" (for those unfamiliar with political 
jargon) are political or economic demands that are 
achievable, at least in part, within the framework of the 
rule of capital, such as struggles against police brutality 
and murders, for abortion rights, for $15/hour, 
workplace and trade union struggles, for medical and 
retirement benefits, against imperialist war, against 
global warming, against ecosystem destruction, etc. 

The organization which the working class needs is 
unlikely to emerge from the various struggles for partial 
demands, because these struggles are nearly always 
dominated by social democratic trends, or the trade 
union bureaucracy, and tend to be based on the social 
democratic ideology, resources and methods of 
organization--which are all in direct opposition to the 
emergence of organization which is genuinely 
independent and genuinely democratic. 

The ruling one percent is intensely hostile to genuinely 
independent organization--which it is unable to control.  
And their social democratic (and trade union bureaucrat) 
flunkies (because they are so dependent on the 
sponsorship of a section of the ruling one percent) end 
up reflecting this fear of independent organization, 
which is considered "too toxic to touch". 

It is good for activists to support the various struggles 
for partial demands, and to participate in these struggles, 
and to gain experience in them.  These struggles (and the 
experience gained in them) are valuable.  But the 
organization we need will not automatically or 
spontaneously emerge from these struggles. 

5.5  The organization we need will not emerge 
        from fraudulent bourgeois election circus 

Some activists are claiming that the organization we 
need will emerge from participation in the fraudulent 
bourgeois election circus.  This is not true either. 

The bourgeois election system exists, among other 
reasons, to train activists to be subservient to the will of 
capital--and to train activists to beg for support and 
endorsements from other people and institutions which 
are subservient to the will of capital.  This is the opposite 
of what we need. 

We need an organization which is *not* subservient to 
the will of capital, which is *not* part of the bourgeois 
political food chain; which does *not* exist for the 
purpose of sucking up and liquidating activist energy by 
directing it into either the black hole of Democratic 
Party--or the black hole of any social democratic 
formation which may split from the Democratic Party in 
the years ahead. 

So electoral politics are not the way forward. 

When the working class has its own independent party, 
that has its feet on the ground and knows what it is 
doing, then this party will make use of elections in the 

same way as it will make use of everything that exists.  
But that day is a long way from today.  First, we will 
need a party.  And that party will not emerge from the 
fraudulent sausage factory.  When activists enter this 
factory--they will end up being either discarded--or  
ground up and turned into something for which they 
used to have contempt. 

5.6  The organization we need will 
        not emerge from a cargo cult 

Today there are many groups that have created miniature 
religions.  I call these groups "cargo cults" because they 
are based on what I call cargo-cult Leninism.  These 
groups repeat words and phrases from the past without 
understanding what they mean.  These groups work 
hard, and include many dedicated people, but their 
commitment to their internal religion leads then to spend 
most of their energy constructing imaginary worlds 
inside a fragile bubble--which must be kept isolated 
from the central problems of our time. 

The independent and democratic organization we need 
will not emerge from such a bubble. 

5.7  Confronting more than a century of failure 

The history of the working class movement knows 
countless attempts to create its own independent 
organization.  Every one of these attempts eventually 
failed: organization were created, but they were co-
opted, corrupted, or suffocated, and what was left of 
these organizations was used against the working class. 

This year marks the 100th anniversary of the 1917 
revolution in Russia, which was led by an organization 
which aspired to lead the working class to victory over 
the rule of capital.  Although there are a lot of 
disagreements concerning when and why this revolution 
failed, it is hard to dispute the simple fact that, in the 
fight against capital, capital eventually won.  My 
conclusion is that the organization which led this 
revolution was effectively suffocated by the mid-to-late 
1920's.  Once something like this happens, defeat is 
reality. 

5.8  Where will our organization come from ? 

I have spent a good many years studying the events of 
the 20th century.  My conclusion is that the organization 
which the workers need, an organization which cannot 
be co-opted, corrupted, suffocated or destroyed, is likely 
to emerge in the first half of this century, although it 
appears unlikely that I will see it in my lifetime. 

This organization will be based on the principle of 
political transparency, and it will emerge out of 
common work to create a common, universal, 

public domain news and social media platform 
that I call "the channel". 



Part 6: Our weapon  
will be the channel 

> "All that is solid, melts into air" 
> Karl Marx, 1848 

6.1 Deus Ex Machina (from the heavens): 
Transparency will impact like Theia 

We live in a class society.  This means that the ruling 
ideas in our society are the ideas of our ruling class.  
This means that, in broad outline, our ruling class 
determines the ideology which dominates our news, 
culture and educational system.  This means that the 
most important truths about the most important topics 
are, most of the time, pushed to the margins--out of sight 
for most people.  But this system will be breaking down 
in the decades ahead. 

1. What's been concealed will be revealed 

I have been studying the revolution in digital 
communications my entire life.  This revolution--
whereby any person on earth will soon have the ability 
to communicate directly with any other person--is a 
singular event in the development of civilization.  It 
happens only once.  This revolution began in the last 
century, and will continue to unfold, decade after 
decade, throughout this one.  And this revolution will 
bring with it something I call "political transparency", 
whereby everything important that has been purposely 
concealed from most of humanity will be revealed, so to 
speak, in technicolor. 

The most important of all the "secrets" that 

have been hidden is that the rule of capital 

goes against the material interest of the 

overwhelming majority of humanity--and the 

working class can and will bring an end to the 

rule of capital.   

The rule of capital is responsible for our pain.  The rule 
of capital is at the root of all the wars, racist attacks, 
joblessness, homelessness, backward culture, isolation 
and misery in the world.  The rule of capital not only 
creates these problems--it stands in the way of solving 
them. 

The rule of capital is the inevitable result of an economy 
based on commodity production, which leads to an 
accumulation of capital, and the rule of a social class 
(a.k.a. the ruling one percent, the bourgeoisie) which is 
dependent on its ownership of capital, and which acts as 
the human intermediary for inanimate capital, which 
must expand (and provide return interest on investment) 
in order to continue to exist as capital. 

As the working class struggles to make itself conscious, 
it will learn that it has the ability to create a society (and 
an economy) that is not based on commodity production.  
This will give the working class the confidence it needs 
to create an independent movement that will end the rule 
of capital. 

2. A weapon in the hands of the proletariat 

This revolution in comunications can be viewed from 
many different angles.  It can be seen as a new way to 
distract people with social media.  It can be seen as the 
key to productivity in a modern economy.  But I think 
that we should learn to see it, above all, as a weapon in 
the hands of the proletariat. 

The revolution in communications promises to transform 
the terrain of the class struggle, and its impact will be 
such that I have formulated what I call the 
"Transparency will impact like Theia hypothesis", 
inspired by a popular theory for the impact that created 
the moon. 

Four and a half billion years ago, according to one 
version this theory, a planetary body the size of Mars 
slammed into the proto-earth at a speed of 7 miles per 
second, or maybe faster.  Scientists call this planetary 
body Theia, and some believe the resulting collision 
vaporized most of Theia and the proto-earth, and created 
a giant spinning ball of hot silicate gas--which 
eventually cooled and settled into the earth-moon system 
we know today. 

In an analogous way, I have concluded, the epoch of 
political transparency that humanity is entering will 
disrupt and destroy our existing social order and the rule 
of capital.  And it appears inescapable to me that this 
will happen before the end of this century. 

Political transparency will bring to countless millions 
new ideas that will allow them to understand our world, 
understand the source of their pain, and understand what 
is necessary to end this pain.  And there is more.  When 
correct ideas are brought to the working class--these 
ideas will be transformed into a material force--one more 
powerful than you can imagine. 

3. A collision is inevitable 

What this means is that a collision between a conscious 
working class and the rule of capital is on its way.  We 
are already seeing signs that it is getting closer. 

One of the most important things to understand about 
this coming collision is that it is inevitable.  It is 
independent of individual human will.  It is going to 
happen.  No force can stop it.  In particular, our ruling 
class, which presently stands as secure and invincible as 
ancient Rome at the height of its power--will not be able 
to prevent the working class from using the revolution in 
communcations to make itself conscious and to liberate 
itself, and all of humanity, from the yoke of capital. 



As Theia approached the proto-earth, it would have 
filled the sky.  As it got close, its gravitational influence 
would probably have caused earthquakes.  That may be 
the significance of Trump's big victory, helped by his 
social media reach.  If so, this is an early sign of 
something immensely bigger on its way. 

The  #TransparencyIsTheia  hypothesis I have 
formulated is not original to me.  Karl Marx wrote in 
"The Communist Manifesto" (1848) that the proletariat 
would end the rule of capital.  And many believe that 
this will happen in this century, and will take place with 
the help of the revolution in communications.  My 
contribution, which amounts to nothing, is simply to 
make use of the analogy with Theia to help us 
understand our tasks today: we can work to use the 
emerging transparency to help activists, and the working 
class, understand the basis for an independent movement 
aimed at ending the rule of capital. 

This means that we can lift our eyes, and free 

ourselves from the exclusive and obsessive 

preoccupation with the day-to-day struggles for 

partial demands.  It is this exclusive and obsessive 

preoccupation that helps to keep our movement 

subservient to social democracy and the 

dysfunctional cargo cults. 

4. This will be a century of information war 

The 21st century, I have concluded, will be a century of 
information war.  The term "information war", I should 
note, is used in different ways.  Some use this term to 
describe hacking, or the sabotage of computer systems, 
but that is not how I use this term.  Rather, I believe, we 
should understand information war as an organized war 
of ideas on a mass scale. 

Seen this way, many governments, political trends, and 
even terrorist groups (such as ISIS) are making use of 
information war.  But what has not yet appeared, and 
what is overdue, is an organized effort by the proletariat 
to use information war to make itself conscious and 
carry out its mission.  Activists will make use of 
information war to build the independent movement of 
the working class--and to restore the health of the left 
movements that, at the present time, are in large part a 
sewer of cowardly opportunism and bankrupt ideas. 

The many scattered and independent efforts to 

conduct this organized war of ideas on a mass 

scale--will eventually coalesce into a single 

independent and democratic network capable of 

connecting every part of the proletarian mind, and 

capable of harnessing the consciousness and pain 

of our entire class. 

I call this network "the channel", and I attempt to briefly 
sketch out, in what follows, how it will need to function 
in order to serve the mission of the proletariat. 

The rest of this essay includes a few quotes from both 
mainstream and left opinion concerning this coming 
collision.  I conclude with a proposal for how activists 
can help the working class make itself conscious.   

Many activists are already active in assisting workers in 
various struggles for partial demands, and this is a good 
thing, of course.  But we need more than this.  We need 
to bring to the working class the entire treasury of 
scientific knowledge that humanity has accumulated 
since the time that humans learned to make tools out of 
metal.  We need to do this so that the working class can 
do what it is here on earth to do. 

6.2  Vulnerability of bourgeois worldview 

I will start with a lengthy quote from left-wing writer 
William Hathaway [10], who explains how the declining 
living standard in the U.S. is essential for maintaining 
the wealth of the ruling one percent: 

> To compete globally with low wage countries such 
> as China, India and Brazil, corporations here have 
> to slash their labor costs.  The pressure of 
> international competition is being shifted onto us, 
> the workers.  We are beginning -- just beginning  
> -- to get the same treatment as third world workers. 
> 
> These conditions will intensify; capitalism needs 
> ever more profits to keep growing.  It finances 
> its expansion through bonds and back loans, so it 
> needs increasingly more money to pay the interest 
> charges.  And it must invest more in plant and  
> equipment to stay competitive.  Its rate of profit 
> is always under pressure.  And if it stops growing 
> it dies. 
>  
> These pressures are increasing as the global economy 
> approaches its limits of exploitable resources and 
> markets.  The rival capitalist blocs are fighting 
> among themselves in a dog-eat-dog struggle for 
> survival.  To lower costs and hold on to its markets 
> -- to remain top dog -- the US elite is pursuing 
> repression at home and war abroad.  The smiley mask 
> that covered the face of the establishment has 
> dissolved, revealing the predatory beast beneath. 
> 
> A kinder, gentler capitalism is impossible.  The 
> hopeful rhetoric of progressive reformists isn't 
> going to change this economic reality.  Their program 
> is designed to divert potentially revolutionary 
> energy into the dead-end of tinkering with the system, 
> trying to fix it.  But capitalism isn't broken; this 
> is how it functions.  We have to junk it, not fix it. 

The worldview of the ruling one percent (ie: the 
bourgeoisie, the class of big-time capitalists) is ripe for 
being punctured.  This worldview is obsolete; it is as 
vulnerable as the idea that the earth is flat.  This 
worldview will not be able to defend itself in 



confrontation with the materialist world view on a level 
playing field. 

The bourgeois worldview and ideology is premised on 
eternal misery for humanity.  Capitalist factories can 
produce too much--and so millions must live hand-to-
mouth, homeless, sick, isolated and miserable.  People 
are in pain--and so they must be incited to attack others 
who look different or believe different and who 
(supposedly) are the source of their misery.  This is what 
the rule of capital brings us, along with an ocean of 
ignorance and fantasy.  And it can never be different.  
This is what Trump is helping to prove. 

The people who really run this country may find Trump 
too clumsy, and get rid of him in four years, to be 
replaced with some other mouthpiece who will offer 
hope that things can be better under the rule of capital 
(and will only attack us half as hard as Trump).  But, at 
least for now, we have a window of opportunity to take 
advantage of this situation and, so to speak, make hay 
while the sun shines. 

6.3  The emergence of social media 

Social media is already beginning to influence world 
events.  Social media helped to spark the uprisings in 
Egypt and other parts of the Arab world in 2011, which 
led to the Occupy movement in the U.S.  Social media 
was a big factor in Trump's election.  And the influence 
of social media will continue to grow. 

Think tanks in the U.S. are already studying how U.S. 
imperialism might be able to control social media in the 
event of, for example, a war with China [11]: 

> What might the responsibility of social-media 
> giants be if a naval skirmish in the Pacific 
> escalated into confrontation between the U.S. and 
> China .. ?  With its user base of 1.7 billion, 
> Facebook ... can affect the tone and tenor of 
> national debates with even tiny tweaks to the 
> algorithms that govern its News Feed. 
> ... 
> Could the United States government, under great 
> duress in some future conflict or catastrophe, 
> censor or nationalize the social-media industry? 
> ... Would it even be possible? 

Yeah, some "future conflict or catastrophe".  It makes 
you wonder what they are planning [12]. 

And here is the New York Times [13]: 

> ... It's time to start recognizing that social 
> networks actually are becoming the world-shattering 
> forces that their boosters long promised they would 
> be ... 
> the dangers posed by fake news are just a symptom 
> of a deeper truth now dawning on the world: With 
> billions of people glued to Facebook, WhatsApp, 
> WeChat, Instagram, Twitter, Weibo and other popular 

> services, social media has become an increasingly 
> powerful cultural and political force, to the point 
> that its effects are now beginning to alter the 
> course of global events. ... social networks ... 
> are destabilizing and replacing old-line 
> institutions and established ways of doing things 
> ... 
> Most important, because these services allow people 
> to communicate with one another more freely, they 
> are helping to create surprisingly influential 
> social organizations among once-marginalized groups. 
> ... 
> You now have billions of people on the internet, and 
> most of them are not that happy with the status quo 
> ... They think they're on the wrong side of the 
> establishment. 
> ... 
> When the technology gets boring, that's when the 
> crazy social effects get interesting ... One of 
> those social effects is what Mr. Shirky calls the 
> "shifting of the Overton Window," a term coined 
> ... to describe the range of subjects that the 
> mainstream media deems acceptable to discuss ... 
>  
> Thanks to the internet, now each person with 
> once-maligned views can see that he's not alone. 
> And when these people find one another, they can  
> do things -- create memes, publications and entire 
> online worlds that bolster their worldview, and 
> then break into the mainstream. 

6.4  The rule of capital is based on fake news 

In response to the role of social media in getting Trump 
elected, both Google and Facebook altered their software 
to discourage the proliferation of what they call "fake 
news". 

Good luck with that. 

Our entire culture is based on fake news. 

U.S. imperialism went to war with Spain, and grabbed 
Cuba and the Philippines, in response to manufactured 
fake news about the battleship Maine.  It sank because 
its steam boiler exploded.  The newspapers said that 
Spain sunk it.  That was sure convenient.  My generation 
was sent to Vietnam because of fake news from the 
Tonkin Gulf, where North Vietnam (supposedly) tried to 
sink the Turner Joy.  The first U.S. invasion of Iraq was 
based on fake news about babies in Kuwait being 
yanked out of incubators.  The second invasion of Iraq 
was based on fake news about non-existent weapons of 
mass destruction.  A million Iraqis died in the brutal 
death squad carnage that resulted from these invasions.  
And, yes, ISIS was also created in the wake of these 
invasions and the carnage that followed. 

Millions have died as a result of this kind of fake news.  
What pisses off the ruling bourgeoisie in the U.S., is that 
they are losing their monopoly on fake news.  Now they 



are mad at the Russians, because the Russians hacked 
their email and passed to wikileaks some actual TRUTH 
about the dirty lies and maneuvers of the Democratic 
Party.  How dare they? 

(The Putin regime, I should note, has no shortage of 
blood on its hands, including propping up the Assad 
regime in Syria that has killed three or four hundred 
thousand people and turned half the country into 
refugees.  But releasing email to wikileaks is not one of 
their crimes--because this action was not a crime.) 

But the wars that are based on fake news are only the tip 
of the iceberg.  Our entire culture is based on every other 
kind of big lie.  To start with, we are told we live in a 
"democracy".  The truth is that we, and this country, are 
ruled by the exact same people, the ruling one percent, 
no matter what happens in any election.  By the way, the 
last time facebook sent me a "special message"--it was to 
tell me that I can "make a difference" by voting.  Too 
bad that facebook cannot do anything to stop their own 
fake news. 

The second big lie that saturates our society is that the 
Democratic Party is the "friend" of the working class, 
minorities, women and youth.  That is fake news.  Oh, 
and how about the idea that capitalism is eternal, and 
that the problems with it can be reformed away?  That 
seems like fake news to me. 

And I should probably not even get started about the fact 
that our entire culture is based on escapism and empty 
sentimentality.  There are real things going on in the 
world, things that are important.  But we generally don't 
hear about them.  In fact the only time we hear in detail 
about a foreign country is when U.S. imperialism 
invades it. 

Yes, Trump, the reality TV star, is based on a 
manufactured, fake image.  But so are all the rest of 
them. 

We don't need to put up with this.  We have an 
alternative.  We can create something that makes it 
possible for people to know, and understand, what is 
going on.  (That is what I discuss in the next section.) 

Our economy, our political system, our culture, and 
nearly everything that goes on in this country is based on 
commodity production and the rule of capital.  
Everything we see--happens because of the rule of 
capital, or because of one or another form of resistance 
to the rule of capital. 

Ending the rule of capital will not be simple.  The rules 
of the commodity economy are like the operating system 
on a computer--the basic rules that determine everything 
else. 

Changing to something else requires that we understand 
what we need to change from, and what we need to 
change to.  I have written, at length, on these topics, and 

answers exist to all the big questions.  What is needed is 
a movement that recognizes that answers to these 
questions (instead of the usual bullshit about something 
called "socialism" that no one has the ability to explain) 
are necessary. 

But, enough about fake news.  Let's talk about what I 
have concluded will be the proletariat's solution to fake 
news and fake culture: the channel. 

6.5  What is the channel ? 

What can I tell readers about the channel? 

1. The channel will be a public domain social media 

platform.  The channel will function in some ways like 
facebook does (but better, and in a more democratic 
way). 

This social media platform will be based on a public 

database (and associated open source software) that will 
make it possible for users and volunteers to determine, 
for themselves, how best to use, organize and display the 
data in the channel--all of which will be public.  In other 
words, everything will be public data, to be sliced, 

diced, rearranged and used as anyone sees fit. 

2. The channel will provide a level playing field, in 
which political trends, as well as individuals, will be 
able to challenge one another, in the full view of friend 
and foe alike.  Everyone will have the fundamental 

democratic right to see what is going on, and to 
participate (on an equal basis with everyone else) in 
shaping the development and future of this universal 

public channel. 

3. The channel will be open, on a democratic basis, to 
everyone, subject only to the limitation of resources and 
the necessity for the channel to exist. 

4. The channel will be independent of the commodity 
economy; it will be based on free, voluntary, conscious 

labor, rather than paid or slave labor; and it will not 
allow its resources, attention, consciousness or energy to 
be sucked into commercial activity or the commodity 
economy.  Obviously, this means it will be based on the 
consciousness and dedication of an open community of 
people, rather than advertising. 

5. The channel will be extremely difficult (if not 
impossible) to censor, as its data will exist in the form of 
a large number of widely distributed identical copies (ie: 
like what wikileaks does). 

Because of the principles on which the channel is built, 
and because of the distributed public nature of the 
channel's data, and because the channel will be based on 
free rather than slave labor, it would be extremely 

difficult for any individuals or groups, whether social 

democratic or cargo cult, to seize control of the 

channel, and to break it away from its fundamental 

mission.  They will all try this, of course, in order to 
advantage their own agendas, but they will fail. 



6. The channel will be organized around a single idea.  
This idea is that it is necessary for the proletariat to end 
the rule of capital, and run the world and everything in it 
themselves. 

Because of the democratic nature of the channel, other 
ideas (that are opposed to this central idea) will compete 
for attention and mindshare as part of the intensely 

competitive political life of the channel. 

But the idea that the rule of capital must be broken--and 
replaced with the rule of the working class--will 
eventually become the dominant idea in the channel--as 
long as it is allowed to openly compete, on a level 
playing field, with opposing ideas.  The idea that the 
working class must run society is firmly rooted in the 
materialist world view.  It will win.  Period.  Once this 
idea is actually understood--it would be like the idea of 
evolution or continental drift--essentially impossible to 
effectively challenge. 

7. The channel will eventually need to serve a large 

user base with news, culture, discussion and debate, 
and will eventually need to interact with facebook, 

twitter, blogs and other platforms, so that users will be 
able to survey, read or post to these other platforms 
without the need to go to each separate platform and 
navigate through a pile of ads or other distracting fluff.  
But all that will come later.  Work on the channel will 
likely start with lengthy discussion of foundational 

principles and ad-hoc, pilot or prototype projects aimed 
at testing the practicality of various design features in 
the context of helping a dozen activists collaborate 
productively on journalistic type projects. 

6.6  What the channel will not be 

I find it difficult to write about the channel.  On the one 
hand, the channel represents the culmination of the work 
I have done that has stretched over a lifetime.  On the 
other hand, it is difficult to talk about something if there 
is no one to talk to who understands what is being talked 
about.  I do what I can to focus on what needs to be 
done, but the simple truth is that I often feel lonely. 

*** If I tell people that the proletariat needs its own 
news service--many people think of CNN, or Fox News, 
or smaller social democratic news aggregators. 

*** If I tell people the proletariat needs its own social 

media platform--many think that we already have 
facebook and twitter. 

*** If I tell people the proletariat needs a place where it 
can find out what is going on--about any topic--many 
think we already have wikipedia. 

*** If I tell people that we need an independent and 
democratic project--many take a superficial view of 
what this means--or think of a project that is controlled 
by a social democratic trend or cargo cult as being 
independent and democratic.  In particular, many people 

visualize a project run by a small group of select people 
who make decisions behind the scenes, in secret. 

*** If I tell people that the channel will be organized 
around a single idea--many imagine that competing or 
opposing ideas will somehow be prohibited. 

*** If I tell people that opposing opinions concerning 
the development and future of the channel would need to 
openly confront one another, in a democratic way--
many think of the noisy, time-wasting abuse they have 
seen when ignorant people shout at and insult one 
another. 

*** If I tell people that everyone will have the right to 
participate in the channel--many assume that they would 
have no easy or practical way to filter out word-twisting, 
time-wasting jerks from their feeds.  

*** If I tell people that the channel will eventually be 
open to the entire working class--many think 
immediately of how the software and hardware could 
handle such large numbers of people--or how the 
channel would (or wouldn't) be able to compete with 
facebook.  But the initial prototypes that are likely to 
emerge will be far more successful if they are focused on 
a useful and productive experience for a small number of 
people who collaborate together to do journalistic work.  
Scale (ie: expansion from dozens of users, to thousands, 
to more) can come later, after more important problems 
are solved. 

*** If I tell people that we need to think about, and talk 
about, the channel now--many think in terms of 
technical details--without realizing that we need to start 
with the basic principles that must guide the project. 

Part of the problem is that I am describing something 
that has never existed; something that would never have 
even been possible in the past; something that is only 
becoming possible at the present time.  So this is 
difficult to think about, and the path of least resistance is 
to be lazy and make assumptions. 

What will make a difference, I believe, is when serious 
people begin to spend real time thinking and writing 
about this. 

6.7  Begin with serious people  
        and basic principles 

I started this essay by saying that everything 
happens for a reason.  This is part of the materialist 
worldview.  The lash of the whip on a Roman slave 
named Spartacus helped to speed the necessary 
collapse of an empire that could not be reformed.  
We can make use of the pain that Trump will bring 
to millions--to bring to activists, and to the working 
class, the idea that the rule of capital, which is 
behind all this, cannot be reformed, and needs to go. 



We need to start somewhere.  This means that we must 
find people who are serious about moving things 
forward, and build discussion, with those people, that is 
focused on what is decisive. 

The basics are actually simple: We need our own 

organization.  This organization will not spontaneously 
emerge from the existing struggles for partial demands, 
nor from participation in the fraudulent capitalist 
election circus, nor from any of the many cargo cults. 

This organization can only emerge from the common 

work to create a universal public channel that is 

independent, democratic, and built around the idea 

that the working class must run society. 

This common public channel will connect every part of 
the proletarian mind; this channel will connect the 
proletariat with itself, with its history, with the pain to 
which it has been subjected, and with the treasury of all 
the scientific ideas of humanity that allow us to 
understand what we are, where we came from, and 
where we need to go. 

This channel will make it possible for the proletariat to 
emerge from the ocean of ignorance that saturates 
capitalist society, and to see clearly what needs to be 
done, to end the rule of capital and create an economy 
that is not based on commodity production. 

My conclusion is that the 21st century will see 

the emergence of such a common, universal 

news and culture channel, featuring politics, 

culture, economics, discussion, debate, and 

entertainment-with-a-message--all centered 

around a single idea: that the working class 

needs to find a way to get rid of the rule of 

capital, and run things themselves. 

The work to create this channel will not start with 
technical things, like databases and software, but will 
focus instead on discovering and understanding the 
foundation of solid principles that must, of necessity, 
guide any project with this ambition. 

6.8  The channel will evolve into the 
        digital nervous system of the proletariat 

There was a big leap, in the evolution of animals, 
between the sponges and the cnidarians.  The cnidarians 
had something that, at the time was new.  What was this 
thing that was new?  It was called a "nervous system".  
This new thing, this "nervous system", allowed all the 
different cells of the animal to organize a coordinated 
response to their environment. 

That is the what the proletariat needs: the proletariat 
needs its own nervous system that can, so to speak, 
connect its different parts to one another.  The proletariat 
needs something better than facebook.  But before it can 

create something better than facebook--it must first learn 
to make better use of facebook itself.  We need a 
grouping of activists who want to discuss this, and who 
want to participate in discovering and engineering the 
principles that will form the basis of what I believe will 
eventually be called the channel. 

I would like to see discussion of the principles that 

must guide the kind of channel that we need, and 

readers are welcome to join me for this purpose on 

facebook.   

Readers may also want to discuss various ideas for 
prototypes.  (I have created a few prototypes myself, and 
have experience, both positive and negative, that I would 
like to share.) 

And, of course, readers are welcome to share this essay, 
and to bring it, in an intelligent way, to the attention of 
those who would probably appreciate it. 

Your intrepid reporter, 
for the proletariat 

Ben Seattle 
(on facebook as Ben Stevens) 

Original and current blogs: 
http://struggle.net/ben 
https://WarForQuadrantTwo.wordpress.com 
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The rule of capital is responsible for our pain.  The rule 
of capital is at the root of all the wars, racist attacks, 
joblessness, homelessness, backward culture, isolation 
and misery in the world.  The rule of capital not only 
creates these problems--it stands in the way of solving 
them. 

The rule of capital is the inevitable result of an economy 
based on commodity production, which leads to an 
accumulation of capital, and the rule of a social class 
(a.k.a. the ruling one percent, the bourgeoisie) which is 
dependent on its ownership of capital, and which acts as 
the human intermediary for inanimate capital, which 
must expand (and provide return interest on investment) 

in order to continue to exist as capital.  As the working 
class struggles to make itself conscious, it will learn that 
it has the ability to create a society (and an economy) 
that is not based on commodity production.  This will 
give the working class the confidence it needs to create 
an independent movement that will end the rule of 
capital. 

Got questions?  Nothing is as valuable as  
a thoughtful and considered question.   
Join me on facebook or my blog.   

--  Ben Seattle (on facebook as Ben Stevens) 


