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Climate crisis requires
rapid emergency action
CNN

By WAYNE DELUCA
We are living through a planetary emergency. Climate change, caused primarily by emissions of greenhouse gases, is moving toward a dangerous tipping
point. Sea level rise and biodiversity loss could reach
catastrophic levels as interaction between different
systems accelerates the crisis. The 21st century has
seen extreme weather on an unprecedented scale.
New climate patterns have created zones of drought
and flood, and massive wildfires and superstorms are
annual occurrences. This will only become more intense as warming increases.
The 2018 report of the Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change gave a dramatic deadline. It projected
that limiting global warming to 1.5°C would require
a reduction of emissions to 50% of their 2010 levels
by 2030, and a further reduction to net zero carbon
emissions by 2050. Failure to meet this target would
“lock in” warming of more than 2°C, with attendant
horrors. Worse, some climate scientists consider this
view too optimistic.
Mass extinction, nitrogen pollution, and ocean
acidification are other signs of the broad planetary
emergency. The current epoch has been dubbed the
Anthropocene, characterized by how humans have
reshaped the world in the industrial era. The cost
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of this change is severe. The first climate migrations
have already begun as millions are displaced by severe weather, drought, and other intolerable conditions. While most carbon emissions have come from
imperialist countries, it is the underdeveloped world
that suffers the most from climate change.
Protest movements around the world have pushed
for dramatic action in response to the crisis. Mass
climate marches in 2014 and 2016 drew hundreds
of thousands of participants. School strikes inspired
by Greta Thunberg, a Swedish teenager, have spread
across the globe since 2018. Climate activists have
linked up with Indigenous activists fighting against
fossil-fuel pipelines, such as the protest by the Oceti
Sakowin at Standing Rock against the Dakota Access
Pipeline in 2016 and the Wet’suwet’en people fighting the Coastal Gas pipeline today. The price of inaction has created an urgency that reaches deep, particularly among the youth who see ecological disaster
in their future.
As climate has taken center stage, politicians in the
Democratic Party have put up the call for a Green
New Deal. The most dramatic proponent has been
Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez, a freshman Representative who identifies as a democratic socialist. OcasioCortez joined the Sunrise Movement in protesting
outside Nancy Pelosi’s office in 2018 and demanding

(Above) Climate protesters march on Sept. 20,
2019, in Johannesburg, South Africa.

that a Green New Deal committee be created in Congress. Since then, several candidates for president
have also taken up this cause, particularly Vermont
Senator Bernie Sanders.
While the specific details vary, the Green New Deal
is a plan that would create a large-scale jobs program
to build out renewable power generation throughout
the United States, replacing most fossil-fuel use. It
would also involve building electric-ready infrastructure, since most transportation and transit rely on
fossil fuels, and some of the more detailed plans also
involve housing and other sectors.
The Green New Deal is put forward as an alternative
both to market-oriented solutions to the climate crisis, such as carbon credit schemes and carbon taxes,
and to unproven technological fixes like carbon capture and sequestration. The central premise is that it
can solve the climate crisis within capitalism. This is
clear in its framing as a “New Deal.” It harkens back
to Franklin D. Roosevelt’s policies during the Great
Depression. This is celebrated as a period of liberal
reform, but in reality it saved capitalism in its worst
crisis.
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U.S. condemns migrants to squalor, rape, and violence
By ANDY BARNS
Much has been made of the mass of
migrants arriving at the U.S. southern
border and Trump’s inhumane response to it. In the process of developing a clear working-class response to
the xenophobic rhetoric of the Trump
regime, however, it is important to note
the dire human rights violations that
caused the migrations in the first place
and how these violations are exacerbated by U.S. immigration policy. The
historical context of U.S immigration
policy must also be taken into account.
One of the first (of many) erroneous
claims Donald Trump made in his bid
for the presidency back in 2016 was
that illegal immigration was of such
a high level and such a dangerous nature that immediate fortification of the
southern border was the only viable
option to protect Americans. This came
with the lie that the refugees from Central America are secretly criminals.
However, apprehensions of undocumented migrants at the border were already in decline by the beginning of the
21st century. The sudden, sharp increase
of refugee caravans in mid-2017 mainly
included migrants from the so-called
“Northern Triangle”—El Salvador, Guatemala, and Honduras. This spike in migrants was motivated by increasing violence in these countries, as well as the
unwillingness or inability of the police
institutions of those countries to combat the violence. Often, young children
were targeted by gangs for recruitment
with threats of violence or death. Naturally, returning these people to their
countries of origin is often lethal, if only
due to the retribution of the gangs.
Gang membership in itself is often
cited by xenophobes as a reason for
border militarization. However, a very
small number of children apprehended
at the border have been found to have
gang affiliation, approximately 56 in
250,000. That is hardly justification to
scar thousands of children with family separation and perhaps even create future criminals. Without parental
support (emotional and intellectual),
a child will often fall victim to criminal
habits.
By the standards of U.S. law, the threat
of death and violence in their coun-

try of origin is justification enough for
claiming asylum. But the U.S. immigration system has never really been commensurate with human rights, even under “Democratic” presidents. The only
thing the Trump regime accomplished
was removing the façade of fairness.
On that note, the admissions process
is designed to be as slow and difficult as
possible, even if the asylum claims are,
on paper, legitimate. Since Trump took
office border patrol agents have adopted a process known as “metering,”
whereby asylum seekers are simply
put on a waiting list because “the processing facility is full.” This is a lie. This
process also, not coincidentally, encourages more illegal border crossings, the
very thing xenophobic fear-mongers
claim these policies prevent.
Migrants traveling to the U.S. have
often suffered violence on the way, including instances of theft, physical violence, and sexual violence, only to then
be turned back towards this madness
due to suspicion that they had been the
violent ones.
While waiting in Mexico, or in their
home country, immigrants are subject
to the wrath of assassins. One example was the story of “Franklin” (a fake
name, for protection), a man who testified against the cartels in his home
country and actually helped send crimi-
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umankind has enormous potential. We collectively have so much creativity, intelligence, and ability to make the world a better place. But instead, we
are held back by a parasitic ruling class, which divides
us with fear and prejudice, and exploits and oppresses
us for its own gain.
Socialist Resurgence (SR) is a group of revolutionary Marxists dedicated to overthrowing this rotten
system that holds us back. We strive to mobilize the
working class, to build effective social movements,
and support the struggles of the oppressed—here and
around the world. Our organization provides a space
where revolutionaries can share ideas, learn skills,
and coordinate their organizing efforts. We hope to
make a meaningful contribution to the creation of the
kind of workers’ party and international movement
that can facilitate a socialist revolution.
Here is a summary of what we fight for:
1) Defend unions and workers’ rights to organize!
For an independent labor party based on a democratic, fighting labor movement!

nals to prison, as detailed in an article
published by The Intercept. As per the
Trumpist policy, he was treated a priori
as a criminal himself! He very well may
already have been murdered. The same
fate awaits many others, as the poisonous smog of nationalist rhetoric doesn’t
simply taint American discourse but
literally kills people. The so-called “Migrant Protection Protocols” are anything but.
The many refugees held in squalor by
border protection agents create an image that furthers Trump’s anti-working-class narrative that there is a dangerous hoard waiting to spill over the
border and ruin American lives. This
new policy is nothing more than thinly
veiled racist discrimination, an arm of
class-based oppression used against
the U.S. working class since the dawn
of the country. A real working-class
government would not only recognize
the asylum claims and basic humanity
of the refugees but would be more than
capable of swiftly processing the refugees under humane conditions.
Humane processing of southern migrants has never, and will never, be a
priority for a government dedicated to
capitalist accumulation, which requires
the strict control of working people
(labor). This applies to “Democratic”
and Republican presidencies, whatever

they may say on national TV, where
lies are a normal process of politics.
Of course, the growth of political discourse detached from scientific analysis of facts, exemplified by all far-right
politics, never improved the lot of human beings.
With several hundred miles of Trump’s
border wall now complete, and with
several varied proposals for the design
having been considered, one might ask
whether any of it had even been worth
it. Again, not only had illegal border
crossings been in decline already, but
the largest influx of migrants in recent
memory had been asylum seekers.
To put the numbers in historical perspective, in 1980 the cap for global refugee resettlement in the U.S. was about
225,000 persons annually, compared to
the end of Obama’s presidency at just
over 100,000. With Trump the cap is
now under 30,000. Remember, these
are claims for asylum as the result of
human rights violations and even the
threat of death.
The number of persons detained at
the border was about 19,000 as of May
2019. In terms of means, there is no real
barrier to providing safe haven to refugees and acclimating them to the U.S.
workforce. Historically, greater numbers have been admitted.
Under capitalism, the ruling class,
through mouthpieces like Trump, often
stoke fear that immigrants will “steal
jobs.” But who’s buying the labor? The
capitalist class, of course! The owners of corporations are out to make as
mighty a profit as possible.
There is no shortage of work that
needs done to improve the country and
American lives, just a shortage of labor
that the capitalists will pay for. A workers’ government would be able to plan
the economy in a way that would avoid
this problem, and guarantee good employment as a right. The fear that immigration, of any type, would destroy the
United States is a lie calculated to keep
the U.S. working class as profitable as
possible.
But there is a better way. A workers’
government can both fairly distribute
work, and safeguard the life, liberty,
and pursuit of happiness of all persons,
including asylum seekers and their
children.
n

Socialist Resurgence: Join us!
2) Stop all deportations now! Amnesty now! Equal
rights for immigrants! No wall! No Muslim ban! No
refugee ban! Close the camps!
3) Black Lives Matter! Jail killer cops! Dismantle the
racist police and the criminal “justice” system!
4) Reparations and self-determination for AfricanAmericans, Puerto Ricans, and all Indigenous and
colonized communities!
5) Reproductive justice: Free, accessible contraception and abortion on demand. For the right
and the resources to raise healthy children.
6) Quality free public child care and elder care
for all, 24-7! Free education for a lifetime!
7) Full civil and human rights for the LGBTQIA+
community!
8) Free quality universal public health care now!
9) For climate justice! Public ownership of the
energy industry under workers’ and community
control to achieve emergency conversion to 100%
renewable energy!
10) No U.S. military intervention abroad! Dismantle the U.S. war machine! End U.S. aid to Israel! End the sanctions on Venezuela, Iran, and
Cuba! For a democratic secular Palestine!
11) For the full integration of disabled people
into social, political, and economic life, and for the
abolition of the conditions that create disability!
12) Public ownership, under workers’ control,
of big industry, transport, and the banks! No sup-
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port for Democrats and Republicans! For a workers’
government and a planned economy—for socialism!
If you agree with our 12-point program, and want to
help build a revolutionary movement, we invite you
to join Socialist Resurgence. Together we can make a
difference!
n

√ CONTACT SOCIALIST
RESURGENCE:

65 High Ridge Road, Suite PMB #117,
Stamford, CT 06905
• SocialistResurgence1@gmail.com
• Tel: 860-967-9836

√ ON THE WEB:

• www.socialistresurgence.org
• facebook.com/SocialistResurgence/

SR is a supporter of the
Revolutionary Socialist Network:
revolutionarysocialist.org.

A social explosion in the Middle East
Asharq Al-Awasat

By ERWIN FREED
The Middle East has seen an explosion of social
movements from within a pressure pot of interstate
conflict, austerity, and decades of violent imperialist
occupation. The conditions have been made worse
by water shortages in the region that are largely an
effect of climate change. Long-standing “stability” is
being blown apart by shifting power struggles and
new political alignments.
The United States is losing its former position as
sole decision maker in the region’s affairs. As the
world’s foremost imperialist power ratchets up humanitarian crises, relative newcomers in the global
geopolitical landscape are finding themselves with
increasing influence and military positioning in the
Middle East.
Weakening U.S. dominance in world affairs creates new openings for regional players as well as for
countries of a more global stature, especially Russia
and China. While the shifting balance of power may
create new openings for class struggle, there does
not yet exist a party in any of the countries with
which workers can centralize their mounting anger
and organize to take control of the state away from
their bosses and out of the hands of the imperialists.
Proof of the effects of the growing relative weakness of the United States in the Middle East is most
obvious in Iran. The Trump administration has been
desperate to return to the period of total control over
Iranian resources that has not existed since the 1979
Revolution ousted the U.S. puppet, Mohammad Reza
Pahlavi. That was the major circumstance underlying
its withdrawal from the multinational “Iran deal.”
Socialist Resurgence has covered on our website
(socialistresurgence.org) the main outlines of how
the deal came to be and the effects of the U.S. sanctions regime that characterized its conclusion. The
most important takeaway with regards to U.S. political action is its inability to maintain Iranian isolation.
While virtually all the European countries and their
main Middle Eastern lackeys have respected the enforced boycott, China used the opportunity to cement
hundreds of billions of dollars of trade deals with the
Islamic Republic. Alongside economic agreements,
China is deploying around 5000 security personnel
on Iranian soil to protect its investments.
Unable to decisively dominate Iran economically,
U.S. strategists have escalated military pressures
against the country. The war moves reached a fever
pitch with the open assassination by drone of Iranian General Qasem Soleimani in Iraq on Jan. 2. Iran
responded immediately with missile attacks on U.S.
bases in Iraq, although it appears by all accounts that
the strikes were not meant to kill soldiers as much as
to show Iran’s willingness to engage the US militarily.
Russia as power broker in Syria
In Syria, Russia has participated in the merciless bombing of villages and cities on behalf of the
Bashar al-Assad regime. During the past year, more
than a thousand civilians have been killed, primarily
by Russian bombing, in Assad’s attempt to capture
the northwestern province of Idlib—practically the
sole remaining territory held by Syrian rebel factions. Over 900,000 refugees have streamed toward
the Turkish border.
At the same time, by virtually all accounts, Russia
has become the major arbiter of the civil war. Russia,
for example, has bypassed the Assad government in
conducting direct negotiations with Turkey over the
conduct of the war. And as the war reaches its tragic
close, Russia stands to win the lion’s share of development contracts in the devastated country.
Even where other major imperialist countries are
not as well placed as China and Russia in Iran and
Syria respectively, the U.S. position appears many
times worse than it did even 10 years ago. In Libya,
experiencing a civil war of its own, the main foreign
interventions are being made by Russia, Turkey, the
UAE, and other regional powers. The government
that was largely set up by the United States to authorize its own presence in the country, the Government
of National Accord (GNA), is facing military resistance from the Russian-backed alternative Khalifa
Haftar. After the U.S. almost completely pulled out of
Libya last April, Turkey began to fill its former role,
and again Russia is becoming the instrumental actor fitting together a constellation of different state
forces in that country.
Alongside an increasingly fluid geopolitical situation is the mass privatization of state enterprises and
increased austerity. Part of the reason for this is a

delayed response to Russia’s reversion to capitalism
and the change in pressures favoring financial capital that have followed. Local capitalists have grown
bolder in rolling back public services and shifting the
funds to private companies. The most emblematic
case is Rami Makhlouf’s telecommunications and
real estate empire in Syria, made possible through
conscious expansion of the financial sector by his
brother-in-law Bashar al-Assad.
Dominance of companies like Makhlouf’s Syriatel
has come with clearing formerly publicly maintained
“slums” of their working-class inhabitants, the creation of Syrian financial markets, and expansively
opening the country for foreign investment. A similar pattern is taking place throughout the region, including in Iran prior to the U.S. withdrawal from the
JCPoA. Egypt is well on its way toward selling off the
many productive companies that are currently under
the umbrella of its military.
Amid these conditions of imperialist domination
and contention over spheres of influence, austerity
from local capitalists, and constant fights between
regional powers, Middle Eastern workers and farmers have begun to lead a social explosion. The embers
burning from the Arab Spring are being fanned into
millions on the streets.
Workers rebel in Iran and Iraq
Iranian workers, farmers, and students have waged
many battles against the conditions caused by the
political and economic bankruptcy of their government. Rouhani promised that opening the economy
to imperialist investment would bring prosperity for
working people. Instead, social welfare programs
were cut back and the unemployment crisis has remained. The U.S. sanctions have made day-to-day
life completely unbearable in the country, but the
disastrous conditions have not stopped working
people from fighting against state repression and for
democratic rights. Significantly, strikes have become
a major tactic, and the terrain of struggle has become
increasingly that of class conflict.
The people of Iraq are showing every day how to
build the fight against imperialism. Pulverizing pressure from massive demonstrations of hundreds of
thousands of people have forced the government,
originally intended as a U.S. puppet, to pass legislation calling for all U.S. forces out of the country. The
movement is unrelenting in the face of severe repression. Hundreds have been killed, although the situation is much more favorable than when the U.S. occupation was at its peak. While mass demonstrations
currently face police resistance, the United States
military acted with virtual impunity to kill at will, arbitrarily locking down whole cities for indeterminate
periods of time.
The Middle East is ripe for a revolutionary situation; what is missing is the party to lead it. The revolutionary possibilities are augmented by the fact
that there is a much higher level of interconnectivity
within Middle Eastern economies and cultures than
even Cuba had in relation to Latin America in the
1950s and ’60s. Similarly, there are strong cultural
ties within the region, with nationalities running
over borders and a long history of combined strug-

(Above) Protesters in Baghdad in 2019.

gle against imperialism. Lastly, while the level of
productive development is uneven, most countries
in the region have a much higher economic base to
work from than places where revolutions have occurred in the past.
Therefore, the situation is such that if a revolutionary party should emerge from the struggles that
have been flaring up, the chances are good that it
would be internationalist and put forward a perspective that includes solutions to the whole social
problems of the Middle East. A very small example
was the recent rejection of both sexism and sectarianism in Iraq when women led a march of thousands
against the opportunist politician Muqtada al-Sadr’s
demand that the movement be sex segregated.
Building the U.S. antiwar movement
In the United States, the principal task of workers and their allies is building a mass antiwar and
anti-imperialist movement that can force an end to
the murderous intervention of U.S. imperialism. We
must demand, “U.S. out now from the Middle East!”
Simultaneously, it is necessary to expose the economic objectives of U.S. intervention and the class
nature of the resistance to it. One means of doing this
is by publicizing the struggles of working people and
the oppressed in the Middle East and building solidarity and defense campaigns for them.
Other factors to reckon with are the possible effects
of the shifting geopolitical balance of power and the
weakening of U.S. dominance. Already, we have seen
that a wing of U.S. imperialism wants to act like a
cornered dog, lashing out aggressively against any
threat—perceived or real. The escalation toward
Iran last year is the most obvious case. At the same
time, a different section of U.S. imperialism talks
about being “strong through diplomacy” and forcing
concessions by more purely economic and political
means, rather than military action.
The latter sector will try to win over parts of the
antiwar movement and may even use the language
of anti-imperialism to do so. It will put forward its
candidates, largely from the Democratic Party, who
will likely start using even more radical rhetoric than
we’ve already seen. These sorts of maneuvers, which
may even be made by people who are genuine in
their hatred of U.S. wars, must be exposed.
U.S. “aid” is a form of economic coercion; “humanitarian” intervention is always an act of occupation;
“negotiated settlements” squeeze the economic life
out of semi-colonies. All that the antiwar movement
receives from supporting capitalist politicians is
confusion, self-disruption, and dissolution. The most
powerful poison against the anti-Iraq War movement in the U.S. was not George W. Bush but the election of Barack Obama.
The U.S. working class has nothing at all to gain
from carrying out wars on behalf of our bosses. We
need to learn from the historical and international
examples on how to fight against the bosses. There
is no better example than the strikes and massive
street demonstrations shaking Iraq, Iran, Lebanon,
and many other countries right now.
n
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Bernie Sanders and the
Democratic Party shell game

By JOHN LESLIE and ERWIN FREED
Following the 14-state Super Tuesday primary contest in March, the race for the Democratic Party presidential nomination quickly narrowed to a two-person
field. So-called “centrist” candidates Amy Klobuchar,
Pete Buttigieg, and Michael Bloomberg withdrew
from the race. All of them endorsed former Vice President Joe Biden—further tightening the vise on Bernie
Sanders. Elizabeth Warren also dropped her candidacy, but refrained from immediately naming an endorsement.
Fear of Sanders’ reformism has struck terror into the
hearts of the Democratic National Committee, which
depends on Wall Street cash to fund party activities.
Clearly, the party establishment pushed for the “centrists” to close ranks against Sanders.
The Sanders win in Nevada in late February sparked
a frenzy of panicked reactions in the pro-capitalist
media. MSNBC host Chris Matthews compared Sanders’ victory to the Nazi invasion of France during
World War II only days after saying that following a
“Red” victory in the Cold War “there would have been
executions in Central Park, and I might have been one
of the ones getting executed.” Matthews issued a tepid
apology after a backlash against his statement on the
invasion of France.
NBC commentator Chuck Todd compared Sanders
supporters to Nazi brownshirts earlier in February,
sparking calls for his resignation. Sanders’ statement
on the successful literacy campaign following the Cuban Revolution sparked another round of McCarthystyle denunciations both inside and outside of the
Democratic Party, even though Obama had expressed
similar opinions several years ago. Wall Street investors expressed fear that a Sanders presidency would
destroy the economy.
Like Trump, Sanders appeals to a layer of the electorate that is disaffected and angry at their continued
economic misfortunes. Income inequality has persisted and grown worse. Massive student debt acts as a
brake on the social mobility of young people. Stagnant
wages and higher housing costs have pushed some
working people into homelessness, and gentrification
has meant the displacement of whole neighborhoods.
Yet Democratic Party regulars seem mystified that
Sanders appeals to a broad spectrum of Democratic
voters. They have convinced themselves that only a
“centrist” or moderate can challenge Trump and are
intent on stopping a Sanders nomination by every
means at their disposal. It’s clear that the Democratic
Party would rather sustain a defeat, and four more
years of Trump, than see the victory of a reformist
candidate like Sanders.
The New York Times reported (Feb. 27, 2020): “Dozens of interviews with Democratic establishment
leaders this week show that they are not just worried
about Mr. Sanders’s candidacy, but are also willing to
risk intraparty damage to stop his nomination at the

An independent, militant
workers’ party must be
built as a clear alternative
to the Democrats.
national convention in July if they get the chance. Since
Mr. Sanders’s victory in Nevada’s caucuses on Saturday, The Times has interviewed 93 party officials—all
of them super-delegates, who could have a say on the
nominee at the convention—and found overwhelming opposition to handing the Vermont senator the
nomination if he arrived with the most delegates but
fell short of a majority.”
The prospect of a “brokered” convention that would
rob Sanders of the nomination is very real—much
like the 2016 sabotage of Sanders’ nomination by the
DNC. If Sanders loses the primary contest, he will undoubtedly support the eventual nominee—just like he
did in 2016.
What are Sanders’ real politics?
Despite his use of the “democratic socialist” label to
describe his politics, it’s clear that Sanders’ politics
are closer to New Deal liberalism, slightly repackaged
and updated, than to any real challenge to the rule of
capital.
At a public forum last year, he clarified his views:
“What do I mean when I talk about democratic socialism? It certainly is not the authoritarian communism
that existed in the Soviet Union and in other communist countries. This is what it means.
“It means that we cherish, among other things, our
Bill of Rights. And Franklin Roosevelt made this point
… in 1944, in a State of the Union Address that never
got a whole lot of attention. This is what he said, basically—it was a very profound speech toward the end
of World War II. He said: You know, we’ve got a great
Constitution. Bill of Rights protects your freedom of
religion, freedom of assembly, freedom of speech, and
all that stuff. Great. But you know what it doesn’t protect? It doesn’t protect and guarantee you economic
rights.”
Sanders’ whole career has taken place as a pragmatic “outsider” who just happens to be inside the
Democratic Party in every way. He caucuses with
Democrats, votes with them, is the standing chair of
the Senate Democrats’ Outreach Committee, and is
entirely dependent on their political apparatus. His
choice to run in the Democratic Party primaries was
not an accident, nor was it to bring “socialism” into
the mainstream. He is a career politician who acts in
the service of capital. Whatever moral connection he
might feel to working people is negated by the fact
that he is building a movement for their class enemy.
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Sanders’ record on foreign policy is one of
loyal support for imperialist interventions
abroad. He has voted to financially support
every U.S. military adventure over the past
20 years. Sanders supported the development of the F-35 fighter jet—a $1.5 trillion
handout to defense contractors.
At times, Sanders has opposed the war
machine, speaking against death squads
in Central America in the 1980s or voting
against the first Gulf War, but these were
exceptions. During the 1990s, Sanders
supported sanctions against both Libya
and Iraq and the bombing of Kosovo. An
estimated one million Iraqis, half of them
children, died under the brutal sanctions
regime. Sanders voted in favor of the post9/11 Authorization for Use of Military
force and has been a consistent “yes” vote
on funding for U.S. military adventurism in
the Middle East.
Sanders has been a loyal supporter of
Israel in Congress, voting for military aid
and in favor of attacks on Lebanon and
Gaza framed as self-defense. At times,
Sanders has criticized Israeli human rights
abuses against Palestinians, but his record
of support for the apartheid state is clear.
He has referred to the BDS movement as anti-Semitic.
His response to the Trump “deal of the century” for
Palestine was to call for a return to the “two-state solution” and international law.
In an interview on the TV show “60 Minutes,” Sanders discussed scenarios where he would use military
force as president, saying, “We’ve got to make it clear
to countries around the world that we will not sit
by and allow invasions to take place.” He expressed
support for NATO and said that he would respond to
threats against the U.S. and its allies. Sanders promised to defend Taiwan against an attack from China.
A shell game
Since the election of Trump, the Democrats have
mounted a half-hearted “resistance” that hands
Trump what he wants. For all of their rhetoric that
Trump is a threat to the republic and democracy,
Democrats in Congress voted to renew the PATRIOT Act and gave Trump billions more in defense
spending. Democratic protests about the assassination of the Iranian commander, Qasem Soleimani,
were about process and not the legitimacy of imperialist intervention in the Middle East or the legality of
murdering a foreign leader. Complaints from Congressional Democrats accepted the imperialist framework
but expressed outrage that Trump didn’t play by the
established rules.
Meanwhile, Social Security, Medicare, Medicaid and
other social programs are in danger. Environmental
laws have been gutted, and Trump’s climate denial endangers future generations. The two-party shell game
is a losing proposition for working people. While the
Republicans, Democrats and other ruling-class politicians can debate over how they should respond to
the demands of their working-class constituents, they
are fundamentally opposed to overturning the rule of
capital and are opposed to worker’s democracy.
The political caste of both parties is corrupt and
out of touch with the needs and concerns of working people. There is a deepening political crisis in the
U.S., which is a symptom of the rot in U.S. society—an
economic recovery that has only benefited the richest,
persistent wealth inequality, homelessness, mass incarceration, and the growth of an energized far right.
This political crisis will only deepen as the effects of
the climate crisis grow more acute.
Would electing Sanders president usher in a new era
of reforms and gains for working people? Alexandria
Ocasio-Cortez pointed out that President Sanders
would have to compromise on Medicare for All to get
the measure through Congress. It’s unlikely that the
Democratic Party elected officials would support any
ambitious reforms. In Virginia, where the Democrats
control both houses of the General Assembly and the
governorship, they refused to repeal the state’s unionbusting “right-to-work” law because corporate interests opposed repeal.

(continued on page 6)

Thirteen theses on the imminent ecological
catastrophe & the means of averting it
By MICHAEL LÖWY
I. The ecological crisis is already the most
important social and political question of the
21st century, and will become even more so
in the coming months and years. The future of
the planet, and thus of humanity, will be determined in the coming decades. Calculations
by certain scientists as to scenarios for the
year 2100 aren’t very useful for two reasons:
A) scientific: considering all the retroactive effects impossible to calculate, it is very risky to
make projections over a century. B) political: at
the end of the century, all of us, our children and
grandchildren will be gone, so who cares?
II. As the IPCC explains, if the average temperature exceeds the pre-industrial period’s by
1.5°, there is a risk of setting off an irreversible
climate change process. The ecological crisis
involves several facets, with hazardous consequences, but the climate question is doubtless
the most dramatic threat.
What would the consequences of this be? Just
a few examples: the multiplication of megafires
such as in Australia; the disappearance of rivers
and the desertification of land areas, melting
and dislocation of polar ice and raising the sea
level, which could reach dozens of meters. Yet,
at two meters vast regions of Bangladesh, India
and Thailand, as well as the major cities of human civilization—Hong Kong, Calcutta, Venice,
Amsterdam, Shanghai, London, New York, Rio—
will have disappeared beneath the sea. How high can
the temperature go? From what temperature will human life on this planet be threatened? No one has an
answer to these questions.
III. These are risks of a catastrophe unprecedented
in human history. One would have to go back to the
Pliocene, some millions of years ago, to find climate
conditions similar to what could become reality in
the future, due to climate change. Most geologists
consider that we have entered a new geological era,
the Anthropocene, when conditions on the planet
have been modified by human action. What action?
Climate change began with the 18th-century Industrial Revolution, but it is after 1945, with neoliberal
globalization, that it took a qualitative leap. In other
words, modern capitalist industrial civilization is responsible for the accumulation of CO2 in the atmosphere, thus of global heating.
IV. The capitalist system’s responsibility in the
imminent catastrophe is widely recognized. Pope
Francis, in his Encyclical Laudato Si, without uttering the word “capitalism,” spoke out against a structurally perverse system of commercial and property
relations based exclusively on the “principle of profit
maximization” as responsible both for social injustice
and destruction of our Common House, Nature.
A slogan universally chanted the world over in ecological demonstrations is “Change the System, not the
Climate!” The attitude shown by the main representatives of this system, advocates of business as usual – billionaires, bankers, “experts,” oligarchs, politicians—can be summed up by the phrase attributed to
Louis XIV: “After me, the deluge.”
V. The systemic nature of the problem is cruelly illustrated by governments’ behavior. All, (with very
rare exceptions) acting in the service of capital accumulation, multinationals, the fossil oligarchy,
general commodification and free trade. Some of
them—Donald Trump, Jair Bolsonaro, Scott Morrison
(Australia)—are openly ecocidal and climate deniers.
The other, “reasonable” ones set the tone at the annual COP (Conference of the Parties or Circuses Organised Periodically?) meetings, which feature vague
“green’”rhetoric and total inertia.
The most successful was COP 21, in Paris, which
concluded with solemn promises from all governments taking part to reduce emissions—not kept, except by a few Pacific islands. Scientists calculate that
even if they had been kept, the temperature would
still rise up to 3.3° higher.
VI. “Green capitalism,” “carbon markets,” “compensation mechanisms” and other manipulations of the
so-called “sustainable market economy” have proven
perfectly useless, while “greening” with a vengeance,
emissions are skyrocketing, and catastrophe gets
closer and closer. There is no solution to the ecologi-

cal crisis within the framework of capitalism, a system entirely devoted to productivism, consumerism,
the ferocious struggle for “market shares,” to capital
accumulation and maximizing profits. Its intrinsically
perverse logic inevitably leads to the disruption of
ecological balance and destructions of ecosystems.
VII. The only effective alternatives, capable of avoiding catastrophe, are radical alternatives. “Radical”
means attacking the root of the evil. If the capitalist
system is at the root, we need anti-system alternatives, i.e. anticapitalist ones, such as ecosocialism, an
ecological socialism up to the challenges of the 21st
century. Other radical alternatives such as ecofeminism, social ecology (Murray Bookchin), André Gorz’s
political ecology, or degrowth have much in common
with ecocialism: relations of reciprocal influence
have developed in recent years.
VIII. What is socialism? For many Marxists, it is
transformation of the relationships of production—
by the collective appropriation of the means of production—to allow the free development of productive
forces. Ecosocialism lays claim to Marx, but explicitly
breaks with this productivist model.
Of course, collective appropriation is indispensable, but the productive forces themselves must
also be transformed: by changing their energy
sources (renewables instead of fossil fuels); b) by
reducing global energy consumption; c) by reducing
production of goods (“degrowth”), and by eliminating useless activities (advertising) and harmful ones
(pesticides, weapons of war); d) by putting a stop to
planned obsolescence.
Ecosocialism also involves transformation of consumption models, transport forms, urbanism and
“ways of life.” In short, it is much more than a change
of property forms: it is a civilizational change, based
on values of solidarity, equality, and respect for nature. Ecosocialist civilization breaks with productivism and consumerism, in favor of shorter working
time, thus more free time devoted to social, political,
recreational, artistic, erotic etc activities. Marx referred to this goal by the term “Realm of freedom.”
IX. To achieve the transition towards ecosocialism,
democratic planning is required, guided by two criteria: meeting actual needs, and respect for the ecological balance of the planet. The people themselves,
once the onslaught of advertising and the consumption obsession created by the capitalist market are
eliminated—are who will decide, democratically,
what their real needs are. Ecosocialism is a wager on
the democratic rationality of the popular classes.
X. This requires a real social revolution. How can
such a revolution be defined? To carry out the ecosocialist project, partial reforms will not suffice. We
could refer to a note by Walter Benjamin, on the margins of his theses On the concept of history (1940):
“Marx said that revolutions are the locomotive of

(Above) A forest fire in Australia.

world history. But things might work out otherwise.
It is possible that revolutions are the act by which
humans travelling in the train activate the emergency
brakes.” Translation in 21st century terms: we are
all passengers on a suicide train named Modern Industrial Capitalist Civilization. This train is hurtling
towards a catastrophic chasm: climate change. Revolutionary action aims to halt it—before it is too late.
XI. Ecosocialism is at once a project for the future
and a strategy for the struggle here and now. There
is no question of waiting for “the conditions to be
ripe.” It is necessary to provoke convergence between
social and ecological struggles and fight the most destructive initiatives by powers in the service of capital. This is what Naomi Klein called Blockadia.
Within mobilizations of this type, an anticapitalist consciousness and interest in ecosocialism can
emerge during struggles. Proposals such as the Green
New Deal are part of this struggle, in their radical
forms, which require effectively renouncing fossil energies—but not in those limited to recycling “green
capitalism.”
XII. Who is the subject in this struggle? The
workerist/industrialist dogmatism of the previous
century is no longer current. The forces now at the
forefront of the confrontation are youth, women,
Indigenous people, and peasants. Women are very
present in the formidable youth uprising launched
by Greta Thunberg’s call—one of the great sources of
hope for the future.
As the ecofeminists explain to us, this massive women’s participation in the mobilizations comes from
the fact that they are the first victims of the system’s
damage to the environment. Unions are beginning
here and there to also get involved. This is important,
because, in the final analysis, we can’t overcome the
system without the active participation of workers in
cities and countryside, who make up the majority of
the population. The first condition, in each movement
is associating ecological goals (closing coal mines or
oil wells, or thermal power stations, etc.) with guaranteed employment for the workers involved.
XIII. Do we have any chance of winning this battle,
before it is too late? Unlike the so-called “collapsologists” who clamorously proclaim that catastrophe is
inevitable and that any resistance is futile, we think
the future is open.
There is no guarantee that this future will be ecosocialist: this is the object of a wager in the Pascalian
sense, in which we commit all our forces, in a “labor
for uncertainty.” But as Bertolt Brecht said, with grand
and simple wisdom: “Those who fight may lose. Those
who don’t fight have already lost.”
n
Michael Löwy is an author, historian, eco-socialist
activist, and member of the Fourth International.
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(Left) Biden and Sanders embrace at New
Hampshire debate in February.

Even the most modest reforms must be won through
independent mass struggles. Revolutionaries support
reform struggles but insist on the need to go beyond
mere reforms:
“The essence of Marxist strategy, of any revolutionary strategy in our time, is to combine the struggle for
reforms with the struggle for revolution. This is the
only way in which to build a revolutionary party capable of providing reliable leadership to the masses and
of enabling them in revolutionary situations to make
the transition, in consciousness and in action, from
the struggle for reforms to the struggle for power and
revolution” (George Breitman, “Is It Wrong For Revolutionaries To Fight For Reforms?”).

... Sanders & Democratic Party
(continued from page 4)

Even though the Democrats controlled Congress
and the White House in the early years of the Obama
administration, they failed to pass legislation making
it easier to join a union or for a higher minimum wage.
The federal minimum wage continues to be $7.25 per
hour. The Democrats are long on promises when they
know nothing can be done and notably absent when
the time comes to pass even the mildest of reforms.

Support to the “lesser-evil” is futile
Shouts of support for Sanders have been echoing
through the left as a supposed alternative to “establishment” candidates represented by Biden and
Bloomberg. In-fighting within the Democratic Party
establishment is being used to justify support for
Sanders.
Activists are sacrificing the independence of social
movements for a chance to have “their guy” at the
table of capitalist politics. Ostensible revolutionaries
in Solidarity, Socialist Alternative, and the Party for
Socialism and Liberation have thrown support behind
Sanders.
Socialist Resurgence, while noting the strong desire
for reform that drives many people to support the
Sanders campaign, argues that neither Sanders nor
the Democratic Party can be the vehicle to achieve the
fundamental social changes necessary for workers
and the oppressed. We call instead for independent
working-class and socialist campaigns. We can’t look
away or make excuses for Sanders’ support for imperialist interventions and for Israel’s oppression of the
Palestinian people.
The Democratic Party has been impervious to reformist progressive or social democratic efforts to

... Climate
(continued from page 1)

It is easiest to see this when we look at
what the Green New Deal would not do.
What is never questioned is the continuity of capitalist production.
Exuberant claims that the Green New
Deal would pay for itself assume that the
jobs plan will bolster the economy and
boost private sector profits. This implies
that the consumption-oriented economy
will continue to grow unabated. And
there are no plans for strict allocation of
resources or energy. Bernie Sanders even
touts that energy would be “virtually
free” after 2035.
This should ring alarm bells for ecosocialists. The root of the ecological crisis
lies in capitalism’s imperative for accumulation. Capital has two sources of
value: the exploitation of labor and the
robbery of nature. The earth and its resources enter the ledger of capitalism as
a “free gift.” This is voraciously consumed
to keep accumulation going, along with
the imperialist system that enables it.
The wealth of the richest 1% is wrenched
from the earth.
Much of what is produced today is useless or will be shortly. Products are disposable or planned for obsolescence to
keep the sales cycle moving. There is constant, senseless waste as products that
cannot be sold for a profit are thrown
away. Relentless advertising and market-

reform its structures. The Democrats are institutionally tied to capitalist interests but have displayed the
ability to co-opt the middle-class leaderships of social movements and the labor bureaucracy. The presence of these sorts of movement “leaders” within the
Democratic Party is calculated to short circuit reform
efforts and to assimilate workers and oppressed peoples as passive voters.
The example of the McGovern campaign in 1972 illustrates the futility of trying to “capture” the Democrats by progressives. The insurgent and moderately
“antiwar” McGovern campaign was cut off by the labor
movement and party institutions, going down in one
of the most lopsided defeats in U.S. history.
The McGovernites managed to make some democratic reforms in party structures and processes, but
those were soon reversed by the neoliberal Clintonite
“New Democrats.”
Revolutionary socialists understand that there is no
electoral road to socialism. We don’t reject participation in elections, but we have no illusions that elections, especially under the banner of a capitalist party,
can achieve the radical and thoroughgoing changes
that are necessary. The climate crisis, income inequality, racism and oppression, and labor rights can’t be
permanently solved under capitalism.
The Democrats are a party of imperialist war and
capitalist austerity. Attempts to realign the party
or use the Democrats’ ballot line are doomed to fail
and will only continue to subordinate the interests of
working people to a party of the capitalist class.
What is necessary is a mass struggle for the democratic ownership and control of the economy and
society by the working class and its allies. No gains
won by working people have ever been freely given.

ing push products onto the consumer so
the mechanism of accumulation can continue to run.
Chasing cheap labor markets means
that cod caught in Sweden are shipped to
China, where they are prepared, and back
to Sweden to be eaten, on container ships
that alone produce 3% of the world’s carbon emissions.
We cannot defeat climate change while
leaving production and distribution to
the market. Capital sees regulations as
obstacles to overcome, not limits to its
ability to accumulate. When production
is made more efficient, it results in an
aggregate increase in energy usage, not a
decrease. This paradox was first noted by
William Stanley Jevons in the 19th century, but it remains true of modern capitalism. This is not even considering the stiff
resistance that capitalists would make to
stop a Green New Deal from being implemented.
The transition to an environmentally
sustainable economy would require extensive planning, far beyond the scope of
a jobs and infrastructure program. Production would emphasize human need
rather than capitalist profits. This would
be unacceptable for a capitalist government. Only a workers’ government would
be able to make the decisions democratically and in a way that forwards human
needs.
In the United States, the Green New
Deal also suffers from being a policy demand of the Democratic Party. In power,
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What can be done now?
In 2018, Socialist Resurgence members in Connecticut, then part of Socialist Action, ran antiwar veteran
and climate activist Fred Linck for U.S. Senate. Ultimately, Linck was not put on the ballot due to the
machinations of the Democrats, despite having gathered more than 11,000 signatures. Campaign supporters spoke to thousands of people about the campaign
and its platform.
Similarly, the 2019 independent socialist campaign
of Ellie Hamrick for city council in Athens, Ohio, relayed a popular message without watering down its
revolutionary program. Almost 600 people voted for
Hamrick, who called for rent control, police abolition,
workers’ rights, and decriminalized solutions to the
opioid crisis. In the process, Hamrick’s campaign exposed landlord ties to the Democratic Party.
Socialist organizations, community organizations,
and labor activists could immediately take steps to
organize labor-community councils around a fighting
program to address the climate, housing, and income
inequality crises. These councils could build active
workplace Labor Party clubs as well.
Councils could run candidates for Congress on a
common program and put pressure on the unions to
convene a Congress of Labor to include all workers’
organizations and organizations of the oppressed.
Such a Congress would elaborate a program to address the coming climate catastrophe, police brutality,
jobs, health care, mass incarceration, and imperialist
wars. This gathering could also immediately break
with the Democrats and build a mass Labor Party.
An independent working-class party must be built
as a clear alternative to the Democrats. This means
a combined fight for a Labor or workers’ party, for a
class-struggle leadership in the unions, and the building of a revolutionary organization rooted in the
working class and organizations of the oppressed.
A working-class party would not simply be an electoral apparatus but would fight daily in workplaces,
schools, and neighborhoods for the interests of the
oppressed and exploited.
n

the Democrats are controlled by their
right wing. This is made up of conservative politicians in “swing” districts who
hold an effective veto on any legislation.
It is easy to see how a well-meaning demand for a Green New Deal could come
to fruition as a corporate-friendly package of tax breaks, research subsidies,
and contracts that amount to a huge
transfer of wealth to the “green” sector
of capitalism.
What is worse, this is something of a
best-case scenario; it is entirely possible
that long-term gridlock in the Senate
would prevent any legislation at all.
Still, some ecosocialists have chosen to
endorse the idea of a “radical” Green New
Deal. This has ranged from the Democratic Socialists of America’s ecosocialist working group, to leading ecosocialist John Bellamy Foster, to activists like
Naomi Klein. This notion merits extreme
skepticism, though.
The entire logic of the Green New Deal
is precisely that it is not radical. For instance, the DSA Ecosocialist Working
Group’s “guiding principles” put forward
a complete vision for a post-capitalist
society. Yet in practice, the same working group was very quick to embrace the
plan put forward by Bernie Sanders.
This is the real significance of the radical Green New Deal. At best, its advocates
can lobby Democratic politicians to make
a better policy. But for others, like OcasioCortez, the Green New Deal is a wedge to
gain influence in the Democratic Party.

As long as the movement remains dependent upon these politicians, it cannot
make the changes needed to handle the
climate crisis. The radical version of the
Green New Deal is only a political fantasy.
Socialists work within the climate
movement to fight against pipelines,
fracking, and expansion of fossil-fuel infrastructure. But this movement cannot
depend on a Green New Deal to save the
world. It needs a bold program to change
the very nature of economic activity,
which must prioritize sustainability and
meeting human needs.
Agriculture, production, and distribution all require revolutionary changes to
end the ecological crisis. This is implied
in the slogan, “System Change, Not Climate Change,” which has been used by
ecosocialists and endorsed by leaders
such as Greta Thunberg. Resources must
be allocated by democratic plan instead
of the market, and decisions must be
made based on sustainability instead of
business or political considerations.
Climate change is the most important
fight that socialists have faced, and we
have a crucial decade ahead of us. We
need mass-based organizations that will
build mass actions to confront these
problems. They will need to organize
workers, students, and Indigenous and
oppressed peoples in an alliance to end
capitalism’s war on nature.
And we need a revolutionary socialist
party that can bring down the capitalist
system itself.
n

... Abortion
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(continued from page 8)

by Senator Katrina Jackson, a Democrat who is antiabortion.
Democrats & GOP hostile to women’s rights
Following a tumultuous year of abortion restrictions, President Trump attended the March of Life
on Jan. 24, 2020, where he gave a speech in which he
claimed that he was the White House’s best defender
of the unborn. He was the first sitting president to attend the event.
But, in the shell game of U.S. politics, Trump once
declared himself pro-choice, even calling himself very
pro-choice in 1999 and stating that the issue hadn’t
been important to him on the Howard Stern show
in 2013. While it is unlikely that he has convictions
beyond courting anti-abortion voters, the Trump administration has been undeniably aggressive in its attacks on abortion.
A particularly alarming strategy to reproductive
rights activists has been the fact that one in four lifetime seats of federal appellate court judges have been
filled with individuals hostile to choice. With standing potentially under attack by the Supreme Court,
the strategy of challenging abortion laws in courts
may become increasingly limited. But, this should not
be the onus of activist strategies to begin with. The
lifelong tenure of federal judges and Supreme Court
justices should have no place in a democratic society.
It generates a sense of dependency on the good will
and judgement of powerful individuals and places
false hope in electing a Democratic Party president
so the positions can be filled with pro-choice judges.
Aside from the aforementioned examples of parental consent laws in Florida and TRAP laws in Louisiana, electing Democrats has not ensured abortion
access. Bill Clinton ran for president with the slogan
that abortion should be safe, legal, and rare. Hillary
Clinton emphasized, “By rare, I mean rare.” Obama
also said he wanted to reduce the number of abortions. Over 1200 abortion restrictions have been
passed since Roe v. Wade, each seeking to make abortion rare through restriction. The decades of limits to
abortion were not passed by Republicans alone.
Despite the ongoing attacks on abortion access,
2019 also saw the passage of pro-choice protections.
In 2019, 29 states and Washington, D.C., introduced
143 bills to improve abortion access. Illinois, New
York, Rhode Island, and Vermont passed laws that
codified abortion as a fundamental right. Nevada removed pre-Roe laws that criminalized abortion and
it also decriminalized self managed abortion. Maine
guaranteed that both private and public insurance
would have to cover abortion. Massachusetts lawmakers are working to pass the ROE Act, which would
guarantee abortion no matter one’s income or immigration status and improve youth access to abortion.
It is also important to remember that in response
to abortion bans passed in May 2019, thousands of
activists took to the streets in protest. Across the
U.S., more than 400 events were held on the National
Day of Action on Tuesday, May 21, with other events
spread out across that week. More than 50 organizations were involved with organizing the nationwide
events against the abortion bans, which at that time,
had passed in Ohio, Mississippi, and Alabama and
were being considered in Louisiana and Missouri.
While judges are often credited with halting these
bans, mass action gives momentum to lawsuits, raises
public awareness, shifts discourse, pressures politicians and judges, and is important practice for broader, bolder, revolutionary actions.
Mass action around the world
Abortion victories elsewhere in the world attest to
the power of mass action. Between 2000 and 2017,
27 countries broadened the legal grounds for abortion. In 2019, Oaxaca, Mexico, Northern Ireland, and
New South Wales, Australia decriminalized abortion.
Another success was in South Korea, where the Supreme Court struck down the country’s 66-year-old
abortion ban as unconstitutional. Under the longstanding ban, abortion seekers faced one year in prison and a $1780 fine. Although the laws were over six
decades old, they were not enforced until 2005, and
this was a specific government response to demographic decline. The fertility in 2005 rate was 1.08,
the lowest in the world. This demonstrates the economic function of abortion restrictions in capitalism,
which is to force the births necessary for a new generation of workers.
The overturn of these laws was won through the efforts of a coalition called the Joint Action for Reproductive Justice (Joint Action), which was established
in 2017 and brought together feminist, medical,

Millions march on Int’l Women’s Day
(Above) Trade-union women march in Paris, France, on International Women’s Day. On March 8,
millions of women around the world protested in marches, strikes, and rallies.
In Rome, Non Una di Meno (Not One Less, a reference to the movement’s resistance to femicide
and sexual violence), adapted to public health restrictions imposed on public marches by assembling
a flash mob on the steps leading into the Piazza di Spagna with participants standing a full meter
apart. The Guardian newspaper reported on Turkish refugees heroically attempting to break the
xenophobic ban on immigrants by the Greek government and its EU backers, clapping to honor the
women and children who marched to demand asylum.
Without a doubt, Latin America was the epicenter of the mobilizations. Women in Argentina and
Mexico turned out by the hundreds of thousands in marches on March 8 and in national strikes
the following day. In Argentina, the focus was on legalizing abortion in the country, and in Mexico
women protested gender violence. The Mexican government reports 3825 women met violent deaths
last year, while incidents of femicide have rocketed by 137% in the last five years.
In Chile, aerial views of Santiago showed demonstrators as far as the eye could see. The goal was
to use the March 8 mobilizations to launch a new wave of national resistance to austerity and rule
in the interests of the rich. A large women’s conference in January in Chile drew women from many
countries and led to an important “Transborder Call for a Feminist Strike on March 8 and 9, 2020.”
Our article on International Women’s Day at socialistresurgence.org has a link to the call.

disability rights, youth, labor, LGBT+, and religious
groups. The coalition published materials, told stories, and hosted educational events, which culminated in the first mass protest in Seoul on Oct. 15, 2016.
When thousands of Polish activists united in Black
Protests for abortion rights, Korean activists hosted
their own “Black Protest Korea.” Joint Action lobbied
politicians and government agencies to take the matter to the Constitutional Court. In 2017, 235,000 people signed a petition to legalize abortion. They also
organized a large rally attended by 5000 activists in
July 2018. Joint Action also held a daily one-person
protest outside of the court building. They also held
a press conference outside the Argentine Embassy to
support legal abortion in Argentina.
Another large protest was organized in March 2019
before the court decision. Unity among a variety of organizations and activists, international solidarity, and
protests combined with legal work helped to make
legal abortion a reality in South Korea.
In 2018, hundreds of thousands of women took to
the streets of Argentina to demand that the Senate
pass an abortion bill. Abortion is illegal in Argentina
and can result in a prison sentence. The Argentine
government estimates that 350,000 illegal abortions
occur in the country each year. The bill narrowly lost,
but the activists continue to fight to make legal abortion a reality.
Tens of thousands of abortion rights activists in
Argentina protested on Feb. 19, 2020, to once again
demand legal abortion for Green Action Day. Events,
wherein activists wore green scarves to represent the
demand for abortion, were hosted in over 80 locations across Argentina. The most recent push for legal
abortion in Argentina began in 2015, with the antifemicide movement Ni Una Menos, which mobilized
hundreds of thousands of women against violence
(including illegal abortion). In 2017, 30 women in Argentina were reported to have died from illegal abortions, so the issue is absolutely a matter of femicide.
In March 2019, an 11-year-old girl and rape victim
named “Lucia” was forced to give birth via cesarian
section after Argentine officials denied her to the
right to abortion. She was raped by her grandmother’s boyfriend. A similar situation occurred earlier in

2019 in which a 12-year-old girl was also forced to
give birth to a baby who died several days later. Doctors refused to perform an abortion, even though the
strict abortion laws in Argentina allow for abortion in
the case of rape or potential death of the mother. The
green bandanas were also worn during the elections
last October to spotlight their demand.
President Alberto Fernandez has vowed to legalize
abortion on the basis of public health. Undoubtedly,
it would not have been possible for a centrist politician to put abortion on the agenda without the efforts
of abortion activists. Likewise, without the demands
and efforts of U.S. activists, politicians like Bernie
Sanders would not frame abortion as health care,
nor would Elizabeth Warren have claimed she would
wear a Planned Parenthood scarf to her inauguration.
This support of reproductive rights and retreat from
the discourse of abortion “rarity” would not be possible without the millions of women who marched in
women’s marches or thousands who came out last
spring against abortion bans.
The February 1917 revolution, which began when
striking women at the Aivaz factory in St. Petersburg
and International Women’s Day protests over World
War I and the high cost of food overturned 300 years
of Romanov rule. But, the Provisional Government
would not grant women the right to vote nor exit the
war. In response, Alexandra Kollontai told women
that their rights would not be handed to them.
In the summer of 1917, women’s suffrage was won
after a march of 40,000 protesters. Another revolution was necessary to secure such things as abortion
rights, the right to divorce, civil marriage, property
rights, public kitchens, day care, public laundries, maternity leave, and an end to the war. Over 100 years
later, many of these things have not yet been won in
the United States.
But, as Alexandra Kollontai advised, our rights will
not be handed to us. Neither by judges nor Democrats
will these rights be won. They will be won by the
strength of the people united in strikes and protest
and secured only by revolution. That is the lesson of
February, October, International Women’s Day, Black
Protests, the Green movement, and the history of all
our struggles and victories.
n
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Restrictions are tightened
on women’s right to abortion
Mandel Ngan / AFP / Getty Images

By HEATHER BRADFORD
According to Planned Parenthood, in 2019 there
were over 300 abortion restrictions filed across 47
states. Some of these were the strictest since the passage of Roe v. Wade. The most alarming were restrictions, such as the one passed in Alabama on May 15,
2019, which made abortion illegal at all stages and
without exceptions for incest or rape. These restrictions were made even more terrifying by the threat
of 99 years of imprisonment for abortion providers.
Restrictive laws, like those passed in Alabama and
six-week abortion bans or “heartbeat bills” passed in
Georgia, Ohio, Kentucky, Missouri (eight weeks), and
Mississippi, have been blocked or delayed by federal
judges. But, their aggressive nature sets the tone for
the struggle ahead as reproductive rights activists enter a new year and new decade.
An early setback for reproductive rights this year
was the passage of a minor consent law in Florida on
Feb. 21. The Florida law requires minors under the
age of 18 to obtain written and notarized consent
from a parent in order to seek an abortion. It also requires government-issued identification and proof of
guardianship or parentage and makes no exceptions
for cases of rape, incest, or trafficked youth. The consent requirement can be bypassed by a judge, who
can determine if the minor is mature enough to have
an abortion. The previous law already required parental notification, but not consent.
Parental consent, notification, or both is required
in 37 states. Consent and parental notification laws
put youth at risk of illegal abortions, parental abuse,

denies their right to bodily autonomy, and creates
barriers for youth whose parents may be absent or
deceased. It disproportionately impacts immigrants
and racial minorities, as consent and notification laws
require documentation, such as birth certificates and
identification cards. Despite the barriers that consent
and notification laws impose upon youth, Florida
Democrats were divided over the law. Democratic
representatives James Bush, Kimberly Daniels, Al Jacquet, and Anika Omphroy voted to support the bill.
Another concerning development in the struggle
for reproductive rights is June Medical Services v. Gee
and Gee v. June Medical Services. There are two issues
at the heart of these cases, which the Supreme Court
will hear in March. The first is the issue of admitting
privileges, which is part of larger TRAP laws. TRAP
laws, or targeted restrictions on abortion providers,
are laws passed under the guise of patient safety, but
meant to curtail abortion access by imposing unnecessary regulations on abortion providers.
Admitting privileges mean that abortion doctors
must be able to admit patients into a hospital near
the abortion clinic. Because many hospitals are religious, profit driven, and do not wish to be tied to
the controversy around abortion, it can be difficult
for abortion doctors to obtain admitting privileges to
local hospitals. For instance, doctors at the only abortion clinic in Mississippi were unable to obtain admitting privileges because seven local hospitals refused.
Requiring admitting privileges effectively shuts
down abortion clinics. The Supreme Court already
struck down the requirement of admitting privileges in Whole Woman’s Health v. Hellerstedt be-
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cause abortion complications are so exceedingly rare
(.025% of cases) that admitting privileges are not
necessary for patient health and impose a significant
obstacle to access. June Medical Services v. Gee revisits the question of whether admitting privileges are
constitutional.
The second issue at the heart of these cases is third
party standing. Currently, lawsuits against abortion
restrictions can be filed by third parties. In 1976,
Singleton v. Wulf granted abortion doctors legal
standing in challenging abortion restrictions. This
has expanded the circumstances under which restrictions can be challenged. For instance, when an Idaho
woman named Jennie Linn McCormack filed a lawsuit
against the state over its 20-week abortion ban and
restriction against self administered abortion, it was
determined that because she was not pregnant she
did not have the legal standing to do so (even though
she was arrested for illegally taking RU 486).
However, the lawsuit was able to move forward
when brought forth by Dr. Richard Hearn, who as a
doctor had standing, and the Ninth Circuit court decided that the criminal charges against abortion patients was unconstitutional. Without third-party legal
standing, the lawsuit would not have moved forward.
Lawsuits by third parties have been one of the tools
that reproductive rights advocates rely upon to challenge abortion restrictions. Like the recent parental
consent law in Florida, Democrats are complicit in
this recent challenge to abortion rights. The Unsafe
Abortion Protection Act, the Louisiana law at the center of the Supreme Court hearings, was sponsored
(continued on page 7)

