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Socialist	Resurgence	Political	Resolution	 	

June	12,	2021	

	

Following	are	major	portions	of	the	Political	Resolution	approved	by	the	
Second	Convention	of	Socialist	Resurgence	in	July	2021.	

	
Preface	
As	we	prepare	for	the	2021	Socialist	Resurgence	national	convention,	we	note	that	

despite	a	kind	of	short-term	economic	recovery	from	the	worst	of	the	lockdown	
period	in	the	United	States	and	the	EU,	the	many	global	crises	of	capitalism	continue	
to	deepen.	The	pandemic,	born	of	the	capitalist	struggle	to	recover	an	acceptable	
rate	of	profit	by	carrying	out	new	levels	of	dispossession	for	extraction	and	
industrial	agriculture,	continues	to	cause	more	than	10,000	deaths	a	day	and	bring	
new	misery	to	the	working	classes	of	the	world.	
In	Latin	America	and	India,	COVID-19	illness	races	out	of	control	and	immiseration	

grows.	On	May	29,	tens	of	thousands	of	Brazilians	protested	in	300	cities,	calling	for	
the	impeachment	of	President	Bolsonaro	due	to	his	failure	to	implement	COVID	
policies	that	could	have	prevented	the	nation’s	460,000	deaths.	The	unwillingness	of	
the	world’s	imperialist	powers	to	take	measures	to	get	vaccines	in	necessary	
quantities	to	the	less	developed	world	has	created	the	grotesque	situation	in	which	
the	U.S.	is	reopening	for	business	while	Latin	America	suffers	unimaginable	levels	of	
death	and	impoverishment.	Vaccine	apartheid	has	become	a	mainstream	descriptor	
of	the	situation.	
Having	submitted	to	predatory	foreign	investment	and	austerity	measures	to	pay	

off	their	interest	on	the	debt	to	imperialist	institutions	like	the	IMF,	and	now	
burdened	with	the	interest	payments	for	new	emergency	COVID	loans,	semi-colonial	
governments	allow	more	pandemic-inducing	land	grabs	for	extreme	extraction,	
destructive	plantations,	and	industrial	livestock	raising,	generating	rebellion	in	both	
urban	and	rural	spaces.	Global	capitalist	corporations	seek	to	temporarily	cheat	the	
falling	rate	of	profit	by	means	of	new	dispossessions,	deforestation,	and	pernicious	
land	development	schemes	that	threaten	human	life	itself.	
Not	a	week	goes	by	without	news	of	a	climate-related	catastrophe	that	has	made	

thousands	homeless,	jobless,	and	without	a	plan	for	the	future.	Climate	change	
induced	disruption	of	the	monsoon	cycle,	rising	seas,	and	storms	of	an	extremely	
damaging	character	in	South	Asia,	for	example,	displace	hundreds	of	thousands	into	
spaces	where	they	cannot	avoid	contagion.	Heat	waves	render	growing	parts	of	
Pakistan	not	farmable.	Back	to	back	hurricanes	interrupting	the	epic	drought	in	
Central	America	put	more	and	more	farmers	on	the	road	to	the	U.S.	
In	this	new	world	of	waves	of	pathogens	linked	to	deforestation	and	growing	

climate	disruption,	one	of	the	most	basic	elements	of	the	neoliberal	capitalist	
order—the	once	miraculous	and	highly	profitable	just-in-time	supply	chain—has	
broken,	leaving	manufacturers	stranded	without	parts	and	materials.	Insurance	
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companies	and	investment	funds	alike	predict	this	sort	of	costly	disruption	will	be	a	
regular	occurrence	as	the	climate	continues	to	heat	up	and	impact	everything	
including	raw	materials	supply,	agriculture,	manufacturing,	and	shipping.	These	
problems,	alongside	the	perceived	security	threats	to	the	capitalist	order	that	will	
come	from	climate	chaos	and	mass	emergency	migrations,	are	the	motivations	for	
the	new	attention	of	the	ruling	classes	to	climate	mitigation,	but	their	solutions	
remain	market-based,	profit-driven,	and	wholly	inadequate,	sometimes	newly	
dangerous,	for	the	survival	of	human	life	on	the	planet.		
Yet,	everywhere	that	the	masses	experience	the	inequitable	and	savage	way	in	

which	governments	respond	to	the	triple	crises	of	the	new	world	of	climate	chaos,	
pandemic,	and	recession,	they	try	to	respond.	The	inability	and	unwillingness	of	
states	to	provide	for	basic	survival	have	shaken	faith	in	the	system	in	a	new	way	
across	the	globe.	Ever	greater	numbers	of	people	are	beginning	to	understand	the	
inverted	pyramid	of	death	and	impoverishment	as	being	the	result	of	imperialism,	
class,	white	suprematicism,	and	sexist	discrimination.	This	means	that	more	
movements	than	before	are	inflected	with	anti-capitalist	sentiments	and	would	be	
open	to	hearing	about	revolutionary	socialist	solutions	the	world	over.	It	should	be	
impossible	to	ignore	the	acute	need	for	coordination	of	revolutionary	socialists	into	
a	regrouped	international	formation.	
Resistance	Deepens	

The	2019	autumn	of	rebellion	in	Latin	America,	the	Levant,		the	Maghreb,	and	
Hong	Kong	proved	to	be	the	opening	to	a	period	of	sustained	upsurge	into	which	the	
masses	of	South	and	Southeast	Asia	joined.	While	none	had	a	revolutionary	
leadership	or	resulted	in	a	decisive	victory,	working	people	on	every	continent	are	
sharpening	their	perspectives	in	battles	against	the	austerity,	pro-market	“reforms,”	
corruption,	extractivism,	wretched	public	health	systems,	and	neglect	of	those	
immiserated	by	climate	emergencies.	
Latin	America	is	a	cauldron	of	resistance.	In	Bolivia,	the	masses	rolled	back	a	

military	coup	but	have	yet	to	confront	plans	of	the	opposition	MAS	party	to	deepen	
imperialist	extraction.	In	Chile,	the	referendum	and	the	election	to	the	
Constitutional	Convention	set	up	to	divert	the	struggle	to	kick	out	president	
Sebastian	Pinera	resulted	instead	in	a	rout	of	old	parties	of	the	right	and	provided	a	
platform	for	independent	activists	and	the	revolutionary	left	to	argue	that	a	new	
constitution	would	only	be	as	strong	as	a	renewed	struggle	in	the	streets.	At	the	
time	of	this	writing,	a	month	after	the	beginning	of	their	upsurge,	the	youth,	
precarious	workers,	and	Indigenous	forces	of	Colombia	continued	to	mobilize	
despite	the	deployment	of	the	military	to	13	cities	in	struggle.	
In	India,	an	unprecedented	mobilization	of	farmers	began	in	Punjab	in	July	2020,	

wintered	on	the	roads,	grew	to	mobilizations	in	the	capital	that	peaked	at	one	
million	in	January	2021,	and	continue	to	fight	a	pro-market	liberalization	of	produce	
distribution.	Mass	resistance	to	a	military	coup	first	led	by	garment	workers	in	
Myanmar	has	now	been	forced	by	unprecedented	brutality	into	an	armed	struggle	
led	from	the	provinces.	
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Northern	Africa	and	the	Middle	East,	too,	have	been	aflame.	Beginning	in	Algeria	in	
December	2018,	a	second	wave	emerged	out	of	the	popular	revolt	that	began	in	the	
region	in	2011.	Mass	anti-government	protests	soon	spread	to	Sudan,	Iraq,	Lebanon,	
and	even	Iran—although	they	ebbed	somewhat	because	of	the	COVID	crisis.	The	
leadership	role	of	women	has	been	notable	in	a	number	of	countries.	In	some	places,	
political	strikes	have	been	used	as	a	weapon,	although	the	participation	by	
organized	trade	unions	has	been	uneven.	
Tunisians	protested	in	the	months	before	and	after	the	10-year	anniversary	of	the	

martyrdom	of	Mohamed	Bouazizi,	a	Tunisian	street	vendor	whose	suicide	in	January	
2011	sparked	the	Arab	Spring.	Since	February	of	this	year,	the	Algerian	Hirak	
[“Movement”]	has	been	putting	tens	of	thousands	back	onto	the	street	in	defiance	of	
growing	government	repression	and	threats	of	banning	movement	organizations,	
including	the	Tunisian	section	of	the	Fourth	International.	
Even	the	beleaguered	masses	of	Syria,	having	survived	a	decade	of	war	and	now	

suffering	a	90%	poverty	rate,	continue	to	protest	their	neglect	by	the	Assad	regime,	
the	imposition	of	Russian	and	Iranian	capital	and	the	Caesar	Sanctions	imposed	by	
the	U.S.	
The	world	stands	in	awe	of	the	new	wave	of	Palestinian	protest	against	the	

ongoing	Nakba.	Unexpectedly,	Palestinian	youth	in	Jerusalem	and	the	“mixed”	
villages	plagued	by	settler	violence,	pogroms,	and	expropriations	rose	in	unison	
with	Palestinians	in	the	occupied	West	Bank	and	Gaza.	According	to	Salwa	Ibrahim,	
writing	for	the	online	Spectre	journal:		
	

This	third	intifada	has	created	a	precedent	that	Israel	will	be	at	pains	to	
counter:	it	smashes	more	than	seven	decades	of	territorial	fragmentation.	
Jerusalem,	Gaza,	Haifa,	Jenin,	Ramallah,	al-Khalil,	Jaffa,	Ramla,	Nablus—for	
the	first	time	since	1948,	it	is	all	of	historic	Palestine	that	has	arisen,	at	the	
same	time,	politically,	for	itself.	(“Reflections	on	the	Third	Intifada,”	May	21,	
2021)	

	
Such	a	demonstration	of	strength	inspired	refugee	youth	from	both	Lebanon	and	

Jordan	to	try	to	cross	the	border	in	a	show	of	solidarity.	This	unity	culminated	in	a	
one-day	general	strike	that	showed	a	new	determination	to	wield	the	rarely	used	
social	weight	of	the	working	class	in	the	struggle	against	the	apartheid	state.	
The	delegitimization	of	the	Palestinian	Authority	and	other	reformist	forces	

policing	the	Palestinian	resistance	was	evident	in	the	slogans	of	the	newly	unified	
Intifada.	Ibrahim	further	reports:		
	

The	slogan	repeated	practically	everywhere	is	not	“the	People	Demand	the	
Downfall	of	the	Regime”,	but	“al-Sha‘b	Yurid	Taharir	Filistin”—“the	People	
Demand	the	Liberation	of	Palestine.”	The	anger	is	directed	towards	Israel	
itself,	towards	Israel	as	a	whole.	Against	Israel	before	1948,	against	Israel	in	
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its	essence,	which	is	to	say,	against	Zionism.	That	which	is	bringing	together	
the	Palestinians	of	Haifa,	of	Bethlehem,	of	Gaza	and	Jerusalem	is	the	idea	of	
national	liberation,	and	more	precisely,	of	all	Palestine.	(May	21,	2021)	

	
Inherent	in	these	new	phenomena	is	the	possibility	of	the	reconstruction	of	a	

militant	national	coordination	that	could	advance	the	struggle	to	an	even	higher	
plane.	
It	is	no	wonder	that	despite	the	visibility	of	a	vocal	new	minority	among	the	

political	representatives	of	the	U.S.	ruling	class,	the	U.S.	did	not	hesitate	to	
demonstrably	reaffirm	its	allegiance	to	Israel	via	the	program	through	which	it	has	
provided	Israel,	since	its	founding,	with	over	$236	billion	in	U.S.	military	and	
economic	assistance	in	2018	dollars.		During	the	recent	missile	attacks	on	Gaza,	the	
Biden	administration	announced	the	sale	of	$735	million	in	precision-guided	
weapons	to	its	long-time	partner	in	the	fight	against	the	Arab	Revolution	(Salih	
Booker,	“How	U.S.	Taxpayers	are	Invested	in	the	Palestine-Israel	Conflict,”	The	
American	Prospect,	May	19,	2021)	and	is	now	considering	a	$1	billion	emergency	
loan	for	the	rebuilding	of	Israel’s	“Iron	Dome”	anti-missile	response	system.	
While	it	funds	the	Israeli	war	machine,	the	Biden	administration	has	redoubled	

efforts	to	resuscitate	discussions	concerning	the	illusionary	“two-states	solution,”	in	
hopes	of	boosting	the	influence	of	the	Palestinian	Authority	and	other	reformists	
over	the	Palestinian	masses.	In	the	meantime,	Israel	is	making	the	“two-states”	
schema	increasingly	impossible	as	it	strengthens	its	apartheid	policies—slicing	up	
the	West	Bank	into	isolated	Palestinian	cantons	amidst	an	expanded	network	of	
Zionist	settlements.	
We	believe	that	the	demand	of	the	Palestine	Liberation	Organization	in	the	1970s	

for	a	“democratic	secular	Palestine”	throughout	the	lands	of	historic	Palestine	is	still	
urgent.	We	also	support	demands	that	Israel	return	the	Golan	Heights	to	Syria.	
The	new	Palestinian	movement	will	be	part	of	the	next	stage	of	the	transformation	

of	the	entire	region.	As	the	Arab	masses	marched	in	solidarity	inside	the	Arab	
nations	whose	leaderships	signed	the	wretched	Abraham	Accords	and	normalized	
relations	with	Israel,	commentators	remembered	the	unresolved	issues	of	youth	
unemployment,	stagnation,	and	authoritarianism	that	sparked	the	2011	Arab	
Spring.	
The	2011	wave	of	protests	was	set	back	in	part	by	the	strategic	mistakes	of	the	

leadership,	most	notably	in	Egypt,	where	most	of	the	popular	movement	gave	
support	to	the	military	coup	by	Field	Marshal	Sisi,	allowing	the	current	repressive	
regime	to	come	to	power.	But	subsequent	mobilizations	in	Tunisia,	Sudan,	Algeria,	
and	elsewhere	suggest	that	many	protesters	are	resolved	to	no	longer	be	beguiled	
by	false	promises	and	half-measures.	
In	order	to	achieve	lasting	gains,	however,	the	youth	in	the	streets	must	come	to	

realize	that	a	thorough	systemic	change	is	in	order.	Naturally,	demands	for	
“democracy”	and	“down	with	the	regime”	resonate	in	the	Middle	East,	where	most	
countries	have	been	ruled	for	decades	by	corrupt	monarchs,	dictators,	and	military	
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figures.	But	it	is	not	enough	to	limit	the	struggle	to	one	for	more	equitable	rights,	
parliamentary	democracy,	and	a	handful	of	reforms	when	the	regimes	that	take	
power	in	the	wake	of	the	protests	are	themselves	inextricably	tied	to	the	landlords,	
capitalists,	and	imperialist	interests,	and	thus	can	provide	no	lasting	solutions	to	the	
economic	problems	of	the	region.	
Real	liberation	for	the	oppressed	and	exploited	masses	in	the	Middle	East,	as	in	the	

rest	of	the	semi-colonial	world,	will	require	the	working	class	and	its	organizations	
to	step	forward	to	take	a	leading	role	in	the	political	struggle.	It	will	also	necessitate	
building	a	party	that	is	armed	with	a	revolutionary	socialist	program	to	guide	the	
struggles.	The	goal	must	be	for	a	break	from	capitalism	and	imperialism,	and	the	
construction	of	a	united	socialist	federation	throughout	the	Middle	East.	
The	World’s	Imperialist	Powers	Build	Their	Stockpiles	of	Arms	
Since	2018,	the	U.S.	DOD	has	declared	the	reemergence	of	great	power	conflict,	

stating:		
	

Today,	we	are	emerging	from	a	period	of	strategic	atrophy,	aware	that	our	
competitive	military	advantage	has	been	eroding.	We	are	facing	increased	
global	disorder,	characterized	by	decline	in	the	long-standing	rules-based	
international	order—creating	a	security	environment	more	complex	and	
volatile	than	any	we	have	experienced	in	recent	memory.	Inter-state	
strategic	competition,	not		terrorism,	is	now	the	primary	concern	in	U.S.	
national	security.	(Summary	of	the	2018	National	Defense	Strategy	of	The	
United	States	of	America,	United	States	Department	of	Defense,	2018)	

	
This	dramatic	shift	in	U.S.	outlook	accompanies	a	new	growth	and	accumulation	of	

armaments	previously	in	decline	since	the	fall	of	the	USSR.	Submarines,	destroyers,	
and	fighter	aircraft	have	all	seen	increases	in	spending	while	U.S.	military	strategists	
expect	China	to	reach	parity	with	the	United	States	by	2050.	
The	Biden	and	Trump	administrations	have	been	reversing	a	trend	that	began	

with	the	fall	of	the	USSR	and	started	with	counter	terrorism	orientation:	“...	[m]ost	
U.S.	force	components	were	reduced	...	between	1996	and	2015.	These	cuts	were	
particularly	deep	for	submarines	(20	percent),	heavy	bombers	(29	percent),	
and	fighter	aircraft	(37	percent).	The	demands	of	the	wars	in	Iraq	and	Afghanistan	
resulted	in	some	growth	in	the	total	number	of	personnel	by	2010,	but	that	number	
has	again	declined”	(Heginbotham,	“The	U.S.-China	Military	Scorecard:	Forces,	
Geography	and	the	Evolving	Balance	of	Power,	1996-2007,”	Rand	2015).	
Recently,	China	(its	increase	in	military	spending	has	outpaced	its	economic	

growth)	and	other	competitors	to	U.S.	imperialism	have	invested	heavily	into	new	
technologies	such	as	hypersonics,	cyber	and	anti-satellite	technology.	These	
technologies,	which	the	U.S.	ruling	class	has	ignored	until	recently,	now	constitute	
an	area	where	it	must	catch	up	to	China.	Currently,	the	Trump	and	Biden	
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administrations	have	increased	spending	to	stockpile	more	weapons,	allow	the	
nuclear	arsenal	to	be	modernized,	and	develop	new	military	technologies.	
Global	military	spending	provides	some	insight	into	the	increased	inter-

imperialist	competition.	World	military	spending	grew	in	2020	to	$2	trillion.	Sixty-
two	percent	of	that	came	from	five	world	powers—the	United	States,	China,	India,	
Russia,	and	the	United	Kingdom.	Ruling-class	think	tanks	and	spokespeople	almost	
unanimously	describe	the	future	in	terms	of	U.S.-China	rivalry.	
According	to	the	Stockholm	International	Peace	Research	Institute,	the	U.S.	

accounted	for	39%	of	total	military	expenditures	in	2020,	which	was	the	third	
consecutive	year	of	growth	in	U.S.	military	spending.	The	U.S.	war	budget	is	now	
greater	than	that	of	the	next	11	countries.	The	recent	increases	are	going	primarily	
to	research	and	development,	the	modernization	of	the	U.S.	nuclear	arsenal,	and	
large-arms	procurement.	Alexandra	Marksteiner,	a	researcher	with	SIPRI’s	Arms	
and	Military	Expenditure	Program,	says	that	the	increase		“reflects	growing	
concerns	over	perceived	threats	from	strategic	competitors	such	as	China	and	
Russia,	as	well	as	the	Trump	administration’s	drive	to	bolster	what	it	saw	as	a	
depleted	U.S.	military”	(SIPRI,	April	26,	2021).	Modernizing	the	submarine	fleet,	
which	is	seen	as	especially	important	due	to	the	strategic	importance	of	the	Navy	for	
competition	with	China,	is	a	central	expenditure.	China,	the	second	largest	spender,	
is	estimated	to	have	reached	$252	billion,	a	peak	in	a	26-year	effort	to	catch	up	with	
the	world’s	leading	military	powers.	
The	Biden	Pentagon	spending	proposal	continues	the	growth	begun	under	Trump	

and	has	risen	to	more	than	$750	billion.		Opponents	of	war	spending	have	noted	
that	just	the	proposed	increase	of	$12.3	billion	dwarfs	the	entire	budget	of	$8.7	
billion	slotted	for	the	Centers	for	Disease	Control.	The	withdrawal	from	Afghanistan	
is	said	to	be	complementary	to	a	new	awareness	of	the	necessity	of	expanding	U.S.	
bases	in	the	broad	Asian	region.	
This	growth	in	military	spending	is	coupled	with	the	economic	sanctions	and	

competition.	Biden	has	kept	many	of	Trump’s	sanctions	on	China	as	well	as	
increasing	the	list	of	blacklisted	firms,	and	signed	a	bill	to	invest	over	$250	billion	in	
U.S.-made	semiconductor	technology.	The	economic	competition	between	these	
imperialist	countries	provides	a	reason	for	the	military	build-up.	The	U.S.	and	other	
Western	imperialist	nations	are	acknowledging	China’s	emergence	as	a	global	
competitor.	
The	new	focus	on	arming	for	anticipated	inter-imperialist	conflict	also	reflects	the	

decline	of	the	alliances	led	by	the	United	States,	which	formerly	included	all	major	
imperialist	powers.	The	collapse	of	the	Warsaw	Pact	as	a	common	threat,	the	
sharpening	of	global	economic	crises,	and	the	declining	relative	dominance	of	the	
United	States	have	all	led	members	of	these	alliances	to	increasingly	question	their	
value	and	to	pursue	their	own	independent	objectives	even	when	they	come	into	
conflict	with	the	U.S.	or	other	alliance	members.	This	phenomenon	was	particularly	
visible	under	the	Trump	administration,	but	the	fundamental	drivers	of	it	extend	
beyond	the	personality	clashes	between	Trump	and	other	global	leaders.	The	U.S.-
German	dispute	over	Germany’s	acceptance	of	the	Nord	Stream	2	pipeline,	U.S.	
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spying	on	allied	European	states,	and	the	effort	by	Japan	to	establish	the	TPP	as	a	
trade	bloc	despite	the	absence	of	the	United	States,	are	all	indicative	of	this	trend.	
	

	

Few	Changes	to	U.S.	Imperialist	Policy	
Washington	continues	to	debate	how	quickly	to	remove	the	remaining	3500	U.S.	

troops	in	Iraq	and	the	up	to	900	remaining	in	Syria.	In	a	recent	article	entitled	
“There	are	No	Victories	Left	to	Win	for	U.S.	Troops	in	Iraq	and	Syria”	(Business	
Insider,	April	2,	2021),	Daniel	L.	Davis	from	the	Defense	Priorities	think	tank,	
associated	with	the	realist	school	of	international	relations,	urged	the	Biden	
administration	to	withdraw	them	now.	According	to	Davis,	“Today	ISIS	has	been	
driven	underground,	as	is	the	case	with	numerous	other	violent	insurgent	groups	in	
the	Middle	East.	Though	ISIS	poses	a	potential	terror	threat—as	literally	scores	of	
other	radical	groups	do—the	threat	they	pose	is	limited	and	in	any	case	is	not	
diminished	by	having	a	few	thousand	troops	on	the	ground	in	either	Iraq	or	Syria.”	
On	the	other	hand,	Davis	argues,	“Our	military	presence	cannot	influence	the	

political	outcome	in	either	country,”	but,	“we	are	in	a	sea	of	civil	conflict	in	Syria	and	
in	danger	of	semi-regular	rocket	attacks	in	Iraq.”	He	further	warns	of	being	drawn	
unnecessarily	in	conflict	in	a	Syria	in	which	“aside	from	the	ongoing	civil	war,	
operating	within	Syria	are	Iranian	troops	fighting	alongside	Syrian	troops,	Russian	
Air	Force	bombers	striking	anti-Syrian	targets,	Russian	mercenaries,	Shia	militias,	
Kurdish	elements	Turkey	considers	terrorists,	and	Kurdish	groups	the	U.S.	
considers	allies.”	
The	Biden	administration’s	recent	withdrawal	of	the	Trump-era	waiver	allowing	a	

U.S.	oil	company	to	profit	in	northeastern	Syria	suggests	that	Washington	will	
continue	to	draw	down	deployment	in	this	region.	The	U.S.-initiated	Caesar	
Sanctions	on	Syria,	a	serious	contributor	to	the	current	deprivation	of	the	Syrian	
masses,	are	increasingly	understood	as	a	tool	to	leverage	U.S.	participation	in	
“peace”	negotiations	to	come,	the	latter	being	an	important	demonstration	of	U.S.	
pushback	against	the	new	Russian	role	in	the	greater	region.	
The	U.S.	withdrawal	of	most	of	the	remaining	troops	from	Afghanistan	or	even	

Syria	would	affirm	the	shift	in	U.S.	military	priorities,	but	no	substantive	change	in	
the	U.S.	determination	to	prevent	additional	challenges	to	its	waning	global	
hegemony.		The	effort	to	repair	imperialist	alliances	strained	during	the	Trump	era	
has	been	prioritized	and	this	has	led	to	efforts	to	reassert	the	U.S.	as	a	player	even	in	
the	Middle	East	and	Northern	Africa,	where	its	current	sway	is	limited.	In	January,	a	
report	from	the	Center	for	Security	Studies	argued	that	the	Biden	administration	is	
committed	to	countering	the	Russian	designs	on	Libya,	to	demonstrate	its	
commitment	to	common	U.S.-UK-EU	action.	
And,	despite	a	diplomatic	offensive	and	new	concessions	to	the	U.S.	by	Maduro,	

there	has	been	no	walking	back	of	the	U.S.	stance	recognizing	their	attempted	coup-
maker	Juan	Guaidó	as	Venezuela’s	rightful	leader.	U.S.	sanctions	continue	to	leave	
Venezuela	in	the	most	extreme	economic	crisis.	However,	there	is	dissension	among	
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the	elites	about	this	course.	An	article	in	Foreign	Policy	by	anti-Maduro	economist	
Jorge	Jraissati	(June	3,	2021)	suggests	that	the	Biden	administration	must	soon	
acknowledge	that	sanctions	have	only	strengthened	Maduro’s	hold	on	power.			
	
The	Biden	administration	is	also	holding	steady	against	the	demands	of	a	layer	of	

Cuban-American	businessmen	that	relations	with	Cuba	be	normalized.	According	to	
Rebecca	Beitch	in	The	Hill	(May	31,	2021),	“The	Biden	administration’s	first	major	
move	on	Cuba	is	the	strongest	signal	yet	it	has	little	appetite	to	reverse	Trump-era	
policies	toward	the	island	nation.”	
The	State	Department	in	early	June	2021	listed	Cuba	as	among	those	not	

cooperating	fully	with	U.S.	anti-terrorism	efforts.	This	suggests	that	the	Biden	
administration	will	continue	with	the	current	brutal	sanction	regime.	
The	contemporary	imperialist	scramble	for	Africa—in	which	China,	France,	and	

the	U.S.	are	major	players—continues	to	push	the	U.S.	military	into	the	news.	U.S.	
General	Stephen	Townsend,	in	charge	of	Africom,	made	headlines	in	early	May	2021	
when	in	an	interview	with	the	Associated	Press,	he	said	that	Beijing	is	looking	to	
establish	a	large	navy	port	capable	of	hosting	submarines	or	aircraft	carriers	on	
Africa’s	western	coast.	Townsend	said	China	has	approached	countries	stretching	
from	Mauritania	to	south	of	Namibia,	intent	on	establishing	a	naval	facility.	If	
realized,	he	threatened,	that	prospect	would	enable	China	to	base	warships	in	its	
expanding	navy	in	the	Atlantic	as	well	as	Pacific	oceans.	The	Pentagon	and	foreign	
policy	think	tanks	are	currently	debating	imperialist	strategy	and	the	most	effective	
deployment	of	the	U.S.	military,	but	none	of	them	expects	a	retrenchment	from	the	
29	military	bases	from	which	Washington	is	interfering	on	the	continent.	(See:	Nick	
Turse,	“Pentagon’s	Own	Map	of	U.S.	Bases	in	Africa	Contradicts	its	Claim	of	‘Light	
Footprint,’”	The	Intercept,	Feb.	27,	2020.)	
Finally,	it	is	critical	to	understand	that	the	“Great	Reset,”	as	the	new	Keynesian	

approach	to	public	spending	of	the	World	Bank	and	popularized	at	Davos	has	been	
called,	while	recognizing	that	the	market	and	public-private	partnerships	are	not	
necessarily	efficient	means	to	jumpstart	the	failing	economy,	imply	no	retreat	from	
the	imposition	of	privatization	and	austerity	in	the	semi-colonial	world	(Cedric	
Duran,	“1979	in	Reverse,”	New	Left	Review	Sidecar,	June	1,	2021).	The	trend	of	
trying	to	solve	the	falling	rate	of	profit	via	new	dispossession,	extreme	extraction,	
and	theft	of	public	goods	will	continue	to	spur	rebellions	to	which	U.S.	imperialism	
will	respond.	Only	the	public	justification	is	changing.	Instead	of	“America	First,”	
Biden	told	soldiers	on	Memorial	Day	that	we	were	entering	into	the	great	struggle	
between	democracy	and	autocracy.	
U.S.	Domestic	Response	to	Imperialist	Competition	
The	Biden	relief	plans	and	proposed	budget	can	only	be	understood	in	light	of	the	

sharpening	conflict	between	imperialist	powers.	As	Osman	K.	noted	in	“Biden’s	
Relief	Package”	(Socialist	Resurgence,	April	7,	2021),	Biden’s	election	platform	and	
emergency	relief	and	infrastructure	proposals	represent	the	wish	of	a	majority	of	
U.S.	ruling	elites	for	a	radical	paradigm	shift	away	from	economic	approaches	
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associated	with	neoliberalism	and	towards	a	new	Keynesian	formula	modeled	to	
position	the	U.S.	for	the	economic,	geopolitical,	and	military	battle	with	China.	
As	Ashley	Smith	notes	in	“Imperialist	Keynesianism”	(Tempest	Magazine,	May	18,	

2021),	the	need	for	this	shift	has	been	motivated	strongly	in	bourgeois	think	tank	
journals	for	several	years.	Of	special	interest	is	an	article	(“America	Needs	a	New	
Economic	Philosophy”)	written	in	February	2020	by	Biden’s	now	National	Security	
Adviser,	Jake	Sullivan,	for	Foreign	Policy.	Sullivan,	attempting	to	popularize	the	new	
thinking	to	foreign	policy	specialists,	draws	analogies	to	other	periods	when	U.S.	
capitalism	had	to	retool	to	meet	foreign	competition:	
	

In	the	past,	U.S.	grand	strategy	had	been	built	around	economic	theories	
matched	to	the	moment—and	strategists	were	central	to	the	conversation.	
For	example,	in	the	country’s	earliest	days,	the	United	States	was	fending	off	
empires	built	on	mercantilism.	Well	aware	that	it	couldn’t	beat	established	
players	like	France	and	the	United	Kingdom	at	this	game,	the	country	
rejected	mercantilism	and	instead	adopted—and	then	helped	spread—a	free	
trade	model.	Indeed,	the	United	States’	early	love	affair	with	Adam	Smith	and	
David	Ricardo	was	in	part	about	geopolitical	survival.	
The	Cold	War	yielded	a	similar	story.	The	U.S.	government	used	a	recipe	

advocated	by	the	British	economist	John	Maynard	Keynes	to	grow	its	
economy	in	the	decades	following	World	War	II	at	a	pace	that	the	Soviet	
economy	could	not	match.	This	involved	a	formula	of	stimulating	consumer	
demand	and	industrial	production	through	public	investment	and	monetary	
policies	favoring	full	employment.	…	
History	is	again	knocking.	The	growing	competition	with	China	and	shifts	in	

the	international	political	and	economic	order	should	provoke	a	similar	
instinct	within	the	contemporary	foreign-policy	establishment.	

	
Underinvestment,	he	argues,	is	a	much	greater	threat	than	debt.	He	states	that	the	

“national	emergency	of	Trump,”	like	the	destabilization	wrought	by	autocrats	like	
Victor	Orban	and	Jair	Bolsonaro	have	demonstrated	what	“austerity	and	lack	of	
investment	in	the	face	of	low	growth”	will	produce.	Trickle-down	tax	cuts,	which	
only	serve	to	redistribute	trillions	of	dollars	from	lower	and	middle-class	Americans	
to	the	wealthy,	have	contributed	nothing	to	the	economic	competitiveness	of	the	U.S.	
versus	China.	Instead,	the	U.S.	must	now	return	to	enacting	a	serious	industrial	
policy,	anchored	not	by	the	subsidy	of	specific	industrial	sectors	but	by	a	“large-
scale	mission”	that	requires	innovation	across	many	sectors.	
Climate	change,	Sullivan	argues,	should	be	that	mission	and	a	surge	in	“deliberate	

and	directed	public	investment	that	underwrites	a	shift	to	a	post-carbon	U.S.	
economy	through	research	and	development,	deployment	of	new	technologies,	and	
development	of	climate-friendly	infrastructure.”	China,	he	points	out,	has	subsidized	
similar	efforts	with	hundreds	of	billions	of	dollars	and	“these	investments	have	paid	
off	handsomely	in	several	areas,	like	artificial	intelligence,	solar	energy,	and	5G,	
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where	many	experts	believe	China	is	on	par	with	or	already	outstripping	the	United	
States.”	In	addition,	the	U.S.	cannot	afford	the	vulnerability	that	comes	with	lacking	
the	manufacturing	base	necessary	“to	produce	essential	goods—from	military	
technologies	to	vaccines—in	a	crisis.”	
As	the	recent	G-7	vote	for	a	global	corporate	tax	rate	of	15%	demonstrates,	the	

wing	of	the	ruling	class	supporting	Biden	is	not	alone	in	the	belief	that	the	
government	should	recapture	the	$70	billion	in	tax	revenues	that	U.S.	corporations	
escape	via	havens	and	be	more	strategic	when	using	diplomacy	on	behalf	of	
multinationals,	expecting	home-nation-based	production	in	return.	
Blogger	Noah	Smith	(noahpinion.substack.com,	April	4,	2021)	argues	that	this	

approach	bears	similarities	to	that	of	Japan	in	the	1970s	and	1980s.	Then,	he	says,	a	
highly	competitive	export	sector	based	on	superior	R	&	D	and	innovation	was	able	
to	carry	mass	employment	in	domestic	industries	that	were	relatively	non-
competitive	on	a	global	scale.	Ideally,	then,	Bidenomics	is	based	on	the	notion	that	
huge	public	expenditures	to	spur	U.S.	research	and	development,	knowledge	
industries,	and	high	tech	manufacturing	would	create	profits	that	could	be	
redistributed	to	prevent	mass	upsurges	of	the	low-waged	and	racialized	and	right-
wing	populist	developments	of	which	the	Jan.	6,	2021,	occupation	of	the	Capitol	
suggest	are	on	the	horizon.	Such	extreme	inequality	has	the	potential	to	destabilize	
these	efforts	to	avoid	Chinese	hegemony.	
Unfortunately	for	the	ruling	classes,	as	Marxist	economist	Michael	Roberts	has	so	

convincingly	demonstrated,	Keynesian	stimuli	and	an	unprecedented	level	of	public	
spending	on	infrastructure,	R	&	D,	and	high	tech	manufacturing	will	not	be	sufficient	
to	overcome	the	current	downturn	in	private	investment	(“The	Next	Recession,”	
Sept.	13,	2020).	And	while	the	new	Keynesians	will	do	some	public	thrashing	of	the	
finance	sector	and	demand	that	the	banks	and	funds	reconnect	their	activities	to	
industrial	production,	they	will	not	fundamentally	reverse	the	low	investment	trend.	
This	downturn	is	rooted	in	a	spectacular	fall	in	the	rate	of	profit	over	the	last	40	
years.	History	suggests	that	only	a	massive	destruction	of	capital	of	the	kind	of	that	
resulted	from	the	Second	World	War	is	likely	to	reverse	it.	Thus,	while	new	
Keynesianism,	alongside	a	post-pandemic	“recovery”	to	the	normal,	low-growth	
rates	of	the	last	decades	may	temporarily	dampen	the	rage	of	the	working	classes	
and	the	oppressed	in	the	advanced	capitalist	nations,	even	the	short-term	
problems	of	global	capitalism	will	prove	unresolvable.	
Bidenomics,	the	Democratic	Party,	and	the	Class	Struggle	
The	$6	trillion	budget	proposed	by	Biden	to	the	U.S.	Congress	in	2021	was	at	once	

a	policy	framing	and	a	massive	propaganda	effort	whose	aim	was	to	restore	
legitimacy	to	government	and	more	firmly	position	the	Democratic	Party	as	an	
opponent	of	irresponsible	corporations,	the	friend	of	labor,	the	advance	guard	of	
policy	that	will	meaningfully	challenge	racial	inequity,	and	a	global	leader	in	the	
effort	to	shape	a	Western	capitalist	resolution	to	the	unfolding	nightmare.	The	
annual	budget	as	proposed	would	raise	the	debt	to	117%	of	GDP,	a	level	that	is	said	
to	surpass	that	of	World	War	II.	
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The	cash	benefits	embedded	in	the	child	tax	credit	portions	of	the	emergency	
COVID	stimulus,	which	are	between	$3000	and	$3600	per	child	per	year,	are	
continued	in	the	president's	budget.	They	are	being	received	by	child	advocates	and	
mainstream	civil	rights	leaders	as	the	first	step	toward	a	universal	basic	income.	For	
child	and	civil	rights	advocates,	the	package	carried	over	the	relief	act	to	the	budget	
is	really	significant.	According	the	National	Women’s	Law	Center,	“The	CTC	
expansions	will	lift	4.1	million	additional	children	above	the	poverty	line	this	year,	
reducing	the	remaining	number	of	children	in	poverty	by	more	than	40	percent.”	
The	budget	also	proposes	two	years	of	free	community	college,	free	preschool	
places	for	all	3	and	4	year	olds,	$25	million	to	child	care	via	various	means,	a	
national	paid	family	leave	and	medical	program,	as	well	as	money	to	Medicaid	that	
will	supposedly	allow	the	hiring	and	deployment	of	hundreds	of	thousands	of	new	
long-term-care	workers.	
It	is	clear	that	this	Keynesian	shift	is	not	meant	to	make	fundamental	concessions	

that	establish	statutory	programs,	such	as	Social	Security,	for	the	long	haul.	As	
Osman	K.	pointed	out	in	his	report	on	this	economic	policy	shift	for	Socialist	
Resurgence,	it	is	conceived	as	a	response	by	the	institutions	of	the	majority	of	the	
ruling	class	to	the	crises	of	Trumpism	in	the	U.S.	(and	other	right-wing	populists	and	
authoritarians	worldwide)	and	for	laying	the	foundations	for	a	more	“shock-proof”	
capitalist	system	in	the	future.	It	is	built	on	the	premise	that	a	return	to	austerity	
may	be	necessary	in	time.	
Nonetheless,	given	the	trillions	of	dollars	in	public	spending	that	Biden	says	will	

go	directly	to	health	care,	education,	housing	relief,	climate-related	jobs,	and	other	
social	measures,	it	will	surely	engender	hope	among	working	people	that	things	can	
be	changed	and	fuel	the	expectation	that	there	is	money	to	fight	for.	Such	
expectations	can	lead	to	an	upswing	in	confidence	and	protest.	In	addition,	the	
modest	but	significant	rise	in	wages	of	retail	workers	and	the	much	publicized	
“shortage”	of	workers	for	low-wage	jobs	may	lead	to	more	attempts	to	organize	the	
unorganized.	Unfortunately,	there	is	no	indication	that	any	section	of	the	labor	
misleadership	is	planning	to	take	advantage	of	this	situation,	lest	they	upset	their	
cozy	relationship	with	the	Biden	administration	and	their	short-term	goal	of	labor	
law	reform.	
Minus	an	immediate	upswing	in	working-class	militancy,	the	long	summer	

Congressional	wrangle	of	Republicans	vs.	Democrats	over	the	actual	terms	of	the	
budget	will	engage	large	sections	of	the	population	and	provide	ample	opportunity	
for	revolutionary	socialists	to	explain	the	underlying	logic	of	Bidenomics,	the	goals	
and	limitations	of	Keynesianism,	and	the	difference	between	Democratic	Party	
posturing	and	the	expected	compromises.	
The	PRO	Act	
An	essential	part	of	the	Biden	Keynesian	policy	shift	is	an	avowed	support	for	

labor	unions.	While	it	is	true	that	the	current	ruling-class	strategy	includes	efforts	to	
reduce	the	gross	inequality	fueling	social	unrest,	the	preferred	method	of	“labor	
union	support”	is	the	relief	package	and	budget	elements	agreed	upon	between	the	
Democratic	Party	and	the	SEIU.	This	agreement,	in	part,	increases	the	kind	of	state	
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funding	that	can,	in	turn,	lead	to	a	greater	number	of	dues-paying	SEIU	home-care	
workers.	Such	“support”	will	burnish	the	labor	credentials	of	the	presidency	and	
further	deepen	the	reliance	of	one	of	the	largest	unions	on	the	state	and	the	ruling	
capitalist	political	party.	It	is	a	strategy	that	has	been	used	to	blunt	the	militancy	and	
independence	of	low-wage	home-care,	nursing	home,	and	janitorial	workers	on	the	
state	level	for	decades.	Coming	on	the	heels	of	the	jettisoning	of	a	minimum	wage	
increase	to	$15	from	the	Biden	proposals,	we	can	be	sure	that	the	“pro-labor”	
elements	of	the	relief	plans	and	budget	will	not	result	in	the	level	of	immediate	
material	gains	so	desperately	needed	by	working	people.	
As	Erwin	Freed	and	Ernie	Gotta	wrote	in	“Lessons	of	the	Amazon	Vote”	(Socialist	

Resurgence,	April	12,	2021),	regarding	the	new	pro-labor	stance	of	the	
administration,	“this	tactical	positioning	is	a	time-tested	means	of	renewing	time,	
energy,	and,	most	importantly,	trust	for	the	ruling-class	political	game.”	
The	PRO	Act,	on	the	other	hand,	is	a	labor	law	reform	that	if	passed	would	remove	

some	of	the	anti-union	legal	tools	available	to	the	bosses.	The	bill’s	provisions	would	
undo	some	of	the	most	draconian	parts	of	Taft-Hartley	and	other	anti-labor	
legislation.	These	include	legalizing	the	secondary	boycott/strike;	getting	rid	of	
captive	audience	meetings,	at	least	on	paper;	reclassifying	“contract”	workers	
currently	ineligible	for	unionization;	and	having	a	more	streamlined	union	election	
process.	The	fate	of	the	PRO	Act	is	dependent	on	the	level	of	class	struggle	over	the	
coming	months.	The	willingness	of	politicians	from	both	parties	to	pass	pro-worker	
legislation	is	fundamentally	based	on	the	balance	of	forces	in	struggle.	Similarly,	if	
passed,	the	PRO	Act	will	only	be	as	effective	as	workers	have	the	strength	to	enforce	
it.	
Amazon	and	the	Way	Forward	for	Labor	
The	organizing	drive	at	the	Amazon	warehouse	in	Bessemer,	Ala.,	(BHM1)	will	be	

a	touchstone	in	all	discussions	of	just	how	one	can	increase	labor’s	strength.	
As	the	balance	sheet	on	our	website	explained,	while	this	particular	organizing	

drive	did	not	succeed	in	bringing	a	Retail,	Wholesale,	and	Department	Store	Union	
(RWDSU)	local	to	the	warehouse	in	Bessemer,	the	lessons	of	the	effort	are	essential	
to	understand	for	this	next	period.	How	do	workers	organize	in	the	face	of	
extraordinary	difficulties?	On	the	level	of	basic	trade	unionism,	this	drive	showed	
three	interrelated	conditions	that	need	to	be	addressed	as	working-class	militants	
continue	to	fight	for	representation	and	organization	on	the	shop	floor.	
The	first	is	the	huge	amount	of	money,	resources,	and	political	capital	that	big	

businesses	are	willing	and	able	to	throw	into	union-busting	campaigns.	Amazon	
surveilled	workers,	forced	them	into	endless	anti-union	meetings,	and	leveraged	the	
local	government	to	aid	its	efforts.	Rank-and-file	organizers	need	to	go	into	union	
drives	and	shop	floor	campaigns	with	an	understanding	in	their	bones	of	the	lengths	
companies	will	go	to	smash	them.	That	means	“inoculating”	co-workers	against	
common	tricks	of	the	bosses	from	the	very	beginning	and	always	reinforcing	their	
comprehension	of	the	fact	that	the	immense	pressure,	rumors,	and	atmosphere	of	
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lies	that	can	exist	at	work	during	a	campaign	is	all	part	of	the	bosses’	strategy	to	
divide	the	shop.	
Second	is	the	need	to	live	up	to	the	adage	that	workers	must	organize	themselves.	

A	union	contract	is	important,	but	without	an	active	rank	and	file	willing	to	struggle	
for	better	conditions,	it	is	just	so	many	words	on	a	piece	of	paper.	The	Bessemer	
drive	was	a	perfect	example	of	how	not	to	adhere	to	this	basic	concept.	Instead	of	
maintaining	a	high	level	of	activity	by	workers	from	the	shop,	the	union	bureaucracy	
substituted	its	own	intervention.	
A	successful	organizing	campaign	means	that	workers	from	the	shop	keep	

themselves	accountable,	carry	out	regular,	public-facing	tasks,	and	continuously	
recommit	to	each	other.	Concretely,	that	means	finding	openings	to	bring	collective	
delegations	to	the	bosses	over	issues,	wearing	union	buttons,	going	on	house	visits	
away	from	the	prying	eyes	of	management,	and	regular	committee	meetings	to	help	
take	the	temperature	of	the	shop,	talk	through	the	bosses’	anti-union	campaigns,	
identify	co-workers	who	may	be	buckling	under	the	bosses’	pressure—and	a	myriad	
of	other,	continuous,	collective,	and	uncompromising	means	of	actually	functioning	
as	a	union.	
RWDSU	has	had	success	organizing	poultry	workers	around	Alabama	and	the	

South.	Since	2011,	the	Mid-South	membership,	which	includes	Alabama,	increased	
from	4700	to	around	9000	members.	This	initial	loss	at	BHM1	shows	the	need	for	a	
deep	understanding	of	the	quantitative	and	qualitative	measures	of	the	shop.	That	
means	not	only	how	many	workers	are	in	the	shop	and	their	personal	relationships	
with	each	other,	but	also	how	the	company	might	attempt	to	change	the	bargaining	
unit	(workers	covered	by	the	union	contract).	
In	Bessemer,	Amazon	was	able	to	expand	the	bargaining	unit	to	around	five	times	

RWDSU’s	initial	estimate	after	the	union	had	already	filed	for	an	election.	They	were	
able	to	include	supervisors,	engineers,	and	other	workers	that	had	not	been	part	of	
the	initial	organizing.	This	was	a	trick	of	the	bosses,	but	it	should	have	been	foreseen	
and	prepared	for	by	the	local	and	the	workers	in	the	shop.	
Last	is	that	capitalist	politicians	may	speak	in	support	of	a	union,	but	the	only	

thing	that	can	actually	win	it	is	the	force	of	an	organized	working	class.	The	two-
faced	support	from	members	of	both	major	parties,	including	the	president	of	the	
United	States	and	prominent	Republicans,	did	nothing	for	the	campaign.	Labor	has	
maintained	a	strategy	based	on	cultivating	relationships	with	these	betrayers	of	the	
working	class	in	the	hopes	of	“getting	a	seat	at	the	table”	or	turning	the	tide	in	their	
favor.	Bessemer	should	put	a	nail	in	this	perspective’s	coffin.	
The	organizing	drive	at	Bessemer	is	the	latest	outcropping	of	a	growing	

class	consciousness	that	is	often	out	of	sight.	At	the	same	time,	major	explosions—
including	the	2014	BLM	upsurge	and	People’s	Climate	March,	2016-2017	NoDAPL	
occupation	and	national	solidarity	campaigns,	2017	women’s	march,	2018	teachers’	
strike	wave,	grass-root	successes	against	government	deportations,	and	2020	
uprising	sparked	by	George	Floyd’s	murder—serve	as	dramatic	examples	of	the	
growing	reaction	against	capitalism’s	spiraling	crises.	On	the	whole,	organized	labor	
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has	abstained	from	all	of	these	mass	movements.	Even	the	teachers’	strikes	dragged	
in	the	union	tops	only	through	the	dynamic	push	of	rank-and-file	members	who	
were	unwilling	to	back	down	from	the	fight.	
In	order	to	really	win	victories	in	this	period,	workers	need	to	position	themselves	

and	their	organizations	as	the	leaders	in	all	of	the	fights	against	capitalist	
oppression.	This	means	developing	a	program	and	strategy	capable	of	coordinating	
not	only	national	organizing	campaigns	but	also	giving	a	vision	for	reorganizing	
society	to	meet	basic	needs	and	fight	oppression.	
The	defeat	of	the	unionization	votes	in	Bessemer	is	not	the	whole	story.	In	rural	

Eliot,	Maine,	a	call	to	action	by	a	trio	of	former	Dollar	General	employees	went	viral	
in	May	2021	after	they	had	announced	their	resignations	on	Twitter.	
“Got	real	tired	of	all	those	‘no	one	wants	to	work’	signs	on	closing	stores,”	they	

wrote,	making	reference	to	the	false	idea	that	employees	are	refusing	to	work	out	of	
laziness	or	comfort,	rather	than	concern	for	their	safety.	“This	is	how	my	coworker	
and	I	quit	our	job	today.	Speak	truth	to	power!”	When	the	workers	closed	the	store,	
they	posted	the	following	signs	on	the	front	door:	“Google	‘general	strike’	and	learn	
how	we	can	take	our	power	back;”	“Closed	indefinitely	because	Dollar	General	
doesn't	pay	a	living	wage	or	treat	their	employees	with	respect;”	“Capitalism	will	
destroy	this	country.	If	you	do	not	pay	people	enough	to	live	their	lives,	why	should	
they	slave	away	for	you?”	This	is	just	one	example	of	the	types	of	militant	outbursts	
that	are	occurring	across	the	country.	
Eliot,	Maine—like	Bessemer—is	a	town	in	which	one	can	see	a	growing	urgency	

among	a	layer	of	rank-and-file	workers	to	build	class-struggle	organizations.	They	
are	actively	reaching	out	to	union	locals;	carrying	out	molecular	sick-outs,	slow-
downs,	and	even	wildcats;	and	generally	coming	to	the	conclusion	that	unions	are	
necessary	to	make	up	an	objective	vanguard	of	the	class.	All	eyes	are	on	these	
unnamed	thousands	clocking	in	and	out	everyday	bursting	with	energy	for	struggle.	
The	main	takeaway	for	organizers	of	the	Bessemer	drive,	as	well	as	the	most	

successful	mass	movements	in	the	recent	period,	is	the	necessity	to	maintain	a	high	
level	of	organization	and	militancy	in	future	labor	efforts.	The	priority	of	building	
real	rank-and-file	militant	and	democratically	run	organizing	drives	has	been	
shelved	in	favor	of	corporate	campaigns,	boycotts,	and	legislative	efforts	that	appeal	
to	the	moral	judgment	of	the	capitalists	and	politicians.	A	recent	New	York	Times	
article	(April	9,	2021)	quotes	professors	and	labor	bureaucrats	who	support	a	
strategy	in	which	“the	idea	is	to	combine	workplace	actions	like	walkouts	(the	
ground	war)	with	pressure	on	company	executives	through	public	relations	
campaigns	that	highlight	labor	conditions	and	enlist	the	support	of	public	figures	
(the	air	war).”	
The	article	quotes	sociologist	Ruth	Milkman	as	saying:	“There	are	almost	never	

any	elections	…	[and]	it’s	all	about	putting	pressure	on	decision	makers	at	the	top.”	
This	is	a	losing	strategy.	More	to	the	point,	ceding	formal	unionization	of	the	rank	
and	file	in	favor	of	“putting	pressure	on	decision	makers”	moves	the	fight	from	the	
shops—where	workers	have	power—to	the	bosses’	home	turf.	
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Instead,	creative,	bold,	and	disciplined	cultures	of	struggle	need	to	be	developed.	
First	and	foremost,	trade	unions	should	be	turned	into	a	mobilizing	force	that	can	
give	a	strategic	vision	to	all	of	the	social	movements.	In	this	way,	through	
implementing	a	class-struggle	method,	the	existing	14.3	million	organized	workers	
would	begin	the	monumental	task	of	organizing	the	other	90%	of	non-union	
workers,	unemployed	people,	and	fighters	for	social	justice.	
The	strike	is	slowly	reemerging	in	public	consciousness.	The	“Red	for	Ed”	teachers’	

movement	taught	a	new	generation	of	workers	that	a	strike	is	only	“illegal”	if	you	
lose.	Today’s	vanguard	is	learning	that	the	“normal”	ways	of	organizing	are	
insufficient.	The	last	10	years	have	seen	many	cases	of	nationwide	movements	
springing	from	inspirational	examples	of	explosive	militancy	on	a	more	local	level.	
With	the	combined	experiences	of	workers’	responses	to	the	pandemic,	the	racial	
justice	movements,	and	pressure	of	ongoing	climate	catastrophe,	the	working	class	
in	this	country	is	poised	to	take	its	next	“Giant	Step.”	All	it	needs	is	some	concrete	
illustrations	of	what	to	do.	
One	concrete	example	of	the	relevance	and	power	unions	have	was	demonstrated	

during	the	2020	elections.	The	question	for	us	remains:	can	unions	mobilize	and	
raise	the	level	of	class	struggle	the	same	way	they	mobilized	for	the	2020	general	
elections	and	the	special	election	in	Georgia?	We	answer	that	question	with	an	
emphatic	yes,	but	there	will	need	to	be	a	massive	shift	in	priorities	that	will	only	
come	from	an	intervention	of	class-conscious	militants	in	the	unions.	
The	2020	elections	provide	a	good	example	of	what	would	be	possible	if	the	trade	

unions	moved	from	prioritizing	bourgeois	elections	and	instead	focused	on	class	
struggle.	UNITE	HERE	alone	had	a	tremendous	impact	in	the	2020	elections.	Their	
union	mobilized	over	1700	workers	and	staffers	to	knock	on	3	million	doors	and	
dialed	10	million	phone	numbers	for	Joe	Biden.	The	union	mobilized	in	key	electoral	
battlegrounds	like	Pennsylvania,	where	it	claimed	to	have	knocked	on	575,000	
doors.	The	goal	for	the	union	was	turning	out	Black	and	Latino	voters	in	record	
numbers.	For	the	special	election	in	Georgia,	some	1000	UNITE	HERE	members	
knocked	on	over	1.5	million	doors	in	the	state	and	held	15,000	face-to-face	
conversations	each	day.	
This	level	of	mobilization	applied	to	winning	and	implementing	the	PRO	Act	would	

shift	the	balance	of	forces	and	led	to	successful	new	organizing	in	some	of	the	
historically	most	difficult	areas	like	the	South,	where	today	manufacturing	and	
logistics	sectors	are	rapidly	growing.	A	developing	class-struggle	left	wing	could	also	
spark	a	movement	for	a	mass	class-based	political	party	or	labor	party.	
Toward	a	Labor	Party	

UNITE	HERE’s	initiative	for	the	Biden	campaign	and	the	Georgia	run-off	shows	
concretely	how	unions	can	easily	mobilize	thousands	of	their	members	and	play	a	
decisive	role	in	an	election.	Hoping	to	negotiate	their	way	to	small	improvements,	
unions	use	their	resources	year	after	year	to	elect	a	party	that	has	consistently	
betrayed	the	working	class.	
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Today,	the	triple	crisis	of	COVID,	climate,	and	the	economy	demands	a	new	
direction	from	organized	labor.	What	would	be	possible	if	a	similar	effort	were	
applied	to	a	different	strategy?	What	would	it	mean	to	put	aside	old	internal	
conflicts	in	the	labor	movement	and	combine	the	forces	of	unions	like	UNITE	HERE,	
Carpenters,	Teamsters,	IBEW,	SEIU,	UFCW,	CWA,	Nurses,	ATU,	and	so	on?	Could	
organized	labor	run	their	own	candidates	in	elections?	Is	it	possible	to	build	a	new	
party	independent	of	the	Democrats	and	the	influence	of	capitalists?	What	type	of	
program	could	a	labor	party	put	forward?	
A	labor	party	could	immediately	set	about	confronting	the	current	crises.	A	real	

program	for	COVID	relief	could	be	won	that	includes	tripling	the	minimum	wage,	
converting	industry	to	develop	better	and	more	effective	PPE,	and	faster	
development	of	vaccines.	An	independent	labor	party	could	mobilize	millions	to	
fight	for	those	demands	and	organize	the	unorganized	to	strengthen	their	numbers.	
The	alternative	is	a	harsher	pandemic,	continued	destruction	of	the	environment,	
greater	austerity	for	workers,	and	a	deepening	advance	of	far-right/fascist	forces.	
The	current	union	leadership	is	not	going	to	change	course	or	come	to	new	

conclusions	on	its	own.	In	fact,	we	know	they’re	capable	of	collaborating	with	the	
bosses	and	pushing	aside	the	interests	of	their	members.	That	is	the	example	of	the	
UAW	officials	who	recently	ended	a	strike	started	on	April	17	by	tentatively	
agreeing	to	a	concessionary	contract	for	Volvo	workers	in	Virginia.	The	workers	did	
not	even	have	a	chance	to	read	and	vote	on	the	contract	before	being	told	by	union	
leaders	to	abandon	the	picket	line	and	return	to	work.	However,	the	union	
leadership	was	rebuked	publicly	by	workers	on	social	media	for	their	actions,	the	
contract	was	voted	down	by	90	percent,	and	workers	returned	to	the	picket	lines.		
Union	leadership	plays	a	similar	role	in	the	electoral	arena	by	pushing	their	

members	to	accept	and	vote	for	the	policies	of	the	Democrats,	a	political	party	that	
functions	in	the	interests	of	their	bosses.	Like	the	Volvo	workers,	we	need	to	reject	
this	misleadership	and	demand	an	independent	class-based	approach	to	elections.	
Our	trade-union	comrades	and	allies	who	see	the	need	for	their	unions	to	break	
with	the	Democratic	Party	should	have	discussions	with	their	coworkers	about	
working-class	independence.	We	need	to	be	a	part	of	the	process	in	building	a	class-
struggle	left-wing	leadership	from	the	ranks	that	leads	not	only	in	the	economic	
struggles	from	the	shop	floor	but	also	has	a	political	vision	for	the	future,	rooted	in	
working-class	solidarity.	
It	will	be	these	concrete	struggles	that	lead	workers	to	new	conclusions	about	

what	to	do	next.	We	need	a	massive	propaganda	campaign	that	turns	workers	in	
motion—like	the	Teamsters	at	Hunts	Point,	the	Constellium	strike,	teacher	strikes,	
or	the	union	drive	at	Amazon	in	Bessemer,	Ala.—toward	a	political	fight	that	
develops	the	perspective	of	an	independent	labor	party.	
Ruling	Class	Division,	Social	Polarization,	and	the	Far	Right	
Continued	labor	defeats	and	the	related	rejection	of	the	effort	to	build	

independent	labor	political	action	by	the	left	social	democratic	wings	of	the	labor	
movement	are	subjective	factors	that	are	increasing	the	political	polarization	in	the	
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country.		This	polarization	is	needlessly	isolating	the	labor	movement	from	support	
and	sympathy	and	at	the	same	time	leaving	the	middle	classes	prey	to	the	anti-
government,	anti-elite	appeal,	and	racist	scapegoating	of	the	far	right	and	the	
Trumpist	majority	of	the	Republican	Party	apparatus.	In	the	wake	of	the	labor	
movement’s	abstention	from	critique	of	the	Democratic	Party,	the	Republican	Party	
apparatus	is	using	the	Stephen	Miller,	“American	Carnage”	conspiracy-theory	
playbook	to	maintain	and	grow	a	reactionary	base	on	the	ground.	We	see	the	
constant	promotion	of	race	and	gender-based	hatred	via	mainstream	efforts	to	
restrict	Black	and	Latinx	voting;	challenge	school	and	university	curricula,	tenure,	
and	hiring;	as	well	as	the	attempts	to	normalize	the	violence	and	threatened	
violence	of	far-right	militias	and	fascists.	New	to	the	lethal	brew	of	conspiracy	
promotion	around	“critical	race	theory,”	“gender	theory,”	and	anti-Semitism,	is	the	
effort	to	paint	basic	democratic	norms	as	tools	for	the	replacement	of	white	men.	
Extremists	in	the	world	of	the	Republican	Party,	like	Michael	Flynn,	determinedly	
test	the	waters	with	talk	of	the	need	for	a	military	coup.	
In	the	wake	of	the	Jan.	6	armed	protest	in	the	U.S.	Capitol,	Socialist	Resurgence	

noted	that	the	event	would	be	perceived	as	a	victory	by	the	far	right	and	lead	to	
some	growth	of	the	most	far-right	and	fascist	grouplets.	Unclear	at	that	time	was	
what	it	would	mean	for	the	Republican	Party	proper.	There	was	speculation	about	a	
split	and	an	effort	by	the	serious	conservative	bourgeois	politicians	to	create	a	new	
formation	or	space	from	which	to	govern.	This	is	not,	however,	what	has	happened.	
Instead,	any	deviance	from	the	Trump	playbook	has	brought	down	punishment	and	
exile	for	those	who	try	to	refashion	a	post-Trump	party.	
This	punishment	has	been	publicly	meted	out	on	the	municipal,	state,	and	federal	

levels,	and	Republican	politicians	confidentially	talk	of	fear	of	the	Trump	mafia	
hurting	their	families.	In	the	U.S.	House	and	Senate,	Republicans	in	their	
overwhelming	majority	rejected	a	bipartisan	investigation	into	the	Jan.	6	armed	
protest,	fearing	that	support	would	damage	their	mid-term	election	campaigns.	On	
June	5,	Trump	spoke	at	the	first	of	a	series	of	campaign	rallies	widely	viewed	as	the	
launch	of	his	next	campaign	for	the	presidency.	The	continuing	public	health,	
economic,	and	social	crises,	as	well	as	indecisive	action	by	those	in	the	slim	
Democratic	majority,	are	sure	to	give	the	party	out	of	the	presidency	ample	
ammunition	against	incumbents	in	the	midterm	elections	and	in	four	years.	
Recent	attempts	to	rally	white	supremacists,	likely	due	to	the	arrests	and	leveling	

of	serious	charges	against	Jan.	6	participants,	have	failed.	However,	BLM	supporters	
in	small	towns	and	isolated	areas	confirm	their	continued	fear	of	the	organized	right	
in	their	daily	lives.	It	is	certain	that	the	continued	drum	beat	around	the	glorification	
of	police	violence,	the	threat	of	stolen	votes,	elite	conspiracies,	Black	Lives	Matter,	
trans	sportspeople,	etc.,	will	have	its	reflection	in	the	streets.	Attempts	by	the	left	
and	labor	to	model	independent	political	action,	appropriate	self-defense,	and	broad	
responses	to	threats	of	violence	remain	key.	
Black	Lives	Matter	
The	2020	Black	Lives	Matter	upsurge	was	one	of	the	largest	series	of	protests	in	

U.S.	history.	In	the	year	after	Floyd’s	death,	tens	of	millions	of	people	from	all	sectors	
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of	U.S.	society	protested	in	the	streets,	in	their	workplaces,	and	in	any	way	they	
could.	The	summer	of	2020	was	a	moment	of	massive	consciousness	shifting	that	
affected	virtually	every	corner	of	American	life.	While	some	movement	activists	
have	drawn	a	negative	balance	sheet	based	on	the	continuation	of	horrific	police	
violence,	and	polls	that	show	a	subsequent	drop	of	support	among	white	residents	
for	BLM,	this	evaluation	is	not	complete.	
Black	youth,	led	in	many	cases	by	female	and	queer	organizers,	managed	to	

sustain	mobilizations	that	put	anti-racism	on	the	agenda	inside	many	previously	
silent	working-class	organizations	and	places	of	work,	shifting	the	relationship	of	
forces	for	the	class	as	a	whole	for	the	foreseeable	future.	Discussion	of	the	systemic	
nature	of	anti-Black	racism	in	the	U.S.,	and	the	character	of	the	capitalist	police	as	
agents	of	white	supremacy	and	private	property,	reached	into	every	corner	of	the	
organized	labor	movement,	into	every	church,	and	meeting	space.	While	not	every	
question	was	answered,	and	not	every	racist	within	our	organizations	was	pushed	
back,	the	shift	in	consciousness	is	palpable,	ongoing,	and	full	of	potential	for	the	
advance	of	the	class	struggle	as	a	whole.	
In	the	Black	community	itself,	young	women	and	queer	people	have	launched	

online	Black	book	clubs	and	other	consciousness-raising	organizations.	Libraries,	
schools,	and	publications	of	all	kinds	took	on	the	responsibility	to	publish	
bibliographies	and	documentaries	that	fed	the	sudden	craving	to	understand	the	
Black	struggle	in	the	United	States.	
The	rapid	exposure	of	and	mainstreaming	discussion	about	Black	oppression	as	a	

systemic	crisis	that	is	fundamental	to	U.S.	society	reverberated	quickly	in	two	
important	directions.	One	was	instigating	labor	action	both	by	Black	workers	
specifically	and	by	all	workers	against	Black	oppression.	An	important	example	was	
the	union	drive	at	Amazon	in	Bessemer,	Ala.,	which	is	a	majority	Black	shop.	Rank-
and-file	leaders	in	the	drive	acknowledged	one	of	the	catalyzing	factors	as	the	
Justice	for	George	Floyd/Black	Lives	Matter	movement.	
Another	important	legacy	of	the	upsurge	is	the	understanding,	won	through	

struggle,	that	fighting	injustice	requires	bringing	as	many	people	as	possible	into	the	
streets.	Any	concessions	wrested	from	the	ruling	class	were	clearly	a	product	of	
mass	demonstrations	showcasing	the	power	of	working	people.	The	recent,	totally	
unprecedented	movement	calling	for	an	end	to	U.S.	aid	to	Israel	and	a	free	Palestine	
is	a	product	of	these	experiences.	
At	this	moment,	however,	more	people	of	color	than	ever	will	say	in	public	that	

“We	still	aren’t	safe”	(“6	Young	Americans	on	the	Anniversary	of	George	Floyd’s	
Death,”	New	York	Times,	May	21,	2021).	According	to	a	Time	Magazine	article	of	May	
13,	2021	(“People	Expected	Police	Behavior	to	Change	After	George	Floyd’s	Murder.	
The	Numbers	Tell	a	Different	Story”),	since	June	2020,	police	in	the	U.S.	have	killed	
people	across	different	backgrounds	at	virtually	the	same	rate	that	they	have	for	the	
past	five	years,	according	to	several	surveys,	despite	a	pandemic	that	kept	many	
people	at	home.	The	author	adds:	“As	of	April	30,	there	had	only	been	six	days	this	
year	on	which	police	did	not	kill	a	civilian	while	on	duty,	according	to	‘Mapping	
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Police	Violence.’”	The	latter	website	says	that	police	have	killed	429	in	2021	
(mappingpoliceviolence.org,	accessed	on	June	5,	2021).	
In	addition,	while	there	is	an	objectively	higher	level	of	consciousness	and	

combativity	among	many	workers	and	young	people,	no	leadership	capable	of	
connecting	the	national	movements	has	emerged.	In	place	of	mass	organizations	of	
struggle,	the	misleadership	of	the	Democratic	Party	remains	intact.	
Many	cities	that	had	slightly	“cut”	police	budgets	to	appease	the	movement	and	

temporary	pandemic	recession	shortfalls	have	since	increased	police	spending.	This	
includes	Baltimore,	whose	new	mayor,	Brandon	Scott,	had	campaigned	on	
“reimagining”	the	police	department.	As	city	council	president,	Scott	had	pushed	a	
$22.4	million	budget	reduction.	According	to	The	Wall	Street	Journal,	after	being	
elected	mayor	“he	proposed	a	$27	million	increase.”	
Posing	left	only	to	reinforce	the	police	state	is	the	role	that	Democratic	Party	

politicians	play,	regardless	of	their	intentions	and	personal	desires.	A	good	example	
of	this	dynamic	is	in	Minneapolis,	the	city	where	George	Floyd,	Philando	Castile,	and	
dozens	of	others	have	been	killed	by	police.	The	city	council	is	especially	“left,”	
composed	of	activists	and	“progressive”	Democrats.	On	June	6,	2020,	nine	
Minneapolis	city	councilors	“pledged”	to	abolish	the	MPD.	The	method	they	chose	
was	through	amending	the	city’s	charter.	But	all	of	the	councilors	understood	that	
this	would	not	work,	since	the	charter	committee	was	known	to	be	unwilling	to	
support	the	move.	
Under	capitalism,	cop	violence	will	always	exist.	The	only	thing	that	can	slow	its	

pace	is	mobilizing	workers	and	community	members	against	each	and	every	
manifestation	of	police	brutality.	That	level	of	combativity	will	require	an	equally	
high	level	of	organization.	As	a	national	struggle,	the	coordination	of	efforts	on	a	
national	level	will	also	be	a	necessity.	
Unfortunately,	important	sections	of	the	people	radicalized	over	the	last	year	still	

have	illusions	in	the	Democratic	Party.	That	is	a	testament	to	the	party’s	ability	for	
confusing	activists.	With	billions	of	dollars	and	many	state	and	private	institutions	
at	its	disposal,	and	the	(often	begrudging)	support	of	many	young	activists,	the	
Democratic	Party	has	an	aura	of	being	the	only	change-maker	in	the	game.	But	the	
Democratic	Party	is	incapable	of	making	significant	change.	As	a	capitalist	party,	its	
role	is	to	pacify	the	movement	and	put	a	friendly	face	on	exploitation	and	
oppression.	
As	one	section	of	the	Democratic	Party	sets	itself	as	“friends”	of	the	movement,	the	

party	as	a	whole	has	been	quick	and	brutal	in	repressing	anti-police	brutality	
activists.	Democratic	Party	politicians	positioned	themselves	to	the	ruling	class	as	
the	ones	who	could	most	effectively	take	the	movement	out	of	the	streets.	In	
Portland,	Minneapolis,	Philadelphia,	New	York	City,	Stamford,	Conn.,	and	many	
other	cities,	Democratic	mayors	and	city	councils	worked	with	police	in	a	campaign	
of	mass	arrests	and	attacks	on	activists	that	saw	over	15,000	protesters	arrested.	
The	ruling	class	is	unified	in	its	support	for	political	suppression.	While	the	most	

obvious	pieces	of	legislation	are	coming	from	GOP	strongholds,	especially	Florida,	



	 20	

President	Joe	Biden	is	proposing	sweeping	increases	in	domestic	spying.	Using	the	
cover	of	the	far-right	Jan.	6	riots,	the	Biden	administration’s	Department	of	
Homeland	Security	already	opened	a	new	division	focused	on	“domestic	terrorism.”	
That	is	part	of	a	larger	project	that	is	planned	to	be	a	public-private	partnership	in	
order	to	get	around	Constitutional	privacy	laws.	
Included	in	the	targets	of	Biden’s	new	surveillance	program	are	groups	“seeking	to	

end	or	mitigate	perceived	cruelty,	harm,	or	exploitation	of	animals	or	perceived	
exploitation	or	destruction	of	natural	resources	and	the	environment”;	“with	
ideological	agendas	derived	from	anti-government	or	anti-authority	sentiment	
including	opposition	to	perceived	economic	social,	or	racial	hierarchies;	or	
perceived	government	overreach,	negligence,	or	illegitimacy”;	“who	oppose	all	
forms	of	capitalism	corporate	globalization,	and	governing	institutions	which	are	
perceived	as	harmful	to	society”;	and/or	“with	ideological	agendas	in	support	of	
pro-life	or	pro-choice	beliefs.”	
Revolt	against	police	violence	will	continue.	Instead	of	going	deeper	into	the	fold	

of	class	enemies,	working	people	need	their	own	organizations	of	struggle.	Such	
organizations	can	only	develop	through	building	actions,	while	debating	program	
and	strategy	in	democratic	movement	spaces.	Socialist	Resurgence	will	continue	to	
participate	and	help	to	advance	this	new	wave	of	struggle	around	Black	oppression.	
Through	this	participation,	we	gain	insight	to	strengthen	and	enrich	our	defense	of	
Black	self-determination	and	our	understanding	of	the	combined	character	of	the	
coming	revolution	in	the	U.S.	
Native	Struggles	
“I	think	it's	time	Canada	started	listening	to	survivors,	who	really	understand	the	

depth	of	what	happened.	There	was	a	lot	of	abuse,	severe	sexual	and	physical	abuse,	
as	well	as	deaths,	killings,	murders.	That	will	all	come	out.	What	we	heard	about	
Kamloops	is	tragic,	definitely,	but	there	are	so	many	more	stories	like	that.”		—	Cree	
lawyer	Eleanor	Sunchild.	
On	May	29,	newspapers	in	the	U.S.	and	around	the	world	began	reporting	on	the	

“discovery”	of	215	child	graves	at	the	Kamloops	Indian	Residential	School	in	British	
Columbia,	an	institution	that	was	open	until	1978.	Related	articles	say	that	more	
than	150,000	First	Nations,	Métis,	and	Inuit	children	were	placed	in	residential	
schools	between	the	1870s	and	1996.	Physical	and	sexual	abuse	was	common	and	at	
least	6000	children	died	in	such	Canadian	schools.	
According	to	the	press,	First	Peoples	in	Canada	are	experiencing	collective	pain	

and	trauma.	Survivors	and	their	families	are	coming	forward	in	large	numbers	to	
document	other	stories.	Bryon	Joseph	of	the	Residential	School	Survivors	Alliance	
demanded	that	the	federal	government	and	the	Roman	Catholic	Church	take	action	
to	heal	and	provide	support	for	all	those	families	adversely	affected.	Socialist	
Resurgence	should	develop	a	full	propaganda	response	in	solidarity	with	actions	
around	this	questions,	incorporating	the	work	of	comrade	Taytyn,	who	is	resident	in	
Saskatoon,	Saskatchewan,	and	the	author	of	“Canada’s	Residential	Schools	and	
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Settler-Capitalism	Strived	to	Eliminate	Indigenous	People”	(Socialist	Resurgence,	
March	26,	2021).	
The	Kamloops	news	story	prompted	CNN	to	ask,	“How	many	died	in	U.S.	boarding	

schools?”	According	to	a	May	30	USA	Today	article	referencing	the	Native	American	
Boarding	School	Healing	Coalition	(https://boardingschoolhealing.org/resource-
database-center/),	there	were	350	Native	American	boarding	schools	across	30	
states	and	their	practice	was	“to	implement	cultural	genocide	through	the	removal	
and	reprogramming	of	American	Indian	and	Alaska	Native	children.”	SR	should	
embrace	efforts	by	Indigenous	activists	in	the	U.S.	to	use	these	events	to	advance	the	
discussion	of	demanding	reparations	for	boarding	school	survivors	in	the	U.S.	
The	Native	American-led	struggle	against	Line	3	is	certainly	the	most	militant	and	

uncompromising	protest	campaign	aimed	at	the	Biden	administration	since	the	
inauguration.	Line	3	would	violate	Indigenous	treaty	rights.	It	would	also	carry	
700,000	barrels	of	tar	sands	oil	from	Canada	each	day.	It	would	have	a	climate	
impact	on	par	with	Keystone,	and	pose	an	existential	threat	to	waterways	like	the	
Mississippi.	
In	response,	an	Indigenous-led	movement	has	been	fighting	for	years	with	direct	

actions	and	lawsuits.	Treaty	People	Gathering	organizers,	led	by	the	Ojibwe	
community,	gathered	300	endorsing	groups	and	mounted	a	serious	June	5-8,	2021,	
national	mobilization	that	included	direct	actions	that	demanded	the	Biden	
administration	immediately	halt	Enbridge’s	construction	work.	Over	2000	people	
showed	up	for	the	TPG	protests,	with	hundreds	willing	to	risk	arrest	and	police	
violence	to	shut	down	pipeline	construction.	
The	timing	was	critical	as	Enbridge	is	rushing	to	finish	construction	before	the	

court	rules	in	several	pending	lawsuits.	The	Treaty	People	organizers	argue	that	
without	mass	protest,	the	line	will	become	a	fait	accompli.	Based	on	the	movement’s	
success	in	getting	Biden	to	kill	the	Keystone	pipeline,	they	argue	that	“through	a	
mass,	nonviolent	direct	action,	we	can	halt	construction	and	create	a	‘moment	of	the	
whirlwind’	so	big	that	Biden	can’t	ignore	it.	President	Biden	is	uniquely	capable	of	
instructing	the	Army	Corps	of	Engineers	to	revoke	the	pipeline's	federal	Clean	
Water	Act	Section	404	Permits	(issued	hastily	in	the	final	days	of	the	Trump	
administration)	which	would	prevent	Enbridge	from	crossing	the	navigable	
waterways	along	Line	3’s	route,	halting	the	project	immediately.”	
In	carrying	out	this	national	mobilization	while	acknowledging	the	tremendous	

repression	meted	out	to	the	water	defenders	at	Standing	Rock,	they	are	providing	
leadership	for	all	the	social	movements	that	are	gathering	strength	in	the	wake	of	
the	Biden	election.	This	suggests	that	Indigenous	struggles	will	be	taking	a	center	
stage	in	the	coming	period	and	require	our	solidarity	and	theoretical	attention.	
In	the	Socialist	Resurgence	“About”	section	of	our	website,	in	a	section	on	self-

determination	for	oppressed	nationalities,	it	says:	“We	support	the	demands	of	
Native	Americans,	which	have	included	recognition	of	treaty	rights,	confronting	the	
epidemic	of	Missing	and	Murdered	Indigenous	Women,	and	full	nationhood.”	A	
recent	Pre-Convention	Discussion	piece	by	Comrade	Taytin	entitled	“Indigenous	
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Struggles,	Liberation,	and	Decolonization”	urges	SR	to	develop	our	program	further	
in	light	of	new	scholarship	and	political	work	around	Indigenous	demands	for	
decolonization,	including	the	increasingly	popular	slogan	“Land	Back.”	The	National	
Committee	agrees	that	this	task	should	be	on	our	collective	agenda	and	that	our	
convention	should	vote	to	begin	a	literary	discussion	on	Indigenous	struggles,	
decolonial	theory,	and	Marxism.	
Puerto	Rican	Struggle	on	the	Island	and	in	the	U.S.	

The	2016	PROMESA	bill	under	the	Obama	administration,	which	mandated	a	fiscal	
control	board	to	“restructure”	Puerto	Rico’s	$73	billion	debt,	launched	a	massive	
austerity	project	that	could	cripple	the	working	class	on	the	island	and	in	the	
diaspora.	Under	Obama,	the	struggle	for	self-determination	and	independence	in	
Puerto	Rico	reignited,	with	marches	and	mass	actions	that	not	only	demanded	the	
repeal	of	PROMESA,	but	also	called	for	and	won	the	freedom	of	political	prisoner	
and	Puerto	Rican	independence	fighter	Oscar	López	Rivera.		The	Trump	
administration	continued	the	policy	of	the	fiscal	control	board	and	deepened	the	
austerity,	failing	to	provide	adequate	aid	in	response	to	the	horrific	hurricanes	and	
earthquakes	that	have	continuously	ravaged	the	island	in	the	past	five	years	
(“Corruption,	Natural	Disaster	&	Pandemic:	Consequences	of	Colonial	Rule	in	Puerto	
Rico,”	Socialist	Resurgence,	July	13,	2020).	
While	the	2018	U.S.	teachers’	strikes	are	common	knowledge	the	U.S.	labor	

movement,	lesser	known	is	the	teachers’	movement	in	Puerto	Rico	during	the	same	
period,	in	the	wake	of	Hurricane	Maria	(“Puerto	Rico:	The	Teacher	Uprising	the	
Media	Is	Ignoring,”	Labor	Notes,	May	14,	2018).	Union	members	organized	with	
students	and	their	families	using	school	occupations,	boycotting	standardized	
exams	(exam	scores	were	the	basis	for	converting	public	schools	to	charter	schools),	
and	strikes	to	prevent	the	closing	of	more	than	300	hundred	schools.	This	fightback	
all	happened	in	the	context	of	the	broad	opposition	to	the	fiscal	control	board,	which	
had	slated	the	school	for	privatization.		
The	year	2019	saw	an	even	greater	explosion	of	popular	opposition	to	PROMESA	

and	austerity	on	the	island,	as	hundreds	of	thousands	took	to	the	streets	demanding	
that	Governor	Ricky	Rossello	step	down	after	his	sexist	and	homophobic	comments	
were	made	public.	The	mass	marches	and	rallies	were	led	primarily	by	women	and	
the	LGBTQIA+	community,	who	have	been	deeply	affected	by	a	wave	of	attacks	
(“Wave	of	Femicides	in	Puerto	Rico	Stirs	Outcry	and	Homophobic	Attacks,”	Socialist	
Resurgence,	October	6,	2020).	The	actions	against	Rossello	also	explicitly	included	
the	demands	against	the	fiscal	control	board	and	austerity.	Popular	singers	like	Bad	
Bunny,	Residente,	and	Ricky	Martin	were	moved	into	action	and	joined	people	in	the	
streets	during	this	movement	that	brought	down	the	governor.	
Puerto	Ricans	are	currently	fighting	vigorously	for	the	right	to	determine	their	

own	future	in	a	real	way.	Recent	referendums	such	as	the	2020	statehood	initiative	
were	non-binding	and	not	representative	of	real	views	on	the	island.	The	pro-
statehood	outcome	resulted	from	a	skewed	question	designed	to	turn	out	the	base	
of	the	ruling	and	pro-statehood	New	Progressive	Party	in	the	election.	The	recent	
elections,	despite	the	fact	that	turnout	was	low,	demonstrated	the	growing	
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sentiment	for	independence.	The	NPP	won	with	a	small	margin	of	victory,	but	there	
was	an	increase	in	votes	for	the	social	democratic	Puerto	Rican	Independence	Party,	
the	anti-colonial	Citizen’s	Victory	Movement,	and	the	Project	Dignity	party.	More	
voters	came	out	for	these	three	groups	combined	than	they	did	for	the	mainstream	
NPP	and	PPD	parties.		
Today,	attempts	are	being	made	to	privatize	the	electric	grid,	with	power	company	

Luma	taking	over	for	PREPA	(Puerto	Rican	Electric	Power	Authority).	The	unions,	
reminding	the	state	of	the	2019	mobilizations,	are	threatening	to	“paralyze”	the	
island	with	strikes	if	the	government	doesn’t	end	the	contract	with	Luma.		
Puerto	Rico	should	play	a	prominent	role	in	our	propaganda	efforts.	In	

Connecticut,	Philadelphia,	NYC,	and	Western	Massachusetts,	there	are	huge	diaspora	
communities	with	long	histories	of	solidarity	activity.	In	collaboration	with	them,	we	
have	interviewed	independence	activists,	marched	in	Puerto	Rican	Day	parade	
contingents,	and	featured	Puerto	Rican	speakers	in	webinars	and	in	our	“The	
Solution	is	Socialism”	conferences.	In	addition,	we	have	continuously	attempted	to	
link	the	imperialist-produced	environmental	crisis	on	the	island	to	all	of	our	climate	
justice	work.	SR	should	continue	to	make	self-determination	for	Puerto	Rico	a	
prominent	part	of	our	program	and	activity.	
Climate	Justice	Movement	Has	Changed	and	Is	Ripe	for	Eco-Socialist	

Intervention	
The	movement	most	transformed	in	the	last	several	years	is	the	movement	to	stop	

climate	change.		Once	constrained	by	the	dominance	of	mainstream	liberal	
organizations	rooted	in	the	old	anti-immigrant	and	populationist	environmental	
movement,	the	current	radicalization,	the	heroism	of	Indigenous	activists	north	and	
south,	the	insistence	of	Black	activists	that	they	tell	their	own	story	of	suffering	due	
to	environmental	racism,	and	the	modest	but	tireless	efforts	of	labor	militants	have	
carved	out	space	inside	the	movement	for	a	continuous	and	ongoing	exploration	of	
anti-capitalist	ideas.	
The	growth	of	space	for	more	radical	discussions	and	frameworks	for	action	

became	tangible	in	the	early	days	of	the	pandemic,	when	the	demand	for	the	
government	to	use	the	War	Powers	Act	and	force	factories	to	produce	PPE	and	
ventilators	was	in	the	air.	The	proposal	of	GE	union	workers	for	conversion	from	
war	production	to	medical	equipment	production	added	more	to	the	conversation.	
If	the	government	could	do	this	for	the	pandemic,	activists	said,	could	it	not	do	it	for	
windmills	and	other	tools	for	an	emergency	transition	to	100%	clean	renewables?	
Since	then,	new	West	Coast	disasters	due	to	fire	and	flooding,	and	extreme	storms	in	
the	U.S.	South,	have	made	the	climate	crisis	ever	more	tangible.	
The	appearance	of	rightist	militia	people	on	the	roads	in	the	midst	of	the	autumn	

2020	fire	evacuations	in	Oregon	(“The	Era	of	Disaster	Militiaism	in	America,”	The	
New	Republic,	Sept.	15,	2020),	mobilizations	driven	by	the	conspiracy	theory	that	
the	fires	were	set	by	“antifa,”	suggest	the	way	that	class	politics	will	sharpen	as	
climate	chaos	deepens.	
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As	we	prepare	for	our	2021	convention,	climate	mitigation	measures	on	the	
Oregon-Washington	state	border	are	about	to	spark	new	mobilizations	of	the	far	
right	and	forecast	some	of	the	conflicts	to	come	from	water	scarcity	within	U.S.	
borders.	The	Klamath	Project	Dam	system	long	ago	dispossessed	the	Klamath	
people,	who	relied	on	salmon	and	aquatic	plants	for	food,	to	provide	water	for	
agricultural	homesteaders	in	the	basin.	The	Klamath	people	continue	to	attempt	to	
maintain	a	modest	salmon	population,	although	agricultural	runoff	poisons	the	lakes	
and	rivers	that	feed	the	system.	The	historic	drought	shriveling	up	the	West	has	
prompted	the	Feds	to	completely	shut	the	irrigation	gates	that	sustain	the	farms	for	
the	first	time	since	1907.	In	response,	some	farmers	purchased	land	at	the	gates	and	
have	promised	to	blow	them	up	if	their	farming	needs	are	not	met.	
Amon	Bundy,	who	led	the	armed	takeover	of	an	Oregon	wildlife	refuge	building	in	

2018,	has	announced	he	is	ready	to	bring	allies	to	the	site	to	battle	law	enforcement.	
It	is	clear	to	larger	and	larger	numbers	of	people	that,	just	as	pandemic	masking	and	
lock-downs	provided	the	pretext	for	far-right	mobilizations	and	movement	building,	
so	too	will	climate	chaos—raising	the	stakes	for	the	left	and	the	climate	movement.	
Yet	in	a	development	that	has	been	transformative,	many	activists	are	following	

the	stories	of	movements	against	extractivism	and	corporate	land	grabs	from	Latin	
America,	East	Asia,	and	Africa,	while	learning	the	relationships	between	white	
supremacy,	imperialism,	the	debt,	workplace	safety,	production	for	profit,	and	
climate	change.	These	struggles	carry	such	weight	that	this	spring,	the	two	main	
climate	justice	conferences	in	the	advanced	capitalist	nations	aimed	to	be	
international	in	composition	and	theme.	They	have	provided	a	lot	of	the	
ammunition	that	eco-socialists	need	to	explain	fully	why	measures	that	remain	
compatible	with	the	capitalist	system,	which	relies	on	the	constant	expansion	of	
production	for	profit,	will	always	be	insufficient	to	save	the	planet.	Significant	also	
has	been	the	dramatic	rise	in	incidents	of	climate	catastrophe	(floods,	fires,	
and	super-hurricanes),	in	which	thousands	of	workers	and	their	families	are	
dispossessed	with	no	national	plan	to	aid	them.		
COP	26	will	take	place	in	November	2021.	According	to	the	UN	Framework	

Convention	on	Climate	Change,	the	world,	if	current	big	nation	pledges	are	met,	is	on	
a	path	to	2.4˚C	heating	or	more.	This	threatened	breach	of	the	ostensible	
international	goal	of	a	rise	limited	to	1.5˚C	will	expose	more	than	two	billion	of	the	
world’s	poorest	people	to	heat	stress,	crop	failures,	food	scarcity,	and	fresh-water	
scarcity.	For	the	inhabitants	of	small	island	states	around	the	world,	it	threatens	
survival	altogether.	Even	without	that	increment	of	increase,	most	scientists	believe	
that	disastrous	feedback	loops	are	already	baked	into	the	ecosystem.	
In	every	movement	today,	we	have	to	fight	to	connect	the	demands	to	end	

emissions	of	greenhouse	gases	to	demands	to	improve	conditions	of	life	of	the	
working	class	and	farming	victims.	We	have	to	privilege	the	special	situation	of	the	
oppressed	in	every	attempt	at	education	and	mobilization.	In	the	immediate	period,	
this	means	linking	the	fight	of	the	Global	South	and	the	poor	for	vaccines	with	
freedom	from	the	public	health	crises	linked	to	extreme	extractivism.	It	means	
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connecting	the	fight	for	water	preservation	and	aquifer	restoration	with	Indigenous	
treaty	rights	and	claims	for	“land	back.”	
It	means	linking	the	fight	for	reparations	for	Black	farmers	with	massive	subsidies	

for	agro-ecological	development.	It	means	linking	the	need	for	enormous	funds	to	
the	urban	Black	and	Latinx	communities	with	mitigating	urban	heat	islands	and	
housing	inadequate	for	thriving	in	a	warming	world.	Linking	the	fight	for	jobs	to	
specific	efforts	to	retool	and	reopen	non-competitive	production	facilities	to	
produce	for	emergency	public	health	and	emergency	transitions	must	be	on	the	
agenda.	Most	importantly,	the	movement	must	place	at	the	forefront	demands	for	
conversion	of	war	production	plants	to	production	for	human	needs.	Finally,	we	
must	constantly	push	to	further	the	internationalist	orientation	of	the	movement,	
using	each	advance	to	deepen	the	capacity	of	activists	in	the	United	States	to	
confront	U.S.	imperialism.	
If	we	don’t	build	up	a	broadly	united	social	movement	that	can	challenge	the	

fundamentally	corporate	approach	to	mitigation	advocated	by	Biden,	AOC,	and	the	
Democratic	Party,	large	swaths	of	the	earth	will	soon	be	lost	to	human	
habitation.	The	green	plan	of	Biden,	while	throwing	significant	amounts	of	public	
money	at	renewing	and	modernizing	the	grid,	puts	R	&	D	funds	into	efforts	to	fast	
track	the	development	of	green	technology,	including	carbon	capture	and	
sequestration	technology	for	export	that	can	be	competitive	with	that	of	China.	
Despite	highly	politicized,	temporary	concessions	to	environmentalists	on	this	or	
that	pipeline	and	on	some	of	the	subsidies	to	major	fossil	fuel	corporations,	there	is	
no	move	to	actually	stop	fossil	fuel	extraction.	Cheap	renewables	will	have	no	
impact	on	emissions	without	a	regulatory	halt	to	drilling	of	oil	and	gas	and	the	
mining	of	coal.	
At	the	same	time	that	demands	around	energy	are	sharpened,	the	movement	must	

refuse	to	separate	out	demands	related	to	the	broad	range	of	planetary	systems	that	
are	at	the	breaking	point.	Movements	to	end	the	use	of	fossil	fuels	must	be	
connected	in	each	instance	with	demands	for	massive	funds	for	an	agro-ecological	
transformation	of	food	production;	emergency	action	to	stop	species	extinction	and	
promote	bio-diversity;	to	drastically	restrict	waste	from	production;	to	organize	
sustainable	land	use;	to	push	dramatic	increases	in	building	conservation;	to	
organize	reforesting,	afforesting,	and	rewilding	on	a	massive	scale;	for	water	
preservation;	and	for	the	mitigation	of	chemical	and	plastic	pollution	on	land,	in	the	
rivers	and	lakes,	and	in	the	seas.	Discussions	must	take	place	about	planning	the	
social	organization	of	society	to	best	sustain	and	enrich	life	as	these	measures	
unfold.	These	discussions	and	actions	must	animate	and	inspire	the	social	
movements,	preparing	them	to	win	millions	to	a	vision	of	a	new	world.	
Efforts	by	advocates	working	within	the	framework	of	the	Movement	for	Black	

Lives	(https://redblackgreennewdeal.org,	accessed	on	June	5,	2021),	the	Indigenous	
Environmental	Network,	the	Red	Nation,	and	a	few	trade-union	networks	to	frame	
the	crisis	in	language	and	concepts	attractive	to	the	most	vulnerable	are	very	useful	
additions	to	the	movement.	While	each	of	these	organizations	fails	in	one	way	or	
another	to	break	with	the	two-party	system,	they	help	frame	the	issues	in	a	manner	
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that	can	help	the	movement	become	a	truly	majority	movement	with	the	moral	
weight	to	force	emergency	reform.	
Building	a	base	in	the	labor	movement	that	understands	that	climate	issues	are	

inseparable	from	the	quality	of	life	for	the	working	class	has	been	difficult,	but	
remains	a	critical	part	of	our	task.	The	work	of	the	Labor	Network	for	Sustainability	
and	the	Trade	Unionists	for	Energy	Democracy—while	deeply	tied,	respectively,	to	
the	politics	of	the	U.S.	Democratic	Party,	the	British	Labor	Party,	and	the	German	
social	democracy—continue	to	produce	white	papers	and	resolutions,	and	dates	for	
action	that	can	be	used	by	revolutionaries	working	in	the	trade	unions.	White	
papers	they	produce	that	document	the	failure	of	public-private	partnerships	and	
the	need	for	nationalization	under	worker	and	community	control	can	be	the	basis	
of	study	groups	with	our	co-workers	and	can	present	opportunities	to	discuss	the	
need	for	a	labor	party	with	an	ecosocialist	program.	
Such	interactions	can	lay	the	basis	for	labor	solidarity	with	community	crises	

arising	from	urban	heat	islands,	shoreline	collapse,	inadequate	elder	care,	and	
sacrifice	zones	inhabited	by	the	Black	and	Latinx	community.	They	can	be	the	basis	
for	resolutions	in	international	solidarity	with	South	African,	South	Asian,	and	Latin	
American	unionists	fighting	extreme	extractivism.	And,	of	course,	utilizing	the	new	
Democratic	Party	mainstreaming	of	the	goal	of	“just	transition,”	and	exploring	what	
actually	needs	to	happen	to	achieve	this,	can	anchor	these	workplace	discussions.	
Sunrise	youth,	credited	with	having	“won”	the	progressives	for	Biden	due	to	

commitments	they	allegedly	wrangled	out	of	the	candidate	during	the	election,	have	
already	begun	to	mobilize	against	the	president	in	DC	and	around	the	country.		
Sunrise	has	helped	to	build	the	Line	3	protest	actions.	
In	short,	most	climate	activists	are	not	approaching	the	early	days	of	the	Biden	

presidency	with	a	wait	and	see	attitude.	There	seems	to	be	no	real	hesitancy	to	go	
into	the	streets	in	protests.	What	is	missing	is	the	confidence	in	truly	mass	action	
and	the	creation	of	spaces	for	democratic	discussions	that	could	increasingly	propel	
greater	portions	of	the	population	into	action.	
The	coming	two	years,	beginning	with	the	Treaty	People	Gathering	and	fall	global	

actions	around	the	Glasgow	COP	26,	will	provide	countless	opportunities	for	SR	to	
contribute	to	building	a	base	for	an	independent	mass	action	wing	of	the	movement	
and	to	become	expert	at	winning	the	best	activists	to	a	revolutionary	eco-socialist	
perspective.	This	will	entail	finding	a	place	from	which	to	start	or	continue	SR	mass	
movement	climate	work,	taking	responsibility	to	shape	movement	documents,	carry	
on	more	ecosocialist	propaganda,	and	model	the	kind	of	effective	movement	
behavior	that	will	allow	us	to	recruit	the	most	serious	activists.	The	effort	of	some	
SR	comrades	to	travel	to	the	Treaty	Peoples	Gathering	with	militant	Sunrise	activists	
from	New	Haven	is	an	example	of	the	kind	of	participation	that	we	need	to	carry	
out.		
[Women’s	Liberation:		We	refer	comrades	to	the	separate	document	entitled	

“Women’s	Oppression	Today,	and	Our	Tasks.”]	

Queer	Liberation	
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Black	Lives	Matter,	in	the	example	it	set	of	Black	Queer	Leadership	and	the	
imperative	it	set	for	going	into	the	streets	against	white	supremacy,	seems	to	have	
accelerated	the	maturation	of	organizations	committed	to	mobilizing	in	defiance	of	
the	traditional	liberal	leadership	of	Pride	Parades	in	numerous	cities.	Reclaim	Pride,	
founded	in	New	York	City	in	2019	as	an	alternative	to	the	corporate-sponsored	
entertainment	that	the	Pride	Parade	had	become,	marched	45,000-strong	in	protest	
on	the	fiftieth	anniversary	of	the	Stonewall	Rebellion	under	the	slogan	“No	Cops,	No	
Corps,	No	BS!”	In	2020,	they	followed	the	monumental	June	14	Brooklyn	protest	in	
defense	of	Black	Trans	Lives	with	a	sizable	June	28	NYC	Queer	Liberation	March	in	
Support	of	Black	Lives.	As	this	is	written,	another	Queer	Liberation	march	is	
scheduled	for	June	27,	2021,	in	New	York	City.	
Similar	marches	took	place	in	cities	around	the	country.	Those	marches	seem	to	

have	buried	the	memory	of	the	decades-long	near	exclusion	from	their	political	
agendas	of	trans	issues	by	Human	Rights	Campaign	and	other	mainstream	LGBTQI+	
organizations.	It	seems	correct	to	say	that	the	1990s	rejection	of	the	liberalism	and	
hetero-normativity	that	was	exemplified	in	the	rise	of	Queer	youth	groups	in	the	
1990s	has	been	reborn	with	a	mass-action	perspective	and	a	more	advanced	
understanding	of	Black	oppression	and	class	exploitation.	These	new	groups	are	a	
symptom	of	the	deepening	radicalization	and	will	hopefully	be	mobilized	outside	of	
Pride	Week	on	a	regular	basis	in	response	to	the	new	reactionary	wave	of	state	
legislation	being	proposed	in	opposition	to	trans	rights	and	any	manifestation	of	
what	the	right	is	calling	“gender	theory.”	
Scholarly	and	activist	efforts	to	better	arm	Marxists	to	theorize	trans	issues	in	the	

totality	of	the	capitalist	offensive	against	working	people	are	growing,	and	SR	has	a	
role	to	play	in	this	analysis	and	its	dissemination.	
	
	


