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West and Putin Up the Ante  
 

by Eddie Ford  
 Weekly Worker No. 1002 

 As expected, the March 
16 referendum in Crimea saw a 
clear vote to join the Russian 
F e d e r a t i o n . T h e C r i m e a n 
authorities claim there was a 
96.8% ‘yes’ vote on a turnout of 
83% - even though ethnic 
Russians make up only around 
60% of the population and you 
might have expected most ethnic 
Ukrainians (24%) and Tartars 
(12%) would abstain, since there 
was no option on the ballot paper 
to maintain the status quo. 

 This led some pundits to 
prattle on about a “North 
Korean-style” election result - 
the obvious implication being 
that the whole thing  was fixed 
from above. Yet it is clear that 
there is a majority in Crimea 
who want union with Russia and 
voted for it with some genuine 
enthusiasm, not because of a 
sinister conspiracy - though it 
goes without saying that the 
Kremlin ensured it got the result 
it wanted. 

 Across the spectrum, 
reporting on the crisis has been 
abysmal. Take the Financial 
Times for instance, which is 
supposed to be a serious paper - 
and in many regards it is. Yet, 

when it comes to Ukraine, pro-
Russian demonstrators are 
always said to be “thugs” or part 
of a “mob”, with a number of  
reports ludicrously suggesting 
that many - if not most - of the 
protesters have actually been 
ferried in from Russia and are 
being paid with Moscow gold. 
An allegation, unsurprisingly, 
that has been repeated by the 
supposed ‘third campists’ of the 
Alliance for Workers’ Liberty - 
who tell us that there have been 
“ s m a l l ” p r o - R u s s i a n 
demonstrations in some cities in 
eastern Ukraine and “plausible” 
reports that they were “boosted” 
by people bussed in from Russia1 

 Come on, pull the other 
one. These demonstrations 
clearly have a mass, popular 
character - regardless of the 
machinations of the Russian 
secret services. Anyhow, what 
about the Maidan demonstrations 
in Kiev, which had a fairly 
obvious CIA-directed input - 
were all of those people thugs or 
paid? We all know that there 
were plenty of thuggish elements 
in Independence Square - fascist 
thugs at that. But to claim that 
the majority of Ukrainian 
nationalists are paid by the CIA 
would be just as absurd as saying 
that the majority of pro-Russian 
demonstrators are paid by the 
Kremlin. 
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 It is no wonder that 
demonstrations in Russian-
majority cities and towns have 
become increasingly militant and 
angry. Ethnic Russians in 
Ukraine tend to be poorer than 
their compatriots and indeed 
Ukraine is one of the poorest 
countries in Europe, with a 
nominal per capita income in 
2012 of £2,329, less than that of 
Jamaica, Tunisia or Paraguay. 
Meanwhile the new government 
in Kiev is kow-towing to the 
oligarchs - appointing them as 
provincial governors in eastern 
Ukraine, for instance. 

 Perhaps exemplifying 
liberal imperialist opinion is 
Timothy Garton Ash in the pages 
of The Guardian. He writes 
about “pro-Russian groups now 
working to produce chaos, 
disorientation and violence in 
cities such as Donetsk and 
K h a r k i v ” - a l l “ a c t i v e l y 
supported” by Moscow (March 
18). Therefore, he argues, the 
west must “also up the ante” by 
making sure the Ukrainian 
authorities “have the money to 
pay the bills right now” and, 
more importantly still , by 
th rea ten ing Moscow wi th 
sanctions “far worse than those 
currently imposed” because what 
Putin has done “threatens the 
foundations of the international 
order” - something very precious 
to the bourgeoisie, of course. But 
it is not very difficult to grasp the 
mentality of the Russians, or see 
how this crisis started to escalate. 
Just look at the demonstrations in 
Independence Square, staffed 

and policed by ultra-nationalist 
and neo-fascist organizations like 
Spilna Sprava (Common Cause), 
Right Sector, Svoboda, etc - 
many carrying pictures of Stepan 
B a n d e r a , f o u n d e r o f t h e 
Organization of Ukrainian 
Nationalists and anti-Semitic 
Nazi collaborator.2 You get the 
message. Or just look at the first 
b i l l s f i e lded by the new 
parliament - ie, stripping Russian 
of its official language status or 
moving to ban the Communist 
Party of Ukraine. You definitely 
get the message. We are dealing 
here with a resurgent Ukrainian 
nationalism which defines itself 
against Russians - something 
easily understood in eastern 
Ukraine and Crimea. 

Hypocrisy  
 We are not vicarious 
Russian nationalists or Putin 
apologists. But it is a simple 
statement of fact that ethnic 
divisions in Ukraine have got a 
lot deeper over the last year. Nor 
a r e w e s a y i n g t h a t t h e 
referendum in Crimea was the 
perfect model of electoral 
probity - no-one can be that 
naive.  
 
 Yet double standards 
abound. Some people, both on 
the left and right, insist that the 
r e fe rendum was in i t s e l f 
‘ i l l e g i t i m a t e ’ . B u t t h e 
implication is not just that 
Crimea had no legal right to 
organize such a referendum, but 
that Crimeans have no right 
under any circumstances to vote 
to join Russia. Similarly, on what 

b a s i s w a s t h e p r e v i o u s 
a d m i n i s t r a t i o n o f Vi k t o r 
Yanukovych any less ‘legitimate’ 
(or cor rupt ) than today’s 
government headed by the 
dubious Oleksandr Turchynov? 
After all, Yanukovych was 
elected in a reasonably free and 
fair election, and, of course, his 
‘home’ constituency was the 
Russophone population - who 
felt disenfranchised and alienated 
by his sudden removal from 
office, despite the fact that only a 
day earlier he had come to an 
‘agreement’ with the opposition 
that he should remain in office 
until at least December. 

 Anyhow, on March 17 
Russian and Crimean leaders 
signed the treaty formally 
absorbing the peninsula into the 
Russian Federation. Within the 
coming months Crimea will 
switch to the rouble, introduce 
Moscow time and the Russian 
visa system - not to mention the 
nationalisation of all Ukrainian 
state property, including the 
major oil and gas companies.3 

 I n a g rands t and ing 
speech at the Kremlin the next 
d a y, P u t i n t o l d R u s s i a ’s 
parliament that Crimea had 
“always been part of Russia” and 
in signing the treaty he was 
righting a “historical injustice” - 
adding that he did “not want to 
be welcomed in Sevastopol by 
Nato sailors”. Here, of course, 
was the real reason for Moscow’s 
intervention. Quite clearly, the 
US and EU had a plan to remove 
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Ukraine from the Russian sphere 
of influence and take it into the 
orbit of the west - just as they 
attempted in 2008 in Georgia. 
But there was no way Moscow 
would tolerate having Nato 
troops right on its long southern 
borders or lose its Black Sea 
access to the Mediterranean. 
Hence on both occasions there 
was a predictably swift and 
decisive response - in the case of 
G eo rg i a c a r v in g o u t tw o 
Moscow-loyal enclaves and in 
Ukraine incorporating Crimea - 
albeit with a high level of 
support amongst the local 
population. 

 In response, the US and 
the EU imposed sanctions on 
various high-level officials from 
Russia and Ukraine deemed 
responsible for provoking the 
crisis - with the White House 
saying these sanctions would be 
“expanded”. As for US vice-
president Joe Biden, during a 
visit to Poland and the Baltic 
s tates aimed at providing 
assurances about US/Nato 
security guarantees, he declared 
that Putin and Russia now stood 
alone and “naked before the 
world” - guilty of “international 
aggression” in their “land grab”. 

 Well, when it comes to 
Ukraine, western hypocrisy takes 
some beating. We do recall a 
certain ‘legitimate’ state called 
the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics. Or how about the 
Socialist Federal Republic of 
Yugoslavia? Yet the west actively 
welcomed the break-up of these 

states - a fact referenced by Putin 
in his Kremlin speech, when he 
said it was ludicrous to claim 
that the recognition of Kosova by 
the west as an independent 
country did not set a precedent or 
had a claim to uniqueness. But, 
he stated, “we are being told that 
we are breaking the norms of 
international law” - western 
politicians, he went on, “call 
something white today and black 
tomorrow”. Only now, when it 
comes to Crimea, have they 
“remembered that international 
law exists”. 

 All sorts of states have 
been broken up in the past or had 
their borders drastically redrawn, 
but if it served the imperialist 
interests of the west it was no 
c r i m e - o r “ l a n d g r a b ” . 
Nevertheless, communists are 
not worshippers of bourgeois or 
international law - let alone so-
called national sovereignty. We 
are internationalists first and 
foremost. Nations, countries and 
states are not eternal and timeless 
- to claim otherwise would be 
reactionary, nationalist crap. 

Nations come into being under 
definite historical circumstances, 
then at some stage disappear or 
wither away. Communists, being 
consistent democrats, do not 
view Ukraine - or indeed any 
other country - as the incarnation 
of some sort of unbreakable 
unity or the ‘national spirit’. 
E v e n t h e s a c r e d U n i t e d 
Kingdom, blessed by god, will 
cease to exist one day. 

 In fact, what about the 
Scottish referendum? There is no 
constitutional requirement for 
one, Britain being a weird 
constitutional monarchy, where 
prime ministers wield the royal 
p r e r o g a t i v e . T h u s D a v i d 
Cameron could just say, ‘Sorry, 
Scotland remains part of the UK 
in perpetuity’. If so where would 
be the ‘ legi t imacy’ for a 
referendum on independence? 
The answer is more than 
obvious. When it comes down to 
it, it is just not a good idea to 
keep people in a country (or 
union) they do not want to be in. 
So give them an agreed exit. This 
is essentially what happened in 
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Crimea and it hard to see any 
fundamental difference with 
Scotland. 

Russians out? 
 Therefore, the CPGB 
does not agree with the slogan, 
‘Russia out’ - as touted by the 
AW L , t o n a m e o n e l e f t 
organization. It is not good 
enough. Yes, we go along with 
the idea of a free and fair 
referendum for Crimea - though 
it is a done deal now anyway. 
The very real danger, however, is 
that you can end up as an 
apologist for the west, which is 
how the AWL appears. Echoing 
the sentiments of its apparent 
sister organization in Ukraine, 
Left Opposition4, an editorial in 
Solidarity, apart from calling for 
“ R u s s i a n t r o o p s o u t ! ” , 
emphasized how “we solidarise 
with the Ukrainian people’s right 
to self-determination, and with 
the protests against Russia’s 
invasion and intervention made 
by the left in Russia” (March 
12). 

 But this is a one-sided 
position which implicitly sides 
with the west’s anti-Russian 
drive, especially when you bear 
in mind the same editorial 
merely attacks the “Ukrainian 
c h a u v i n i s m ” o f t h e n e w 
government of Kiev. But what 
a b o u t t h e f a s c i s t s a n d 
Banderaites? Or the aggressive 

role played by imperialism in 
this crisis - which the editorial 
massively downplays, observing 
that the US is “most reluctant to 
intervene militarily” and that the 
EU powers “will not do so 
without US involvement” - 
which could almost be a note of 
regret. However, the next issue 
of Solidarity makes the AWL’s 
pro-imperialist viewpoint more 
than clear - for which we should 
be grateful in some respects, 
given its notorious slipperiness. 
“Independence for Ukraine!” the 
front page proclaims - showing a 
picture of demonstrators waving 
both CND symbols and the 
Ukrainian national flag - and the 
inside editorial bluntly states: “If 
it comes to a war between Russia 
and Ukraine, we are on the side 
of Ukraine - including of the 
Ukrainian armed forces, if they 
f i g h t a g a i n s t R u s s i a n 
domination” (March 17) - which 
by logical extension means 
support for western powers that 
lend support to the Ukrainian 
government, whether military or 
otherwise. It seems that the AWL 
has now become Russophobic. 

 Showing how dangerous 
things have become, Ukraine has 
mobilised a National Guard of 
some 60,000 and the government 
has authorised troops to fire in 
“ s e l f - d e f e n c e ” . F u r t h e r 
i n c r e a s i n g t e n s i o n s , a 
spokesperson for the Ukraine 

military said on March 18 that 
one of its officers had been killed 
in an attack on a base in the 
Crimean capital of Simferopol - 
at the same time, pro-Kremlin 
authorities reported that a 
member of their own forces had 
also been killed in the same 
incident. Ominously, the acting 
interim prime minister of 
Ukraine, Arseniy Yatsenyuk, told 
an emergency meeting that the 
conflict is “shifting from a 
political to a military stage”. Not 
that the west wants a military 
showdown with Russia. But, the 
more the crisis drags on, and the 
more belligerent US officials 
b e c o m e , t h e g r e a t e r t h e 
possibility that an ‘unexpected 
situation’ might occur - leading 
to a hot war of some shape and 
size. 
 
Notes  
1. www.workersliberty.org/story/
2014/03/11/ ukraine-russian-troops-out.  
2. In 1944, Bandera moved the 
headquarters of the OUN(B) to Berlin - 
Germany supplying it with arms and 
equipment to use behind Soviet lines, 
also training its members in terrorist 
techniques and intelligence gathering.  
3 . w w w . p r e s s t v . i r / d e t a i l /
2 0 1 4 / 0 3 / 1 7 / 3 5 5 0 5 8 / c r i m e a -
nationalizes-ukraine-property.  
4. Which issued an appalling 10-point 
‘plan for social change’, saying, for 
example, that Ukraine “should follow 
the example of Iceland” and that there 
should be “reductions” in spending on 
the security apparatus of the state 
(www.criticatac.ro/ lefteast/manifesto-
left-opposition-in-ukraine).  

!
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The Way Forward  

Editorial  
NCPA Central Committee  !

 The New Communist Party of America 
sends its revolutionary greetings to the readers of the 
Red Vine, and in particular to the participants of the 
second annual Ida B. Wells International Anti-
Racism Conference, where this paper is making its 
debut. The Party feels that, in the current climate of 
capitalist austerity, war, oppression, depression and 
environmental crisis, the order of the day is to build 
a united fight-back movement of workers and  !
oppressed people. We are launching the Red Vine as 
a means both to raise class awareness of currently 
apolitical workers and to facilitate open information 
exchange and debate on the Left. !
Failures of the Left 
 Our organization was formed in the summer 
of 2011, the product of a small number of working 
people, some of whom with experience in Left wing 
politics and some newly radicalized. At this time 
Occupy Wall Street was at the height of its 
influence, bringing the contradiction between the 
“1%” and the “99%” into the consciousness of 
millions. Despite its flaws - its sometimes 
anarchistic illusions, its tendency toward the 
undemocratic consensus model, its reluctance to 
establish a program - it was a vibrant, flourishing 
movement that will no doubt be revived in one form 
or another when the next phase of generalized anti-
capitalist struggle begins. Yet despite this 
exceptionally favorable climate for socialists and 
communists to organize in, the Left failed to make 
significant gains inside the various Occupy camps.  !
 We failed to convince broad sections of the 
movement to adopt a common program of objectives 
to fight for, and failed to build the various Occupy 
groups into permanent organizations. Our 

organization, then called the Independent Workers 
League, asked ourselves the question: Why couldn’t 
we do better? The reason is simple: the unprincipled 
disunity of the socialist Left, what Marxists call 
sectarianism, has left the working class bereft of its 
most advanced, far-sighted contingent.  !
 Sections of the capitalist class, organized in 
the far-right Republicans and the Tea Party, have 
declared open warfare on the trade unions. 
Immigrants continue to be hunted down by the so-
called “progressive” Obama Administration, and 
those same “progressives” are pushing forward an 
immigration reform plan that will cement a two-
tiered status between immigrants and native-born 
workers. A grim recognition exists in the Black 
community that we will see more, potentially many 
more, Trayvon Martins and Jordan Davises as racist 
vigilantes operating with near impunity join already-
existing police oppression. The Affordable Care Act 
(Obamacare) reads like a love letter to the insurance 
industry giants - the list of class war policies enacted 
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by both of the major parties of Big Business goes on 
and on. Occupy Wall Street drew support from many 
of the politically aware workers (and oppressed 
people generally) because it began to articulate a 
class position, albeit an imperfect one, and because 
it offered a vehicle to fight for that position.  !
The Party-Movement 
 Historically, socialists and communists have 
been at the forefront of such vehicles. It was the 
Communist Party USA that lead to the birth of the 
militant anti-racist CIO unions in the 1930s, 
influenced the mass movements that won Social 
Security, the minimum wage and unemployment 
relief, and organized radical campaigns like the 
Alabama Sharecroppers’ Union and the Scottsboro 
Boys’ legal defense to promote multiracial class 
solidarity. This is the real legacy of the workers’ 
movement: bold visionaries that worked in the here-
and-now while looking forward to a world free from 
capitalism, not high-level union bureaucrats 
preaching partnership with the bosses on the one 
hand and a disjointed array of squabbling socialist 
sects on the other. !
 The formation of the American Communist 
Party (CP) in 1919-1921 was a high water mark in 
the history of the North American workers’ 
movement. Born from the unity of competing sects, 
the then-revolutionary party, while small compared 
to the capitalist parties and the reformist Socialist 
Party, punched far above its weight because it 
became a party-movement. The CP conducted a 
permanent educational campaign to promote 
socialist ideas, set up Unemployed Councils, youth 
leagues, artists’ collectives, and mutual aid societies 
in addition to its electoral and labor union work.  !
 The single greatest setback our movement 
has ever suffered - at least in this country - was the 
loss of the CP to Stalinism, which eventually lead to 
the destruction of the CP as anything more than a 
pro-Soviet (and now, pro-Democratic) mouthpiece. 
But this loss doesn’t make it any less necessary to 
organize a new communist party. At the present 
moment, most self-described Leninist organizations 

follow a distorted, caricatured version of 
“Leninism”, wherein internal democracy is 
subverted by leadership bodies and public 
disagreement with official group decisions is 
discouraged, if not forbidden. This so-called 
democratic centralism needs to make way for 
genuine democratic centralism, where united action 
is complemented by free and open Party democracy, 
including the right to form tendencies and factions, 
if the revolutionary Left is to make any headway in 
the future. The method of Stalinism, even under the 
name of Marx, Lenin or Trotsky, is still Stalinism. !
 This is the purpose of the New Communist 
Party of America. Our name is not descriptive of an 
accomplished fact, as though our organization were 
“the” future mass workers’ party-movement in 
embryo. Rather, it is indicative of a goal: ending the 
current disorganization of the working-class Left 
and moving toward the party-movement of our class 
that we need. Alone, we are too small and lack the 
necessary coordination and nationwide structures to 
make a decisive difference. Together, we can change 
the world. 
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Immigration: No More "Pathway to 
Citizenship" - Open the Front Door!  

 
by Marlon Pierre-Antoine 

Unspoken Assumption 
 T h e q u e s t i o n o f 
immigration is returning to the 
center stage of U.S. politics. 
Whi l e P re s iden t Obama ' s 
proposed reform legislation 
seems dead in the water at the 
moment and the Republicans 
have no central counter-proposal, 
it seems likely that some sort of 
action will be taken on this issue, 
most likely after this year's 
gubernatorial elections. The 
question is: who stands to benefit 
from immigration reform? 
Without full legalization and 
c i t i z e n s h i p r i g h t s f o r 
undocumented immigrants, the 
answer is: not us! 

 An unspoken assumption 
in the national debate, at least as 
far as the two major parties are 
concerned, is that immigrants 
and native-born workers are in 
competition with each other for 
jobs. Conservatives often use this 
po in t as jus t i f i ca t ion fo r 
supporting harsh deportation 
measures, a pol icy which 
President Obama - with almost 
two million deportations under 
his bel t , more than Bush 
accomplished in eight years - has 
complied with in practice. 
Liberals often concede this point 

too, focusing on how best to 
mitigate the tensions of this 
competition. But facts are 
stubborn things: not only do 
immigrant workers not take 
American jobs, history shows 
that the best way to create more 
jobs is to support immigration. 

Roots of Immigration  
 Before looking at the 
current status, and potential 
futures, of immigrant workers in 
the U.S., it would be helpful to 
consider the historical causes and 
effects of migration. In order to 
do that, we have to step back in 
time and observe the first mass 
wave of migration into what is 
now the United States - the 

European colonization of North 
America. Any U.S. citizen who 
has ever commented that so-
called “illegal” immigrants 
should be expelled from “their” 
country should try stating this 
position in the company of a 
Native American; the results 
would certainly be amusing, if 
not enlightening. French traders 
and Spanish conquerers made 
their voyages to the New World 
in search of exotic furs and gold, 
respectively. English colonists 
came not primarily in the name 
of religious freedom but rather in 
the hopes of great riches waiting 
for them across the Atlantic. The 
reigning economic system of the 

!8LABOR DONATED



SPRING 2014 LIBERTY. EQUALITY. SOLIDARITY.

day - feudalism - was at an 
impasse and had reached its 
historical limits, thus creating a 
tendency toward migration. 

 Today the capitalist 
system is at a similar impasse. 
While it is beyond the scope of 
this paper to fully examine this 
question, the neoliberal policies 
enacted by the United States and 
all ied governments in the 
Americas over the past several 
decades are the main driving 
force behind mass immigration. 
Consider the case of Mexico, the 
largest source of immigrants 
both legal and undocumented. 
The Mexican economy, in 
decline throughout the 1980s, 
had the floor pulled out from 
under it with the North American 
Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) 
signed by Mexico, Canada and 
the United States.  

 S i n c e N A F TA w a s 
enacted in 1993, the number of 
undocumented workers in the 
U.S. has risen from around 8 
million to roughly 12 million. 
The removal of state subsidies 
from Mexican agriculture met 
with the flooding of the market 
w i th s t i l l - subs id i zed U .S 
agriculture, leading to mass 
l a y o f f s w h e n d o m e s t i c 
agriculture - largely small family 
farms - found itself unable to 
compete. The price of corn-based 
tortilla, a staple food in the 
national diet, has risen by 15%; 
corn tortilla is a bell-weather for 
food prices in general. Further, 
the growth of Wal-Mart in 
Mexico has had an even more 

drastic effect there than in the 
U.S., with wages dropping on 
average by 25%. Add to this the 
government's intensified anti-
union crackdowns and not only 
is it easy to see how sweatshop 
workers along the border toil 
away for 60 cents to a dollar per 
hour, it's also obvious why so 
many millions have crossed that 
border to eke out a living for 
themselves and their families.1 

Immigration Obfuscation  
 O f c o u r s e , t h e 
knowledge that undocumented 
immigrants cross the Rio Grande 
under severe economic pressure 
only s t rengthens a moral 
argument for immigration. It 
counters those on the Right who 
castigate the undocumented for 
their failure to be "law abiding", 
as though the law of the state 
weighed heavier than the law of 
survival. It does not, by itself, 
provide an economic and 
political argument. There are 
numerous d i s to r t ions and 
outright lies spread about the 
effect undocumented immigrants 
have on the U.S. economy. An 
article in Socialist Alternative’s 
newspaper Justice will help 
dispense this obfuscation and 
getting to the plain reality of the 
issue.2 

 The first myth to be 
dispelled is that undocumented 
workers increase unemployment. 
The official unemployment rate 
today stands at seven percent, 
although this is calculated to 
exclude workers who are 
underemployed and those who 

have given up on trying to find 
employment. In 2007, the 
unemployment rate was a mere 
four percent even amidst surge in 
the number of undocumented 
workers entering the country. 
That 2007 was one year before 
the Great Recession began is no 
coincidence: since 2008, illegal 
immigration has steadily fallen. 
Last year, the United States 
actually experienced a net 
decrease in population, with 
more people leaving the country 
than entering. 

 Another myth is that 
undocumented immigrants 
constitute a tax burden for the 
rest of us. Again, facts prove 
themselves to be stubborn things. 
In 2009 alone, the payroll taxes 
pulled from undocumented 
workers' paychecks created a 
$13 .8 b i l l ion su rp lus fo r 
Medicare - it has been argued 
that any a t tempt a t mass 
expulsion would threaten the 
solvency of this most cherished 
social welfare program. Between 
1996 and 2003, undocumented 
immigrants paid nearly $50 
billion in federal income taxes. 
Unlike taxpayers with American 
citizenship, they are not eligible 
to access the programs to which 
their money contributes. Anti-
immigration rhetoric based on 
the tax argument ignores the 
elephant in the room - the real 
tax sink is corporate welfare, 
amounting to $93 billion at the 
federal level in 2013 alone! 

 Then, of course, there is 
the argument that immigration 
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drives down the wages of native-
born workers. Shamefully, this 
argument is parroted not only by 
the Right but even by some of 
the more short-sighted elements 
of the labor movement. It is true 
t h a t t h e p r e s e n c e o f 
undocumented workers can exert 
a d o w n w a r d p r e s s u r e o n 
unskilled jobs, but this is no fault 
of the undocumented themselves. 
Employers abuse the illegal 
status of undocumented workers, 
using the threat of deportation to 
deny them living wages. The 
same tactic is then turned around 
on native-born workers, with the 
implicit threat that they will be 
replaced if they don't agree to 
work for less. 

 Th i s i s an age -o ld 
strategy: Black versus White, 
female versus male, immigrant 
versus citizen. Historically, the 
labor movement has risen to the 
challenge by organizing workers 
on an industrial basis and 
fighting for better conditions for 
all workers. This was how the 

International Ladies' Garment 
Workers Union (ILGWU) carried 
out successful strikes that raised 
wages and improved shop-floor 
conditions for the women 
workers it organized, both 
native-born New Yorkers and 
immigrants from Eastern Europe. 
This was how the Congress of 
Industrial Organizations (CIO) 
rallied millions of workers 
behind its banner regardless of 
race, sex or national origin, part 
of the social movements that 
won reforms such as the 40 hour 
week and Social Security. This 
was how the 1937 autoworkers' 
s i t - d o w n s t r i k e i n F l i n t , 
Michigan helped to turn a 
generation of low wage jobs into 
living wage careers.3 

 Piecemeal reforms such 
as guest worker programs and 
decade- long "pathways to 
c i t i z e n s h i p " a r e m o r a l l y 
offensive because they cement a 
second-class system for human 
beings whose only crime is 
trying to survive in a harsh 

economic climate not of their 
own making. They're politically 
inadmissible because they throw 
up barriers against collective 
organization and solidarity. For 
working people , the only 
immigrat ion reform worth 
f i g h t i n g f o r i s o n e t h a t 
recognizes ci t izenship for 
everyone trying to make ends 
meet between the Great Lakes 
and the Rio Grande. 

Notes: 

1. Roger Bybee and Carolyn Winter, 
“Immigration Flood Unleashed by 
NAFTA’s Disastrous Impact on 
Mexican Economy.” Common 
D r e a m s . h t t p : / /
w w w . c o m m o n d r e a m s . o r g /
views06/0425-30.htm 

2. Sarah White, “Why All Working 
People Should Support Full Rights 
for Immigrants.” Justice. http://
www.social is tal ternat ive.org/
2013 /06 /26 /work ing-peop le -
support-full-rights-immigrants/  

3. Martha Grevatt, “The Occupy That 
Won the Union.” Workers World. 
http://www.workers.org/2012/us/
flint_0223/  

 
Communism and Indigenous People: 
Looking to the Future  

 
by David Arthur Smithers 

“The history of all hitherto 
existing society is the history of 
class struggles.”  Thus begins the 
first chapter of the Manifesto of 
the Communist Party.  The 
Manifesto is a short 1848 

publication written by the 
political theorists Karl Marx and 
Friedrich Engels. In his footnote, 
Engels explains that this was the 
case of all written history.  But, 
written history didn’t have 
anything to say about “primitive 
communism.” After 1848 but 
during the two Marxists’ political 

careers, a number of world-
shaking discoveries were made 
in the newly christened field of 
anthropology. 

Engels would summarize 
what was being discovered by 
anthropologists and sociologists, 
since 1837, about this ancient 
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(pre-proletarian) communism in 
The Origin of the Family, Private 
Property and the State.  In many 
ways, Engels was one of the first 
anthropologists! !

Indigenous peoples such 
as the American Indians and 
colonized peoples such as the 
blacks in the United States do 
n o t f i t t h e m o d e l o f 
homogenization that is described 
in the manifesto whereby the 
bourgeoisie “produces … its own 
gravediggers. “ (Manifesto, end 
of chapter 1)  In many 
indigenous cases, peoples have 
avoided or resisted becoming 
proletarians altogether.  In the 
case of blacks in the United 
States, chattel slavery, apartheid, 
terror, segregation, and racism 
are dialectical aspects of their 
class struggle as they are pitted 
against white workers who 
wi t t ingly and unwi t t ingly 
collaborate with the capitalists in 
a “white democracy”.  (See 
Whiteness and the 99% by Joel 
Olson in this paper)  !

David Bedford relates in 
“Marxism and The Aboriginal: 
The Tragedy of Progress”1, 
originally published by Canadian 
Journal of Native Studies, 1994: !

“Marx i s t s have been 
insensitive to the demands for self-
government and cultural survival 
made by Aboriginal peoples because 
they see Aboriginal culture as 
inevitably swept away by the tide of 
industrialism, regardless of whether 
this modernization is carried out by 
the historical epoch of capitalism or 
by its replacement, socialism. 

Aboriginals object to the Marxist 
vision because it sees all history 
unfolding after the fashion of the 
European model. The Marxist 
commitment to industrialization as 
the precondition of proletarian 
revolution means destruction for 
non-industrialized societies. Even 
the terminology of “primitive” “pre-
capitalist” etc. is Euro-centric, 
failing to take seriously the 
differences between Western and 
Aboriginal cultures and the value of 
the latter. If Marxists are to make 
t h e i r i d e a s re l e v a n t t o t h e 
Aboriginal liberation struggle then 
we are going to have to seriously 
address these arguments. It is not 
simply a matter of looking through 
the corpus of Marxist writings and 
pulling out his ideas on progress. 
Marx’s writings (and, by extension, 
Marxism) are not so much a 
coherent philosophy as a series of 
ideas and insights that are more or 
less systematic and consistent. There 
is no doubt that Marx can be read as 
proposing a historical law of 
development in which human 
s o c i e t i e s e v o l v e f ro m m o re 
“primitive” modes of production to 
more advanced, and that there is 
little that can be done about it. In 
the remainder of the paper I will 
argue that this is not the only 
possible reading of Marx, nor is it 
one that should be adhered to by 
present day Marxists.” !

Indeed, researching for 
Anti-Capitalist Radio pieces on 
i n d i g e n o u s s t r u g g l e w i t h 
modernity clearly indicates that 
we modern communists must 
expand Marxism to notions of 
nationality, spirituality (not to be 
confused with religion) and 
matriarchy. Marx and Engels 
were beginning to realize as 

much themselves after having 
written the Manifesto. Indeed, it 
is not so much an expansion of 
the notion of class struggle as 
recogni t ion of d ia lec t ica l 
complexity - the problem isn’t 
Marxism itself, but rather certain 
Marxists. !

Michael C. Dawson 
relates that American Blacks and 
the Communist Party of the USA 
were intimately involved in 
multiracial class struggle. World 
War II, Stalinist pressure, and 
white chauvinism unraveled that 
emerging unity, as Dawson 
relates in Blacks In and Out of 
the Left  (Harvard 2013). !

The New Communist 
Party of America seeks an anti-
capitalism that is multi-racial and 
multi-national. In fact national is 
not the right word, either. The 
nation-state is that “body of 
armed men” (Engels) governing 
in the name of the capitalist 
class. Marx noted that the 
e x e c u t i v e o f t h e m o d e r n 
(capitalist) nation-state is nothing 
more than “an executive to 
manage the common affairs of 
the bourgeoisie as a whole.” A 
classless humanity must be one 
people and one planetary nation.  
We workers must resist the 
barriers of nation, language, 
culture and gender taught to us in 
capitalist society - even by the 
bureaucratic leadership of our 
own labor organizations.  A new 
communism means a new 
communist person. !
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F i n a l l y , a n e w 
communism must embrace two 
i m p e r a t i v e s o f s u r v i v a l . 
Capitalism and deformed worker 
state (Stalinist) economism have 
u n l e a s h e d e n v i r o n m e n t a l 
degradation that threatens human 
survival on earth. !

The sun is a constant 
source of fusion energy bathing 
earth and the inner solar system.  
We must - and are - mastering 
the efficient use of solar 
radiation to make electricity and 
heat on earth, as well as 
harnessing it indirectly from the 
wind and waves.  Moreover, 
beneath our feet the heat of the 
deep crust / mantle region is and 

can be tapped. Power storage and 
transmission improvements will 
soon eliminate most of the need 
for carbon or fission energy 
plants and hydrocarbon fuels. !

Exploring, colonizing 
and industr ia l iz ing space, 
especially the Moon, near 
asteroids, and Mars must be a 
human goal in the near future.  
Humanity needs to relieve the 
industrial pressure within our 
planetary biosphere and gain the 
insurance policy of being a 
multi-planet society. !

New communism and 
new communists must look to 
the future and to the past.  Much 

of the capitalist mental construct 
must be replaced with new 
explorations of the anti-capitalist 
imperative.  Join us on Anti-
Capitalist Radio and  in the Red 
Vine and explore as fellow 
travelers and thinkers about how 
(Chapter 2, Manifesto): !
 “In place of the old 
bourgeois society, with its 
classes and class antagonisms, 
we shall have an association in 
which the free development of 
each is the condition for the free 
development of all.”  
Notes: 
 
1 . ht tp://www3.brandonu.ca/
library/cjns/14.1/bedford.pdf  

 
News In Brief 

Left Unity Steps Up  
 Citing the recent example of Kshama 
Sawant’s (Socialist Alternative’s) victory in Seattle’s 
municipal elections and the subsequent mass 
campaign she and her organization are waging to 
raise the local minimum wage to $15 an hour, the 
Campaign for a United Socialist Party (CUSP) is 
stepping up its campaign for socialist unity in the 
United States. !
 CUSP’s latest initiative is the Socialist 
Electoral Alliance, which aims to be an umbrella for 
socialist candidates running for office in this year’s 
elections. CUSP believes that the groundwork for a 
united socialist party can be laid by a coalition of 
individual socialists and organizations running under 
the same banner. A new CUSP website and a suite of 
organizing materials are in production. 

 The New Communist Party of America has 
endorsed both CUSP and its electoral initiative and 
plans to run candidates for this year's legislative 
election in Iowa. Within the campaign, the NCPA 
advocates for CUSP to adopt a formal political 
program (platform) to give itself a more coherent 
structure; a socialist organization needs all its 
members to work toward common goals. !
 A similar but unaffiliated initiative called 
the Chicago Socialist Campaign is also in its initial 
phase of development. It states its aim as “planning 
for a strong socialist showing in the 2015 city 
elections.” !
 The Campaign for a United Socialist Party 
can be contacted a t www.facebook.com/
UnitedSocialist . The Chicago Socialist Campaign is 
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soliciting donations and can be found at 
www.facebook.com/chicagosocialistcampaign. 

Postal Unions Fight Low 
Wages, Privatization 
  
 The American Postal Workers Union 
(APWU), National Association of Letter Carriers 
(NALC), National Postal Mail Handlers Union and 
the National Rural Letter Carriers Association have 
signed a joint statement against creeping 
privatization of the United States Postal Service and 
are organizing a national day of action on April 24th. 
Together, the four unions represent over 750,000 
workers. 

!
 The privatization scheme involves a contract 
held by retail giant Staples with the USPS. The plan 
is to open post offices in every Staples location in 
the country, beginning this September. These 
locations would be staffed with low-wage, non-
union staff on an average annual salary of $18,000 a 
year, compared to the $32-$59,000 average at USPS. 
The public postal system has endured budget 
cutbacks for years, lowering the quality of service 
there. !
 The joint statement points out that the 
Congressional Postal Reorganization Act mandates 
postal access as a right for all citizens. Staples is free 
to close stores whenever its profits are threatened; 
225 such closures are already in progress. The postal 
unions aim to unite with other unions and “build an 
alliance with the American people” to stop 
privatization, reverse prior cuts and expand services 
offered at USPS, and defend living wage union jobs. !

For more information and to get involved visit 
www.stopstaples.com !!

Energy Synergy  
 
               by Evon Imari 
 
The arguments for how we 

should and can generate our 
global power needs are abundant 
and not without reason. However 
I think it's important to realize 

one simple fact: There are only 
two sources of energy on the 
ea r th , nuc l ea r and so l a r. 
Everything else is a derivative of 
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the two. Fossil fuels are solar, 
geothermal is nuclear. Each step 
removed from the original 
process introduces loss according 
to the laws of thermodynamics.  
 Of the two, fusion has 
the higher energy density, and 
comes from the Sun. Nuclear can 
be produced directly but most of 
it is generated in the Earth’s core. 
A l o t o f n u c l e a r p o w e r 
proponents point to solar’s need 
for the Sun to be up and its low 
efficiency. They say that that 
means that fission power is 
better. The problems with that 
perspective are that: nuclear 
produces tremendous waste and 
solar power is still in its infancy.  
 The solution? We don't 
just have these two choices; we 
have an abundance of forms 
from solar to fossil fuels to bio-
solar to geothermal to hydro-
electric. Now, we can't produce 
all of our energy through purely 

so la r means ye t , bu t the 
technological ability to do so is 
approaching. In the mean time, 
we can and should look at using 
all forms of power generation 
available to us. If an area isn't 
suited to solar or wind, try 
nuclear; if it will take solar, try 
that. Need a little more? Add 
wind. Live near the ocean? Try 
wave generators. A geothermal 
hotspot? There you are. Live 
near a big river? Build a hydro-
electric dam.  
 Of course, there's more 
than one side to having enough 
energy. Wasted energy through 
inefficient production is a big 
problem. Fluorescent lightbulbs 
help. So do energy efficient 
a p p l i a n c e s . L o n g l a s t i n g 
appliances that don't break as 
easily do so as well. These are 
the areas where capitalism is 
clearly failing the planet: from a 
capitalist’s perspective, why sell 

one fridge every two years for 
the same price when you can sell 
two per year? Why sell one 
gallon of gas in a week when you 
can sell two? The simple fact of 
the matter is that capitalism is 
focused on consuming for 
consumption’s sake, not for 
societal advancement or even 
individual well-being.  And when 
the day comes that we can 
actually make a high efficiency 
solar panel for cheap and store it 
with decent batteries, we can 
finally rid ourselves of all fossil 
and nuclear fuels. The largest 
fusion reactor we could imagine 
is standing over our heads, 
beaming energy down on us... 
for free. !
It would take a mighty idiot to 
ignore that gift. Unfortunately 
for the Earth, capitalism is just 
dumb enough to do it. !

 
Internet in the Epoch of Decline 
!

by Paul Demarty 

(Originally published in Weekly 
Worker No. 1003) 

At the end of 2011, The 
Guardian published a short 
interactive quiz - entitled ‘How 
revolutionary were you in 
2011?’1 It was, after all, a good 
year to be a revolutionary, with 
the overthrow of Ben Ali and 
Mubarak, the student protests 
and the Occupy movement. Time 
magazine named “the protestor” 

its person of the year; the BBC’s 
in-house leftie and sometime-
Trot, Paul Mason, published, to 
wide acclaim, Why it’s kicking 
off everywhere. 

Answering the quiz is odd, 
however, because, according to 
The Guardian, invariably the 
most ‘revolutionary’ response in 
2011 was to … follow the 
Tw i t t e r f e e d s o f v a r i o u s 
protestors and their chosen 
hashtags. We had inklings of this 
political approach previously, 

when mass protests erupted after 
the Iranian presidential election, 
and were promptly credited to 
the revolutionary power of the 
same microblogging platform; 
not three years later, the Twitter 
Ideology was well rooted, and 
animated in this country small 
protest movements such as UK 
Uncut. 

According to this view, Twitter 
allowed a message - a ‘call to 
action’ - to spread like wildfire 
without the apparent mediation 
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of traditional activist institutions, 
such as political parties, trade 
unions or ideologically defined 
small groups. Techno-utopianism 
is hardly new, but older versions 
had proposed technology as a 
way to overcome resource 
scarcity and eliminate human 
labour, leaving us free to live in 
peace and luxury. The claim of 
the Twitterites is different - 
technology allows disruption. As 
Finley Peter Dunne said of the 
press, technology comforts the 
a ff l i c t ed and a ff l i c t s the 
comfortable. It erodes oppressive 
hierarchies, allowing not the 
stifling quiet of the techno-
utopias past, but a carnival of 
creative chaos. Anarchism has 
finally come true. 

This ideology persists to this day. 
It persists perhaps most strongly 
in inverted form, among enraged 
authoritarians, great and small. 
Alex Callinicos infamously 
called the Facebook social 
network “the dark side of the 
internet”,2 as the Socialist 
Workers Party [U.K.] crisis 
spilled into the public eye and 
was raked over, point by point, 
by an audience largely on social 
media. Martin Thomas of the 
Alliance for Workers’ Liberty 
wrote an article linking social 
media to shortening attention 
spans among comrades, shortly 
after the AWL had its own 
Facebook-driven scandal .3 
Recently Tayyip Erdoğan has 
recently blocked Twitter in 
Turkey, blaming its users for “all 
kinds of immorality, all kinds of 
espionage and spying”.4 

On the face of it, however, the 
notion that social media is that 
transformative is absurd. The 
student movement was utterly 
defeated, and the remnants of its 
key organisations are in tatters. 
The SWP has basically lost its 
entire student cohort, many of 
whom were players in 2010-11, 
and the National Campaign 
Against Fees and Cuts is quietly 
d r o w n i n g i n m u t u a l 
recrimination between the AWL 
and identity politics fanatics. 

Occupy is, by all reasonable 
measures, dead as a doornail; it 
has dissolved into various liberal 
campaigning groups. The ‘Arab 
spring’ is very definitely over. 
The Tunisians and Egyptians 
replaced their military dictators 
not with techno-literate liberals 
o r l e f t w i n g e r s , b u t w i t h 
Islamists, and in the case of 
Egypt, supported in large 
numbers what amounts to a 
counterrevolution by the old 
regime. UK Uncut got a brief 
wave of press attention for its 
anti-tax avoidance protests; but 
in the years since it has become 
easier for corporations to avoid 
tax. All of the supposed social 
m e d i a - e n a b l e d p r o t e s t 
movements have failed, abjectly. 

And yet, the idea persists. 
Understanding why requires 
placing social media in its 
broader historical context: firstly, 
of the ‘web apparatus’, the 
technical-social structure of 
product ion in information 
technology; and, secondly, of the 
u n d e r l y i n g p o l i t i c a l a n d 

ideological dynamics of our 
period. 

Web and decline 

To understand the web apparatus, 
w e m u s t f i r s t r e v e r s e a 
commonplace concerning the 
significance of the internet. 

It is commonly thought that the 
‘information age’ confirms the 
continuing vitality of capitalism 
as a system. The productive 
forces have advanced, in this 
sphere, with extraordinary 
rapidity in the 25 years since the 
first web pages were created. 
Moore’s Law - a statistical 
hypothesis that computing power 
doubles every 18 months or so - 
has held up remarkably well, 
despite the manufacture of 
microprocessors hitting certain 
limits of the laws of physics 
along the way. Stock trading is 
considerably automated; markets 
are almost instantaneously 
responsive to information; 
Marshall McLuhan’s ‘global 
village’ gets more real every day. 
All that is solid melts - not so 
much into air, but the light that 
traverses the world’s fibre-optic 
pipelines. 

The truth is the opposite. 

(To finish this article, visit the 
Communist Party of Great 
Britain at www.cpgb.org.uk/
home/weekly-worker/1003) 

!
!
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! !
What We Stand For 

  The NCPA is an an organization 
that fights for genuine socialism 
- a system of freedom, solidarity 
and revolutionary democracy - 
against both capitalism and 
Stalinism such as that seen in the 
former USSR and in countries 
like China today. What makes us 
different from most others in the 
socialist movement is that, while 
we have the word "party" in our 
name, we recognize that there is 
no revolutionary workers' party 
in America today. !
    A revolutionary party is born 
in the merging of socialism and 
the working people's movement. 
This means a Marxist party has 
deep roots in workplaces, 
campuses, and workers' and 
o p p r e s s e d c o m m u n i t i e s 
nationwide. It has a powerful 
media presence to counter the 
distortion - and outright lies - 
peddled by the corporate media. 
It unites its members in common 
a c t i o n . C r u c i a l l y , i t i s 
democratically controlled by that 
membership, with the right to 
form opposition tendencies and 
factions. !
    There is no force in the 
country today that meets these 
criterion. Instead we have a 
fractured array of self-described 
socialist and communist groups 
with numbers ranging from a 
dozen to a few thousand each. 
While nearly all of them do 
excel lent - even heroic - 

o rg a n i z i n g w o r k , t h e y ' r e 
hampered by their mutual 
antagonism toward each other. 
Countless "true" disciples of the 
"Marxist gospel" engage in 
wasteful duplication of resources 
and are hampered by their lack 
of coordination and nationwide 
reach. Bright and hopeful 
initiatives for a fight back against 
austerity, or for democratic 
rights, or for union democracy 
are stillborn because of this 
isolation. !
    The NCPA, inspired by the 
work of the Communist Party of 
Great Britain (CPGB-PCC) and 
its Weekly Worker newspaper in 
building support for socialist 
unity, wishes to change that. 
Only then can our history's 
world-shaking past struggles be 
reborn on an even higher level: 
the Civil Rights Movement, 
Black & Women's Liberation, the 
St. Louis Commune and the 
mass labor upsurge in the '30s 
that forced Roosevelt to enact 
minimum wage laws, the eight-
hour day and social security. !
    Each day, we work to build 
self-empowerment and collective 
unity of our class, including 
women, youth, and people from 
the Black, immigrant, Native 
A m e r i c a n , L G B T / Q I A 
communities. We call for the 
creation of a united communist 
party that brings together 
individual activists, workers’ 

organizations and the existing 
socialist Left. !
A united communist party based 
on a shared revolutionary 
program and strategic vision 
would be a potent force on the 
side of America's working class 
majority, and we support every 
step toward that goal. Only when 
we achieve this unity will it be 
possible to grow into a genuinely 
mass revolutionary force. Indeed, 
we need not only a united party 
b u t a  p a r t y - m o v e m e n t 
encompassing cultural and social 
organizations, co-operatives, 
mutual aid societies and class-
struggle labor unions. Since 
socialism is international or it is 
nothing, we also call for a new 
Communist International so the 
working class can coordinate 
across national borders - just like 
the capitalists already do. !
To read our Draft Program, the 
ba s i s o f ou r i dea s , v i s i t 
www.newcommunistparty.com. 
If you generally agree with our 
perspectives, join the New 
Communist Party! !
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