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Editorial : Reflections
Written by Rosso

The past three months have been incredible for the Social Revolution Party. Our membership con-
tinues to grow, we came out of our pre-founding convention in January like gangbusters, and we 
have managed to become a significant force on the left in Ottawa. 

Despite our successes, however, we still have some serious 
issues that need addressing: chiefly internal democracy, the 
budding Ottawa-centrism that has crept up within the Party 
life, and the lack of imagination for the future of the Party. As 
this is our first official issue of Social Revolution!, I’d like to take 
the editorial opportunity to address in more detail some suc-
cesses and engage in criticisms as well.

On the topic of membership, we had initially envisaged grow-
ing at a speed of 1/3 per year. This was based on the idea that 
it would not be particularly difficult for each member to meet 
another communist every three years. However, as we’ve been 
finding, there are far more of us than we thought there were: as 
we expand our reach, new comrades keep coming out of the 
woodwork. As such, despite the founding of the Ottawa chap-
ter in August with three members, we are already at eleven. 

The speed at which we are growing presents us with both a 
massive opportunity and a massive risk. On one hand, the 
more members we have the more we can accomplish as an 
organisation. On the other, quick growth can lend itself very 
easily to the creation of an in-circle and out-circle, and there-
fore the complete collapse of Party democracy. Up to this point 
we have not had official messengers to act as go-betweens be-
tween the membership at large and those that attend meet-
ings. Hopefully once the role of messenger has been assigned, 
many of the issues arising from lack of internal democracy can 
be addressed. Time will tell, and the creation of actual demo-
cratic praxis is something that can only be achieved by trial and 
error; correct ideas do not fall from the sky.

The Party also had its pre-founding convention the weekend of 
January 22nd, 2010. It was during this meeting that comrades 
from both South-Western Ontario (SWO) and Ottawa were able 
to meet, and identification with the larger Party struggle was 
forged. It was at this meeting that two documents were agreed 
upon: our “Who Are We?” document, as well as the Constitu-
tion of the Social Revolution Party. These documents gave us 
a firm framework from within which we can act; a lot of the 
ambiguity around Party line, rights and actions of the member-
ship, and the Party structure were cleared up. The convention 
was incredibly successful and we look eagerly toward what we 
can accomplish between this year and next year’s convention.

On a more sober-tone, there have also been problems within 
our organisation. Directly related to the speed at which the Ot-
tawa branch has been growing compared to our SWO branch, 
more and more work towards the Party is being done in Ot-
tawa. This has led to a nascent attitude within some members 

of the Party, myself included, of Ottawa-centrism. By this I mean 
making decisions for the whole organisation without consulting 
our comrades in SWO (particularly issues of our publication and 
website). This is absolutely unacceptable and needs to be fixed; 
it is only by including the whole organisation in decisions that 
we become a Party capable of calling itself internally democratic. 
As of now, we fall short.

Similarly, Ottawa-centrism can be checked by weight of force 
of other branches. Emphasis should be placed on growing our 
SWO branch, as well as founding branches in other locales. This 
can have the benefit of splitting the work between branches, 
forcing a democratic inner-structure. While it is recognised that 
the conditions on the ground are different in SWO than they are 
in Ottawa, all members should be on the lookout for potential 
comrades with SWO connections. Our comrades in SWO are do-
ing a fantastic job maintaining the presence of our organisation 
and attempting to expand; the comments here should not be 
taken as criticism, but rather a reflection of the necessity of ex-
pansion to make Party power in SWO a reality. It is only through 
mutual assistance and comaraderie that we can realise that real-
ity.

The last issue inhibiting our Party that I will touch on is the lack 
of inspiration and imagination when dealing with the Party. At 
the pre-founding convention we attempted to draft a five-year 
plan detailing what members would be working towards within 
the next five years, and how the Party plan could be built around 
that. It was quickly discovered that very few of us had much of 
an idea of what an extra-parliamentary Party should do beyond 
education and existence. Part of the problem here was that due 
to the student-status of a large chunk of our membership, envi-
sioning oneself in five years is a difficult thing to do. It is, how-
ever, absolutely crucial that this is fixed; if the Party can not find 
fulfilling and actualising activities to engage in, it will stagnate. 
We can not allow this to happen.

It has been an incredible experience working within a Party like 
the Social Revolution Party thus-far, and I am sure this will con-
tinue to be the case. We are surging ahead and breaking new 
ground around every corner; the issues we are dealing with in 
terms of structure and line have been working against commu-
nists for decades. And yet it is precisely because we have aban-
doned the ‘old’, ‘orthodox’ way of organising (in many ways mak-
ing us more orthodox than the orthodox) that we have managed 
to be so successful. As comrade Peter Clarke reminds us, we are 
building a new world and in doing so we must build new people. 
I can think of no better or more capable organisation to do this 
than the Social Revolution Party. Onwards!
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Convention Document : Who are we?

What is the Social Revolution Party? The Social Revolution Party is a mass-
line communist organization. What this means is that the Party is primar-
ily committed to building a Canadian society based on the principles of 
working class mass-democracy. We are Marxist in our perspective. The 
Social Revolution Party holds the position that the organisation of a mass-
movement, a mass-movement eventually capable of building parallel-
state power, is the primary task for revolutionaries in our current situation. 
As such, the Social Revolution Party is actively engaged in the creation of 
the Popular Action Movement whose strategy is the creation of a parallel 
state and infrastructure through which the working class and allies can 
provide for its own needs during the collapse of capitalism and the revo-
lutionary transition to communism.

The distinction between the Party and the mass-movement is not the only 
contribution that the Social Revolution Party makes special note of. We 
also put forward the idea of social revolution; that is to say, not just a revo-
lution that changes the leadership in a given society but a revolution that 
strikes at the basic relations of production in society. The society that we 
envision is one that is equitable and just for all, not merely in the realm 
of laws, but also in the realm of inter-personal relationships. We acknowl-
edge the necessity of a short transitional period, however our goal is com-
munism. In order to achieve communism, we will need a social revolution.

PREAMBLE
The impetus for the writing of this constitution came from 
two primary places. The first was the necessity of outlining 
the rights members have in relation to their Party, especially 
due to the Party’s rapid growth in the past year. The second, 
and more important, was for this document to serve as a 
bulwark against any authoritarian tendencies that may arise 
within the Party. As such this document was written with the 
idea that both the intentionality and structure of democracy 
matter; it is impossible to operate democratically without 
democratic structure, but even democratic structure can be 
subverted if the intentionality of democracy is not present. 
As such, a certain degree of good faith was assumed on the 
part of the members of our Party.

It also needs to be noted that this document is intended to 
be a living document, updated and changed as reality neces-
sitates. The document in its current state, while important to 
the life of the Party, represents the internal life and concerns 
of our Party at a certain historical juncture; nothing more.

-Social Revolution Party, 2010

MODIFYING THE CONSTITUTION
The constitution can only be changed by majority vote of 
the Central Committee. As with all decisions made at all lev-
els of Party leadership, each Central Committee delegate 
must have their vote ratified by the members who selected 
that delegate.

SELECTION PROCESS
Within this document selection refers to the process in 
which consensus is sought, and if consensus is impossible, 
decisions are made by majority vote.

STRUCTURE
The basic unit of the Party is the branch chapter. This should 
be of a maneagable size of around 30 people to maintain 
internal democracy. Internal to the branch there shall be, 
selected by the branch members, a Treasurer, and a Record-
ing Secretary. At each meeting a Chair shall be selected. Se-
lected Messengers shall communicate between the branch 
membership and selected Responsibles.

Convention Document : Constitution
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The membership of each branch chapter shall select two del-
egates to represent them in a committee composed of them-
selves and delegates from other chapters. This committee shall 
be of a manageable size, of around 30 people, to maintain in-
ternal democracy. Internal to the committee there shall be, 
selected by the committee members, a Treasurer, and a Re-
cording Secretary. At each meeting a Chair shall be selected. 
Selected Messengers shall communicate between the mem-
bers of the committee and selected Responsibles.

The Party structure shall include subsequent committees or-
ganised along these lines.

The committee most removed from branch chapters shall be 
the Central Committee. The Central Committee is responsible 
to adhere to the demands and criticisms of the entire Party 
membership.

MEMBERSHIP PROCESS
An individual joins the Party by being sponsored by two (2) 
existing members unless local conditions prevent this process. 
New members join at the level of branch chapter. Members 
will be then given a membership card.
 

POSITIONS AND MEMBERSHIP

Defining Aspects of Members:
1)  Members uphold the general Party line.
2)  Members pay their monthly dues.
3)  Members meet with a messenger to discuss the last  
 meeting between meetings.
4)  Members criticise reactionary decisions of the leader- 
 ship.
5)  Members treat others with dignity and respect and   
 without coercion or manipulation.
6)  Members’ primary political loyalty is to the Social Rev 
 olution Party.

Rights of Members:
1)  Members have a right to know how their dues are   
 dispersed.
2)  Members are able to nominate or be nominated to a  
 position of responsibility to the next committee of   
 the Party.
3)  Members have the right to be treated with dignity   
 and respect and without coercion or manipulation   
 by all levels of Party leadership.
4)  Members have the right to internally criticise all 
 levels of Party leadership.

Responsibilitiea of Messenger:
1)  Messengers, or a designate, are responsible to attend  
 all branch meetings.
2) Messengers are responsible to the members to keep  
 members informed of the life of the Party and to 
 encourage the political, practical, and personal 
 development of members.
3)  Messengers are responsible to the members to aid in  

 the collection of monthly dues.
4)  Messengers are responsible to the members to
 explain how dues are dispersed within the Party. 
5)  Messengers are responsible to the members to 
 relay demands and criticisms of the members to the  
 branch committee and actions of the branch 
 committee to the members.

Responsibility of Delegates:
1) Delegates, or a designate, are responsible to the   
 branch that they represent to attend all branch 
 meetings and all meetings of committees that they   
 are delegated to.
2)  Delegates are responsible to the branch that they
 represent to adhere to the will expressed by those   
 members.

Responsibility of the Recording Secretary
1)  The Secretary is responsible to the membership to   
  take minutes of meetings and ensure their prompt   
 distribution to the membership.

Responsibility of the Treasurer
1)  The Treasurer is responsible to the membership that  
 they represent to account for all monetary
 transactions.
2)  The Treasurer is responsible to the membership that  
 they represent to ensure safekeeping of all monetary  
 assets.
3)  The Treasurer is responsible to the membership that  
 they represent to prepare and present financial 
 reports including records and receipts to the branch  
 at each meeting.

Responsibility of the Chair
1)  The Chair is responsible to the members for 
 facilitating the effective running of meetings.
2) The Chair is responsible to the members to ensure   
 that all members are treated with dignity and 
 respect and without coercion or manipulation at   
 meetings.
3)  The Chair is responsible to the members to ensure   
 that all members have the opportunity to speak at   
 meetings.

REVOCATION OF MEMBERSHIP
Members can leave at any time of their own volition. Upon 
leaving they will hand in their membership cards to their 
branch chapter.

Each level of the Party from individual member to committee 
can be expelled by a two-thirds (2/3) vote of their peer group. 
They shall then hand in their membership cards to their peer 
group.

POLICIES
Any committee can create policies pertaining to itself and com-
mittees that have sent delegates to the committee in question.
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On the Importance of Personal Relationships Inside and Outside the Party
Written by Peter Clarke

Lord knows the left in the Anglosphere boasts no shortage of socially- and emotionally-stunted 
people, detached from reality and unable to swim through the masses not just for their incorrect 
line but for their unrelatibility.
It seems as though the left takes some people, chews them up, 
then either spits them out - leaving them jaded and cynical, 
prone to ¨giving up¨and ¨selling out¨, without hope of a world 
much better than the one we have now -or swallows them up 
- making them mechanical, inflexible, and single-mindedly fo-
cused on politics... shells of human beings. Small wonder that 
so few people want to follow in either set of footsteps and end 
up avoiding the left altogether.

There are probably a number of reasons for this. Communists, 
acutely aware of how alienating work under capitalism really is, 
tend to feel that alienation more acutely. That’s damaging. So 
too is having to wage a constant battle against the pervasive 
liberal slander that bombards us. It may be nobler in the mind 
to take arms against the slings and arrows of outrageous for-
tune, but it does wear a person down. Most important, though, 
springs from what is often our inability to do exactly what we 
propose everyone do: relate to one another as human beings 
(for more on this, see our work proposing class and capital as 
social relations). Far from being a how-to, as my last article was, 
this piece will focus on why personal relationships are vitally 
important both inside and outside the Party.

Organising the way we do, with direct, face-to-face democ-
racy and delegation, requires real relationships between Party 
members. Messengers and delegates have to know how their 
members communicate, where they’re coming from, and what 
they’re concerned with in general terms in order to fully under-
stand the nuance of why they, for example, are for or against a 
given proposal at an upcoming meeting and transmit that ef-
fectively. Decisions made and lines adopted, conversely, must 
be communicated to members in their own “language” - in a 
way they’ll really get - and this language is different for every-
body. If members don’t understand the Party line or tactical de-
cisions right down in their guts, the democracy of an organisa-
tion will be jeopardised and only by really knowing each other 
can this be prevented. Delegates themselves must understand 
their peers in order that line and action can be co-ordinated 
effectively, taking into account individual skills and predisposi-
tions, maximising our collective potential. 

The going gets tough altogether too often under capitalism, 
and even when it’s not, the endless drudgery and ever-present 
threat of poverty is draining, to say the least. One need of the 
human species - introverts and extroverts alike - is to know we’re 
not alone, that we’re welcome and appreciated. This makes us 
stronger. Peoples’ infrastructure alone is not enough to make a 
revolution, we need new people. We need to build each other 
up and to do that we encourage the personal, practical, and 

political development of each other, even outside the Party. We 
need to guard each other against burnout, respect when it hap-
pens, and just be there for each other. Friendships make this pos-
sible. There will be weeks, months, even years when any given 
person has to take a step back from the organisation. When, and 
we must count on this happening, people need a break from 
fighting the class war, they deserve not to be made un-persons 
or cut off from the friends they’d made while they were more 
deeply involved. They will still have a vested interest in the Party 
and its business, and will still have to face all the aforementioned 
drudgery and tough going that everyone else does. Everyone 
deserves to have friends by their side, even those who don’t 
have it in them to be solid cadre. There’s no reason why those 
friends can’t be active reds.

We also need to consider this in the context of organising outside 
the Party, and how conditions on the ground affect the way we 
can make this possible. Generally, people are not, at this point, 
interested in relating to others purely on the basis of their poli-
tics, and if we are ever to build a base outside ourselves, it will be 
by making friends and being in peoples’ corners when they need 
us. As Comrade Old North so often puts it, ¨drink beer and go 
bowling with the masses¨. In order to build a social movement 
powerful enough to smash the state, we’ll have to start by just 
building real, close relationships with people. Hocking newspa-
pers on the street corner just won’t cut it anymore.

The advantage we have as workers over capital is our ability to 
relate as more than exchange values. Capital can only conceive 
of investment, return, and more investment. We can connect as 
human beings, and doing so will break down the atomisation 
that has hampered our ability to tap into our collective strength 
and revolutionise the world. All this takes real effort, but in the 
end the effort is worthwhile.

So go, make an effort to talk to people and avoid politics for the 
whole day. Share a personal story or a part of who you are and 
find out what your neighbours, co-workers, and classmates have 
to share themselves. Build trust and respect, skill and depth with 
the people around you. Comrades, we are cultivating the spirit of 
a new world and we can have fun while we do it.
Happy bowling!
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Nothing Left About No Prorogue -- SMASH THE STATE INSTEAD!
Written by Rosso

The “No Prorogue” ‘movement’ -and I use the term movement lightly- was the cause de jour for 
much of the left in Canada from late December 2009 until the third session of Canada’s 40th Par-
liament began on March 1st, 2010. Communists [1], socialists [2], anarchists [3], social-democrats, 
and even Liberals and some disgruntled Conservatives had found common-cause in denouncing 
the anti-democratic actions of the Harper government.

The movement presented itself as a grass-roots movement 
aimed at denouncing Harper’s second prorogation and forcing 
his hand in returning to a long tradition of Canadian democ-
racy.

The movement is said to have received its initial momentum 
due to a Facebook group titled Canadians Against Proroguing 
Parliament, which was created on January 1st, 2010. The group 
grew relatively quickly for a political Facebook group, and at 
the time this article is being written the group contains over 
220 000 members. Regional groups were created to help or-
ganise regional rallies and on January 23rd, coordinated rallies 
against the prorogation were held in cities across Canada. The 
movement then died down after the initial rallies, and organis-
ers struggled to reactivate the hype for a second wave of action 
during February. They were ultimately unsuccessful and busi-
ness continued as usual.

The point of this article is not to question whether or not pro-
rogation is undemocratic; it most certainly is. It is no wonder 
that the ability of one individual to shut down the entire sup-
posedly democratic parliamentary system upsets people. Nor 
is the point to question why the movement was successful or 
not, depending on one’s perspective. The point of the article is 
to remind the left that its historic mission is to smash the bour-
geois state, not strengthen it. Prorogation is without a doubt 
undemocratic, but as we also know, so too is the parliamentary 
system as a whole! By participating in a movement to restore 
parliamentary normality, indeed a movement cloaked in calls 
for a “return to democracy”, the revisionist left not only acted 
dishonestly towards the masses but moderated themselves in 
the process [4]. The revisionist left, had it been honest and not 
revisionist in its goals, should have participated by putting for-
ward an anti-state perspective, as the SRP and other principled 
groups and individuals did.

A more in depth look into the issues surrounding the move-
ment is now prudent. One of the strangest features of the anti-
prorogation movement were the calls for parliament to “Get 
back to work!”, which the revisionist left parroted. There is a 
problem with this slogan on several levels: first off, as Marxists 
we should know that the bourgeois state works in the interests 
of one class, the bourgeoisie, at the expense of the vast major-
ity, the working class. The class struggle against the working 
class is especially exacerbated in times of reactionary Conser-
vative governments. For the revisionist left to tell the govern-

ment to “get back to work” is to ask the Harper government to 
continue acting in the interests of the ruling class, something 
that the revisionist left is quick to critique it for. This is what it 
means for the government to “work” within a bourgeois demo-
cratic framework.

Secondly, it is incredibly strange for revisionist left parties who 
have parliamentary aspirations to work towards the resumption 
of a parliament which they are left out of. Particularly one thinks 
of the Communist Party of Canada (CPC) in this situation, but it 
would not be surprising to see the International Socialists (IS) in 
a parliamentary race as the left, both revisionist and actual, ex-
pands in the coming years. It is difficult to take the aspirations 
of parties seriously who ask other parties, not even of the same 
ideological persuasion, to govern for them: engagement in the 
bourgeois-democratic system is problematic enough without an 
unholy alliance between ‘socialists’ and liberals to boot.

Thirdly, telling the government to “get back to work” transfers 
the necessity of action from the backs of the masses to the backs 
of the running-dogs of the bourgeoisie sitting in the House of 
Commons. The SRP’s position is that a mass-movement capable 
of seizing state power and running a new state must be created. 
By asking the government to “get back to work”, the revisionist 
left continued in a disappointing tradition of infantile demands; 
‘they’ should do things for ‘us’, as opposed to ‘us’ doing things 
for ourselves. The entire notion behind the slogan “Get back to 
work!” is disempowering to the masses and does nothing but 
support the current bourgeois parliamentary, anti-working class, 
anti-mass democracy system.

What then was the point of taking such a slogan? It represented 
nothing but shameless opportunism on the part of the revision-
ist left. Even though there has been incredibly scientific and 
ideological degeneration on the part of the revisionist left they 
still pay lip-service to Lenin and his critique of the state; the re-
visionist left, in short, knew better than to take the line that they 
did. By telling parliament to “get back to work”, by moderating 
their message, the revisionist left hoped that they would gain a 
few members out of the ‘struggle’. In doing so the revisionist left 
stared the masses in the face and lied to them; no anti-state line 
was put forward, and so the so-called left pushed itself deeper 
into liberalism.

Without being too harsh, two positive observations did come 
out of this movement. The first, as the SRP had stipulated in the 
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past, was that in fact the masses don’t actually care about par-
liament [5] . In the last issue of Social Revolution!, I drew at-
tention to the fact that membership in political parties is at an 
all-time low and voter turnout is dwindling. As a similar indi-
cator of public opinion and engagement in the parliamentary 
system we can look at the turnout to the rallies against proro-
gation. Despite the fact that Ottawa is, in popular mythology, 
the seat of Canada’s political power and a city of over 810 000 
people, only between 3000 and 6000 [6] people showed up to 
the rally on January 23rd, 2010; less than 1% of the city’s popu-
lation at best, and far less than regularly show up to see the 
Ottawa Senators play hockey [7]. Similarly, in Toronto, between 
7000 and 14000 people were present at the rally in a city of 
over 2 500 000 people; just over 0.5% at best. This clearly was 
not an issue that engaged the masses. And while this does not 
suggest that the masses have embraced a system better than 
the bourgeois-parliamentary one (to do so in the current politi-
cal climate would be insane), it clearly shows that they are not 
invested in the one that is currently imposed on us.

Secondly, it seems almost too obvious to state that during the 
time parliament was prorogued, the state did not fall apart. In-
deed, during all of 2009, the House of Commons only sat for 
109 days [8]. One can be sure that problems arose during the 
course of parliament’s many vacations that needed to be ad-
dressed; the worsening economic crisis comes immediately to 
mind. It becomes clear then that parliament is not hugely es-
sential for the running of the Canadian state. If the state can 
continue to run without its legislative branch, actual political 
decision-making power must lie elsewhere. This is the message 
that communists should be spreading through the masses, not 
allusions to some vague and non-existent democratic process 
that when stripped of mysticism, is not democratic to begin 
with.

In conclusion, the revisionist left once again let the masses 
down. It is events and movements such as the anti-prorogation 
movement that show why a lively communist presence is nec-
essary: it is far too easy to get sucked into the whirlwind of dis-
honest that is liberal parliamentary politics, and only commu-

nists and their allies within the mass movement can transcend 
the bourgeois system of exploitation, alienation, and oppression 
and build a better world. The construction of the new society, 
not the defence of the old, is the task of communists in our time. 

NOTES

1. Communists of the “official” line stripe, to be sure. Actual communists, those that believe in smashing the 
bourgeois state as opposed to strengthening it, were uninvolved with the movement, the SRP included.
http://www.communist-party.ca/news/Statements/2009/CEC%20Release%20on%20Proroguing%20
of%20Parliament.pdf

2. Many various Trot groups were involved from Fightback! (an entryist organisation inside of the New Demo-
cratic Party), straight through to the International Socialists, many of whose members were directly involved 
in the organising.

3. It is, of course, unfair to paint all anarchists with the same colour. Many anarchists are to be commended for 
the principled stance taken against parliamentarism; indeed, a Facebook group titled “Anarchists for Prorogu-
ing Parliament Forever” quickly followed the CAPP group.

4. Seeing the effects of pro-parliamentary action on left line makes one feel rather vindicated for having writ-
ten in the past against left involvement in bourgeois parliaments. It is safe to say that the dangers pointed out 
in ‘A Communist Position on Bourgeois Democracy and the Parliamentary System’ played out in full during the 
course of the movement; while this phenomenon will not be explored in depth in this article, it is perhaps a 
good topic for future examinations.

5. Indeed, the Conservatives revelled in this fact during the initial days of the prorogation, insisting that Ca-
nadians didn’t care about what was going on. They, unfortunately, abandoned this line of argument after the 
“chattering classes” began chattering.
http://www.financialpost.com/scripts/story.html?id=2409547

6. The difference between the police estimate and the organiser estimate. Let us safely assume that there 
were twice as many people as the police said showed up.

7. One of the biggest arguments in favour of a new, more radical style of politics, is the fact that this was 
considered excellent turn-out.

8. Parliament was prorogued from December 4, 2008 until January 26, 2009. Parliament was cancelled during 
the weeks of February 16 for Family Day, and March 16 for the March Break. Parliament was not in session 
from April 3 to April 20 due to Easter. Parliament was shut down during the week of May 18 for Victoria 
Day. The summer recess of parliament began on June 19 and continued until September 14. Parliament then 
proceeded to be shut down for the week of October 12 for Thanksgiving, and November 11 for Remembrance 
Day. Parliamanet was adjourned for Christmas on December 10, and then was prorogued on December 30. In 
addition to this, parliament does not sit on Friday as it is considered a travel day for MPs, subtracting a further 
24 days from the total of 365.
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“They were therefore reduced to moving within 
strictly parliamentary limits. And it took that 
peculiar malady which since 1848 has raged all 
over the Continent, parliamentary cretinism, 
which holds those infected by it fast in an imagi-
nary world and robs them of all sense, all mem-
ory, all understanding of the rude external world 
— it took this parliamentary cretinism for those 
who had destroyed all the conditions of parlia-
mentary power with their own hands, and were 
bound to destroy them in their struggle with the 
other classes, still to regard their parliamentary 
victories as victories and to believe they hit the 
President by striking at his ministers.”

-Karl Marx, The Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte, 1852



Realism and One World Government 
Written by Avanti Ares

The concept of a one world government has been the subject of heated debates amongst Marx-
ist, Realists, Liberals, (not forgetting the conspiracy theorists) and many other fields of IR theories. 
What is it exactly? 

A one world government is essentially the unification of hu-
manity under a single common political authority. A human 
race unified under a single body of government, under a single 
international rule, and a single currency. It has been brought to 
my attention that many Marxist-Leninists cringe at the thought 
of being ruled by an international government, and rightfully 
so. Questions such as “who would rule” (would these rulers 
favour a specific ethnic group? what language would we all 
speak? what currency would we all use? would this truly unify 
the human race or would it escalate the tensions between eth-
nic groups? do we not already have a one world government 
(the puppet of the USA, the UN?)) have been brought to my 
attention; the possible answers to these questions instill fear 
in many people’s hearts. To also add to all this, the concept of 
a one world government was first theorised by Italian poet, 
Dante Alighieri. It could be argued that the idea of a one world 
government is strictly based on a Western power-seeking phi-
losophy. It is no wonder I was classified an imperialist when I 
stated that this would be the answer to the world’s problems; 
however a one world government will ultimately lead to the 
eradication of a majority of the world’s problems and this pa-
per will explain how and why. 

ANARCHY
Realism is an IR theory that is based on the power politics prev-
alent in international relations. The contributors to classical re-
alism are Thucydides, Machiavelli, and Hobbes; this paper will 
focus mainly on Hobbes. Thomas Hobbes approached his no-
torious literary work, The Leviathan, with the idea of anarchy. 
Anarchy according to Hobbes is a period in humanity that has 
“no knowledge of the face of the earth, no account of time, no 
arts, no letters, no society, and which is worst of all, continual 
fear and danger of violent death, and the life of man, solitary, 
poor, nasty, brutish, and short.” The above statement has been 
subjected to controversies and debates precisely because that 
there is no evidence to prove the statement correct. Hobbes 

himself concedes that the imagery used in his statement is not 
based on concrete knowledge of a stateless beginning in man-
kind. It is, none-the-less, a reality. He alludes to states of anarchy 
in humanity as it is today using examples such as the “savage 
people of America” and asserting that the “Europeans approach 
it in times of civil war.” How does this apply to international re-
lations? Hobbes explains that within the state of nature there 
is a power struggle and each man strives to protect himself. Is 
this not prevalent in international relations? Take for example 
the Peloponnesian war, the World Wars, and the Cold War; if one 
briefly analyses the context surrounding each of these wars it is 
evident and not debatable that there was a power struggle that 
existed.

Does this power struggle still exist? After all, it doesn’t seem as if 
any state is challenging the autonomy of the United States. Well 
to combat this, economically there is a power struggle. China for 
example transitioned from a command economy to a market 
economy to integrate into the international market system. The 
productive capacity of the economy drastically increased (on 
capitalist terms, however) and is currently challenging US hege-
mony (with no more money to spend) in international relations. 
The power struggle may not appear as blatantly obvious as it did 
during the Cold War however it is still evident if one analyses the 
market system.  

THE VISION
Now the questions are: ‘how can this work’? How will this hap-
pen? Who will be in charge? Do not let the terminology ‘one 
world government’ fool you. Do not assume like many would 
conclude that it is strictly the victory of Western Imperialism. This 
is the phase of the dictatorship of the proletariat. Many assume 
the revolution will need to begin in one state and this is partly 
due to many undermining the powerful effects of globalisation. 
A great example of this would be the Soviet Union and China. 
In both cases outside forces contributed to either the downfall 
of their systems or the construction of a new system (or not so 
new system – the market system). Another great example is 
Cuba; Cuba is ostracized from the rest of the world due to the US 
imposed sanctions. The best solution to combat this would be 
to use globalization to our advantage by organizing an interna-
tional communist party, gathering the masses within each state, 
and ultimately pushing for the inevitable revolution. Represen-
tatives from each state will form the international government; 
the dictatorship of the proletariat. The ‘one world government’ 
will be the “one big union” we all wish for.  
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The Use of Force

Please don’t believe
The use of force
Is how we change the social course;
The use of force
You surely know
Is how we keep the status quo.
                                                                           John K. Rooke



A Response to Avanti’s “Realism and One World Government” 
Written by Joe Steele
Avanti’s essay, which purportedly reconciles Marxism and Realism as a call for One World Govern-
ment, falls short of a thorough reading of both schools of thought. As a result, the basic core of 
each is abandoned, and the reader is left to dine on the husk. 

The author declares that “a one world government will ulti-
mately lead to the eradication of a majority of the world’s prob-
lems and this paper will explain how and why,” but following 
this, the question of “how and why” is not given an answer.  

With many sovereign states, with no system of law en-
forceable among them, with each state judging its griev-
ances and ambitions according to the dictates of its own 
reason or desire – conflict, sometimes leading to war, is 
bound to occur.

Many theoretical problems are to be found within the realist 
and neorealist framework of International Relations, not least 
of all with the theory of anarchy as the permissive cause of war, 
famously developed by Kenneth Waltz and summarized above. 
The realist school has been the “most established perspective 
in International Relations,” dominating the outlook of the intel-
lectual military class in imperialist countries since World War II. 
While neorealists have at least advanced to the point of rec-
ognizing social causes of international conflict, rather than the 
naked reification of classical realism’s theory of ‘human nature,’ 
among those who adhere to a broadly realist theoretical out-
look can be found anti-Communists Henry Kissinger, Zbigniew 
Brzezinski, and Charles de Gaulle, notable for eviscerating the 
South Asian landscape with bombs; funding the Afghan Muja-
hedeen and belonging to the Yanqui coup-making organiza-
tion ‘National Endowment for Democracy;’ and attempting to 
brutally conquer South Asia for white settlers, respectively. It is 
natural that the class position of proponents of realism would 
engender its use as an ideological tool of white and specifically 
capitalist imperialism, that which seeks to expand the reach of 
market relations and integrate people in Third World and espe-

cially socialist nations into subservient positions in the U.S. dom-
inated world market and social division of labour. The idea that 
it is a lack of inhibiting institutions that enable war can go a long 
way towards making aggression caused by realist elites appear 
‘natural.’ While Marxists advocate and work for proletarian strug-
gle outright, bourgeois theory like IR realism hides behind the 
veil of neutrality, despite its clearly identifiable class character. 

Unfortunately, Avanti neglects altogether to address the fact 
that not only does realist theory hinge on the notion that there 
is no world government, it states outright that the latter is im-
possible, and if it was not states would not follow the same rules 
as laid out in their theory of anarchy. The author gives several 
examples to justify the assumptions that international anarchy, 
not internal structural contradiction, is the primary enabler of 
war: the Peloponnesian War, the World Wars, and the Cold War. 
In each case, internal factors were plainly the cause of the con-
flicts, and it cannot be contended that a counterfactual ‘world 
government’ would have at offset or negated the internal con-
tradictions and historical circumstances.  

The Peloponnesian War (431 – 404 BC) was fought between Ath-
ens and Sparta, the two major powers on the Greek peninsula, 
and their allied city-states. Geographic factors (Attica’s natural 
defences and the most prodigious supply of silver in the Greek 
world to pay for ships) and the success of the Slave Society 
mode of production in Athens led to its ascendence to regional 
power on the back of a massive naval force, piloted by citizens 
active in the political process, freed from productive labour by 
the prolific reliance on slaves. The contradictions of this society 
were such that population growth exceeded what could be sup-
ported in relative luxury by slave labour, regularly led to excess 
populations settling in outposts and military colonies, and new 
city-states in the islands and coasts of the Aegean, Adriatic, and 
Marmara. Not to dwell, these structural factors led to Athens 
consolidating its Empire, continuing to support the region’s larg-
est navy and financing public works projects with tribute gained 
from Delian city-states. Inherent contradictions necessitated 
Athens’ continued expansion/colonization/tribute seeking to 
reproduce itself, which brought it into conflict with the Spartan-
led Peloponnesian League, the only other major power on the 
peninsula.  

‘Anarchy’ was no more the cause of conflict than free speech is 
the cause of insults; following this, realism necessarily denies the 
possibility of a world government, for who, in the three examples 
of conflicts between some of the world’s powers, would wield 
enough power to negate the very contradictions leading to wars 
between world powers? There is no abstract ‘power struggle’ – 
more reification – existing in all of these examples, as is lazily 

8

Vietnam War - A “One World Government” in action?



suggested, but specific historical circumstances and contradic-
tions within which conflicts were engendered. Should the Per-
sians, then, have ‘prevented’ the Peloponnesian war by acting 
as a ‘world government’? Who would have elected it so? A care-
ful reading of realism finds the absurdity of a ‘world govern-
ment’ for reasons such as these is fully recognized within the 
literature, is not considered as a serious historical scenario, and 
the author’s attempt to have both ‘realism without realism’ and 
‘Marxism without Marxism’ leaves the essay without a theoreti-
cal or empirical basis.  

The World Wars and the Cold War are even less useful examples 
for the author to argue the case. Both World Wars arose out 
of inter-imperialist competition for control of resource bases, 
colonies, and European markets themselves. The laws of capi-
tal necessitate its expansion, and national capitals and states 
come into conflict with each other as they vie for dominance of 
markets. The Cold War was a vicious campaign designed to rid 
the world of socialist states and prevent revolution at all costs. 
The U.S. Empire saw that communism was a serious threat to 
capital worldwide, and after World War II half the world was 
pulled out of the reach of U.S. market control. This proved 
unacceptable, and outright military might, subterfuge and 
sabotage were the tools to enable the continuation of capital 
accumulation and expansion, necessary for social relations of 
capital to reproduce themselves. Today, we have seen the near 
total victory of the Yankee Empire, and may be witnessing its 
evening, as capitalist relations have spread to nearly the whole 
of humanity. Thus, neglecting to deal with the internal factors 
leading to conflict in favour of an idealized ‘lack of something’ is 
unfortunately an insufficient and not Marxist analysis.  

In reading Avanti’s essay we encounter too many leaps of faith, 
too many logical potholes, and is counterfactual in the way 
that E.P. Thompson (though I’m no big fan) calls “unhistorical 
shit.” For instance, the author goes from uncritically parroting 
Hobbesian racism against the indigenous people of the Ameri-
cas and a half-baked overview of realism to calling for a van-
guard party to oversee international proletarian dictatorship in 
a few sentences! Many points are not elaborated on, and detail 
is sparse, so some assumptions must be made in order to deal 
with the arguments presented. It is claimed in the essay’s scant 
culmination that :

...the best solution to combat [external forces weakening 
socialism] would be to use globalization to our advantage 
by organizing an international communist party, gather-
ing the masses within each state, and ultimately pushing 
for the inevitable revolution. Representatives from each 
state will form the international government, the vanguard 
party, the dictatorship of the proletariat. This is the phase 
of the dictatorship of the proletariat. This international 
governing body will be the vanguard party.

These spurious claims are given without much explanation of 
the distinction between the fantasy idea of a proletarian world 
government and the fantasy idea of a capitalist world govern-
ment, ignores progressive-nationalist sentiment, – peoples not 
wishing to be ruled by others – it ignores the SRP’s distinction 
between party and mass movement, ignores the revolution-

ary history of Communist Internationals, how power could be 
wielded and legitimized to create total world revolution in such 
an organization without an already revolutionary state power 
to provide material and ideological support, and amounts to an 
outright rejection of Lenin, who stated after the victory of the 
Russian Revolution that :

...there are, of course, sages who think they are very clev-
er, and even call themselves ‘Socialists’, who assert that 
power should not have been seized until the revolution 
had broken out in all countries. They do not suspect, that 
by speaking in this way, they are deserting the revolution, 
and going over to the side of the bourgeoisie. To wait 
until the toiling classes bring about a revolution on an 
international scale means that everybody should stand 
stock-still in expectation. That is nonsense.

The opposition to this sentiment was in 1918 Trotskyist 
Bonapartism, which contended that the beleaguered Russian 
soldiery should be dragged through Europe to ‘make revolu-
tion,’ and continues to exist today. This metaphysical concept, 
still alive in dwindling Trotskyist circles, insists that unless some-
thing is done in every place on earth at once, it will not “work”, 
and that without conforming to the planetary ideal, something 
is ‘missing’ from the equation. This is the ‘wait’ that, by jumping 
through hoops ignores the necessary prematurity of revolution. 
There is no ‘proper moment’ today as there was none for Tous-
saint l’Ouverture – what else could have been more historically 
out of place? One must try, and try again, and remember that 
the ‘proper moment’ is exactly none other than when the explo-
sion takes place, ushering in victory – or better – the “very failure 
to achieve their professed goal [creating] the (subjective) condi-
tions for the “right” moment.”

Having gone on long enough, we can say that Avanti’s “city in 
speech” construction of a World Government, based on a du-
bious understanding of dubious bourgeois theory, neglects 
to deal with the historical or existing social relations, material 
conditions, or superstructural characteristics of its subject mat-
ter and thus is unable to answer any of the various questions 
brought up in the author’s introduction (practicalities), nor how 
political institutions and their actions themselves do not over-
ride, but in fact exist within constraints imposed by material con-
ditions and social relations (generalities) – in this case, Yankee 
capitalist world hegemony. The author has neglected to explain 
how the idea of the World Government can be reconciled with 
actually existing conditions, how it differs from a Communist In-
ternational, what ‘problems’ it aims to solve, how, or why. With-
out explaining to the contrary, a world government – Trotskyist 
or capitalist – with sovereignty over nations can only be imperi-
alist, Alexanderist, and Bonapartist.
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Battle Hymn of the Spanish Rebellion
The Church’s one foundation
Is now the Moslem sword,
In meek collaboration
With flame, and axe, and cord;
While overhead are floating,
Deep-winged with holy love,
The battle planes of Wotan,
The bombing planes of Jove.                 L. A. MacKAY



In Memory of Comrade Norman Bethune 
Written by Mao Tse-Tung

Comrade Norman Bethune [1], a member of the Communist Party of Canada, was around fifty 
when he was sent by the Communist Parties of Canada and the United States to China; he made 
light of travelling thousands of miles to help us in our War of Resistance Against Japan.
He arrived in Yenan in the spring of last year, went to work in 
the Wutai Mountains, and to our great sorrow died a martyr at 
his post. What kind of spirit is this that makes a foreigner self-
lessly adopt the cause of the Chinese people’s liberation as his 
own? It is the spirit of internationalism, the spirit of commu-
nism, from which every Chinese Communist must learn. Lenin-
ism teaches that the world revolution can only succeed if the 
proletariat of the capitalist countries supports the struggle for 
liberation of the colonial and semi-colonial peoples and if the 
proletariat of the colonies and semi-colonies supports that of 
the proletariat of the capitalist countries.[2] Comrade Bethune 
put this Leninist line into practice. We Chinese Communists 
must also follow this line in our practice. We must unite with 
the proletariat of all the capitalist countries, with the proletariat 
of Japan, Britain, the United States, Germany, Italy and all other 
capitalist countries, for this is the only way to overthrow impe-
rialism, to liberate our nation and people and to liberate the 
other nations and peoples of the world. This is our internation-
alism, the internationalism with which we oppose both narrow 
nationalism and narrow patriotism.

Comrade Bethune’s spirit, his utter devotion to others without 
any thought of self, was shown in his great sense of responsi-
bility in his work and his great warm-heartedness towards all 
comrades and the people. Every Communist must learn from 
him. There are not a few people who are irresponsible in their 
work, preferring the light and shirking the heavy, passing the 
burdensome tasks on to others and choosing the easy ones for 
themselves. At every turn they think of themselves before oth-
ers. When they make some small contribution, they swell with 
pride and brag about it for fear that others will not know. They 
feel no warmth towards comrades and the people but are cold, 
indifferent and apathetic. In truth such people are not Commu-
nists, or at least cannot be counted as devoted Communists. 
No one who returned from the front failed to express admira-
tion for Bethune whenever his name was mentioned, and none 
remained unmoved by his spirit. In the Shansi-Chahar-Hopei 
border area, no soldier or civilian was unmoved who had been 
treated by Dr. Bethune or had seen how he worked. Every Com-
munist must learn this true communist spirit from Comrade 
Bethune.

Comrade Bethune was a doctor, the art of healing was his pro-
fession and he was constantly perfecting his skill, which stood 

very high in the Eighth Route Army’s medical service. His exam-
ple is an excellent lesson for those people who wish to change 
their work the moment they see something different and for 
those who despise technical work as of no consequence or as 
promising no future.

Comrade Bethune and I met only once. Afterwards he wrote me 
many letters. But I was busy, and I wrote him only one letter and 
do not even know if he ever received it. I am deeply grieved over 
his death. Now we are all commemorating him, which shows 
how profoundly his spirit inspires everyone. We must all learn 
the spirit of absolute selflessness from him. With this spirit ev-
eryone can be very useful to the people. A man’s ability may be 
great or small, but if he has this spirit, he is already noble-minded 
and pure, a man of moral integrity and above vulgar interests, a 
man who is of value to the people.

NOTES

[1] The distinguished surgeon Norman Bethune was a member of the Canadian Communist Party. In 1936 
when the German and Italian fascist bandits invaded Spain, he went to the front and worked for the anti-
fascist Spanish people. In order to help the Chinese people in their War of Resistance Against Japan, he came 
to China at the head of a medical team and arrived in Yenan in the spring of 1938. Soon after he went to the 
Shansi-Chahar-Hopei border area. Imbued with ardent internationalism and the great communist spirit, he 
served the army and the people of the Liberated Areas for nearly two years. He contracted blood poisoning 
while operating on wounded soldiers and died in Tanghsien, Hopei, on November 12, 1939.    [p. 337]

[2] See J. V. Stalin, “The Foundations of Leninism”, Problems of Leninism, Eng. ed., FLPH, Moscow, 1954, pp. 
70-79.    [p. 337] 

10

Illustration depicting Comrade Norman Bethune treating a wounded soldier.

Suggested reading:

The Scalpel, the Sword: The Story of Doctor Norman Bethune

Ted Allen, Sydney Gordon



Why Are Americans Passive as Millions Lose Their Homes, Jobs, Families and the 
American Dream?
Written by Harriet Fraad (Article reprinted from : www.informationclearinghouse.info/article24569.htm)

Society-wide depression has struck America. Why it’s happened and what we can do about it. 
Harriet Fraad is a psychotherapist-hypnotherapist in practice in New York City. She is a founding 
member of the feminist movement and the journal Rethinking Marxism. For forty years, she has 
been a radical committed to transforming U.S. personal and political life.
An unnatural economic and psychological disaster has struck 
America. Five contributors, each interacting with and shaping 
the others, have devastated the American moral, economic, 
psychological, and social landscape. Each is fed by related 
streams, but each contributes its own force to the disaster. The 
American dream in which each generation surpassed the pre-
vious generation in real wages has all but disappeared, along 
with dreams of an intact family, a steady job, a home, and an 
honest supportive community.

This article looks at each of five collaborators in the crisis in or-
der to answer the following questions:

How did this happen? What forces are responsible?

Why are Americans passive as millions lose their homes, their 
jobs, their families, their hopes of justice, and the American 
dream?

Why do Americans remain disorganized at home while their 
European and Asian counterparts flood into the streets and 
strike in militant, organized protest? Why do others believe in 
their potential to reclaim their lives while we do not?

What happened is a result of at least five major, interrelated 
forces. One is a transformation of American morality, and with 
it the loss of belief that the social and political realms could be 
shaped by morality, ethics, and secular spirituality. Another is 
an economic depression. A third is a transformation of the fam-
ily, which has been the foundation of American emotional life. 
A fourth is the decimation of Americans’ social participation in 
all areas, from bridge clubs and PTAs to political parties. A fifth 
is the tranquilizing and numbing of the American population 
with psychotropic medications.

1. The Crisis in Morality and Social Ethics

Let us begin with the first of our contributors: American eth-
ics, morality, and spirituality. The same forces that decimated 
our economic, psychological, and social landscapes have trans-
formed our sense of morality and social ethics. The shared 
dream of an ethical, moral society that dominated the United 
States until the 1970s has systematically eroded. In the 1960s it 
was common to believe that morality and spirituality include a 
concern for all human beings, rich and poor alike. The biggest 
push against those social ethics began with Reagan’s presi-
dency in 1981. It continued in Reagan’s second term and was 
reinforced by each president until its (we hope) final act in the 
presidency of George W. Bush.

Reagan’s basic ideology was that people are poor because they 
lack incentives. He claimed that poor people’s noble drive to get 
rich is eroded by social programs that permit them to survive 
or, in his term, “freeload.” In this framework, income tax cuts in-
crease the incentive to work and get rich, so all are expected 
to benefit from them. In 1980 the highest incomes were taxed 
at 73 percent. In 2009 those same high incomes were taxed at 
half that rate, 35 percent. Of course the percentage of tax on 
the highest incomes is actually even lower, since the wealthiest 
Americans can hire tax accountants to help them evade taxes. 
Reagan used his famous veto power to cut a huge range of so-
cial programs from biomedical research, to social security for dis-
abled Americans, to clean water, to expanded Head Start. At the 
same time, he increased the military budget while decrying big 
government.

That pattern has been repeated ever since, which is how, accord-
ing to the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Develop-
ment, the United States went from being the most egalitarian 
western industrialized society in 1970 to the least egalitarian in 
2009.

In addition, the Soviet model of socialism failed. It did not pro-
vide the kind and ethical societies that are part of a socialist 
vision. The mass of people believed that the Soviet Union was 
communism. Left-wing class analyses of the failure of Soviet 
Communism, such as Bettelheim’s in the late 1970s or Resnick 
and Wolff’s in 2002, were not widely read or embraced. Both of 
those analyses demonstrate that the USSR and its satellites ex-
emplified class societies in which a bureaucratic class appropri-
ated wealth and made crucial decisions affecting the lives of the 
mass of people. They explain that the USSR failed because it was 
not a communist society. It was not a society in which the peo-
ple in each workplace decided what to produce, and also col-
lected their own profits and decided together how to distribute 
those profits. Because these left-wing class interpretations were 
few and largely unembraced, a socialist or communist dream 
seemed doomed to end in rigid, bureaucratic, and undemocrat-
ic societies that were rejected by their own people. People lost 
faith in a secular dream.

Slowly there has been a transformation of our morality and ethics. 
Where our morality once required the United States to embody 
our ethics in the world and empower all citizens, it has shifted so 
that our morality now consists of requiring conservative person-
al and sexual behavior. Within that morality Clinton committed 
an impeachable crime by lying about having sex with an intern, 
while Bush and Cheney did not commit impeachable crimes by 
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lying about the threat from Iraq and thus causing the deaths 
of over four thousand U.S. soldiers and hundreds of thousands 
of Iraqi civilians, or by torturing prisoners. It is not considered 
immoral to spend between six billion and twelve billion dollars 
a week on the war in Iraq while cutting school and social pro-
grams for needy families because “there is not enough money.” 
The secular morality that made America a proudly democratic 
and egalitarian nation has deteriorated. We are experiencing a 
national moral, ethical, and spiritual crisis.

2. The Dying of the Economic Dream

A second contributor to American passivity is the economic 
crisis from which we are suffering. Let us look at our history 
in order to understand what happened. From 1820-1970, the 
United States experienced a unique period of ever-increasing 
prosperity. For 150 years, U.S. salaries rose together with ever-
increasing worker productivity. For 150 years, each generation 
was able to afford a better standard of living than the genera-
tion that preceded it. That was the American dream.

Unlike their European counterparts, Americans did not enjoy 
working-class solidarity with other workers whose families and 
social organizations, unions and political parties were inflected 
by a history of overt class struggle fought as proudly perma-
nent members of the working class. Europeans organized their 
working unions along political lines. They fought for better 
conditions as part of the ideology of long-term communist 
and socialist struggles for ownership and control of their work-
places.

The U.S. labor movement is not informed by a struggle for 
worker ownership of the businesses that produce U.S. goods 
and services. Decisions about what to produce and the right 
to appropriate and distribute profits are left to corporate 
boards of directors. Americans accepted the capitalist system 
in which each generation had relatively prospered. American 
labor fought for an increasing amount of income that would 
permit workers to consume more goods and services, a sys-
tem in which each generation could move to jobs considered 
more prestigious and lucrative within the capitalist hierarchy. 
Blue-collar workers’ children could become white-collar, and 
white-collar children could become professionals in the next 
generation (particularly if they were not just white-collar but 
white, period). U.S. growth permitted ever-increasing real wag-
es and possibilities for consumption. Even in the Great Depres-
sion from 1929-1939, real wages, the amount that one could 
buy with one’s wages, were able to rise because prices fell even 
faster than wages.

That ever-increasing prosperity stopped in 1970. By 1970 the 
introduction of computers, better telecommunications, and 
more efficient transportation enabled jobs to be outsourced 
to lower-paid workers overseas. Competing factories in Europe 
and Japan, which had been decimated by World War II, were 
now vying for U.S. markets. Then China emerged as a manufac-
turing giant. Competition reduced the U.S. share of both do-
mestic and global markets. The outsourcing of American jobs 
to cheaper labor markets was not stopped by militant unions, 
which were unable to achieve the powerful “runaway shop” 

laws that were won in other nations. Nor did militant unions 
force the creation of a tight safety net to catch workers in finan-
cial distress.

For a long time, there was a relative scarcity of white male work-
ers available for the jobs reserved for white males in America’s ra-
cially and sexually segregated job markets. White male workers, 
who were accustomed to receiving increasing real wages and 
living a lifestyle of ever-greater consumption, could no longer 
support their families on their frozen wages. Americans’ sense of 
self worth was in large part dependent on their net worth. They 
became increasingly depressed. Their sense of personal value 
was cut with their salaries. This happened as the advertising 
industry burgeoned. Advertising continuously and relentlessly 
sells consumption as the path to happiness. Consumption was 
undermined and with it stability, prosperity, and a sense of per-
sonal success.

3. What Produced the Crisis in Personal and Family Life?

Economic desperation pushed many more women into the labor 
force to increase money for the household. Previous to the 1970s, 
most white, nonimmigrant American women entered the labor 
force only in times of particular and urgent family need: upon di-
vorce, or if a husband died, was ill, unemployed, or deserted his 
family. Women’s labor outside the home provided some safety 
in times of emergency. In 1970, 40 percent of U.S. women were 
in the labor force, mostly part time. By the year 2008, 75 percent 
of U.S. women were in the labor force, mostly full time. Many 
women enjoyed the greater autonomy, variation, and creativity 
that jobs could provide. Many others were forced by economic 
necessity to work outside of their homes in routinized dead-end 
jobs with scarce assistance from governmental supports for day 
care, after-school programs, or elder care.

Women’s work outside of the home helped to improve the stan-
dard of living for most families, but it did not compensate fami-
lies for lost white male wages. Women’s wage work imposes not 
only the obvious expenses of additional clothing and transporta-
tion, but also the costs of purchasing some of the goods and ser-
vices that women previously produced at home free of charge, 
such as cooking, mending, cleaning, shopping, and child care. 
Those goods and services are crucial. Once they become com-
modified in the marketplace, they become expensive. The latest 
figures from Salary.com indicate that if a stay-at-home mother 
in the United States were replaced by paid domestic products 
and services, the cost would be $122,732 a year. The domestic 
products produced and services rendered by a mom who works 
outside of the home would cost $76,184 per year.

Even with women flooding into the labor force, families were 
still financially hurting. Working women had no time to perform 
full-time household labor and child care, and there was still not 
enough money for consumption. More money was accumulat-
ing at the top while the mass of Americans suffered from fro-
zen wages. The wealthy then promoted the credit card to lend 
to Americans the money that they formerly would have earned 
in growing wages. Families became dependent on credit card 
debt. Since the interest rate on credit cards ranges from 15 per-
cent to 25 percent, Americans descended into debt at record-
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breaking levels.
The living standard of Americans deteriorated psychologically 
as well. In American culture, women provide most of the emo-
tional labor to make home a warm and comfortable place for 
men and children. It is women who usually arrange children’s 
social lives and activities, from play dates to dental appoint-
ments. Women are usually the directors of adult social life as 
well. Indeed, women are usually in charge of emotional life for 
the entire family. The more women work outside of the home 
without social support in the form of child care programs and 
domestic help, the more stressed, overworked, and emotion-
ally unavailable they become. Overwhelmed women have less 
energy for the roles of social director and organizer, as well 
as emotional and physical caregiver. Households are hurting 
emotionally. When Bush took office in 2000, he cut many of the 
already hobbled social programs that allowed families to sur-
vive. Families are in trouble.

Women are no longer willing to work outside of the home, do 
the lion’s share of the domestic work, and simultaneously take 
care of their children’s and husbands’ physical and emotional 
needs largely unaided either by their husbands or by social 
programs. For the first time in American history, the major-
ity of women are abandoning marriage. Women now initiate 
two-thirds of divorces. Half of first marriages and 60 percent 
of second marriages end in legal separation or divorce. These 
impressive figures do not include the many people who end 
their marriages outside of the legal system.

When men’s emotional relationships with women break down, 
they have little intimate emotional support. Women usually 
count on other women to emotionally sustain them. Women 
still manage to befriend and support each other on a personal 
level in a way that few men can. These changes in households 
and family life are a third tributary to America’s deluge of di-
saster. Americans have lost both the financial dream of ever-in-
creasing prosperity and consumption, and also the emotional 
family dream of a stable family connected by a present wife 
creating emotional connection and domestic order. In short, 
Americans have lost what was the comfort of home.

4. Americans’ Increasing Isolation from One Another

A fourth disaster is closely related. The freeze in U.S. real wages 
coincided with the beginning of Americans’ increasing iso-
lation from one another. Beginning once again in the 1970s, 
nearly all social connections between Americans declined. The 
decay in U.S. social life was an almost total phenomenon. It ex-
tended from inviting friends to dinner, to joining bridge clubs 
or bowling leagues, to volunteering for noncontroversial activi-
ties such as the PTA or Red Cross blood drives, to participating 
in more controversial activities such as working for a cause or a 
political candidate.

There was growth in social participation in evangelical reli-
gious groups; gay, lesbian, bisexual, and transgender (GLBT) 
groups; internet groups; and self-help groups. However, mem-
bership in self-help groups, America’s greatest social participa-
tion growth area, was outnumbered two to one by drop-outs 
from bowling leagues alone, according to Robert Putnam’s 

2000 book, Bowling Alone, which I have drawn on for statistics 
throughout this section.
Several inconclusive theories have emerged as to why Americans 
have dropped out of U.S. social life and civic life.

Women dropping out of social activities because of working full 
time outside of the home accounts for only 10 percent of the 
overall dropout rate.

One might attribute U.S. social desertion to the phenomenon of 
busyness, but that too is an insufficient explanation. The average 
American watches four hours of television a day, which would be 
difficult to manage with an intensely busy schedule. The Internet 
may seem like a replacement for social interaction, but the Inter-
net isolates people as well as connects them.

Extensive television viewing may be a culprit since more people 
relate to their television sets than to each other, and the heavi-
est viewing correlates to the least social participation. But surely 
this is a symptom as much as a cause of the problems that isolate 
Americans. I say this because extensive television viewing is re-
ported by the viewers themselves as so unsatisfying that it leaves 
them “not feeling so good.” Their descriptions portray it as an ad-
diction that compels without satisfying. An overwhelming num-
ber of viewers watch for the purpose of distraction or entertain-
ment. Television functions as an escape from loneliness, changed 
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gender expectations, and looming economic disaster.

Perhaps the greatest reason is that Americans are psychologi-
cally and also physically exhausted. They have fewer vacations 
and longer workweeks than any of their Western European 
counterparts. Activity in society, including activity in politics, 
has become a luxury good for those fortunate few who have 
extra time and energy. The Left’s natural constituency, the mass 
of Americans, is exhausted, disillusioned, and in despair. To add 
to their despair, the tremendous wealth at the top of society 
has been used to fund right-wing media outlets like Fox News, 
to name just one example. Right-wing media promote the idea 
that there is no alternative to the status quo. At the same time, 
the skewed distribution of wealth allows vast sums to be given 
to politicians who advance the fortunes of those who pay their 
way. Immense wealth is invested in weakening the regulations 
against enormous giving at the top. These developments in-
crease the conviction that ordinary people make no difference 
in politics. They have no voice. The force of the Left is further 
weakened.

5. The Drugging of America

The fifth tributary that helped to create our deluge of disaster 
is both a cause and an effect of America’s social breakdown. 
This is the numbing of Americans with psychotropic drugs. In 
2006, Americans, who make up approximately 6 percent of the 
world’s population, consumed 66 percent of the world’s supply 
of antidepressants. In 2002, more than 13 percent of Americans 
were taking Prozac alone. Prozac is one of thirty available anti-
depressants. Anti-anxiety drugs, such as Zoloft, are so widely 
prescribed that in the year 2005, the $3.1 billion sales of Zoloft 
exceeded the sales for Tide detergent.

Many of these drugs, which are also called “cosmetic drugs” or 
“life-enhancing drugs,” are diagnosed for loneliness, sadness, 
life transitions, or concentration on task performance. They 
have been “normalized” through extensive direct-to-consumer 
advertising and marketing to doctors who are financially re-
warded for recommending them to colleagues. Regulations 
that once restrained the widespread promotion and sales of 
these powerful drugs have been relaxed to the point of near 
nonexistence. The United States is the only Western nation that 
permits direct-to-consumer drug advertising. We are also the 
only nation without price controls on drugs. Psychiatric drugs 
are so ubiquitous that the pharmaceutical industry is the most 
profitable industry in America, and antidepressants are their 
most profitable products.

What Can We Do?

The current disaster did not just happen with the recent burst 
of the stock market and housing bubbles. Americans some-
where knew for a long time that we could not pay our credit 
card bills or our mortgages. Somewhere, unconsciously, we 
had to know that disaster was approaching. We responded 
with denial, withdrawal, depression, and dissociation accom-
plished with the aid of extensive television viewing and preoc-
cupation with scandals and celebrities.

Each of the five tributaries flowed together to drown the mass 
of Americans in debt, family dissolution, isolation, and drug-in-
duced apathy. In response to the original questions that inspired 
this article, we now need to ask another question: what can we 
do about it? Americans may now be looking for change. They 
elected a president who promised change. That change has not 
happened. Where else can we look?

Capitalism needs and breeds consumerism. We are surrounded 
by advertisements for products. Ubiquitous advertising has a 
blighting side effect. The presentation of all human connection 
now carries a price tag for a branded product. Scenes of con-
nection with a group of friends include, for example, Budweiser 
beer. The devoted mother is washing your clothes with Tide. The 
sexy woman, whom men want and women want to be, seems 
to come with the sleek Toyota. Ads appear whenever we turn on 
our computers or read newspapers or magazines. Product place-
ment is present in almost every film. Television, America’s mass 
entertainment, embraces product placement and explicit ad-
vertising directed to all ages. Capitalist consumerism coveys the 
message that relationships happen with and through products. 
There are too few scenes of people trying honestly to connect 
and surmount their real economic, social, and emotional prob-
lems through honest discussion and negotiation. We need more 
images of people who enjoy their connection and work through 
the difficult times involved in creating close, mutual, nurturing 
relationships. How do we manage to effect change within this 
environment? Where are the contradictions that create open-
ings?

A Time When Noncommercial Values Are Attractive

One opportunity for change has emerged due to the recent cap-
italist collapse, which has intensified American suffering. People 
can no longer afford the brand-name products seen on TV. Their 
economic woes reveal the relentless hustling of now unafford-
able consumer products. They try generics, unknown brands, 
and less consumption, and often find them just as good. This 
presents us with an opening to question. New, noncommercial 
values can form.

Since Americans are hooked on the mass media, and the media 
loves anything new, the Left can create media-attracting new ac-
tions. The anarchist group that formed around a book called The 
Coming Insurrection got full media attention when a well-publi-
cized group jumped on stage at Barnes & Noble in New York for a 
spontaneous reading that began, “Everyone agrees it’s about to 
explode.” The action was widely covered for its novelty.

We can look to the four areas that have grown in the current so-
cial drought. They are, in order of their growth, self-help groups, 
internet groups, evangelical church groups, and GLBT groups.

Self-Help Groups

The largest self-help groups are Alcoholics Anonymous and 
Narcotics Anonymous. Alcohol and drugs have proved to be a 
personal and social disaster for millions of Americans, who can-
not function on the job and suffer havoc in their personal lives 
due to these substances. Huge alcohol and pharmaceutical lob-
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bies push these substances on individuals desperate for relief 
from their problems. The individual solution of self-medicating 
with drugs and alcohol-promoted so efficiently by capitalism-
failed terribly. In the face of that failure, millions join together in 
small groups where they share their pain and suffering within 
a supportive, nonjudgmental collective that operates without 
salaries, advertisements, or financial charges. These twelve-
step groups give the Left a window of possibility. We can add 
a thirteenth step to their twelve-step programs. We can add 
a step to organize against big pharmaceutical and liquor ad-
vertising, which profits on false promises. The Left desperately 
needs to address people’s despair and give them support. We 
can learn to incorporate nonjudgmental personal and political 
support, as well as psychological and political dimensions, to 
Left groups where both nonjudgmental attitudes and psycho-
logical support have been sadly lacking. The Left has tried too 
hard to focus on being correct and not enough effort on reach-
ing people where they are hurting. We need to listen to people 
without judgment as they do in twelve-step programs.

The GLBT Movement

We can also study the contradictions that helped to produce 
GLBT organizations. Advertising creates omnipresent images 
of happiness accessed though products that relate to sexual at-
tractiveness. The sexy woman rides in the man’s sleek new car. 
The virile man drives a big truck and smokes Marlboros. Multi-
billion-dollar industries such as the diet, cosmetic, and fashion 
industries promote products to enhance sexual attractiveness. 
Popular culture celebrates heterosexual coupling and family as 
ultimate happiness while avoiding mention of collective joys 
or homosexuality.

The GLBT movement works to include those in their identity 
group who are excluded from the grand celebration of person-
al couple happiness built around sexual pairing. The very pres-
sure to channel complex desires into heterosexual coupling 
helped lead GLBT people to, as a group, articulate collective 
visions of resistance and envision new possibilities.

Since most families and relationships are breaking down, 
American people desperately need connection. Organizing 
creates connection. Collective dreams have a chance to replace 
the individualistic desires cultivated in capitalist America.

What We Can Learn From Evangelicals’ Failures ... and Suc-
cesses

Conservative evangelical groups create a collective vision and 
connection while celebrating capitalist success as God’s bless-
ing. They provide some of what people desperately need and 
the Left ignores, such as strong verbal support for important 
work in the home and a focus on the hard work of child rearing. 
Conservative evangelicals manage to accomplish this while sex 
role stereotyping that labor, as well as opposing every form of 
non-church-based material support that actually allows fami-
lies to stay afloat. They typically oppose single-payer health 
plans, Head Start for all, sex education (unless abstinence-
based), family planning, maternity and paternity benefits, mini-
mum wage hikes, etc. In the end they cannot deliver the sup-
port that families need. The savior they pray to has not saved 

them from financial and personal desperation and divorce.
Evangelicalism’s reduction of morality to personal morality and 
particularly sexual morality has an embarrassing side effect. 
Googling “evangelical scandals” results in 3,729,000 hits in five 
seconds. Evangelical scandals have resulted in reduced credibil-
ity. There is now an opportunity for the wider ethical spiritual mo-
rality of the community associated with Tikkun and left-leaning 
evangelicals connected to Sojourners who develop their social, 
economic, personal, and political morality, and who see political 
activity as an expression of morality taken into the world. We on 
the Left have an opportunity to champion our own moral, ethi-
cal, and spiritual vision to Americans who desperately need both 
morality and hope for a better world. Evangelical promotion of 
the centrality of personal connection and family gives the Left an 
opening to advocate material and psychological support for all 
kinds of families. The Left urgently needs a family program to ad-
dress the mass breakdown of U.S. homes and families.

The evangelical groups can, ironically show us what we are miss-
ing. The failure of evangelical morality, which excludes social, 
economic, and political morality, may create an opening for a 
much-needed left-wing program of social, political, economic, 
and personal ethics and morality for which many hunger.

Internet Organizing

There are explicitly political possibilities afforded by the net. 
MoveOn.org and other political groups organize and mobilize 
through the Web. In Iran, members of the opposition evaded 
censors, communicated with each other, and aroused national 
and international support through Twitter and Facebook. The 
Facebook account of Neda Soltani’s murder focused Iran and the 
world on the violent repression of Mousavi’s supporters. That pos-
sibility exists here.
The four social growth groups springing up in America’s desert of 
political opposition point out possible avenues for a Left that des-
perately needs direction. Let us return to our original questions:

Why are Americans passive as millions lose their homes, their 
jobs, their families, and the American dream?

Why do Americans remain at home, disorganized, while their Eu-
ropean counterparts flood into the streets in militant, organized 
protests? How did this happen? What forces are responsible? We 
can see that the cycles of capitalism with its relentless need for 
consumer spending and capital accumulation at the top have 
devastated America. We can also see that unbridled capitalism 
has created mass suffering and then turned the rage of those who 
suffer against all who need governmental assistance and against 
additional scapegoats such as homosexuals, feminists, liberals, 
socialists, and immigrants. We can create new roads to reclaim 
this nation by organizing and activating the mass of Americans 
who know that the ostensible “recovery” will never return what 
they have lost. We dared to elect a president who championed 
change verbally, who campaigned on unity and respect for all, 
and who preserves the structures that destroyed our lives. En 
masse, we have turned to self-help groups, evangelists, psycho-
pharmaceutical drugs, and sexual identity politics, which do not 
solve the multifaceted crisis in which we are drowning. America 
needs another way. Perhaps we can provide it?
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The Manual : A Brief What, Why, and How of the Popular Action Movement
Written by Old North

Part 3

Continued from the Pre-Issues of Social Revolution!. The Manual contains the Social Revolution 
Party’s vision for what the mass movement should look like as well as how to go about organising 
one. 

OTHER WORDS:
Certain words are showing up in our agendas these days. 

Group Work:
These are tasks having to do with the functioning of the group 
itself.  There are three kinds of Group Work.
1)  The administration of the PAM itself.  In other words  
 the tasks assigned to the messengers, convenor, 
 secretary-treasurer and when the time comes the
 delegates.
2]  Running a PAM owned and operated “company”.
3]  Engaging in Movement (Political) activities 
 originating inside of PAM and directed for PAM 
 members, e.g. film or lecture series, or a camping
 trip (etc.), or an action directed to the outside, a social  
 or political campaign of some sort.

Mass Work:
Same as point 3 above only on the basis of individuals dealing 
with individuals both inside and outside of PAM. 

United Front Work:
This is PAM as a group working together with other groups as 
groups.

Popular Front Work:
Same as Mass Work only on a grander and more organised, “of-
ficial” basis with perhaps agreed upon guide lines.

Strictly speaking, United Front and Popular Front work are 
variants of Mass Work, only larger, more formal and more pro-
grammatic.  Also, with the PAM being a proto-state rather than 
a movement or party all of these terms should apply to work 
inside of the PAM and work outside of PAM would be External 
Affairs.  When we reach this point the terms will have to be ad-
justed to take this point into account.

QUASI-STRUCTURAL QUESTIONS:
First the Question of Wage-Slavery:
This is a key issue.  Chattel Slavery has been abolished.  It was 
never a big deal in Canada, with only a handful of slaves at any 
given time in Canada’s remote colonial past.  These were all 
household servants of rich French aristocrats and were not part 
of the economy as were the chattel slaves of the U.S. South who 
were in fact farm hands and servants.

Today Wage Slavery is the dominant mode of production un-
der the capitalist system.  Capital exercises a dictatorship over 

labour.  Many people support this arrangement and get very up-
set at the very idea of overturning it.  One does not even have to 
mention overturning the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie.  The 
fact that someone, somewhere at some time actually suggested 
that labour could turn the tables on capital, that the expropria-
tors could themselves be expropriated is enough to drive some 
defenders of capitalism crazy.  

However, what we are attempting to do here is to build an alter-
nate society.  A self-defence organisation.  There are all sorts and 
conditions of people who would combine together for mutual 
aid: some who would support the liberation of labour and some 
who would not.   

Thus we will have to have an incredibility wide range of respons-
es to present economic perils.  Some may want the complete 
liberation of labour, whereas others may want funding from PAM 
to start a small enterprise within the current economic system.

In fact, although the eventual goal is to have all slaves be free, 
can we put that forward as a funding requirement in PAM?

We are saved by the federative nature of PAM.  Since funding lies 
with federative parts and since the centre does not control fund-
ing decisions have to be authorised by outer rather than inner 
circles. Delegates then are beholden to those who choose them, 
rather than by those they choose.  A variety of responses to the 
question of labour are possible.

I expect that there will be a Regional Committee or at least a Co-
ordinating Committee that forbids inter-personal exploitation.  
There might be another that does not forbid it but will not fund 
it.  And of course we can expect that many, if not most, sections 
of the organisation will not only permit petty bourgeois involve-
ment but will also give start up and expansion capital grants to 
them.  We can imagine this especially with regard to the trades: 
plumbers, machine shops, and print shops for instance.  In fact 
we can see refinements of these policies; funding a privately 
owned print shop only if it is unionised, or funding a trade so 
long as the employees are also getting apprenticeship training, 
amoung other solutions.

Lines of Command vs. Peer Supervision:
In the previous section I tried to outline some of the various re-
sponses available in coming to terms with wage slavery whilst 
maintaining a working class perspective.  Here I am trying to 
come to grips with the problem of line command.  We have even 
less experience in dealing with the problem of line command.  
In fact the main enemy of an egalitarian society is not capital-
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ism.  capitalism is in the process of collapsing and if it requires 
a push to help it topple I’m sure there are many people who 
would be glad to be of assistance.  Here we are dealing with 
line command.  This is one of the chief support mechanisms for 
bureaucratic collectivism.

No matter how democratic the state might be,  no matter how 
carefully we preserve democracy within the political organisa-
tion, all will come to nowt if the other aspects of our society 
remain anti-democratic. (The struggle against wage slavery is 
only one aspect of the struggle of the democracy against the 
anti-democratic forces, as seen from a working class point of 
view.)  The importance of this struggle should not be underesti-
mated.  Above all, we don’t want to suggest that certain things, 
say interpersonal exploitation and line command, are fine now 
but will be phased out.  That in itself creates two class of mem-
bers: those who are fine and those who are sort-of-fine.  But we 
must take some sort of working class stand.  The working class 
does require its own organisation.  This is a problem that will 
have to be dealt with situationally; it may pop up several times 
before finally becoming a non-issue.  All grants, after all, will 
have to receive democratic out in the open approval, and the 
willing support of the masses.

Likewise the problem of line command.  Please meditate on 
this problem.  As stated earlier, it is, in many ways, much more 
threatening than capitalism.  We will be undone if we work for 
companies with lines of authority designed to suit this current 
authoritarian society. Line command in the armed ministries, 
for example the Armed Forces and the forces of law and order, 
also undermine democracy.  These processes are incompatible 
with democracy.  Neither can exist in the same state for more 
than a couple of generations. 

Although line command in any corporate structure is danger-
ous, one can readily see that this is the case in health and edu-
cation.  Indeed, although this is a different topic, the corporate 
model itself is also incompatible with democracy.  There will 
most likely be sections of PAM that will outlaw corporate struc-
ture. [1]

There have been many writers/philosophers who have argued 
for social arrangements similar to those promoted in these 
pages but no one seems to have penetrated beyond vague 
revolutionary rhetoric.  We are breaking new ground. No words 
have actually been developed to communicate our ideas.  This 
political direction is without an adequate label at present.  
Many folks are fairly sure how to achieve democracy around 
one hearth.  Some very good paradigms exist for establishing 
democracy around a collection of hearths.  The outline above 
for the structure of PAM is the only workable solution I’ve seen 
for a collection of a collection of hearths.  When you unpack 
other models they turn out to be vague revolutionary rhetoric 
and liberal idealism.

People should not be enthralled to authority structures, lines of 
command, bosses, etc.  Since capital will be required for some 
time to come we have to discover ways and means of control-
ling capital outside of capitalist norms.  There are a few years 
between now and then.  Let’s figure this one out together.  Oth-

erwise our work will fail after a couple of generations.

The Collapsed State:
PAM is the new state.  But it is a collapsed state.  By that I mean 
that there is no superstructure outside of the masses.  There can 
be no Ministries or bureaucraccy standing outside of PAM. De-
cisions of State will be made in the Units, Co-ordinating Com-
mittees, Regional Committees and the Inner Committee.  There 
should be no line command.  PAM is the State.  The State is PAM.  
The state is the organisation outlined above. The Civil Service 
then, is limited to the people who actually get things done: the 
health care workers, the teachers, the road crews, the garbage 
men and so on.  And these people are members of their Units, 
which is where the decision making will actually be done and 
where the power will actually reside.  

These concepts are difficult to conceive of.  Consider a single 
person.  They would be in their Unit and themselves or a buddy 
would be the messenger bringing their views to the convenor 
and the group’s thought to them.  This political kinship might be 
based upon “casual” friendship, work associations, professional 
associations, hobbies or sports, place of residence etc.  In other 
words a person could associate with the organisation in one of 
several ways.  However on top of the primary association that 
person might work in a workers’ co-op in which others associat-
ed as their primary association.  You see, no one has tried to work 
this structure through in practice.  The practice will define itself.

At present we all serve the person through which the money fol-
lows: straight capitalism.  In some situations we work in more 
than one place and therefore partake in more than one com-
mand chain.  If we go to school there is a command chain there 
as well.  When we confront civil authority we confront another 
command chain.  When we talk to a politician they are supposed 
to obey us but they don’t.  They are beholden to a power chain 
that they won’t tell us about.  Therefore they give us the run 
around because they can’t / won’t admit to the public, their sup-
posed boss, who the real boss actually is.

Most likely it will take us a couple of tries at least before we can 
successfully confront and overthrow the command chain sys-
tem.

Finance Capital vs. Industrial and Commercial Capital:
Imperialism has been defined as the situation in which Finance 
Capital trumps Industrial Capital.  We have dealt with the po-
litical complexities surrounding the question of inter-personal 
exploitation especially at the point of production.  Although 
we have been relatively silent about it, that also introduces the 
question of alienation from our creativity.   Going beyond that 
there is the bankster community.  It is the banksters who con-
trol the globalisation agenda.  Most of the so called trade in the 
world is in financial securities and debt instruments [2].  In this 
era of decadent capitalism the folks who make, wholesale and 
retail actual goods and services are small when compared with 
the gangs of loan sharks.  Let’s go beyond retailing debt; let’s talk 
about wholesaling and creating the credit itself that is fronted 
to the banks and that they loan to us.  What are the mechanisms 
through and by which credit is created?  Think in termsof bond 
issues in hundreds of thousands of billions of dollars.  Derivatives 
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are pre-packaged debt.  This is what “free trade” is about.  Six 
months and out.

Although this is a discussion of a peaceful process (a federa-
tion of self help and mutual aid communities) it is, in its own 
way, a guerrilla war.  The first stage is a hit and run situation.  In 
our case this is the situation of the isolated mutual aid group.  
The second stage is that of defending a liberated zone.  This is 
the stage of owning land and productive abilities.  The third 
stage in a traditional guerrilla war is going over to the offensive.  
For us that would be defining our own means of exchange.  In 
the meantime we will continue to have bank accounts, deal in 
Canadian dollars, use credit cards, write cheques, have student 
loans and mortgages.

But the time will come when we will have to deal with the 
question: in what does value reside?  The time will come when 
we will have to confront questions such as: is interest permis-
sible?  How do we prevent our earnings and savings from being 
rendered valueless through inflation?

We have just begun to figure out these things out.  The time 
is past when we could indulge in vague revolutionary rheto-
ric and liberal idealism.  PAM is a serious political movement.  
As a state coming into being, it must address all of the ques-
tions a state must address plus more: we are also engaged with 
the questions of exploitation, oppression and alienation.  See 
above. 

DRIVEN INSANE BY ACTIVISTS:
In many small militant groups people are driven.  There are al-
ways more causes crying for attention than there are hours in 
the day.  And the militants are forever phoning you up and urg-
ing you to come to one more demo, to sign one more petition, 
to go to one more meeting, to see one more movie, play, art 
opening, hear one more speaker and to give one more dona-
tion.  As capitalism collapses, as it sinks into barbarism these 
calls become more frequent and more urgent and fewer and 
fewer will be able to respond.  We are working longer and lon-
ger hours.  The busses are less frequent or the car breaks down 
because it’s older.  The stresses on us individual working people 
trying to get through the week and find some time for our-
selves mount.  And the chattering classes chatter and devise 
ways in which they can become the new bosses.  I’m including 
in this not merely the N.D.P. as most people do, but also the so-
called Communist and Trotskyite groupiscules. North American 
anarchists are mainly petty-bourgeois driven into a frenzy by 
capitalism.  This is important.  Listen to them talk, from Social-
Democrats to Marxist-Leninists – they are going to free us.  
They are going to run society to benefit us.

But as stated many times above, PAM is the new state.  As such 
it is inclusionalist not exclusionalist.  Most people will have 
something better to do than attend meetings or organise. Thus 
the messengers will carry the wishes of the silent and absent to 
the meetings.

Mobilisations of the masses at critical historical moments have 
a duration of three years maximum.  Thus if a mobilisation is 

called too soon the masses will have burnt out before the issue 
comes to a head.  People will want to get back to their children, 
careers, rose gardens, stamp collections and sweethearts.
Thus we should establish a rule of thumb that only one member 
in four is an activist, one activist in four is a militant and one mili-
tant in four is a cadre.   The messengers carry news and opinions 
to and from the members at large and the meetings.  Thus if all 
of the members of the state have to be consulted on an issue ev-
eryone can have personal input within two or three days without 
a meeting of more than 35 people having to be called.  The new 
state will be a true peoples’ democracy.  The organisation must 
not weight heavily on the shoulders of the members; it has to be 
an agent of freedom.  We are attempting to make government 
democratic and inexpensive without it becoming a burden on 
our time. [3]  Indeed the messengers, ideally, should meet the 
folks they are representing during the course of a month without 
gong five minutes out of their way.  A messenger should be rep-
resenting a work-mate, class-mate, fellow in a bowling league, 
the guy in the next apartment, etc.

O.B.U.:
The Popular Action Movement is the One Big Union.  Although 
is has not been decided to limit membership to working people, 
the general line is that systematic exploitation, alienation and 
oppression will not be overcome until the cause of these woes, 
wage slavery, has been abolished.  Thus the organisation ad-
vances the demands of working people as working people.  As 
the organisation grows it will be able to bring the support of the 
class to working people locked in crisis situations vis-à-vis capi-
tal.  Although the political philosophy behind PAM has, as yet, no 
name, PAM as OBU, like other unions of this nature, would not 
seek certification. Our goal is not to seek strength through a de-
cree from the present state but rather to seek strength through 
the solidarity of our membership.  This would play itself out in 
scenarios such as nothing in, nothing out of a Struck location: 
the hot cargo rule.  This would be supplemented by consumer 
boycott, easier in a wholesale situation than a retail one obvi-
ously.  If workers’ grievances in a certain employment situation 
have become intolerable then the masses of our class should 
have nothing to do with that employer as a matter of course.

BRIEF OUTLINE:
The preceding was a brief outline of the concept.  Obviously 
more was left out than was included.  Much work, indeed years 
of work and (social) experiment are now required in order to fill 
in the blanks and to work out a functioning system.  Let’s begin 
the voyage.

NOTES

1.For the record: A Co-op works on the premise of one person one vote.  Corporate organisation works on 
the premise that the more capital a person has the more votes they get.  Co-ops are designed to protect 
and represent the needs of people.  Corporations are designed to protect and represent the needs of Capital.

2.In fact the biggest trade item BY FAR these days is pre-packaged debt.

3.Please note, however, that a capitalist state is very expensive and as such we spend many many hours per 
year working for the government not for ourselves. Both the Armed Forces and the state bureaucracy are mas-
sively expensive bodies. The proposed State would cost perhaps one tenth as much as our current Capitalist 
State. 
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Selected Quotes on the Dictatorship of the Proletariat
Collected by Caldwell’s Ghost

No credit is due to me for discovering the existence of classes in 
modern society, nor yet the struggle between them. Long be-
fore me bourgeois historians had described the historical de-
velopment of this class struggle and bourgeois economists the 
economic anatomy of the classes. What I did that was new was 
to prove: 1) that the existence of classes is only bound up with 
particular historical phases in the development of production, 
2) that the class struggle necessarily leads to the dictatorship 
of the proletariat, 3) that this dictatorship itself only constitutes 
the transition to the abolition of all classes and to a classless 
society.
—Marx to J. Weydemeyer (March 5, 1852)

Between capitalist and communist society lies the period of 
the revolutionary transformation of the one into the other. 
There corresponds to this also a political transition period in 
which the state can be nothing but the revolutionary dictator-
ship of the proletariat.
—Karl Marx: Critique of the Gotha Programme (April-early May 1875)

In a higher phase of communist society, after the enslaving sub-
ordination of the individual to the division of labour, and with 
it also the antithesis between mental and physical labour, has 
vanished; after labour has become not only a means of life but 
itself life’s prime want; after the productive forces have also in-
creased with the all-round development of the individual, and 
all the springs of co-operative wealth flow more abundantly—
only then can the narrow horizon of bourgeois right be crossed 
in its entirety and society inscribe on its banners: From each 
according to his ability, to each according to his needs!
—Karl Marx: Critique of the Gotha Programme (April-early May 1875)

Those who recognize only the class struggle are not yet Marx-
ists; they may be found to be still within the boundaries of 
bourgeois thinking and bourgeois politics. To confine Marxism 
to the doctrine of the class struggle means curtailing Marxism, 
distorting it, reducing it to something which is acceptable to 
the bourgeoisie. Only he is a Marxist who extends the recogni-
tion of the class struggle to the recognition of the dictatorship 
of the proletariat.
—V.I. Lenin: The State and Revolution (August-September 1917)

The class of exploiters, the landlords and capitalists, has not 
disappeared and cannot disappear all at once under the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat. The exploiters have been smashed, 
but not destroyed. They still have an international base in the 
form of international capital, a branch of which they represent. 
They still retain a part of certain means of production, they still 
have money, they still have vast social connections. Just be-
cause they have been defeated, their energy of resistance has 

increased a hundred- and thousand-fold. The “art” of state, mili-
tary and economic administration gives them a superiority, and 
a very great superiority, so that their importance is incompara-
bly greater than their numerical strength among the population 
would warrant. The class struggle waged by the overthrown ex-
ploiters against the victorious vanguard of the exploited, i.e., the 
proletariat, has become incomparably more bitter. And it cannot 
be otherwise in the case of a revolution, if this concept is not 
replaced (as it is by all the heroes of the Second International) by 
reformist illusions.
—V.I. lenin: Economics and Politics in the Era of the Dictatorship of the Proletariat 
(October 1919)

Ay, the working class is not severed by a Chinese Wall from the 
old bourgeois society. And when a revolution takes place, it does 
not happen as in the case of the death of an individual, when 
the deceased person is simply removed. When the old society 
perishes, you cannot nail the corpse of bourgeois society into 
a coffin and lower it into the grave. It disintegrates in our midst; 
the corpse rots and poisons us.
—V.I. Lenin: Report to a Joint Session of the All-Russia Central Executive Commit-
tee, the Moscow Soviet of Workers’, Peasants’, and Red Army Deputies and the Trade 
Unions (June 1918)

What is freedom of turnover? Freedom of turnover is freedom 
to trade, and freedom to trade means going back to capitalism. 
Freedom of turnover and freedom to trade mean commodity ex-
change between individual, small proprietors. All of us who have 
learnt at least the A B C of Marxism know that this turnover and 
freedom to trade inevitably lead to the division of the commod-
ity producers into owners of capital and owners of labour power, 
a division into capitalists and wage workers, i.e., the restoration 
of capitalist wage slavery, which does not come like a bolt from 
the blue, but all over the world grows precisely out of commod-
ity agriculture. We know this perfectly well, theoretically, and, in 
Russia no one who has watched the life and economic condi-
tions of the small farmer can have failed to observe this.
—V.I. Lenin: Report at the Tenth Congress of the R.C.P. (B.) (March 1921)

The bourgeoisie is born of commodity production; the peasant 
who has a surplus of hundreds of pounds of grain that he does 
not need for his family and does not deliver to the workers’ state 
as a loan to help the hungry worker, and profiteers under the 
prevailing conditions of commodity production—what is he? Is 
he not a bourgeois? Is the bourgeoisie not born in this way?
—V.I. Lenin: Seventh All-Russia Congress of Soviets (December 1919)

Yes, by overthrowing the landowners and bourgeoisie we 
cleared the way but we did not build the edifice of socialism. On 
the ground cleared of one bourgeois generation, new genera-
tions continually appear in history, as long as the ground gives 
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rise to them, and it does give rise to any number of bourgeois. 
As for those who look at the victory over the capitalists in the 
way that the petty proprietors look at it—“they grabbed, let me 
have a go too”—indeed, every one of them is the source of a 
new generation of bourgeois.
—V.I. Lenin: Session of the All-Russia C.E.C. (April 1918)

Among the Soviet engineers, the Soviet school-teachers and 
the privileged, i.e., the most highly skilled and best situated, 
workers in the Soviet factories, we observe a constant revival of 
absolutely all the negative traits peculiar to bourgeois parlia-
mentarism, and we are conquering this evil—gradually—only 
by tireless, constant, prolonged and persistent struggle, prole-
tarian organization and discipline.
—V.I. Lenin: “Left-Wing” Communism, An Infantile Disorder (April-May 1920)

The workers were never separated by a Chinese Wall front the 
old society. And they have preserved a good deal of the tradi-
tional mentality of capitalist society. The workers are building 
a new society without themselves having become new people, 
cleansed of the filth of the old world; they are still standing 
up to their knees in that filth. We can only dream of cleansing 
ourselves of that filth. It would be the height of utopianism to 
think that this can be done all at once. It would be a utopianism 
which in practice would only postpone socialism to kingdom 
come.

No, that is not the way we are setting out to build socialism. We 
are doing so while still standing on the soil of capitalist society, 
combating all those weaknesses and shortcomings with which 
the working people are also affected and which tend to drag 
the proletariat down.
—V.I. Lenin: Report at Second All-Russian Trade Union Congress (January 1919)

There is a petty-bourgeois tendency to transform the members 
of the Soviets into “parliamentarians,” or else into bureaucrats. 
We must combat this by drawing all the members of the Sovi-
ets into the practical work of administration. In many places the 
departments of the Soviets are gradually becoming merged 
with the Commissariats. Our aim is to draw the whole of the 
poor into the practical work of administration, and every step 
that is taken in this direction—the more varied they are, the 
better—should be carefully recorded, studied, systematized, 
tested by wider experience and embodied in law. Our aim is to 
ensure that every toiler, after having finished his eight hours’ 
“task” in productive labour, shall perform state duties without 
pay: the transition to this is particularly difficult, but this transi-
tion alone can guarantee the final consolidation of Socialism.
—V.I. Lenin: The Immediate Tasks of the Soviet Government (March-April 1918)

We do not need fictitious Party members even as a gift. Our 
Party, the Party of the revolutionary working class, is the only 
government party in the world which is concerned not in in-
creasing its membership but in improving its quality, and in 
purging itself of “self-seekers.” We have more than once carried 
out re-registration of Party members in order to get rid of these 
“self-seekers” and to leave in the Party only politically enlight-
ened elements who are sincerely devoted to Communism. We 
have further taken advantage of the mobilizations for the front 
and of the subbotniks to purge the Party of those who are only 
“out for” the benefits accruing to membership of a government 

party and do not want to bear the burden of self-sacrificing work 
on behalf of Communism.
—V.I. Lenin: The Workers’ State and Party Week (October 1919)

Opportunism is our principal enemy. Opportunism in the upper 
ranks of the working class movement is not proletarian social-
ism, but bourgeois socialism. Practice has shown that the active 
people in the working class movement who adhere to the op-
portunist trend are better defenders of the bourgeoisie, than the 
bourgeoisie itself.
—V.I. Lenin: Report at the Second Congress of the Communist International (July-
August 1920)

Clearly, in order to abolish classes completely, it is not enough 
to overthrow the exploiters, the landlords and capitalists, not 
enough to abolish their rights of ownership; it is necessary also 
to abolish all private ownership of the means of production, it 
is necessary to abolish the distinction between town and coun-
try, as well as the distinction between manual workers and brain 
workers. This requires a very long period of time.
—V.I. Lenin: A Great Beginning (June 1919)

The revolution we have begun and have already been making 
for two years, and which we are firmly determined to carry to 
its conclusion, is possible and feasible only provided we achieve 
the transfer of power to the new class, provided the bourgeoisie, 
the capitalist slave-owners, the bourgeois intellectuals, the rep-
resentatives of all the owners and property holders are replaced 
by the new class in all spheres of government, in all government 
affairs, in the entire business of directing the new life, from top 
to bottom.
—V.I. Lenin: Report at Second All-Russian Trade Union Congress (January 1919)

I also hope that in addition to talks and lectures, you will devote 
some time to reading at least some of the most important works 
of Marx and Engels. I have no doubt that these most important 
works are to be found in the catalogues of literature and in the 
handbooks which are available to the pupils of the Soviet and 
Party school; and although, again, some of you may at first be 
dismayed by the difficulty of the exposition, I must again warn 
you that you should not be perturbed by this fact and that what 
is unclear at a first reading will become clear at a second read-
ing, or when you subsequently approach the question from a 
somewhat different angle. For I once more repeat that the ques-
tion is so complex and has been so confused by bourgeois schol-
ars and writers that anybody who desires to study this question 
seriously and to master it independently must attack it several 
times, return to it again and again and consider the question 
from various angles in order to attain a clear and definite under-
standing of it. And it will be all the easier to return to this ques-
tion because it is such a fundamental, such a basic question of all 
politics, and because not only in such stormy and revolutionary 
times as the present, but even in the most peaceful times, you 
will come across this question in any newspaper in connection 
with any economic or political question. Every day, in one con-
nection or another, you will be returning to this question: what 
is the state, what is its nature, what is its significance and what is 
the attitude of our Party, the Party that is fighting for the over-
throw of capitalism, the Communist Party—what is its attitude 
to the state?
—V.I. Lenin: The State (July 1919)
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Indian Workers Association - Britain Organizes Against Green Hunt

In Solidarity with Indian People
Many of you receiving this appeal have heard of Op-
eration Green Hunt: the Indian State’s declaration of 
war against the Indian people. Though, the govern-
ment of India tries to hide this massive military of-
fensive by devising special tags and brand names for 
it in different regions and by denying that the Indian 
Army is deployed in this operation, the democratic 
sections in India have proved their point by bringing 
out the hard facts to the fore concretely and loudly.

The Indian State has amassed an array of military, air 
force, and paramilitary forces, apart from using elite 
police forces of different states,  exceeding a hun-
dred thousand troops to clear the mineral rich areas 
of central and eastern parts of India of its popula-
tions, and to hand over the forcibly acquired land to 
corporations, foreign and Indian. Therefore acquisi-
tion of lands, hills, forests and natural resources of 
the tribal people, the poorest of poor of India, be-
ing the real objective behind this large-scale military 
offensive, the government wants the world believe 
that this war is against Naxalites or Maoists. But it is 
also clear that the exigency of this war against the 
impoverished Indian citizens by the government is 
to break the resistance of the people against acquisi-
tion of land and resources by the corporate sector.

The initiative follows the MOUs (Memorandum of 
understanding – industrial agreements) that the In-
dian government has signed with the corporations. 
Following the commitments it has made to the cor-
porations, the Government of India has enacted a 
series of laws including the Special Economic Zones 
Act 2005, a bill to amend the Land Acquisition Act, 
and hundreds of thousands of hectares are acquired 
or notified for acquisition. These measures of the 
Government of India are in flagrant violation of the 
Constitutional provisions protecting lands of indig-
enous peoples, as well as right to life.

Naturally, people of India, in particular the Adivasis 
(tribal people), peasants in rural areas have resisted 
the displacement, evictions and the military occu-
pations. Their resistance has grown over time. The 

landmarks in their mass struggles include Singur, Ka-
linganagar, Jagatsinghpura, Nandigram and most re-
cently Lalgarh. Within India, Operation Green Hunt or 
military offensive has aroused widespread opposition 
from democratic minded citizens and progressive 
sections of the people committed to justice for the 
oppressed sections of the Indian people.

At this crucial juncture, it is vital that all progressive 
and democratic minded people outside India rally be-
hind the people of India in their opposition to the war 
and the destructive economic policies pursued by the 
government. Given the seriousness and magnitude 
of the Indian State’s offensive, the issues have not re-
ceived the attention they should in the international 
media. Consequently many outside India are unaware 
of the scale and scope of the military offensive against 
the Indian people. This appeal is to all those progres-
sive and democratic forces to come forward against 
the Indian State’s offensive and express their solidar-
ity with the Indian people.

The Operation Green Hunt is the continuation of a 
reactionary and plunderous anti-people policy of the 
Indian state that has caused large scale displacement 
of people and is spurred on and supported by inter-
national monopolies and cartels driven by greed for 
super profits. It is the continuation of these policies 
in military terms and is aided by logistics and intelli-
gence by the very powers that have brought war and 
destruction in other countries including Iraq and Af-
ghanistan.

The numbers people affected by this full scale war 
are several times larger than the whole population of 
Iraq and Afghanistan together. While resistance of the 
tribal people and the whole spectrum of progressive 
and democratic forces in India is mobilizing to stop 
this genocidal war we call on all people across the 
world to join together and raise their voice of indigna-
tion and opposition and support the just struggle of 
the most dispossessed and poorest people on earth 
that have dared to challenge the might of the inter-
national monopolies and corporations.
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Two issues are imperative at this juncture:

1) Immediate cessation of all armed operations  
 against the people.

2) Immediate suspension of land acquisitions   
 and displacement

In order to meet, discuss and plan the best ways of 
expressing our protest against Indian government’s 
war on people, we invite you to a preliminary meet-
ing to discuss the steps that can be taken here in 
London.

We propose a meeting on Sunday 21 February 2010, 
14:00-17:00 at the Gorki House, 70 Stoke Newington 
High Street  London N16 7PA.

We welcome your expression of interest in partici-
pating in the campaign in general, this consultative 
meeting, and look forward to your proposals, offers 
of support and ideas, as well as your suggestions as 
to those that you may recommend that may wish to 
join us with their details.

Regards,

AZAD

You may contact us by email through:  
iwagb1938@hotmail.com
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Kirkland Lake:  1943

Under the dark industrial sky
we wonder why we have to die

who living, were valued at a wage
that starved our youth and murdered age.

Or why engage for tyrants here
to end the tyranny of fear,

whose quarrel is with all of those
the heavens of our desire that close?

For justice undertake a cause
that has no justice in its laws,
but claims for unity the right

forbids the citizen unite.
For thirty dollars we shall sell

our happiness to mend their hell,
to save their cuckoos, clear our nest,

redeem by our unrest their rest
and fight for freedom who are not free?

Let freemen die, but why should we
who toil to set the rich on high

three shifts beneath the smoking sky?
Let those who call on us to keep

their freedom safe and safe their sleep
account and pledge us higher for

the wealth and peace our griefs ensure:
a week-end fit for play like theirs

and futures guaranteed from cares,
evenings when not too tired a man
his leisures takes and pleasures can,
a chance for more than daily bread -
their daughters for our sons to wed,

so working and in wanting we
may equal them and be as free.
But till that day let them not cry

upon our loyal sons to die,
who with our usual logic see

they die for freedom that are free.

   
                                                        James Wreford 



An Appeal by the Communist Party of India - Maoist

Let us unite to fight back the countrywide brutal offensive by the imperialist-backed Central-state
governments on the revolutionary and democratic movements in India!

Dear comrades!

We convey our comradely revolutionary greetings to 
the rank and file of all the revolutionary Parties and 
organizations and to the revolutionary masses in the 
areas of class struggle led by your Parties. As we all 
know, the reactionary ruling classes of India, with the 
total support and backing of the imperialists, partic-
ularly the American imperialists, have been carrying 
out the most brutal state terror on the revolution-
aries and struggling people in India, particularly on 
the armed agrarian revolutionary war that is raging 
in the vast adivasi-inhabited region stretching from 
Paschim Midnapur-Bankura-Purulia in West Bengal 
to North Andhra Pradesh. The state governments 
of Chhattisgarh, Jharkhand, Bihar, Andhra Pradesh, 
Orissa, Maharashtra, West Bengal and others are 
spending huge amounts to strengthen the spe-
cial police forces to suppress the revolutionary war 
in their respective states. The Centre has deployed 
50,000 central forces, set up special anti-Naxal force 
called the Cobras, and is planning to raise and de-
ploy several more battalions of para-military forces 
for suppressing the revolutionary movement. The 
state and central governments have set up vigilante 
groups like Salwa Judum, Nagarik Suraksha Samiti, 
Sshanti Sena, Hermad Bahini and the frontal organi-
zations of the social-fascist CPI(M) and other political 
parties which are carrying out cruel state-sponsored 

terror against the entire population in the areas of 
armed agrarian revolutionary war.

Ever since the UPA returned to power at the Centre 
for the second time in May last, it has stepped up 
this state terror on an unprecedented scale, imposed 
an All India ban on the CPI (Maoist), declared it as a 
terrorist organization, and has declared its intent to 
brutally suppress the Maoist revolutionaries even if it 
meant carrying out a blood-bath in the entire adivasi-
inhabited region. The US and other imperialists are 
actively goading on their Indian comprador agents to 
unleash such a brutal war. As part of this plan the US 
delegation had visited Chhattisgarh several times and 
Washington is actively overseeing the counter-revo-
lutionary preparations in other states. The comprador 
big business houses of India—the Tatas, Jindals, Mit-
tals, Ruias (Essar), Birlas, Ambanis & others—and im-
perialist MNCs like Vedanta, all of which are itching to 
lay their hands on the abundant forest and mineral 
wealth of this vast region, are holding secret parleys 
with their representatives in the political establish-
ment to use all means to brutally crush the Maoist 
movement. Sonia-Manmohan-Chidambaram clique 
has been carrying on hectic consultations with the 
various political parties, top bureaucrats and Army 
officials to deploy the notorious Rashtriya Rifles—
the counterinsurgency wing of the Indian Army—
against the Maoist movement. A united struggle by 
all the revolutionary-democratic forces in the country 
against this unprecedented cruel state terrorist offen-
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sive on the Maoist movement is the urgent need of 
the hour. The support and solidarity extended by the 
various revolutionary and democratic forces in India 
and abroad to the Lalgarh mass uprising and their 
protest against the massive state offensive has great-
ly enthused the adivasi people of the region and the 
people of the entire country. This show of solidarity 
has opened up a new chapter of unity among the 
revolutionary and democratic forces.

Comrades!

It is a fact that the revolutionary forces in India have 
been driven by serious differences for a long pe-
riod of time. There is still some bitterness owing to 
several reasons and sharp differences exist in the 
ideological-political-organizational-military lines. 
There is need to address these and achieve stron-
ger unity among the entire revolutionary camp on a 
principled basis. Notwithstanding these differences 
prevailing at present, our Party earnestly hopes that 
all the revolutionary parties and organizations in the 
country will come forward at this critical hour in the 
history of the Indian revolutionary movement and 
unite in action to form the broadest united front 
against this state terrorist offensive. This revolution-
ary act will give immense confidence to the vast adi-
vasi masses and other sections of the people who 
are being crushed, displaced and even decimated 
in accordance with a well-hatched conspiracy of the 
reactionary rulers.

Let us keep aside our ideological-political differences 
and join hands to fight back this imperialist-backed 
state offensive in order to defend the interests of 
the oppressed masses. The current state terrorist at-
tack by the Sonia-Manmohan-Chidambaram clique 
is not just on the CPI (Maoist) and the people’s war 
going on in the country but on the entire revolution-
ary camp and the democratic people’s struggles. The 
aim of this state terrorist offensive is to suppress the 
revolutionary leadership of the people so as to in-
tensify the exploitation and plunder of the country’s 
wealth by the imperialists and the CBB.

There is no time to ponder. LET US ACT NOW.

With Revolutionary Greetings,

Central committee, CPI (Maoist)
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Five-Per-Cent 

Because I have five thousand pounds I sit upon my stern,
And leave my living tranquilly for other folks to earn.

For in some procreative way that isn’t very clear,
Ten thousand pounds will breed, 
they say, five hundred every year.

So as I have a healthy hate of economic strife,
I mean to stand aloof from it the balance of my life.
And yet with sympathy I see the grimy son of toil,

And heartily congratulate the tiller of the soil,
I like the miner in the mine, the sailor on the sea,

Because up to five hundred pounds they sail and mine for me.
For me their toil is taxed unto that annual extent,

According to the holy shibboleth of Five-per-Cent.
 

So get ten thousand pounds, my friend, in any way you can,
And leave your future welfare to the noble Working Man.
He’ll buy your suits of Harris tweed, an Airedale and a car;

Your golf clubs and your morning Times, your whisky and cigar.
He’ll cosily install you in a cottage by a stream,

With every modern comfort, and a garden that’s a dream.
Or if your tastes be urban, he’ll provide you with a flat,

Secluded from the clamour of the proletariat.
With pictures, music, easy chairs, a table of good cheer,
A chap can manage nicely on five hundred every year.

And though around you painful signs of industry you view,
Why should you work when you can make

 your money work for you?

So I’ll get down upon my knees and bless the Working Man,
Who offers me a life of ease through all my mortal span;

Whose loins are lean to make me fat, 
who slaves to keep me free,

Who dies before his prime to let me round the century;
Whose wife and children toil in turn until their strength is spent,

That I may live in idleness upon my Five-per-Cent.
And if at times they curse me, why should I feel any blame?

For in my place I know that they would do the same.
Aye, though they hoist a flag that’s red on Sunday afternoon,

Just offer them ten thousand pounds 
and see them change their tune.

So I’ll enjoy my dividends and live my life with zest,
And bless the mighty men who first – invented Interest.

                                                                      ROBERT W. SERVICE

 



Prachanda’s Statement on the 15th Anniversary of the Peoples’ War

Greetings on 15th Anniversary of the People’s War!
On the auspicious occasion of the 15th Anniversary 
of the Great Peoples War launched with the goal of 
new democratic revolution, we extend our heart-
felt Best Wishes and militant salutation to the en-
tire Nepalese people and working people the world 
over. In this historic occasion, we would like to re-
mind you the reality that the Nepalese revolution is 
heading towards the decisive turning point of great 
possibilities and serious challenges. On this occa-
sion, expressing our emotional homage to all the 
great martyrs of People’s War, we would like to recall 
with high regard the disappeared fighters. We revise 
our strong resolution and firm commitment to move 
forward to the direction of ceaseless revolution to 
make the Great Dreams of the Martyrs come true. 
On this historical occasion of the People’s War Day, 
we express our deep sympathy to the wounded, dis-
abled and the victims suffering from the damage of 
life and property in the course of people’s? war.

With the inventive application and development of 
Nepalese people’s war, the Nepalese revolution at 
present is advancing with firmness and creativity 
between theory and practice. Line, idea and lead-
ership of Nepalese revolution have developed as 
the new dimension of Marxism-Leninism- Maoism. 
The implementation of new ideas, leadership, poli-
cies, programmes and plans of revolution are being 
expressed in concrete practice. The explicit line of 
national independence and civilian supremacy that 
has a strategic significance clarifies that the Nepal-
ese democratic revolution has arrived at a decisive 

The Unified Maoists’ party leaders pledged in front of 
a sea of party cadres at a training program organized 
by the party that it will issue the Peoples’ Constitu-
tion as per the wishes of the general public under 
any circumstances if hurdles were created to draft 

the constitution of the peoples’ choice and towards 
the conclusion of peace process.

“The Training Program was organized to train the 
cadres towards achieving the target of promulgating 

turning point. ?Finally, a united front among patriotic, 
leftist and democratic republican forces has become 
indispensable for the victory of revolution.

Therefore, on the occasion of the 15th Anniversary of 
the People’s War, struggling for peace and constitu-
tion, let’s move forward firmly and unitedly to accom-
plish the historical task of revolution. The victory of 
the people is certain.

With Revolutionary Greetings, 

Ram Bahadur Thapa (Badal)
General Secretary

Pushpa Kamal Dahal (Prachanda)
Chairman
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a Peoples’ Constitution”, writes Jana Disha Daily- the 
party mouthpiece. “The Maoists’ party will extend its 
entire support to the People for their fundamental 
right to go in for a revolt”, the party leaders also said.

The Two Day Training program ended Thursday 
February 18, 2010 held at Kharipati, Bhaktapur. The 
training program saw the participation of some four 
thousand party cadres who had come from several 
parts of the country.

Pushpa Kamal Dahal ‘Prachanda’-the party chairman 
was the main “key-note” speaker and senior vice-
chairman Mohan Baidya Kiran, vice-chairmen duo 
Dr. Babu Ram Bhattarai and Narayan Kaji Shrestha 
also provided training to their cadres. “We are totally 
committed to take our program to establish Nation-
al Independence to a new height”, the leaders com-
mitted.

We, the undersigned parties, condemn the fierce an-
ticommunist campaign that is under way through-
out Europe. Imperialist organisations such as the EU, 
NATO, as well as OSCE, the Council of Europe and 
almost all of the European bourgeois governments 
have launched and escalate an anticommunist cam-
paign of lies and slander with the strategic goal be-
ing to contaminate workers and people’s conscious-
ness with blatant anticommunism. Their objective is 
to erase the unprecedented contribution of social-
ism in the 20th century and assert the alleged per-
manence of the capitalist system. In conditions of 
capitalist crisis anticommunism is the spearhead for 
the promotion of the most severe offensive against 
workers. This offensive by the EU, the bourgeois class 
and the governments that support them (liberal and 
social-democrat) aims to ensure maximum profit-
ability for capital. They promote anticommunism as 
regards all historical events distorting the socialist 
and even the national democratic revolutions, the 
class struggle and historical development. They aim 
especially at young people so they may not learn 
the historical truth and adopt the antisocialist pro-
paganda.

Speaking at the training program Prachanda also said 
that he will soon make public his strategy paper that 
will clearly outline his plans to draft Peoples’ Constitu-
tion within the stipulated time frame. Else, Prachanda 
said “I urge you all to remain prepared for yet another 
revolt.” “The revolt option is always open”, reiterated 
Dahal.

While Mohan Baidya Kiran asked his cadres to entirely 
focus on preserving the Federal-Republican Order, Dr. 
Babu Ram Bhattarai said that movement of national 
independence must be intensified further to timely 
draft the constitution and bring a logical end to the 
peace process. This means that a fresh revolt is round 
the corner if the Maoists so desire.

The falsification of History –and especially the history 
of the USSR- has but one purpose: impeding Europe-
an workers and peoples just to conceive the possibil-
ity and necessity to overthrow the unbearable capi-
talist system and replace it by socialism.

One of the central targets of this ideological and polit-
ical attack is the distortion of World War II history. An 
attempt is made to identify openly socialism-commu-
nism with fascism without any historical basis when it 
is clear that Nazism and Fascism are based on an ide-
ology of hatred and xenophobia, while communism 
and socialism are based on an ideology of solidarity 
and social justice. The two are distinct and opposite 
ideologies. Particular efforts are made to distort the 
causes of World War II declaring the 23rd of August as 
a day of anticommunist remembrance. The attempt 
to violate historical truth continues through the con-
scious depreciation of the indispensable role of the 
USSR in the great Anti-fascist Victory and in the post-
war developments. The anti-socialist propaganda and 
the recent events on the occasion of the 20th anniver-
sary of the Demolition of the Berlin Wall fall into line 
with the same reactionary direction of falsification of 
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the historical truth.

The historical truth cannot be erased. The contri-
bution of socialism to the defeat of fascism, to the 
people’s rights, to the confidence for the future and 
to people’s achievements in the socialist countries 
is indisputable. We must also underline the impact 
of these achievements in favour of the working 
class in the capitalist countries forcing the capital-
ists to make concessions towards the struggle of the 
peoples. Despite any weaknesses and problems, the 
achievements of socialism are today a pipe dream 
for the people when capitalism cannot and is not 
going to solve the problems that afflict people.

We will support with all our strength the struggle 
to defend and highlight the historical and scientif-
ic truth at schools, institutions and universities. We 
demand the eradication of anti-communism from 
the school-books and academic teaching. It is nec-
essary that the young generations should be taught 
and learn the historical truth about World War II, 
the laws of nature and human society. In particular, 
they should learn Darwin’s theory of evolution and 
the Marxist theory of class structure, class struggle 
and of the analysis of capitalism as an economical 
system. The role of Communist and Workers’ Parties 
as well as of the Communist Youth Organizations in 
this issue is vital as regards the work in wide mass-
es, in particular of young workers and students. To 
this effort may contribute not only the enlightening 
but also the scientific work of scientists, educators, 
academic and social personalities. The working class 
and the poor popular strata can fight for a society 
without exploitation, for socialism.

We strongly condemn the persecution and banning 
of Communist Parties and Communist Youth Organi-
zations; we express our full solidarity with all the vic-
tims of anticommunist attacks and of the witch hunt. 
It becomes evident what the “democracy” of the EU, 
capital and the multinationals means. It has class con-
tent, is democracy for the few and exploitation and 
oppression for the many.

1. Workers’ Party of Belgium
2. Communist Party of Britain
3. New Communist Party of Britain
4. Party of the Bulgarian Communists
5. Socialist Workers’ Party of Croatia
6. AKEL-Cyprus
7. Communist Party of Bohemia Moravia
8. Communist Party in Denmark
9. Communist Party of Denmark
10. Communist Party of Estonia
11. German Communist Party (DKP)
12. Communist Party of Greece
13. The Workers’ Party of Ireland
14. Socialist Party of Latvia
15. Socialist Party of Lithuania
16. Communist Party of Luxembourg
17. Communist Party of Malta
18. New Communist Party of the Netherlands
19. Communist Party of Poland
20. Portuguese Communist Party
21. Communist Party of Russian Federation
22. Communist Workers’ Party of Russia - Revolu-
tionary Party of Communists
23. Communist Party of Slovakia
24. Union of Communists of Ukraine
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For more information, contact the person who gave you this journal.
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