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A Letter from the Editors
Resistance Is Essential!
THE FIRST LESSON of recent horrors is that an imperialist government claiming the “right” to blow up boats in 
the Caribbean and eastern Pacific — with no evidence that they’re engaging in “criminal activity,” let alone posing 
any kind of “threat” — will also commit street executions of its own population.

Not only that: Government will proclaim “absolute immunity” for these murders, the regime will repeat them 
even after the first one is caught on video and watched frame-by-frame by tens of millions of horrified viewers.  
That’s exactly how the murder of boats at sea continue — and it’s how Alex Pretti in Minneapolis, pinned on the 
ground, was gunned down so soon after agent Jonathan Ross shot Renee Good to death in her car.

The second lesson is that popular resistance matters — 
even though state terror is deployed precisely to convince 
society that “resistance is futile.” 

That’s what Minneapolis/St. Paul and surrounding 
communities have reminded us, along with Chicago and 
so many other powerful sites — providing mutual aid, 
protection of neighbors targeted by Immigration and 
Customs Enforcement, and defiant activism of the kind that 
the late civil rights giant John Lewis memorably called “good 
trouble.”

The reign of terror in cities and immigrant communities, 
with the spread of mass detention centers with rising 
death counts and horrific accounts of rotten food, medical 
neglect and conditions amounting to torture, is a particularly 
obscene expression of the Trump regime.

But it’s not the only front in his war against the 
people and our basic rights. Among the others is Trump’s 
open intention to steal the November 2026 midterm 
congressional elections, which the Republican-MAGA cult is 
poised to lose heavily.

Under the surface of Trump’s demand to “nationalize 
the election,” in violation of every Constitutional provision, 
stand threats of massive voter suppression and intimidation, 
deployment of ICE squads to polling places, seizure of voting 
machines, and massive disinformation about “fraud” to 
discredit results he doesn’t like.

It’s amazing how many of Trump and his cult’s daily crimes 
are out in the open, and how far the extreme right wing is 
prepared to go. Because the fightback against the ultra-racist 
anti-immigrant terror has become the center of popular 
mobilization, its success and staying power are likely the key 
to the overall struggle.

The strength of the coming March 28 “No Kings” 
mobilizations and preparations for May Day will indicate the 
movement’s breadth and, critically, the extent of the labor 
movement’s participation. Hopeful aspirations for a “General 
Strike” hardly reflect an imminent prospect — but the very 
fact that such things are discussed represents a step forward 
in consciousness.

As these lines are drafted, Congress continues to debate-
and-dither over funding for the Department of Homeland 
Security. A DHS shutdown will not cut off money for the ICE 
detention, deportation and terror machinery which is secure 
well into the future.

The craven politics of the top Democratic leadership 
ensures an eventual sellout “compromise” (for body cameras 
and symbolic reforms that mean little or nothing). But 
there are voices in Congress, like Ilhan Omar and Jasmine 
Crockett, along with some Democratic mayors and other 
local and state elected officials, demanding “Abolish ICE.” 
This reflects not only their own outrage but also, surely, the 
impetus of the activist movement.

In contrast to the pathetic Senate minority Democratic 

leader Chuck Schumer, even the neoconservative William 
Kristol is calling for Abolish ICE.

In Awe of Minneapolis
If Minneapolis is not alone in the struggle to stop ICE and 

Border Protection atrocities, it’s still appropriate to stand in 
awe of what people there have done.

The city has been in Trump’s crosshairs for multiple 
reasons, including his racist hatred of the city’s vibrant Somali 
community and Congressional representative Ilhan Omar, 
its proud record of the uprising over the police murder of 
George Floyd, and of course its elected Democratic (although 
far from radical) city and Minnesota state leadership.

Did Trump, his neofascist adviser Stephen Miller and 
sadistic Department of Homeland Security (DHS) Secretary 
Kristi Noem pick the wrong target? Day after day and night 
after night in well-below-zero temperatures Fahrenheit 
(that’s -18 C. and colder for our non-USA readers), people 
have come onto the streets in the face of ICE pepper 
spray, toxic gas projectiles and brutal assaults on nonviolent 
observers who risk being the next Pretti or Good.

These actions have been not only incredibly brave and 
resilient, but remarkably disciplined, focused and with few 
exceptions nonviolent. (Some vandalism has targeted a hotel 
reputedly housing the ICE goons, but there’s no destruction 
of personal property.) 

As our correspondent in Minneapolis wrote for us:
“What Donald Trump has done is turn regular people — 

workers, students, shop owners — into protesters.In the old 
days we would have called it mass ‘radicalization’... and the folks 
who are in the streets in Minneapolis are not terrorists by any 
stretch of the imagination, despite what reactionary autocrats 
like Trump aide Stephen Miller and Homeland Security Secretary 
Kristi Noem have said.

“The people now carrying protest signs are appalled at the 
cruelty of the ICE thugs, masquerading as law enforcement, who 
have been encouraged and applauded by the White House. 
Many folks see it as their duty to protest. We realize it is 
Minnesota today, but it could be your state tomorrow.

“What is particularly stunning about the current protests in 
Minnesota, starting with the No Kings Day demonstrations, is 
the central role of the labor movement which has joined with 
Indivisible, religious entities and other groups including women’s 
rights organizations.

“The role of labor is a seismic shift. Labor groups are not just 
endorsing the protests, they are playing a big role in organizing 
them.” (Randy Furst, “Twin Cities Outrage and Resistance,” 
January 28, 2026 on ATC website.)

American and Global Turmoil
The terror and resistance in Minneapolis, the present 

center of the turmoil in U.S. politics, arises in the context of 
everything else that Trump and his regime of sycophants, cult 

continued on the inside back cover
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p u r s u i t  o f  j u s t i c e

The Truth of Malcolm X’s Murder  By  Michael Steven Smith
MALCOLM X WAS assassinated 
60 years ago in the Audubon ball-
room in Harlem. Assassination is 
a political murder. Will the truth 
about the role of the New York 
Police Department and the FBI 
in the murder and coverup finally 
come out?

Malcolm X’s daughters are 
plaintiffs in a lawsuit in Federal 
District Court in New York City 
to expose the NYPD and the FBI. 
What will the New York mayor 
do?

The daughters have retained 
some of the great police mis-
conduct litigators in the country 
including Chicago attorneys Flint 
Taylor and Ben Elson of the Peo-
ples Law Office (PLO), Jonathan 
Moore and Luna Droubi in New 
York City, nationally recognized 
civil rights attorney Ben Crump 
and his associate Nabeha Shaer, 
and Newark attorney Ray Hamlin, 
who has represented the family 
for years.

The PLO got into the case 
because of their reputation 
in successfully suing the Chicago Police 
Department and the FBI years ago for their 
role in the murder and coverup of the 1969 
assassination of the charismatic Black Panther 
Party chairman Fred Hampton. 

In a recent interview, PLO attorney 
Flint Taylor told this writer that he believes 
Malcolm X, like Fred Hampton, was target-
ed, in the words of FBI director Hoover, “to 
prevent the rise of a Messiah who could unify 
and electrify the militant Black Nationalist 
movement.”

The Assassination and Frameup
Malcolm X was 39 years old. He lived in 

Queens with his wife and four daughters. On 
February 9, 1965, just 12 days before his mur-
der, he was denied entry to France because 
the French government was tipped off, likely 
by the CIA, about the plot to kill him and did 
not want it to happen on French soil.

Five days later, Malcolm was back home in 
Queens when the house he lived in with his 
family was firebombed. They barely escaped.

He was finally gunned down on Febru-
ary 21 as he was about to speak before his 
Organization of Afro-American Unity about 
his potentially very effective plan to bring the 
United States in front of the United Nations 
for its record of genocidal racism.

The story we were led to believe was that 
Malcolm X, formerly a member and leader 
of Elijah Muhammad’s Nation of Islam, had 
developed differences with Elijah Muhammed, 
left the group, and was then killed by mem-
bers of the Nation who were in the ballroom 
and shot him as he began to speak.

As we recently learned, this is far from 

the full story. The truth started coming 
out when Netflix did a six-part docu-
mentary on the assassination. This was 
followed up by a collaborative reinvesti-
gation of the case by the Innocence 
Project and the New York County 
District Attorney’s Office (DANY), 
resulting in the exoneration of two of 
the falsely imprisoned supposed killers.

These two men, Muhammad Aziz 
and Khalil Islam, sued the NYPD and 
the FBI. They settled their lawsuit with 
the City of New York in 2022 for $26 
million and their case against the FBI 
remains pending.

Documents in the Hampton mur-
der revealed that the police in Chicago 
had an informant provocateur planted 
in the Black Panther Party. It was this 
person who drew up the floor plan 
of Hampton’s apartment where he 
lay sleeping when he was killed. The 
informant was given money as a bonus 
for his good work.

The patterns revealed in the Hamp-
ton murder and the Malcolm X murder 
are substantially the same. It is suspect-
ed that the NYPD and the FBI collab-
orated in killing Malcolm, just as the 

Chicago police and FBI would do four years 
later in the murder of Fred Hampton — and 
that they did not prevent the assassination of 
Malcolm X but rather encouraged it and then 
covered up who the real killers were.

The man who fired the shotgun blast that 
killed Malcolm X is now widely believed to be 
William Bradley, a member of the Nation of 
Islam’s Newark mosque. According to Attor-
ney Taylor, there is evidence that Bradley may 
well have been an FBI informant.

Attorney Taylor told this writer that the 
FBI had a substantial file on Bradley and that 
several years after the assassination, Bradley 
was arrested for robbing a New Jersey bank, 
and when he appeared in court for his plea 
hearing, he passed a note to the judge, who 
then reduced his bail. The Department of 
Justice later dismissed the charges against 
Bradley but not against his co-defendant.

Status of the Lawsuit
Where does the daughters’ suit stand 

now? It was brought a year ago. The defen-
dant FBI has filed a motion to dismiss based 

Michael Steven Smith recently co-edited From 
The Flag To The Cross: Fascism American 
Style and co-hosts the weekly “Law and 
Disorder Radio.” He has written Lawyers for 
the Left, In the courts, in the streets, and on 
the air and Notebook of a Sixties Lawyer: 
An Unrepentant Memoir and Selected 
Writings. He has also co-edited, with Frances 
Goldin and Debby Smith Imagine Living in the 
Socialist USA; co-edited with Michael Ratner 
Che Guevara and the FBI and with William M. 
Kunstler, co-edited The Emerging Police State. 
A longtime activist, Smith is a retired labor and 
civil rights attorney in New York City. continued on page 11

Malcolm X being interviewed by reporters in 1964. Library of Congress
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No to “Phased Withdrawals”!
Minneapolis: People’s Metro Surge  Randy Furst

a m e r i c a n  t u r m o i l

THE DECISION BY the Trump administra-
tion to invade Minnesota with 3,000 immi-
gration and border patrol agents in late 2025 
has provoked one of the most extraordinary 
resistance movements in recent U.S. history, 
still running strong in mid-February when this 
article was written.

The horror unleashed on Minnesota, 
along with the mass fightback by ordinary 
citizens, has causedTrump’s poll numbers to 
nosedive, leading to an announcement of a 
drawdown of ICE forces in the state.

The end of Operation Metro Surge been 
hailed as a huge victory by activists. However, 
whether the drawdown will actually happen 
remains unclear, given the Trump administra-
tion’s propensity to lie.

After applauding the federal government’s 
seeming retreat, the Minnesota AFL-CIO, 
which has played a significant role in orga-
nizing opposition forces, announced another 
protest rally and march on President’s Day, 
Feb. 16, sponsored by a labor and religious 
coalition. “Minnesota remains under occupa-
tion,” the labor federation said in a statement.

Fifty thousand-plus demonstrators 
marched through the streets of Minneapolis 
on Jan. 22 with temperatures below zero. As 
many as a thousand businesses closed and 
tens of thousands of workers stayed home in 
what had elements of a general strike.

Fueling the protest was the murder of 
Renee Good who was shot and killed January 
7 in her vehicle by an ICE agent, when she 
stopped to observe an ICE raid. Videos 
showed Good trying to drive away from the 
scene, turning her wheels away from the 
agent. The videos showed the agent standing 
next to the vehicle firing at her head through 
aherside window.

On Jan. 23, ICE and border patrol agents 
gunned down Alex Pretti, a nurse who 
worked at the local Veterans Administration 
hospital. Pretti was objecting to the manhan-
dling of a woman ICE observer at a Minneap-
olis intersection when he was shot.

Protests multiplied after that. Big rallies 
and demonstrations popped up almost 
overnight. “ICE Out” signs appeared in the 
windows of stores and restaurants. Churches 

set out bowls with whistles in them that pa-
rishioners could use to alert their neighbors 
that ICE agents were on the street.

A photograph taken by an ICE observer 
of a five-year-old boy named Liam, who was 
arrested by ICE, went viral. The boy and his 
father, who was also arrested, were flown to 
a detention facility in Texas. It touched the 
hearts of many and deepened the anger of 
Minnesotans and Americans towards Trump’s 
immigration policies. A federal judge ordered 
Liam and his father released and returned to 
Minnesota.

The crackdown led to a large grassroots 
effort in the Twin Cities to protect immi-
grants, fearful of leaving their apartments to 
go to work or to the grocery store as ICE 
patrolled inner city neighborhoods. Citizens 
in large numbers began collecting food to de-
liver to immigrants’ homes. After ICE agents 
tackled a teacher and searched for immi-
grant students outside a local school, parent 
support groups developed metro-wide and 
began patrolling before and after school, 
watching for possible ICE incursions. School 
districts switched to on-line learning.

Networks of neighborhood ICE watch 
activists developed, coordinated over the Sig-
nal network. One St. Paul neighborhood had 
more than 1,000 members on its Signal chat, 
When activists spotted possible ICE agent 
vehicles, they notified a central coordinator 
who ran the vehicle plates through an open-
source computer site to determine if it was 
an ICE vehicle. Word was spread through 
Signal chat and activists speed to the scene to 
take video of any actions by ICE agents.

ICE agents reacted with vengeance, tasing 
and teargassing peaceful protestors, busting 
the vehicle windows of ICE observers, some-
times wrenching them out of their vehicles 
to detain them. One video that went viral 
showed Aliyah Hassan screaming as she was 
dragged out of her vehicle and detained.

She later testified at a U.S. Senate hearing 
that she was driving to a hospital appoint-
ment when she accidentally found herself 
in an intersection controlled by ICE. Agents 
broke her car window, manhandling her. 
When she told an agent she had a brain 
injury, his response was, “too late.”

They took her to the Whipple Federal 
Building where ICE agents held detainees. She 
received no medical care and lost conscious-

ness, waking up later in a Minneapolis hospi-
tal. The Star Tribune detailed numerous cases 
of mistreatment at the Whipple building with 
large numbers squeezed into small rooms and 
left in squalid conditions.

Why Minnesota?
Compared to other states, Minnesota 

has a much smaller population of undocu-
mented people. The conventional wisdom 
seems to be that Trump has selected states 
and cities with Democratic Party governors 
and mayors, having previously singled out Los 
Angeles, Chicago and Portland, Oregon as 
part of his retribution strategy. Nearly half of 
the Minneapolis City Council are members, 
or aligned with, DSA.

Trump also saw Minnesota as an easy 
target after federal authorities uncovered a 
scam last year involving a number of people, 
largely Somali-Americans, although the scam 
was headed by a white woman. They were 
accused of taking federal money during the 
Covid pandemic, falsely claiming they were 
feeding large numbers of children in the Twin 
Cities.

Somalis have settled in Minnesota by 
the tens of thousands, and those accused 
of the fraud represent a tiny fraction of the 
population. Trump nevertheless zeroed in on 
the Somali involvement last fall, launching into 
racist rants, declaring them “garbage” who 
should all be deported.

Ironically, many of the prosecutors in the 
U.S. Attorney’s office, including some who 
have been working on the fraud cases, have 
resigned in protest over the way Pam Bondi, 
the U.S. Attorney General, has turned her 
office into a revenge machine.

Eight prosecutors who have headed the 
U.S. Attorney’s office in Minnesota over the 
last 45 years, issued a scathing letter a few 
days before this article was written, blasting 
Operation Metro Surge. “In the space of a 
year, the Attorney General has destroyed the 
culture of our former office,” they wrote.

“Many lawyers have resigned…They have 
seen their colleagues start, and then forced to 
stop, a joint federal-state civil rights investigation 
into a killing by a federal agent [a reference to 
the Good murder]. They have seen applicants 
forced to explain which of the President’s orders 
and policies they admire most.”

Randy Furst was a reporter at the Minnesota 
Star Tribune for 52 years. He retired in 
February 2025. This op-ed article ran in the 
Star Tribune on February 7, 2026. continued on page 24
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THE MAYORAL VICTORIES of Zohran 
Mamdani in New York City and Katie Wilson 
in Seattle, and a sprinkling of other demo-
cratic socialist successes in local races around 
the country provide rays of hope for social-
ists at an otherwise very grim time.

Indeed, as Trumpism runs amok at home 
and abroad and as authoritarian movements 
seem poised to undermine democracies 
across the world, it seems counterintuitive 
that it would be the United States — where 
the socialist movement has long been among 
the weakest in the western world — that 
would experience a notable revival.

The Democratic Socialists of America 
(DSA) have been the main beneficiaries of 
this opening, and is now by far the largest so-
cialist organization in the country. With only 
6000 dues-paying members in 2015, today 
DSA has almost 100,000 members, over 200 
active chapters, and hundreds of office hold-
ers, who usually have run as Democrats at 
the local, state, and even congressional levels.

Few would have said this was possible 10 
years ago. High-profile democratic socialists 
such as Senator Bernie Sanders, and Con-

gresswomen Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez and 
Rashida Tlaib have drawn most of the media 
attention during this growth period.

But one might argue that it’s at the local 
level, especially in big cities, where the DSA’s 
impact has been most impressive. In Portland, 
Oregon, Minneapolis and San Antonio, for 
example, DSA members hold over 30% of 
city council seats.

Like Mayor Mamdani in New York, these 
representatives can substantially alter the 
political discourse by calling for such policies 
as the provision of free or low-cost transpor-
tation, universal childcare, public housing, rent 
control and affordable access to medical care 
and nutritious food, demands long considered 
utopian by mainstream politicians.

Thus, “municipal” or so-called “sewer” 
socialism, a movement to use city govern-
ment as a means of meeting the immediate 
material needs of the people while simultane-
ously serving as a laboratory for the socialist 
future, is once again, “in the air.”*

Jacobin, the most widely read U.S. socialist 
magazine, recently devoted a whole issue to 
the subject, reminding us of its long history 
in Europe and the United States until, along 
with the socialist left as a whole, it became a 
casualty of the Cold War. At a time when the 
very survival of the bourgeois republic seems 
threatened by the far right, the resurgence of 
socialist ideas and socialist politics at the local 
level provides grounds for hope.

The success of municipal socialism, or of 
progressive politics in general, is always fun-
damentally predicated on its resource base. 
Even in localities where socialists and their 
allies might win majorities, these places will 
always be islands in a capitalist sea.

While they might be able to place certain 
enterprises, such as local utilities, under pub-
lic control, local governments alone cannot 
fundamentally alter the larger economy, and 
there will be no grand “expropriation of the 
expropriators.” Thus they have to operate 
within a system that is not designed to sup-
port their basic goals of social and political 
transformation.

On the contrary, the system generally 
aims to subvert such goals, a fact of life that 
any socialist in local government learns from 
their first day in office. No matter how well 
conceived local socialist reforms might be, 
without cash — whether from city, state and/
or federal sources — as well as support from 
those charged with implementing policy, they 
cannot get very far.

Successfully meeting these challenges is 
crucial to socialists’ ability to show that their 
policies can improve the quality of life for 
average people. Such practical successes will 
be essential if people are to take socialism 
seriously as a movement for real change.

Local political conditions in the United 
States vary widely, and organizing to promote 
“socialist” or “progressive” change must of 

William Smaldone is a Professor of European 
History at Willamette University in Salem, 
Oregon and is a member of Solidarity. He 
served on the Salem City Council from 1999 
to 2022 and on the Revenue Task Force in 
2025. His latest book, Rudolf Hilferding’s 
Correspondence with Karl Kautsky, Leon 
Trotsky, and Paul Hertz, 1902-1938, was pub-
lished by Haymarket in 2023.

*For this definition see Patrizia Dogliani, “European Municipalism in the First Half of the Twentieth 
Century,” Contemporary European History 11,4 (2002): 576.

Downtown Salem, Oregon with State Capital building at top center, June 2008.                                                                       M.O. Stevens CC BY-SA 3.0

“Municipal Socialism” — Promise and Limits:
The View from Salem, Oregon  By William Smaldone
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course reflect such differences. The analysis 
that follows looks at this problem in one city: 
Salem, Oregon.

The Case of Salem, Oregon
The capital city of a blue state, Salem 

is home to 180,000 people and has a high 
quality of life. Located in the heart of the 
Willamette River Valley, the city is surround-
ed by one of the richest and most beautiful 
agricultural regions in the country, with Port-
land, the coast and the high desert all within 
an hour’s drive.

The state government is its largest 
employer, but the local economy has also 
attracted commercial and tourist-oriented 
investment as old manufacturing industries, 
especially in lumber and canning, have de-
clined. Thus Salem’s location, generally sound 
economy and good schools have attracted 
many newcomers with the population dou-
bling over the last 35 years.

Like many other areas of the country, 
Salem has also experienced rapid socio-eco-
nomic changes in recent years that have 
strained the community. As its older manu-
facturing base declined, lower-paying jobs in 
the growing service industries increased eco-
nomic stress on many families and individuals.

Median annual household income in Salem 
is $71,000 per year with about 15% of the 
population in poverty. Far more live close 
to the edge. Housing has been in a deep-
ening crisis, especially for low but also for 
middle-income people, and the number of 
unhoused people has skyrocketed since the 
recession of 2008.

There are currently over 2100 people 
without housing in the city, with 950 com-
pletely unsheltered, often congregating in 
encampments in city parks, under highway 
overpasses, or sleeping on the streets down-
town. Polls and public testimony at City Hall 
indicate that the issue is top of mind for res-
idents, whose attitudes, like those of people 
all over the country, range from empathy to 
overt hostility.

These views are reflected in local politics, 
which are polarized between those who seek 
to mitigate the conditions people experienc-
ing homelessness live under and those who 
would prefer to lock them up.

Over the past two decades, Salem has 
also experienced substantial demographic 
changes. While home to many different 
immigrant groups, the Latino population in 
particular has boomed and now constitutes 
about 24% of the population.

Although Salem has no racial or ethnic 
ghettos, Latinos tend to be poorer and 
concentrated in the northeastern and south-
eastern parts of the city, which are relatively 
low-income areas, while wealthier, whiter 
populations live in the south and west.

With over half of the school district’s 
30,000 children of Latino heritage, a major 

issue for the city’s future will be the degree 
to which this group, historically underrepre-
sented, engages in politics.

The Political Structure

Salem is governed by a Council-City 
Manager system. There are eight volunteer 
city councilors, each of whom serves for a 
term of four years and represents a ward 
consisting of about 22,000 constituents. The 
mayor is elected city wide and serves a two-
year term.

The council is the policy-making body for 
the city, but the city manager, appointed by 
the council, runs the city from day to day and 
manages the staff. A city councilor’s job can 
be extremely stressful, consuming at least 
20-30 hours per week and requiring one to 
develop a wide range of expertise to make 
good decisions.

Since it is an unpaid position, most coun-
cilors are either retired or have a job with 
substantial flexibility (e.g., realtors, indepen-
dent businesspeople, lawyers, academics, and 
so on). Few workers can stand for election to 
these positions, thus eliminating most people 
from the competition.

Officially the members of the city council 
are elected on a “non-partisan” basis, but the 
reality is that the Democratic and Republican 
Parties play key behind-the-scenes roles in 
recruiting candidates and mobilizing resources 
and voters.

On the right, the most important political 
organization in Salem is the neoliberal Cham-
ber of Commerce, which uses its paid staff 
to operate essentially as a full-time political 
party by recruiting candidates, raising funds, 
and helping them manage their campaigns.

The Chamber’s candidates generally 
oppose tax increases of all kinds, aim to 
privatize as many city services as possible, 
remove restrictions on “development,” and 
stress private solutions to such problems as 
poverty and homelessness.

Until recently, the left has had no orga-
nization nearly as effective to organize its 
campaigns, and for this reason the Chamber 
dominated Salem politics from 2002, when 
the last “progressive” council was defeated, 
until 2018.

The right eventually lost its majority 
because Salem’s progressives finally set up an 
organization of their own. Founded in 2014, 
Progressive Salem (PS) is a volunteer activist 
group whose main task has been to win ma-
jorities in the city council and to change that 
body’s priorities.

PS has no explicit program, but, in 
general, its candidates support policies that 
include the creation of a climate action plan 
to combat global warming, the limitation of 
urban sprawl, the use of public resources 
to shelter the homeless and help them find 
permanent housing, and the protection and 
enhancement of the city’s parks, library and 

senior services.
PS cannot match the Chamber’s ability 

to raise money. In a recent race for an open 
seat, for example, the Chamber candidate 
was able to raise $75,000 (for an unpaid 
post!) which was triple the amount raised 
by PS’s candidate. The latter won, however, 
by mobilizing more volunteers (generally 
drawn from allied groups like 350.org, The 
Friends of the Salem Public Library, and the 
DP), carefully targeting its voter base, and 
effectively driving turnout.

Over the last six years, Salem’s progres-
sive majority has accomplished much. It 
implemented a climate action plan, promoted 
the construction of hundreds of new apart-
ments, including some for low-income resi-
dents and veterans in a city center that was 
a virtually devoid of housing just a few years 
ago, created hundreds of new shelter beds 
and tiny-house units, and directed a modest 
amount of public safety funds to provide 
social services for unhoused people.

These were important policy victories, 
but it is essential to recognize that they were 
bandaids covering over much larger problems. 
Indeed, 30 years of fiscal crisis have caused 
a steady decline in the level of city services, 
so that Salem not only had to permanently 
close all four of its public pools, but it has 
also reduced police, fire, park, library and 
community services.

Councilors find themselves constantly 
performing triage to keep the ship afloat, and, 
due to the lack of operating funds, it is vir-
tually impossible to actually complete many 
city master plans. Thus, the city’s longterm 
fiscal decline makes the pursuit of progressive 
goals, to say nothing of “municipal socialism,” 
exceedingly difficult.

The Crisis and Fiscal Struggles

Salem’s financial woes are not unusual in 
Oregon. While most cities have adequately 
funded water and sewer systems because 
rates can be raised to cover costs, general 
fund expenses (e.g. public safety, parks, library 
and senior services), which have traditionally 
been covered largely by property taxes, can 
no longer keep up with rising costs.

The reason can be traced back to the 
early 1980s Reagan administration’s decision 
to end revenue sharing, which had distributed 
substantial federal tax dollars back to states 
and cities. When that money disappeared, 
Oregon cities filled the funding gap by raising 
property taxes, which precipitated a tax 
revolt.

In the early 1990s, Oregon voters passed 
a series of ballot measures limiting cities’ abil-
ity to raise property taxes on the assessed, 
rather than the market, value of a person’s 
home to three percent per year. In addition, 
voters imposed a cap of $10 per thousand on 
assessed value that property owners may pay 
to all local governments.
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This means that cities, school districts, 
and counties must all compete for a share of 
that $10. When a homeowner’s tax bill hits 
that mark, local governments have hit a wall.

Thus, even though the market value of 
people’s homes has skyrocketed in recent 
years, cities cannot raise property taxes 
commensurately to keep up with rising costs. 
Since cities are required to balance 
their budgets every year, for decades 
Salem has dealt with repeated shortfalls 
by seeking new sources of cash and by 
cutting services.

New, easily accessible sources of 
revenue are scarce. Oregonians pay 
income taxes to fund the state budget. 
Voters have routinely rejected state 
and local sales taxes, and the state gov-
ernment has limited the kinds of local 
taxes that can be imposed. For exam-
ple, after intense lobbying from the real 
estate industry, the state forbids local 
governments from levying a real estate 
transfer tax.

While the property tax is a declining 
means of financing the general fund, 
city councils and city staff generally like 
it because it is less volatile than sales 
or income taxes, and they hesitate 
to break with it. Instead, many have 
implemented a variety of “fees” on 
homeowners and businesses that can 
raise substantial sums.

In Salem, for example, all residential 
homeowners pay a city “operating fee” 
and a “streetlight fee,” which together 
cost each homeowner about $20 per 
month and are tacked onto the water 
bill.

These regressive fees are like sales 
taxes, which hit the poorest people 
the hardest. While they help plug the 
revenue gap, they are too small to solve 
the problem, and over time the city 
has had to cut service levels by about 20%. 
As of 1997 Salem employed 5.2 workers per 
thousand residents, but in 2024 that number 
was 4.3.

Concretely, that means that the city has 
had to scale back investments in infra-
structure that it cannot staff and maintain. 
It means slower police and fire response 
times, fewer parks, and fewer community 
and senior services. To restore service levels 
to those of 1997 would require a staff of 
1100 workers, 300 more than are currently 
employed.

Counting on Growth?

The Chamber of Commerce has long 
made two arguments against any substantial 
tax increases. First, it has insisted that the city 
has had plenty of “fat” to cut and, second, 
that the way out of the revenue impasse is 
to increase property tax revenue by building 
more houses and attracting more businesses 

to the city.
In reality, however, repeated audits have 

shown that the city is efficiently run and 
indeed, is understaffed. Also, if growth was 
the way out, Salem should be swimming in 
cash since its population and commerce have 
grown steadily since 1990. It is thus clear that 
simply counting on growth to resolve the 

issue is chimerical.
The Covid pandemic brought substantial 

infusions of federal money into the city’s 
coffers that allowed it to stave off financial 
disaster for a time but was quickly used up.

With Salem’s $190-million general fund 
facing a $14-million shortfall and draconian 
cuts in the offing, including the closing of 
a new 100-bed facility for unhoused peo-
ple, in the spring of 2023 the City Council 
enacted a 0.8% payroll tax on all employees 
and self-employed workers in Salem, while 
exempting those earning the minimum wage.

This action triggered immediate broad 
opposition, backed by the Chamber, and the 
tax was referred to the voters, 82% of whom 
said “no.” The council’s decision to back this 
regressive tax had major implications for Pro-
gressive Salem, which had strongly supported 
Mayor Chris Hoy, a key figure in its coalition.

In the May 2024 election Hoy lost his 

post to an anti-tax candidate, Julie Hoy (no 
relation), a restaurant owner backed by mas-
sive sums from the real estate and builders’ 
lobby. During the campaign, Julie Hoy had 
argued that the city had plenty of money but 
the wrong priorities.

She also asserted, despite having occupied 
a council seat for two years before becoming 

mayor, that the budget was 
too complex for her to read 
— but she had smart friends 
who, over coffee, had found a 
million dollars in savings.

Once in the mayor’s chair, 
however, she quickly changed 
her tune.

Addressing the Crisis
Before he left office after 

the defeat of the payroll 
tax, Chris Hoy’s council 
appointed a Revenue Task 
Force (RTF) of 25 Salemites, 
drawn from various sectors 
of the community, including 
the Chamber. In the spring 
of 2024, this group exam-
ined 41 different tax options 
and heard testimony from 
residents at several town hall 
meetings.

In the end, after consid-
erable debate, it put forward 
a recommendation with 
three main components. The 
first was to go to the voters 
immediately with a legally 
permissible, special “Livability 
Levy” that would raise prop-
erty taxes for five years to 
pay for general fund services.

The second was to 
approach the state for a 
substantial payment in lieu 
of taxes that the state does 

not pay on its large properties in Salem. 
The third recommendation was to consider 
a fundamental reform of the tax system, 
which would abolish all the regressive fees 
now propping it up and replace them with a 
progressive income tax.

Only the latter could bring in the requisite 
revenues in an equitable way that could re-
turn City service levels to those of 1997 and 
even expand them.

Before moving forward with the Livability 
Levy, the Chamber, with Mayor Julie Hoy as 
its mouthpiece, insisted that the city govern-
ment subject itself to one more “efficiency 
audit” dominated by representatives of the 
“business community.”

When even this group reported that 
the city was truly a skeletal operation, Hoy 
changed her mind, and she and the Chamber 
then supported a community effort to pass a 
levy that would raise an additional $76 million 

Figure 1. Measure 50 was one of several ballot measures passed by 
Oregon voters in the early 1990s to limit the growth of poverty taxes. As 
a result, city revenues are unale to keep up with rising costs.



AGAINST THE CURRENT • 7

over five years. In the spring of 2025, after an 
energetic community campaign, 57% of the 
voters approved the levy.

That gives the city breathing room to lob-
by the state for regular infusions of cash (for 
which the prospects are poor) and to consid-
er longer-term solutions like the income tax. 
If Salem does not come up with new revenue 
during that time, it will again have to deal 
with even larger structural deficits when the 
levy expires.

Challenge for Progressive Salem
The great challenge ahead for Progressive 

Salem is to mobilize public support to scrap 
the current funding model and to replace it 
with one based on the income tax.

According to available public information, 
Salem taxpayers earn at least $7.5 billion in 
adjusted gross income each year. Much of 
that is concentrated at the very top of the in-
come ladder among people who have grown 
steadily richer as inequality has deepened.

A subcommittee of the RTF working with 
other community members has developed a 
series of tax schedules showing that Salem 
could easily raise the requisite sums to fund 
city operations at a much higher service level 
by targeting the wealthy.

Depending on the rates and policy goals, 
the bottom 40-50% of the population could 
be excluded altogether from the tax, and the 
tax burden on middle income residents could 
be reduced. This is not rocket science.

The main problem in carrying out the 
reform, of course, is ideological. Decades of 
anti-tax and anti-government propaganda 
have had lasting effects on voters, and many 
see the income tax as an exaction by the 
state rather than as a means of facilitating the 

public good. This attitude is supplemented by 
a lack of trust in government institutions at 
all levels.

In my view, however, the problem is 
not unsurmountable. As the Livability 
Levy showed, in addition to police and fire 
services, people generally want high quality 
library, park, community and senior services. 
They want good social services; they want 
housing to be plentiful; they want the home-
less to be housed.

They also want taxation to be equi-
table and rightly identified the payroll tax 
as regressive. Over the next several years, 
Progressive Salem and its allies must make 
the case that a progressive income tax 
can deliver the resources the city needs. 
Otherwise, we will return to triage as a 
way of governing.

Municipal Socialism as a Way Forward
It is at the local level that most people 

encounter their government. Going to the 
library or park, taking the bus, dealing with 
a fire or burglary, turning on the tap, flush-
ing the toilet, or driving on a residential 
street, are the places where people “meet” 
the state on a day-to-day basis.

For a long time, such public services 
were taken for granted by many Ameri-
cans, especially in the middle and upper 
classes. For the last 40 years they have 
been under steady attack by the right 
wing, which has sought to shrink the state, 
privatize its services, and to deny access 
to formerly public goods to those without 
money.
The success of the right in driving our 

growing inequality has been supported by 
both mainstream parties and has fueled mass 
support for Trump as well as furious criticism 
of mainstream Democrats by the left.

Local struggles to resist the right and to 

expand democratic control over an enlarged 
array of public goods and services — what 
one might call “municipal socialism” — are 
central to building a broader movement that 
can push for systemic change.

The U.S. is experiencing a major upheav-
al in which the forces of authoritarianism, 
indeed of fascism, have seized control of the 
levers of power at the federal and, in many 
places, the state level. At the same time, 
political and economic conditions have also 
mobilized forces aiming to protect the dem-
ocratic republic and, what’s more, to address 
many of the contradictions of contemporary 
capitalism. In some places, such as New York 
and Seattle, the intensity of the problems 
arising from these contradictions has led to 
calls for “socialist” solutions. These would, of 
course, not overthrow the system, but they 
can legitimize a socialist discourse essential to 
building a movement for change on a much 
larger scale. Thus, cities can be laboratories 
to demonstrate how socialist policies can 
improve people’s lives.

Calls for “socialist” reforms have not yet 
come to Salem, where, as in most places in 
the United States, the socialist left remains 
small. There is an active DSA chapter in 
town, but its members remain largely aloof 
from city electoral politics and have focused 
on labor education and protests against ICE.

In Salem, the language of the “left” is 
largely still that of “progressivism,” but that 
may change as political struggles unfold in the 
state and country. In the meantime, it is im-
portant for socialists to build broad support 
to fight for changes that will make expansive 
socialist reforms possible.

In Salem and cities like it, struggles for 
progressive taxation, long at the center of the 
labor movement’s agenda, should take center 
stage.  n

Figure 2. As a result of voter-pased property tax 
measures, service levels have been gradually declin-
ing for decades.

A Partial Victory for Palestine Action
IN EARLY FEBRUARY Britain’s High Court ruled unlawful the government’s designation 
of Palestine Action, a direct action network committed to nonviolence, to be a “terrorist 
organization.” Under their July 2025 ban of the organization, the government placed it in 
the same criminal category as Al Qaeda and ISIS.

Membership in PA, and even expressions of support for the organization, carried the 
possibility of being convicted of a 14-year prison sentence. The government defined a 
terrorist organisation as any group that uses or threatens violence or damage to property 
in order to influence a government or intimidate the public to advance an ideological cause. 
It passed that legislation a month following Palestine Action’s breaking into an Royal Air 
Force base and spray-painting two military aircraft, causing £7million worth of damage.

A mass campaign of opposition to the ruling developed, driven both by popular support 
for Palestine and opposition to the government’s authoritarian direction. Defend Our Ju-
ries, an organization that supports juries making their own decisions in the trials of climate 
activists, took up the cause and more than 2,780 people were subsequently arrested.

The High Court’s judgment is a political victory but not the end of the story. Although 
the only harm has been to the property of large weapon manufacturers, the judgment did 
not challenge the Home Secretary’s designation of Palestine Action but merely ruled its 
activities had not risen to the level, scale and persistence to justify the ban. The Home Sec-
retary will appeal the judgment, but this victory was won by mass civil disobedience from 
both the Palestine solidarity movement and those who value the right to protest.  n
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h o n o r i n g  r e s i s t a n c e

IN THE WAKE of the murders 
of community defenders Renee 
Macklin Good and Alex Pretti 
by federal agents, commenta-
tors have scrambled to under-
stand these acts of violence. 
Predictably, administration offi-
cials work to equate community 
defense with “domestic terror-
ism,” alleging against document-
ed video evidence that Pretti 
and Good menaced the agents 
who murdered them.

Many others have defended 
participation in efforts to safe-
guard neighborhoods in face of 
the organized federal onslaught 
against Minneapolis’ immigrant 
communities. But both sides 
often neglect the long history of 
community defense and sanc-
tuary formations as resistance 
to colonization and repression in the United 
States.

During the current onslaught against 
urban immigrant communities in sanctuary 
cities like Chicago, Portland, and Minneapolis, 
rapid response and migra watch networks 
have helped reduce the number of people 
taken through neighborhood watches and 
widespread “know your rights” education.

These networks also train volunteers to 
observe the activities of federal agents on the 
ground and to warn and support impacted 
communities. Entirely legal, observing is 
necessary given the current administration’s 
numerous violations of the rights of citizens 
and non-citizens alike. This practice stands on 
the backs of organizing that has been taking 
place on this continent since at least the 17th 

century.
Originating in the grassroots practices of 

the Black Panther Party and American Indian 
Movement (AIM), legal observing musters 
residents to monitor law enforcement.

After too many Indigenous residents of 
Minneapolis found themselves freezing in the 
trunks of police cars, AIM began following 
police there in 1968. Similarly, the Black 
Panther Party, founded in Oakland in 1966, 
responded to police brutality by patrolling 
African American communities and founding 
legal clinics as a part of their broad communi-
ty defense efforts.

In the current assault by ICE, legal observ-
ing has become a key aspect of community 
defense and sanctuary organizing. In recent 
weeks, the AIM Patrol has again begun walk-
ing Twin Cities neighborhoods. Oneida orga-
nizer and historian Heather Bruegl explained:

“We see that now happening again [be-
cause] people’s rights are being violated. We see 
Indigenous folks, tribal members being detained. 
It’s important that groups like AIM and other 
groups are coming out again, working in com-
munity and making sure that we’re protecting 
each other.”

As forms of resistance to militarized 
repression, these efforts have deep historical 
precedents. Sanctuary practices have been a 
central, if often obscured, part of the history 
of the Americas. Although the very ideas 
of sanctuary and community defense have 

become controversial in an era of 
political rhetoric marked by extreme 
xenophobia and the demonization 
of collective action, these practices 
predate the founding of the United 
States as a nation and have been 
foundational to collective survival 
throughout the history of coloniza-
tion and migration in the Americas.

Soon after European ships 
brought enslaved Africans to labor in 
the Americas, maroon communities 
sprang up in remote and hard-to-
access places like Virginia’s Great 
Dismal Swamp and the Florida Ever-
glades. These communities harbored 
Africans, Europeans and Indigenous 
people fleeing the harsh regimes 
of slavery and settler colonialism 
imposed upon them.

In Slavery’s Exiles: The Story of the 
American Maroons, historian Sylvi-

ane Diof describes maroon communities as 
spaces of “movement, independence, and 
reinvention where new types of lives were 
created and evolved; where networks were 
built and solidified, and where solidarity ex-
pressed itself in concrete ways that rendered 
the maroons’ alternative way of life possible.”

Multiracial maroon communities and 
the multi-tribal Indigenous encampments 
that arose along the frontiers of coloniza-
tion share many aspects of contemporary 
community defense practices. Recognizing 
these historical parallels recasts our collective 
understanding of the longevity and elasticity 
of sanctuary practices and sheds light on why 
the current regime seeks to demonize them.

In Prophetstown, Indiana, for example, a 
state park founded in 2004 commemorates 
the multi-national Indigenous encampment 
created by Shawnee brothers Tecumseh and 
Tenskwatawa in the early 1800s.

Although Indiana Territories governor and 
later president William Henry “Tippecanoe” 
Harrison defeated the intertribal gathering 
and burnt Prophetstown to the ground, the 
place stands as a tribute to the power of 
collective organizing against deportation.

Expansion and Resistance
The Treaty of Paris concluded the 

American Revolution, drawing the boundaries 
of the new nation east of the Appalachian 

The Long American Tradition of Community Defense Networks:
Prophetstown and Sanctuary Cities  By Rachel Ida Buff

Rachel Ida Buff is a writer, organizer, and 
working immigration historian currently teaching 
at the University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee. 
She works for immigrant justice and Palestine 
solidarity, as well as organizing for equity in 
higher education. Her most recent book was 
the bilingual glossary of terms, A is for Asylum 
Seeker: Words for People on the Move/A de 
Asilo: Palabras para Personas en Movimiento 
(Fordham UP, 2020). Additionally, she has 
published in a variety of venues, including 
Against the Current. Presently, she is working 
on a project entitled “The Gangster Buffs of 
Charleston, West Virginia: Jewish Safety in a 
20th Century Appalachian City.”

“Negroes hiding in the swamps of Louisiana,” Harper’s Weekly, May 10, 1873.  
Schomburg Center for Research in Black Culture, New York Public Library Digital Collection
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Mountains. But in the decades after the rev-
olution, pioneers poured over the mountains 
into Indigenous homelands, making the Ohio 
River Valley a new frontier of settlement. 
The farms these settlers claimed and fenced 
disrupted longstanding Indigenous practices 
of sharing the land.

To the newly minted United States, the 
Ohio Valley was necessary for national secu-
rity against indigenous, English, French and 
Spanish incursions. For indigenous people, 
EuroAmerican settlement spelled disaster.

Hoping to hold the line against U.S. ex-
pansion, Indigenous people from around the 
country joined the Prophetstown encamp-
ment. The spaces of refuge they created 
incorporated daily life, spiritual practice, and 
political education. From helping one and 
other gather food and care for children to 
constructing dwellings and setting watches, 
these sanctuary spaces were sites of collec-
tive, mutual aid.

Known in his later years as The Great 
Shawnee Prophet or “the Open Door,” 
Tenskwatawa came into his spiritual lead-
ership after a dramatic recovery from years 
of alcoholism. After surviving a drunken fall 
into a fire, he began preaching that rejecting 
non-native imports like guns and alcohol 
would allow indigenous people to return to 
their traditional ways, protect them from 
further displacement, and restore their lands.

His prophecies corresponded with those 
of other Indigenous holy figures at the fron-
tiers of settlement, from the pre-Revolution-
ary War teachings of Neolin, the Delaware 
Prophet, to the late 19th century revelations 
of Ghost Dance prophet Wovoka.

Each of these prophecies contained spiri-
tual and political aspects, each occasioned the 
construction of a temporary sanctuary city 
built by a multinational array of Indigenous 
followers, many of them displaced from their 
homes and bent on fighting further depor-
tation.

People from a dozen tribes in the 
Midwest travelled to Tenskwatawa’s encamp-
ment at Greenville, Ohio in 1805. Like the 
contemporary migrant caravans made up of 
diverse groups of people walking together 
through Central America in search of safe 
harbor further north, many of these travelers 
had already seen war and environmental 
destruction in their homelands.

In the sanctuary city they created togeth-
er, people stood watch against hostile forces, 
shared supplies and swapped stories, creating 
bonds that sustained them in their temporary 
encampment and beyond.

Though people travel to sanctuary spaces 
motivated by their fervent hopes for col-
lective survival, their efforts at securing safe 
harbor have been widely demonized.

Fear of the power of the Ghost Dance 
propelled the U.S. Army’s 1890 massacre of 
close to 300 Lakota encamped at Wounded 

Knee. (Secretary of Defense Pete Hegseth 
recently defended the medals of honor 
awarded to soldiers who murdered elders, 
women and children at Wounded Knee.)

Just as fear of Indigenous insurrection 
precipitated a massacre of Ghost Dance 
adherents, today’s notions of contemporary 
migrant caravans as hordes of rogues bent on 
the destruction of the United States animate 
the war on migrants and asylum seekers as 
well as the vilification of sanctuary practices.

“Border czar” Tom Homan consistently 
refers to sanctuary cities as “sanctuaries for 
criminals,” demeaning the august history of 
these spaces.

While his brother gathered people to 
build their sanctuary city, Tecumseh traveled 
the Midwest and south, speaking to far-flung 
indigenous nations about the necessity of 
Indian people standing together in defense of 
their lands. He explained:

“These lands are ours, and no one has the 
right to remove us. The Great Spirit above has 
appointed this place for us to light our fires.”

His fiery speeches brought many more 
Indian people to commit to collaborating 
with the Indigenous alliance he envisioned, 
with many moving to join the new sanctuary 
community in Ohio.

Tecumseh and Tenskwatawa drew on 
Indigenous prophetic traditions to mobilize 
broad resistance to dispossession. Similarly, 
abolitionist communities organized in Black 
churches in cities like Philadelphia and Mil-
waukee drew on Christian scripture to infuse 
their defense of African Americans against 
the depredations of slave catchers enabled 
by fugitive slave laws during the long, violent 
prelude to the Civil War.

Together, they harbored those targeted by 
police and slave catchers, collectively resisting 
attempts to enslave free Black people.

Liberation Theology Inspiration
In the 1980s, many religious institutions 

were inspired by the Latin American libera-
tion theology to open their doors to asylum 
seekers from Central America, many of them 
Indigenous. These leaders recognized the 
spiritual imperative to shelter and organize 
the dispossessed, taking slain Salvadoran 
Archbishop Oscar Romero’s injunction about 
accompaniment seriously:

“What the National Guard is likely to do is 
unjust. If they attack, you should be there next 
to the campesinos. Accompany them. Take the 
same risks they do.”

Immigrants fleeing the ravages of U.S.-
backed wars in Central America educated 
organizers in the United States about the 
liberation theology. As a result, accompani-
ment became one of the key practices of the 
1980s and the New Sanctuary Movement 
as it resurged in the early 2000s, along with 
heightened campaigns against undocumented 
immigrants by democratic and republican 

politicians alike.
As food ran out in Ohio and some local 

Indigenous leaders signed treaties ceding their 
lands to the U.S. government, Potawatomi 
shaman Main Poc encouraged Tenskwata-
wa to move the encampment west, into 
Potawatomi country.

In 1808 Prophetstown, near contempo-
rary Lafayette, Indiana, became the center for 
indigenous spiritual revival and political re-
sistance in the Ohio River Valley. Indigenous 
people from around the Midwest and farther 
caravanned to the encampment, eventually 
numbering over three thousand there.

In his article “Prophetstown on the Wa-
bash: The Native Spiritual Defense of the Old 
Northwest,” historian Timothy Willig explains 
that local Indigenous people had long viewed 
the area, at the confluence of the Wabash 
and Tippecanoe rivers near Prophetstown as 
a powerful spiritual site.

Strategically, these rivers provided access 
to the Illinois and the Great Lakes regions. 
And they provided drinking water, along with, 
perhaps, a sense of shelter and comfort for 
the thousands drawn to the encampment.

In words that echo many reports about 
maroon communities in the U.S. south, Wil-
liam Henry Harrison observed:

“It is immediately at the center of that fine 
country which he [Tecumseh] wishes to prevent 
us from settling — and above all, he has 
immediately in his rear a country that has been 
but little explored…into which our cavalry could 
not penetrate, and our infantry, only by slow, 
laborious effort.”

Sanctuary spaces like Prophetstown come 
into being at moments of grave peril, offering 
refuge and community care against militarized 
state actions that displace people, threaten 
their homes, and force difficult decisions 
about flight and relocation.

Prophetstown was one of many sanctu-
ary cities built throughout American history 
to shelter people gathered in the hopes of 
defending their homelands and ways of life.

There are many others, from early 
maroon communities, through the many In-
digenous spaces created out of solidarity and 
resistance, to the northern cities that flouted 
runaway slave laws and sheltered African 
Americans in the long prelude to the Civil 
War. In the present period, migra watches 
and deportation defense networks bolster 
sanctuary policies and create them where 
they are not in force. The pro-Palestine en-
campments on universities around the world 
were temporary sanctuary cities, built out of 
multiracial and interfaith solidarity, hosting 
conversations forbidden elsewhere.

Today’s war against sanctuary cities takes 
place at a time of radical historical revisionism 
when state forces attempt to consign much 
of our collective history to oblivion. As it 
attempts to lay waste to sanctuary spaces, 
the current regime works to eradicate even 

continued on page 11
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a m e r i c a n  t u r m o i l

More Trump Administration Sabotage:
The Impact on Special Education  By Anthony P. Teso
THE FIRST TRUMP administration already 
approached education with an agenda 
focused on deregulation, expanded school 
choice, and reduced federal involvement.

None of that was subtle. Whether people 
liked those priorities or not, special educa-
tion — an area defined by federal safeguards, 
compliance structures, and funding obliga-
tions — was inevitably affected.

Special education sits at the intersec-
tion of civil rights law and public spending. 
Disrupting either side reverberates through 
classrooms.

Special education law is compliance-heavy. 
The Individuals with Disabilities Education 
Act (IDEA) requires measurable progress, 
individualized services, transition planning, 
data reporting, monitoring, and due-process 
protections.

Under the Obama administration, the 
Office for Civil Rights (OCR) and the De-
partment of Education (ED) actively enforced 
corrective actions when school districts 
violated disability protections.

The Trump administration reversed that 
orientation. The Trump era didn’t rewrite 
IDEA, but it reshaped implementation, over-
sight, enforcement priorities, and the long-
term stability of programs serving millions of 
students.

Weakening Compliance
In 2017, the administration rescinded 

more than 70 disability rights policies. Many 
of these memos simply clarified procedures 
— how to evaluate students, how to define 
“least restrictive environment,” and how 
schools should document accommodations.

Rescinding them didn’t erase formal legal 
protections — but it removed guidance 
on which schools relied on to interpret 
compliance. When a sector already struggles 
to meet obligations, removing guardrails 
effectively softens enforcement.

OCR also adopted a narrower investiga-
tive approach. Rather than reviewing systemic 
issues when individuals filed discrimination 
complaints, OCR often investigated only on a 
case-by-case basis.

Previously a single parent’s complaint 
could trigger system-level investigations, 
because civil rights violations rarely affect 

just one child. Under Trump, investigations 
frequently stopped at the surface level. This 
saved administrative work, but meant fewer 
reforms for entire school districts.

This shift mattered because students 
with disabilities disproportionately face 
illegal suspensions, shortened school days, 
and placement in segregated settings. Those 
trends need oversight.

The administration largely stepped back, 
favoring local discretion. Local discretion is 
great when a system is functioning well. Spe-
cial education systems often aren’t.

One explicit policy decision significantly 
affected disability-related equity, delaying the 
enforcement of the Equity in IDEA regula-
tions. These rules were designed to force 
states to identify when districts dispro-
portionately classify minority students as 
disabled, discipline them at higher rates, or 
place them in restrictive programs.

The Trump administration froze enforce-
ment in 2018, arguing that states needed 
more flexibility and that federally prescribed 
definitions could “over-identify” racism where 
none existed. The courts eventually struck 
down the delay, calling it “arbitrary,” but the 
pause cost time.

Special education inequities were not the-
oretical; they were persistent, documented 

patterns. Delaying accountability meant dis-
tricts avoided corrective funding reallocations, 
even when racial disparities were egregious.

The policy outcome was predictable: mi-
nority students continued to be labeled with 
Behavior Disorder at disproportionate rates, 
segregated classrooms remained dispropor-
tionately filled with students of color, and 
states avoided financial consequences tied to 
compliance failures. When schools have de-
cades-long disproportionality problems, “wait 
and see” regulations function less like caution 
and more like enabling.

Pushing Vouchers

The Trump administration aggressively 
pushed private-school vouchers, charter 
expansion, and tax incentives for educational 
choice.

Secretary of Education Betsy DeVos 
made school choice her defining mission. The 
problem: special education laws follow public 
funds, not necessarily students.

Public schools must comply with IDEA. 
Private schools receiving voucher students 
generally do not. When a student leaves their 
district school for a voucher-funded private 
school, the school is not obligated to provide 
full special-education services, and parents 
typically lose due-process protections.

Anthony P. Teso is a retired special education 
teacher and administrator.

Special Education is necessarily expensive. It requires smaller classrooms and policies that allow chil-
dren with disabilities to flourish.                                                            https://jimwestphoto.com
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So the “choice” was this: stay in public 
school, receive full legal protections, or move 
to a private school with limited accommoda-
tions, minimal legal recourse, and often higher 
out-of-pocket costs for therapy. Families with 
mild disability needs could sometimes benefit; 
families with complex needs often could not.

Charter schools likewise continued chron-
ic patterns: lower enrollment of students 
with disabilities, counseling-out practices 
(politely telling families “your child would be 
better served elsewhere,” and limited service 
capacity.

The Trump administration did not 
cause these conditions, but it strengthened 
structures that make exclusion easier. When 
federal leadership champions alternatives 
without requiring stronger disability enforce-
ment, inequities scale.

IDEA has never been fully funded — 
Congress originally promised roughly 40% of 
the per-pupil cost, but federal contributions 
hover around 14-16% nationwide.

Trump budgets consistently proposed cuts 
to the Department of Education, including 
reductions in discretionary grants that many 
states use for professional development, 
behavioral supports, assistive-technology 
upgrades, and preschool special-education 
capacity.

Those cuts didn’t always pass. Congress 
rejected many. But the repeated proposals 
sent a clear signal: the administration did not 
see special-education investment as a priority.

Inadequate Funding and Consequences
The most consequential funding impact 

occurred indirectly. States facing overall 
budget uncertainty have reduced staffing 
expansion, classroom paraprofessionals, 
related-service positions (speech-language, 
PT, OT), early-intervention funding, and 
transportation supports.

When special education is expensive — 
and it is — any budget tightening hits services 
first. During COVID-19 school shutdowns, 
special-education costs rose.

Remote learning in the pandemic 
emergency required individualized supports, 
teletherapy, assistive-technology platforms, 
individualized instructional modifications, 
adaptive curricula, extended-year interven-
tions, and compensatory instruction after 
return.

Federal leadership largely delegated 
responsibility to states. There was no 
coordinated national strategy ensuring IDEA 
compliance during emergency conditions. 
Districts improvised. Families litigated. Courts 
were overwhelmed. Inequity widened.

Because enforcement stepped back, 
families relied more on legal action. Due-pro-
cess filings rose in many states between 2017 
and early 2021, especially around school 
placement disputes, insufficient service hours, 
illegal shortened school days, restraints and 
seclusion policies, and COVID-related service 
failures.

Families that could afford legal advo-
cacy pursued compensatory education or 
reimbursement. Families that couldn’t often 
lost services permanently. Special education 
increasingly operated like everything else in 
America: those with resources navigated the 
system; those without made do.

The Trump administration did not disman-
tle IDEA. It did something subtler: it reduced 
enforcement, narrowed investigative power, 
delayed equity rules, and made funding uncer-

tain. That combination matters more than 
dramatic legislative changes, because special 
education survives or collapses at the imple-
mentation level.

Special education needs relentless 
oversight, guaranteed funding, and legally 
enforceable standards. Remove any of those, 
and families must fight district by district, 
student by student.

Some administrations expand rights; some 
merely maintain them; some treat them as 
optional. The Trump administration placed 
disability rights squarely in the “local-dis-
cretion” category. For millions of children 
— whose access to literacy, communication, 
independence, and inclusion depends on 
uniform enforcement — that choice carried 
long-lasting consequences.
Sources
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on the statute of limitations having run out. 
After all, the case is 60 years old.

In their response, plaintiffs’ attorneys 
argued that the FBI cannot claim the statute 
of limitations bars the claim, because it 
was their coverup that prevented the true 
facts from coming out and thereby denied 
Malcolm’s family their constitutional right to 
access to the courts.

The NYPD and the FBI have been slow 
to reveal the documents that were produced 
to the New York District Attorney during its 
reinvestigation that resulted in the exonera-
tions of Aziz and Islam.

Recently, however, a large batch of docu-
ments were produced by DANY and the FBI, 
heavily redacted with black lines striking out 
names of informants, and other witnesses, 
sources, places and events.

Malcolm‘s family wants accountability and 
transparency. They want to lift the veil on 
what the federal and city police have done 
to them. And they want the truth taught in 
New York City public schools.

This is a form of reparations, as was 
awarded to the community in Chicago where 
now both eighth and tenth graders are taught 

that the Chicago Police Department tortured 
Black people to get false confessions. This 
was a victory won by community activists 
and the People’s Law Office.

Malcolm’s family and their lawyers are 
now calling on the newly-elected Mayor 
Zohran Mamdani and New York City, 60 
years after the assassination, to give proper 
compensation to the family, and in the form 
of reparations some measure of restorative 
justice to New York City, the nation and the 
world.

Six decades later Malcolm X has been rel-
egated to a harmless icon — the fate of many 
revolutionaries, as V.I. Lenin, the leader of the 
Russian revolution, once wrote. Malcolm‘s 
picture is even on a U.S. postage stamp. But 
this is now, who can tell the future?

It is altogether possible that what Malcolm 
X stood for, Black consciousness, unity in 
action, identity with those struggling against 
imperialism worldwide, independence from 
the two capitalist parties, self-defense by any 
means necessary, and a deep sense of love, 
as Che Guevara famously said, will be part of 
the consciousness of people in the struggles 
that are now unfolding.  n

The Truth of Malcolm X’s Murder — continued from page 2

their memory.
Crusading for the wellbeing of a tiny per-

centage of wealthy people over the common 
good, this regime dreads the power and inevi-
tability of collective resistance.

But the spiritual and political power of 
sanctuary spaces endures. The message of 
Prophetstown survived the burning of the en-
campment by Harrison as well as subsequent 
forced relocations of many Indigenous people 
from the Ohio Valley to “Indian Country” in 
Oklahoma.

Despite ongoing efforts to discredit 
community defense networks and sanctuary 
cities, they continue to represent powerful, 
democratic forces that resist and survive 
authoritarian brutality.

Defending their communities, the people 
of Minneapolis and St Paul model a time-hon-
ored American tradition. History will remem-
ber their courage.  n

Sanctuary — continued from page 9
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t h e  c a r c e r a l  s t a t e

A Journey to Justice Against Solitary Confinement:
Ending Isolation in the Era of Trump  By Cassie Gomez
SINCE THE BLACK Lives Matter (BLM) 
protests of 2020, issues of police and carcer-
al reform have been the subjects of major 
debates within U.S. politics. Critiques of the 
nature of policing and prisons became main-
stream to the point where abolitionist slo-
gans like “Defund the Police” were the focus 
of electoral rhetoric and policy debates.1

Although the agitational power of BLM as 
a national catalyst of radical political change 
would dissipate, many grassroots organiza-
tions established in the wake of the protests 
continue to push for reform of the carceral 
system.

In the wake of BLM, I immersed myself in 
grassroots nonprofit organizing to advocate 
for the restriction and ultimate abolition of 
solitary confinement — a form of torture as 
practiced in the U.S. prison system.

Inspired by my previous activist work with 
Critical Resistance, a national abolitionist or-
ganization founded in 1997 to end the Prison 
Industrial Complex, and from my own expe-
riences as a Black person who has faced po-
lice violence, I understand how policing and 
incarceration are disproportionately wielded 
against Black communities. The results are 
family separation, economic dispossession, 
and other collective traumas.2

Solitary confinement, as I will discuss, is a 
key mechanism in maintaining the system of 
mass incarceration. Along with my colleagues, 
our vision is to use arts and education to 
promote broad public narrative change while 
supporting state-level policy pressure cam-
paigns across the country.

A major emphasis of our work is the 
humanization of the lives and experiences of 
incarcerated people through the mediums 
of theater, documentary film, and public 
history. Building on that work, I co-organized 
a national advocacy and education tour this 
fall called “the Journey to Justice,” which con-
sisted of a mobile museum and book launch 
that crossed the country from September to 
November of 2025.3

The Stakes of Solitary
The tour operated under the purview of 

both the Unlock the Box4 and Look 2 Justice5 
organizations, supported by the National Re-
ligious Campaign Against Torture (NRCAT).

The overarching demand of this organiza-
tional alliance is that all carceral jurisdictions 
apply the Mandela Rules, where solitary con-
finement should be used only in exceptional 
cases as a last resort, and in such rare cases 
no person should be kept in solitary for more 
than 22 hours a day and longer than 15 days.6

With the experiences of the tour in mind, 
I want to reflect on the stakes of solitary 
confinement and new conjunctures for the 
movement to end solitary in the context of 
the second Trump administration. I should 
note, however, that the views expressed here 
are my own analyses and do not necessarily 
represent the organizations named herein.

This topic lends itself to multiple frames 
of analysis, from the history of prisons to the 
psychological impacts of solitary confine-
ment — the practice of isolating a person 
for hours, days, weeks, or even years in a 
cell of their own. More than 122,000 people 
are locked in solitary confinement on any 
given day in the United States. (Blackwell and 
Zalesne, Ending Isolation)7

Solitary confinement is also known 
colloquially as “the hole,” or more formally as 
punitive/disciplinary/administrative segre-
gation, the Special Housing Unit (SHU) or 
Restricted Housing Unit (RHU), depending 
on the prison jurisdiction.

Although the size of a cell can vary from 
institution to institution, the average dimen-
sions are 6 x 9 feet, with most containing a 
bed, toilet and sink. 

A common standard is for people in soli-
tary confinement to be let out for an hour a 
day (often to a shower facility and/or exercise 
yard, which may or may not have natural sun-
light), but this is not guaranteed and can be 
restricted or revoked for arbitrary reasons. 

Likewise, the reasons for being placed 
in solitary are often arbitrary, vindictive, or 
defying of logic. Over the course of the tour, 
I heard from survivors that acts ranging from 
helping another inmate with their legal case, 
writing the name of their home town on 
their shoes, having a bulb of garlic in their 
cell, or being unable to follow contradictory 
orders from different guards were all grounds 
for being placed in solitary confinement for 
extended periods.

Most defenders of the practice point to 
the supposed usefulness of solitary con-
finement in stemming violence. However, 

as argued in the book Ending Isolation: The 
Case Against Solitary Confinement, which was 
launched in conjunction with the tour, “there 
is no evidence that solitary confinement 
actually reduces violence.

“Instead, there are research findings that 
point strongly to the opposite conclusion, that 
solitary confinement worsens the problem of 
violence, both within prisons and in the public.” 
(Ending Isolation, 203)

“I used to think there was a timeline for 
when people lost their minds in solitary 
confinement. Six months, two years, maybe 
five. I was wrong. The descent into madness 
doesn’t follow a schedule. Even now, back in 
medium-security, I wake up some mornings 
thinking I’m still in that cell,” says Kwaneta 
Harris, a co-author of Ending Isolation. (63)

Prolonged solitary confinement is a form 
of torture, well-documented to cause devas-
tating emotional, psychological and physical 
harm. Indeed, given the tendency for long 
periods of solitary confinement to induce 
psychosis, it also produces a danger to others 
the survivor is in contact with.

“Severe anxiety, panic, sleep problems 
(the most universally reported symptoms in 
solitary), depression, mood swings, memory 
problems, inexplicable anger, withdrawal, 
paranoia” are all potential outcomes of 
solitary confinement, including for those with 
no prior history of mental illness. (Ending 
Isolation, 64)

To reference just one example of the 
long-term mental harm of solitary, a 2019 
study of incarcerated people conducted over 
two decades found that those who spent 
any amount of time in solitary were 80% 
more likely to die from suicide during their 
first year of release than formerly incarnated 
people with no experience of solitary. (Ending 
Isolation, 65)

Furthermore, those with preexisting men-
tal illnesses are massively overrepresented in 
solitary given that serious mental illness can 
make it difficult to follow prison regulations, 
precipitate violence toward others, or make 
people more vulnerable to abuse. Usurpingly, 
solitary confinement serves to exacerbate 
pre-existing mental illnesses.

Furthermore, as Kwaneta Harris’s work 
emphasizes, solitary confinement exacerbates 
the crisis of sexual assault in prisons. Espe-
cially for incarcerated women, the physical 

Cassie Gomez is a longtime activist and an 
advocate for prisoners and their families.
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isolation of solitary increases the likelihood of 
sexual assaults by guards, where coercive de-
mands for sexual favors to receive even basic 
necessities and rights are a common pattern 
of abuse. (Ending Isolation, 122-34)

Eastern State Penitentiary
Despite the devastating human impact of 

solitary confinement, the practice was initially 
conceived as a more progressive approach.

Among our many stops on the Journey to 
Justice Tour, none were more iconic and im-
portant to the history of incarceration than 
Eastern State Penitentiary in Philadelphia. 
Completed in 1829, this imposing building 
with a fortress-like 
façade (complete 
with turrets) is the 
birthplace of solitary 
confinement. 

Prior to the 19th 
century, most crim-
inal infractions and 
violations were dealt 
with by incarceration 
in unsanitary and 
overcrowded prisons 
or through public 
punishments, including 
flogging/whipping, the 
pillory, branding, muti-
lation, and execution.

In early 1800s 
Pennsylvania, under the considerable influ-
ence of the socially progressive and reformist 
tendencies of the Quaker movement, penal 
authorities sought a more humane and reha-
bilitative approach to criminal punishment.

Drawing heavily on religious practices of 
monastic solitude and repentance (hence the 
name “penitentiary”) through silent reflection, 
Eastern State pioneered a new form of pris-
on discipline that would be known varyingly 
as the “separate system” or “Pennsylvania 
System.”8

Here, instead of corporal punishment or 
being crowded into filthy cells, the incar-
cerated person would be kept in solitary 
confinement and sensory deprivation for the 
duration of their sentence, unable to commu-
nicate with, hear or even see other inmates.

In this manner, and with cell blocks 
designed to be reminiscent of a church hall, 
it was hoped that the incarcerated would 
receive the divine and introspective inspira-
tion to change their lives and renounce their 
criminal behavior. Rather than finding grace, 
unfortunately, many of those incarcerated 
at Eastern State were driven insane by the 
isolation.

Indeed, through his work as a journalist, 
Charles Dickens visited the prison in 1842 
and lamented the poor conditions of the 
facility, deeming solitary confinement to be 
“cruel and wrong” and “immeasurably worse 
than any torture of the body.”9

Eastern State closed in 1971 and is now a 

museum, but the system of solitary confine-
ment it developed would be adapted and 
spread across the land, such that it is now 
an integral aspect of carceral control in the 
United States.10 This despite the system’s 
manifest failure to induce reform among the 
incarcerated.

In the words of one survivor of solitary, 
whose story was featured our tour, “solitary 
set me up to be bitter, not better.”

Disrupting Normalization
This unquestioned normalization of soli-

tary confinement, so pervasive in American 
society, is what we sought to disrupt as we 

drove our mobile museum 
from coast to coast.

Starting in Oakland, 
California, we made our way 
through multiple stops in 
Washington State, Nevada, 
New Mexico, Louisiana, 
Illinois, Wisconsin, Michigan, 
New York, Pennsylvania and 
Maryland, finally concluding 
the tour in Washington D.C.

The bus housed a 
screening room, library, 
multiple audio/visual displays, 
virtual reality headsets, art-
work and artifacts from sur-
vivors of solitary (including 
individuals still incarcerated), 

and a mock solitary cell that we could deploy 
outside the vehicle.

We conveyed the grim realities of solitary 
and mass incarceration while presenting the 
testimonies of survivors and activists. With 
our goals of political education and inter-
vention, a particularly important aspect of 
our tour was that in each stop we had, as 
a docent, a local survivor of solitary guiding 
guests through the museum.

The guides described their own expe-
riences of solitary as well as activist work 
specific to the location. In fact, every location 
was chosen in coordination with local Unlock 
the Box affiliates and allies, with the intention 
to amplify their local movement campaigns.

 From college campuses to farmers’ 
markets to churches, the most common 
response among the general population 
was shock at the devastating toll of solitary 
confinement on the human mind and body, 
followed by anger that such a practice could 
be continuing in the 21st century. How 
could this not be deemed cruel and unusual 
punishment?

Among survivors, their allies and families, 
there was gratitude and encouragement 
through the dignity of being seen, since their 
stories and experiences are often erased 
from mainstream public consciousness. At 
the tour’s conclusion, our team felt it was 
one of the most impactful undertakings we 
have ever done, standing as an innovative and 
forward-thinking contribution to the move-

ment to end solitary.

Some Tour Stops
To mention but a few examples of tour 

stops, at the University of Michigan in Ann 
Arbor we were part of a student-organized 
panel that spoke extensively on the disas-
trous mental and physical health outcomes 
of solitary. Roughly 60-80 students visited 
the bus and 40-50 attended the panel, which 
including testimony from solitary survivor Joe 
Carter:

“I used to hallucinate, see things, hear things, 
actually feel things, because I suffer from multi-
ple sclerosis … Once I got in there [in solitary], 
every action I did, they just monitored me. Every 
action I did resulted in a write-up, which kept 
me there longer … I’ve seen a lot of individuals 
die from heart attacks, from aneurysm, people 
banging on your door, they can’t get help.”11

During the same panel, a mother de-
scribed the story of her incarcerated son 
who, given past instances of violence in the 
prison, was cut off from contact with his 
family and placed in solitary confinement. 
From there his mental state deteriorated and, 
isolated from help and support, he commit-
ted suicide.

His story is far from the only one in 
Michigan, a state where the incarceration 
rate of 641 out of every 100,000 residents 
far exceeds the national average, a dynamic 
compounded by high racial disproportion-
ality.12 As such, Michigan was a high-priority 
state where our stop in Ann Arbor followed 
two tour stops in Lansing, at Michigan State 
University and the State Capitol.

In New Orleans we witnessed how 
our local partners drew directly from the 
organizing legacy of Albert Woodfox to build 
solidarity among survivors of solitary and 
push for carceral reform in Louisiana.13

Woodfox was a Black Panther and 
member of the Angola Three who spent over 
40 years in solitary, perhaps the longest term 
of solitary confinement in U.S. history and a 
textbook case of the miscarriage of justice.

Our museum was able to provide the 
focus for a daylong outreach engagement 
between these movement activists and stu-
dents at Loyola University in New Orleans. 
Through our conversations and advocacy, we 
saw how today’s anti-solitary movement has 
roots in the history of Black struggle, and 
especially the Black Panther Party’s demands 
to end police brutality and free Black people 
from jails.

The Movement Confronts ICE
Traveling across the country in late 2025 

revealed that the movement is itself under-
going transformation in the face of Trump’s 
police-state expansionism and Immigrant and 
Customs Enforcement (ICE) roundups and 
sweeps.

My own introduction to this shift came 
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early in the tour, 
amidst our stops in 
Washington State, 
when we visited the 
Tacoma Northwest 
Detention Center, also 
known as the North-
west ICE Processing 
Center. A private pris-
on operated by the 
GEO Group on behalf 
of ICE, it is one of 
the largest immigrant 
detention centers in 
the country.

Although not ini-
tially a scheduled stop 
of the tour, and not 
within the established 
anti-solitary alliance, 
organizers of a vigil at 
the detention center 
requested that we 
visit their encampment 
upon hearing that the 
museum bus would be 
in the area.

The most striking 
feature of the vigil is a 
tent filled with candles 
and flowers serving as 
a memorial to the two 
people known to have 
died in the detention center, preventable 
deaths due to abuse and medical neglect 
according the vigil organizers.14

While precise figures are difficult to 
ascertain, vigil organizers report widespread 
use of solitary confinement in the detention 
center, including against those who resist 
their conditions, attempt to organize other 
detainees, or are knowledgeable about their 
rights. Punishments are applied with even less 
transparency and accountability than regular 
prisons.15

It is jarring enough to learn about ICE’s 
activities through media and scholarship, but 
to actually watch the buses of a private pris-
on contractor roll though the barbed wire 
fencing to drop detainees toward a poten-
tially lethal fate is an altogether more visceral 
and unsettling experience.

As family members would arrive to the 
vigil through the fence to yell out for their 
loved ones, perhaps taken by masked ICE 
agents just hours before, I could not help but 
be reminded of the most terrifying periods of 
historical fascism and military dictatorship.

The scale and scope of ICE operations 
may be unprecedented, but their tactics of 
intimidation, punishment and authoritarian 
abuse of detainees are well-honed from the 
functioning of policing and prisons in the 
United States.

In fact, to bring in but one frame of 

analysis, the direct linkages between ICE and 
the pre-existing carceral state are readily 
apparent on the infrastructural level: Since 
Trump’s inauguration in 2025, ICE has been 
increasingly reliant on local jails and state and 
federal prisons to house detainees, reopening 
closed prisons in some cases, and expanding 
operational prisons in others.16

Put another way, the infrastructure of 
America’s longstanding carceral system is 
being readily deployed and repurposed to 
support ICE’s program of mass detention and 
deportation.

Under such conditions, it behooves ICE 
resisters and immigrant defenders to make 
links with and learn from the strategies and 
tactics of the anti-solitary movement and the 
collective experience of resistance against 
mass incarceration. Both movements can 
learn from each other.

The anti-solitary movement has con-
siderable experience in innovative political 
education, as evidenced by the tour, and in 
practicing solidarity with incarcerated people. 
Simultaneously, immigrant defenders are 
at the forefront of resisting ICE as a fascist 
force, harnessing mutual aid and direct action 
to keep their communities safe, rather than 
dependence on legislative reform.

Further still, a socialist analysis of mass 
incarceration and the rise of ICE reveals 
the class nature of the state and its carceral 
apparatus.17

As much as it is difficult for me to imagine 
a socialist democracy maintaining the police 
and prison system, given their core roles as 
enforcers of racial capitalism, it is similarly 
difficult to imagine an end to torture and 
mass incarceration in this current conjuncture 
of American politics without revolutionary 
transformation on a mass scale.

Toward that end, I recall Paul Ortiz’s con-
tribution in ATC 240 (January-February 2026), 
reminding us that critical issues today cannot 
be confronted separately from each other.18 
Working together, anti-solitary and immigrant 
defense initiatives could both play vital roles 
in an organized and disciplined movement to 
stop ICE and challenge the Prison Industrial 
Complex as a whole.  n

Notes
  1.	In the wake of the George Floyd protests, 

policymakers in major cities such as New York, Los 
Angeles, and San Francisco all announced initiatives 
to cap or reduce police funding/operations, with 
Minneapolis councilmembers most famously pledging 
to dismantle their entire police force (a proposal that 
never came to fruition).

  2.	 https://criticalresistance.org/mission-vision/not-so-
common-language/

  3.	 https://journeytojusticetour.com/
  4.	 https://unlocktheboxcampaign.org/
  5.	 https://www.look2justice.org/
  6.	 https://www.nrcat.org/torture-in-us-prisons/learn-

more-/mandela-rules
  7.	 Blackwell, Christopher William., Zalesne, Deborah. 

Ending Isolation: The Case Against Solitary Confinement. 
(United Kingdom: Pluto Press, 2025), 15.

  8. I should note that the extent to which the Quaker 
social ethos can be credited with innovating solitary 
confinement is still a matter of debate within the 
movement, who point out that other  faith leaders in 
the 18th century expressed similar ideals. See: https://
www.fcnl.org/updates/2016-09/solitary-confinement-
and-quakers

  9.	 https://solitarywatch.org/2010/02/27/charles-dickens-
on-solitary-confinement-immense-torture-and-agony/

10.	 For a historical timeline of the development, 
construction, and operation of Eastern State, see: 
https://easternstate.org/about/history-of-eastern-
state-penitentiary

11.	 https://www.michigandaily.com/news/ann-arbor/
journey-to-justice-bus-tour-stops-in-ann-arbor-as-
part-of-cross-country-campaign-to-end-solitary-
confinement/

12.	 https://www.aclumich.org/app/uploads/2020/02/aclu_
mi_-_michigans_hell_-_vital_projects_report_022020_
final.pdf

13.	 See the Justice and Accountability Center of Louisiana: 
https://www.jaclouisiana.org/

14.	 At least 70 detainees have died in ICE custody since 
2017, although the numbers may well be higher due to 
poor and opaque record-keeping: https://www.knkx.
org/social-justice/2024-06-25/ice-detention-center-in-
tacoma-among-those-with-highest-number-of-deaths-
aclu

15.	 Lawyers present at the vigil reported increasing 
difficulty in accessing the detention center and 
communicating with their clients. See: https://www.
opb.org/article/2025/12/29/think-out-loud-ice-
detention-tacoma-washington/

16.	 Of which the reopening of “Camp J” at the notorious 
Louisiana state penitentiary at Angola, a cell-block 
known as “the dungeon,” is perhaps the most alarming 
development of this process. https://www.theguardian.
com/us-news/2025/sep/18/louisiana-angola-prison-
trump-ice-immigration

17. 	See Malik Miah’s article in ATC 194 for precisely such 
an analysis: https://againstthecurrent.org/atc194/race-
class/

18.	 https://againstthecurrent.org/atc240/after-the-2024-
elections-where-do-we-go-from-here/

With the bus on the screen, a panel of former prisoners, effected family 
members and activists at the University of Michigan discussed launching a 
public campaign against the use of solitary confinement.
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International Women’s Day, Ukraine By Dianne Feeley

w o m e n ’ s  g l o b a l  s t r u g g l e

LAST YEAR I celebrated International 
Women’s Day in Lviv in Western Ukraine. It 
was the first women’s march since the end 
of COVID and the beginning of the Russian 
reinvasion in 2022.

More than 100 women gathered at the 
city hall, marching to the civic center’s Opera 
House and back. As I was the oldest woman 
in the crowd, the young women were eager 
to take my arm as if I were their own grand-
mother.

The speakers focused on sexual harass-
ment in the workplace and at the university, a 
very lively topic since a university student had 
recently accused her professor of inappro-
priate behavior. The speakers discussed how 
several male professors attempted to play 
down the consequence, as if it were a joke to 
laugh off.

Shortly afterwards there was a second 
demonstration. The majority were a slightly 
older group of women, several of whom 
came with their children. They hold a month-
ly march, not only in Lviv but in other cities 
across Ukraine, calling on the government to 
set a fixed term for military duty.

Unlimited military service not only places 
severe hardship for their fathers, brothers, 
husbands and sons who are serving, but also 
inhibits others from joining. As these women 
marched throughout the central district, 
stopping at several sites to make short 
speeches, men passing us by thanked us.

Discussing U.S. Feminism
Lviv was the third and final stop of my 

week in Ukraine. The day before the IWD 
demonstration I gave a talk to the Direct Ac-
tion club at the university on U.S. feminism. 
I spoke about the struggle for reproductive 
justice.

While the U.S. Supreme Court’s 1973 Roe 
v. Wade decision had established the right 
of women to early abortion, that right had 
never been secure. After 49 years, the Court 
overturned its decision, leaving it to state law.

Along with struggles over abortion were 
other related issues the movement had taken 
up including access to birth control and a 
sterilization policy that included forcibly 
sterilizing women of color, disabled people, 
those receiving welfare or those suffering 
from mental illness.

Because women are treated differently 
depending on their class or social status, it 
was necessary to develop the concept that 
in order to protect all we must find a way to 
protect the most vulnerable.

In the case of abortion, our demand is 
for access so women can make their decision 
and implement it quickly. In the case of 
sterilization, we called for a 30-day period 
so that the woman can decide whether to 
have the operation. That prevents doctors 
from demanding to sterilize a woman at the 
time she is delivering — or even performing 
the sterilization at childbirth without her 
knowledge.

In Michigan, where I live, once Roe v. Wade 
was overturned the previous law, from 1856, 
came into effect. It punished any health care 
provider who performed an abortion. While 
a challenge to that law prevented it from 
immediate implementation, a coalition orga-
nized a referendum to establish reproductive 
rights for pregnant people in the Michigan 
state constitution.

That referendum included access to 
information and the procedures necessary. 
This ranged from birth control information 
to abortion as well as fertility treatments, 
and outlawed forced sterilizations. Since we 
won the referendum by a wide margin the 
Michigan legislature has repealed not only the 
1856 law but 11 of the 12 laws the right wing 
had passed over the years.

Unfortunately, the one remaining law is 
about “parental consent.” Those under 18 
who become pregnant must obtain one of 
their parents’ approval. The reality is that 
most pregnant teenagers do discuss their 
decision with a parent, but those who don’t 
usually have a compelling reason not to do 
so.

This discussion on the range of 
reproductive issues revealed some 
interesting debates within the U.S. 
feminist movement. These may not 
be the same as movements in oth-
er countries but the principle of 
defending the most vulnerable as 
the best way to defend the entire 
group is a key acquisition.

My Trip to Ukraine
Since I was in Europe for a 

conference, I decided I might be 
able to visit Ukraine. I’d gone to 

demonstrations in Detroit when the Russian 
invasion occurred in February 2022 and 
joined the Ukraine Solidarity network.

This enabled me to reach out to activists 
in the Ukrainian organization Sotsialnyi Rukh 
(Social Movement). They invited me to meet 
some of their members and arranged for me 
to speak to a student organization, Direct 
Action. I traveled from Warsaw by train, first 
to Kyiv, then to south to Kryvyi Rih, finally to 
Lviv and then back to Warsaw.

I was impressed by the efficiency and 
inexpensive trains, the way most Ukrainians 
travel. Especially during the war, trains play a 
critical role in transporting people and goods. 
Trains near the front lines have been outfitted 
with hospital cars to help the injured and 
bring them to safety.

In each city I was able to meet with a 
union organizer. Even before Ukraine won its 
independence in 1991, independent unions 
began to form, particularly in mining. Over 
the years the struggle has been to build them 
in the face of capitalist development and 
massive corruption.

Given the war and emergency rules that 
have outlawed strikes, I asked how workers 
were able to make demands on the com-
panies or state enterprises. One organizer, 
who represented train workers, said it was 
important for the manager/boss/owner to 
understand workers still had power: power 
to slow down, power to fail to produce.

In some cases, the threat produced 
results; in others, follow-up action such as a 
slowdown proved necessary. Even if workers 
do not win, they are not powerless.

The capital, Kyiv, where I started my trip 
is a glorious and stunning city overlooking the 
Dnipro River. I stayed in an apartment that Dianne Feeley is an editor of ATC.

Ukrainian women demonstrate for term limits on draft.
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was next to the complex of Saint Sophia’s 
Cathedral, whose foundations were first laid 
in 1037. (It was partially damaged by Russian 
airstrikes in June 2025.)

The neighborhood is filled with old 
apartment buildings and stores. My translator 
was kind enough to give me the opportuni-
ty to explore it and tell me stories of how 
neighbors were able to save some areas from 
being taken over by wealthy homeowners 
who wanted to expand.

 As we were on our tour, I noticed that 
almost every single person was walking a 
dog. I remarked the city must be full of dog 
lovers only to discover that because of the 
Russian attacks, people found caring for a pet 
emotionally supportive.

Dialoguing with Kyiv University Students

In Kyiv I had an interview with university 
students who asked me how I became a po-
litical person. I explained that the two events 
that had been central were the civil rights 
struggle and Washington’s war on Vietnam. 
I had gotten involved in the section of the 
antiwar movement that called for “Bring the 
troops home now.”

They asked, “what might be the lessons 
for us?” They were particularly thinking about 
the war Ukraine is currently fighting against 
the Russian invasion. I had no parallel I could 
draw between my experience and theirs! The 
similarity would be between a Russian citizen 
and myself — but although I’d been arrested 
several times for antiwar protests, that‘s 
hardly comparable to the brutal repression in 
Putin’s Russia today.

But in both the U.S. civil rights and anti-
war movements, we started as a minority. 
Segregation was a norm, applied differently 
North and South but a fact of life in America. 
And when men became 18, they had to regis-
ter with the draft board.

Few questioned the government laws. 
Yet we have been able to change people’s 
understanding of what equality and justice we 
should demand from our society. That is, a 
minority can become the majority.

That was a powerful lesson I was fortu-
nate enough to learn in my early 20s, and it 
has sustained me. Perhaps a second lesson is 
that life isn’t one step forward after another, 
or what folks call “progress.”

For those of us living in the United States, 
we learn that following the Civil War and an 
end to slavery, the passage of three constitu-
tional amendments and an army backing the 
Black communities’ initiatives led to a period 
historians call Radical Reconstruction. Those 
steps forward were stopped when Congress 
withdrew federal troops and allowed states 
to implement Jim Crow laws.

Hitler’s officers in Nazi Germany studied 
and adapted those laws.  And today the 
Trump administration Is attempting a similar 

counterrevolution. It’s up to us to resist that 
rollback.

I know I appreciated the discussion and 
how it clarified what we must do in our 
different situations. I also got to appreciate 
some of the work the Direct Action students 
were carrying out.

A student from Crimea told me that 
when she was eight years old, Putin’s troops 
invaded. She had always thought that she 
needed to leave; when she finished high 
school, she decided that was the moment. 
However, when she arrived at the airport 
in Moldova, officials would not allow her to 
board a plane to Kyiv. She refused to return 
home, sitting in the airport for several days.

She contacted Direct Action, which 
successfully raised the demand that she be 
allowed to proceed to Kyiv. Now she is 
studying at the university and proudly showed 
me her Ukrainian passport.

Traveling South
The furthest south and closest to the 

fighting I traveled was to Kryvyi Rih (“Crook-
ed Horn”). Situated where two rivers come 
together, the river curves around part of the 
highly industrialized city.

We arrived in Kryvyi Rih before 6AM 
but given the nightly curfew, we had to wait 
for our host to arrive. Dotting open fields 
were several iron ore mining shafts, some of 
which are abandoned. The city also has two 
huge steel factories. When my guide took 
me to one, he explained that production was 
down to about 10-25%. All the workers were 
women.

Since the Russian invasion the city has be-
come a regular target. The night I spent there 
a missile attack destroyed the last of the city’s 
hotels. We went to visit the site the next 
morning and saw how the strike sliced off the 
top floor. Four people had been killed and 32 
injured. By the time we arrived, the injured 
and dead had been taken away although a 
team was still checking to see if anyone was 
buried under the rubble.

I asked why the Russians target hotels; 
people thought that perhaps they assumed 
troops might be stationed there; in fact, a 
group of humanitarian volunteers from the 
United States and Britain had just checked in.

At a nearby restaurant, our server told us 
she had been in the area the night before but 
had boarded a bus minutes before the hotel 
had been hit. She realized that this time luck 
had been on her side.

In the early evening, I talked with a group 
of workers in the mining industry. They were 
particularly interested in how I’d carried out 
a campaign to defeat a two-tier autowork-
ers’ union contract. They were especially 
interested in how the workforce understood 
the need to protect those not yet hired from 
lower wages and inferior benefits.

I also talked with a group of pre-teenagers 
who were eager to ask questions. I found 
that several had fled to Poland at the start 
of the invasion only to return home. Of 
course, all were surviving frequent missile and 
drone attacks. Just before Christmas, Russia 
launched 86 drones. While most where shot 
down, it caused fires in parts of the city.

All over the world children are facing 
daily attacks. Even if they survive physically, 
what trauma are they suffering from? How 
many have lost family members and friends 
especially in Ukraine, Gaza or Sudan.  How 
have we diminished their lives?

A Year Later
At the end of February, it will be a year 

since I was in Ukraine. I arrived just after 
Trump and Vance had insulted Zelensky and 
thrown him out of the White House. On 
the train to Kyiv Ukrainians asked me what I 
thought would happen.

I was most afraid of Washington cutting 
Ukraine off from U.S. intelligence, which has 
been crucial in finding where the missiles, 
drones and military are. I hadn’t quite under-
stood the roller coaster ride that has been 
forced on Zelensky.

What struck me then was the determina-
tion of those I talked with that they needed 
to continue to fight against Putin’s army. They 
know the suffering that brings both soldiers 
and civilians. They recognize that Putin wants 
their land and their enforced loyalty under 
pain of death. Their resignation to go it alone 
if necessary is based on that reality.

Even those in Lviv, a relatively privi-
leged area of Ukraine far from the fighting, 
have suffered. I stayed with a young couple 
who came from a city in the east that was 
destroyed and then occupied by the Russian 
military. Not only were they forced to flee, 
but since they were from a Russian-speaking 
area, they had to learn to speak Ukrainian, 
find jobs and a new home. Lviv is full of peo-
ple like them.

What strikes me now is the intensity of 
the attacks on Ukraine’s infrastructure. In the 
middle of a harsh winter, there is little heat 
and electricity. Schools are forced to operate 
in basements. Those who can leave Kyiv are 
urged by the government to do so, those 
who stay spend most of their time finding 
places to charge their phones and keep from 
freezing.

The destruction of a people and their 
culture takes many forms. This includes the 
seesaw of Trump’s demands while he revokes 
the right of Ukrainian families to seek asylum. 
Although considered “white,” and highly ed-
ucated, Ukrainians have little value to Trump 
and his administration.

They are “losers” from Trump’s vantage 
point. From my perspective, the Ukrainian 
people have a lot to teach us about resilience. 
We owe them our solidarity.  n
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Women as Internationalist Organizers:
Heroines of the Spanish Struggle  By Kathleen Brown

Dedicated to the children of Gaza,
who deserve all good things in life.

GENERAL FRANCISCO FRANCO’S fascist 
coup against the democratically elected 
Second Spanish Republic in 1936 was execut-
ed with the latest killing technology of the 
time.

With the help of Nazi German Luftwaffe’s 
Condor Legion and fascist Italy’s air and naval 
power, Franco used aerial bombardment as 
a weapon of terror aimed at overwhelming 
and demoralizing his “enemy” — the poorly 
armed Spanish working class and peasantry.

Some of these war crimes are well known, 
like the Nazi firebombing of the Basque vil-
lage of Guernica on April 26, 1937, immortal-
ized by Pablo Picasso in his anguished tableau. 
Others, like the “Desbandá” massacre on the 
Málaga-Almeria highway in February 1937, are 
only now receiving attention.

Between February 6 and February 8, 1937 
German, Italian and Spanish forces bombed 
and strafed some 150,000 civilians fleeing 
along the coastal road to Almeria. Historians 
estimate that between 3,000-5,000 people 
were killed, and survivors of the massacre 
recalled leaving their dead loved ones on the 
side of the road, unburied.

Crisis: Hunger and Disease
The fascist ground and aerial offensives 

created a massive humanitarian crisis for 
Republican Spain. Malnutrition and commu-
nicable diseases were the leading causes of 
death for Spanish children even before the 
war, and hunger skyrocketed as Franco’s 
forces occupied the key agricultural lands and 
attacked merchant ships attempting to deliver 
goods to the Republic.

Hunger was particularly acute in Madrid, 
and the sight of orphaned or displaced chil-
dren picking through garbage was common-
place. As the war continued, basic goods 
like meat, milk, and soap became almost 
impossible to find. Soap production was badly 
disrupted because the Republic could not ac-
quire lye, a key soap-making ingredient, which 
resulted in skin infections and the spread of 
infectious diseases.

Wave after wave of people fled Franco’s 

advances into Republican-held territory, 
increasing from one million in 1936 to two 
million by August 1938, and up to three 
million by December of that year.1

The Republican government and local 
councils struggled to absorb millions of inter-
nally displaced people while simultaneously 
waging a defensive war. Seeking help, govern-
ment representatives called on international 
solidarity to fill the immense gap in resources.

Mobilizing Aid
Some of the aid organizations that re-

sponded operated in both Rebel and Loyalist 
areas, like the Friends Service Committee 
and the International Committee of the Red 
Cross, while others — Communist, Socialist 
and liberal — took a partisan position in 
favor of the Republic.

For these latter groups, aid was even 
more important given the arms embargo 
levied against Spain by the United States, 
Britain, and France. The embargo prohibited 
the democratically elected government from 
purchasing weapons or essential supplies on 
the open market — even as Hitler, Mussolini, 
and Western industrialists openly funneled 
tanks, planes, soldiers and oil to Franco.

Aid for Republican Spain then became 

a revolt against fascism and a rebuke to the 
so-called democratic countries’ policy of 
appeasement.

In the United Sates, the North Ameri-
can Committee to Aid Spanish Democracy 
(NAC) and the American Medical Bureau 
(AMB) were the two major organizations that 
coordinated aid collection from across the 
United States. The AMB sponsored multiple 
medical delegations to Spain, which included 
well-known medical volunteers Dr. Edward 
Barksky, Dr. Arnold Donowa, and nurse 
Salaria Kea.

Throughout 1937 and 1938 local chapters 
of the NAC held benefit concerts, dances, 
auctions, film showings, lectures, canned milk, 
soap and clothing drives and house parties to 
raise funds, which were sent to France.

Children in New York City collected scrap 
metal and cans to sell, donating the proceeds 
to the NAC. Unions, student groups, Holly-
wood writers and actors, professional orga-
nizations, and ethnic and race-based groups 
raised funds to send more than 150 ambu-
lances to Spain, often touring them across the 
country before shipping them abroad.

By early 1939, the NAC and AMB had 
channeled over a million dollars’ worth of 
goods to Spain.2

Children from the American-sponsored children’s housing in Cantonigrós stand in front of a vehicle 
donated “to the Spanish children” by the North American Committee to Aid Spanish Democracy.*

Kathleen Brown is a PhD candidate at the 
University of Michigan and active in the 
graduate workers’ union, Graduate Employees’ 
Organization, AFT 3550.

*The children’s colony photographs illustrating this article are from the Spanish Refugee Relief Association 
Records (SRRAR), Rare Book and Manuscript Library, Columbia University.
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In the face of a hostile mainstream press 
that repeated pro-Fascist talking points and 
the government policy of “neutrality,” orga-
nizers struggled to make Americans aware of 
the danger of fascism. Educational and propa-
ganda efforts began to take greater urgency.

In the summer of 1937 a subcommittee 
of the NAC, the Social Workers Committee 
to Aid Spanish Democracy (SWC), sent five 
social workers the Republic to investigate 
the conditions of Spanish civilians and report 
their findings back in the United States.

Social workers Constance Kyle and Virgin-
ia Malbin of Chicago, Rose Leff Gregg and Jen 
Berman Chakin of New York City, and Lilian 
Emder of Philadelphia traveled in early August 
1937. Malbin later described her mission:

 “The American people were not getting the 
full details. Very little was being told about what 
was happening to the non-fighters, the civilians, 
the kids, the refugees. And that was our job.”3

Four members of the delegation returned 
to the United States to lead speaking tours 
and fundraising efforts, while Constance Kyle 
remained in Spain to coordinate aid to inter-
nationally sponsored children’s homes.

These women worked professionally as 
social workers but could better be described 
as organizers and activists. They were deeply 
active in movements against poverty, racism 
and fascism. Virigina Malbin 
recalled that she became a 
social worker to “help right 
the wrongs of society” and 
explained that her “radicalism 
stemmed from [seeing] people 
suffering unnecessarily.”

Organizing a left-wing ten-
dency within the profession, 
Malbin and Kyle argued for 
social workers to support the 
CIO unionization campaigns 
and federal unemployment 
benefits. They collaborated 
with unemployed workers in a 
type of inside-outside strategy 
to secure relief benefits.

These women were activ-
ists in their workplaces and 
schools: in 1935, Jen Chakin 
led a 500-strong walkout 
with her coworkers at the 
New York Jewish Social Services Association, 
demanding union recognition.4 As a student, 
Virginia Malbin protested anti-Black discrim-
ination at the University of Chicago and wit-
nessed the Chicago police Red Squad attack 
a solidarity demonstration with Ethiopia, 
shocking her into action.5

Constance Kyle, although white, had been 
a member of the National Negro Congress 

and organized for labor and civil rights. Thyra 
Edwards, who toured children’s homes in 
Spain in October 1937, was a keen inter-
nationalist whose work spanned solidarity 
efforts with Ethiopia to unionization of 
African American women textile workers in 

Chicago.
Records show 

that Kyle and Chakin 
were members of the 
Communist Party, while 
Malbin and Edwards 
worked closely with 
party organizers on 
many initiatives.*

Terror and Aid
Arriving in August 

1937, the Child Care 
Commission spent over 
three weeks in Spain, 
splitting their delega-
tion up to cover more 
ground. What they saw 
profoundly affected 
them.

Malbin recalled her 
shock in meeting young 

mothers who were so malnourished that 
their teeth had fallen out during pregnancy. 
She traveled to Almeria, where she met 
refugees who survived the Desbandá, and she 
described children who “looked so sad, and 
so old, and so terrified. It was a world they 
couldn’t understand at all.”6

Constance Kyle, who stayed on in Spain 

to coordinate international aid with Ministry 
of Education, described children living in cold, 
unheated houses without shoes or coats. 
These experiences would show up in the 
drawings children produced during the war, 
which were then exhibited across Europe 
and the United States. They often depicted 
airplanes dropping bombs overhead.

Yet the women’s assessments were far 
from pessimistic. Fascism had not yet tri-
umphed, and evidence of the social revolution 
was all around them. The Child Care Com-
mission described “New Spain” as they saw 
it: a hunger for books in a country marked 
by illiteracy, flourishing working-class culture 
and creative endeavors, women’s educational 
initiatives, and thousands of new schools.

The delegation reported that “wherever 
we went, whether to large cities or small 
isolated villages, we saw manifold evidence 
of the new life — newly opened schools for 
children whose parents never held a pencil in 
their hand; compulsory education up to the 
age of 14 in a land where opportunities for 
learning, except under the auspices of the 
church, had been lacking for all of the few.”7

A few months later, Thyra Edwards 
described a similar scene for the Associated 
Negro Press:

“No less dramatic is the story of the mo-
bilization of the ‘retaguardia’ and the tremen-
dous work of building, construction, education, 
common schools for common children, schools 
for adults, — the liquidation of Spain’s illiteracy, 
theatres, clubs, recreational centros, social ser-
vices, and the amazing development of children’s 

*ATC Editors’ Note: We realize that among our readers, some are familiar with the complex political struggles in the Spanish Republic and the anti-fascist war, 
while others are new to the subject. This includes the role of Communist parties of Spain and other countries, at Moscow’s instigation, even while defending the 
Republic, in vilifying and in some cases helping to murder leaders and fighters of the Spanish revolutionary left and its internationalist allies. While beyond the 
scope of this article on internationalist solidarity with the Spanish Republic against fascism, the story has been recounted in George Orwell’s famous Homage to 
Catalonia, Ken Loach’s powerful film “Land and Freedom,” and the newly published book The POUM: Republic, Revolution, and Counterrevolution by Andy Durgan 
(London: Resistance Books, 2025).

Children attending classes outdoors, Picaña, Valencia.

“Evacuate Madrid,” drawn by Jose 
Luis Benlliure, age 9, from the Salem 
Bland Colony in Barcelona. His drawing 
became a greeting card sold to raise 
funds for Spain.
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colonies. This, behind the trenches, is the fight of 
the rear guard.”8

One of the most innovative interven-
tions during the war was the emergence of 
colonias infantiles, or children’s colonies for 
displaced or orphaned children. Historians 
have identified at least 200 children’s colonies, 
mostly located throughout the Levant region. 

Initially organized through labor unions 
and political parties, the children’s colonies 
were safe spaces for union members to send 
their children while they were fighting at 
the front or laboring in production efforts. 
Children were provided with regular meals, a 
clean home, and their own bed — something 
that many parents struggled to provide their 
children with before the war.

Often housed in expropriated villas of 
Spain’s bourgeoisie, some colonies had exten-
sive gardens, ocean views, tennis courts and 
even swimming pools. Teachers lived with the 
children, alongside a resident nurse, director 
and housekeepers, and each home housed 
20-100 children, grouped by age.

Colonies often hosted children of the 
same grade school or neighborhood to en-
courage greater social cohesion. Overall, the 
homes attempted to create a sense of safety 
and security, far away from the falling bombs 
and slum conditions of Madrid.

Visions of Liberation
Yet more than fulfilling basic needs, these 

colonies were also key sites of collective 
socialization, which educators viewed as the 
basis for a liberated Spain.

Progressive pedagogues from Madrid’s 
Grupo Escolar Cervantes and the Institución 

de Enseñanza Libre like Justa Freire and Angel 
Llorca cultivated a holistic educational model. 
They encouraged student inquiry about the 
natural world, noting that students might 
observe the clouds, the color of the sea, or 
animals around them.9

These questions should spur discussions 
and student investigations and experiments. 
Excursions to the mountains or the beach 
were built into the colonies’ routines, and 
exercise, play, and fresh air were just as 
important as time in the classroom. Evenings 
were dedicated to entertainment, and the 
children often produced their own plays and 
sang together.10

This progressive pedagogical approach 
was a stark departure from the hierarchical, 
authoritarian, and sex-segregated education 
of the Catholic Church, which dispensed 
corporal punishment alongside rote learning.

Children played a key role in the day-
to-day life of the colonies. Chores such as 
tending the vegetable garden, cleaning the 
bedrooms, or setting the dining table, were 
done in groups that were often self-orga-
nized. Older children were asked to guide 
and mentor younger ones.11

Records show that children advocated for 
themselves: in one instance after a beloved 
director was assigned to a new post and a 
less agreeable professor replaced him, the 
children protested and wrote to their local 
council insisting on the return of their original 
professor.12

On special occasions the children would 
go on outings to other villages, or on a hike 
in the mountains or a visit to the beach. 
When Christmas neared, the Ministry of Edu-
cation organized Children’s Week (Semana 

del Niño) complete with group excursions to 
the cinema and parties at each colonia.

Fifty-five years later, Malbin recalled how 
impactful it was for her to witness the chil-
dren’s homes:

“The biggest lift that I got was when I went 
to the children’s homes that were located in 
beautiful estates — homes that had been 
deserted by supporters of Franco. There were 
50-60 kids in a home and they were being cared 
for in such a loving way with a real respect for 
them as children…I had worked in child welfare 
in the United States and I knew what happened 
to kids here.”

In contrast, Spanish children were given 
“all the good things” children needed to 
realize their potential, despite being “in the 
middle of this war-torn country.”13

Most colonies were funded by the Minis-
try of Education and the National Delegation 
for Evacuated Children through the govern-
ment, but dozens of colonies were sponsored 
by international grassroots aid campaigns. 
Many of these homes were named after rev-
olutionaries, like the Rosa Luxemburg Colony 
in Cantonigros, or the “Carlos Marx” home 
outside of Barcelona.

In the United States, Americans spon-
sored at least ten children’s colonies, which 
housed approximately 600 children. Some 
included the Ethel Taylor Home in El Perelló 
outside of Valencia, named after the Execu-
tive Secretary of the Social Workers Com-
mittee who died unexpectedly in the summer 
of 1937; the Ben Leider Memorial Home, 
named after New York comrade and aviator 
who was killed in action in February 1937; or 
the Joseph Selligman Memorial Home, named 
after Swarthmore student who was killed at 
Jarama in February 1937 and maintained by a 
NAC chapter in his hometown of Louisville, 
Kentucky.

Others were named after bourgeois 
American revolutionaries, like the Thomas 
Jefferson or George Washington Homes, re-
flecting the Communist Party’s Popular Front 
politics at the time. Thyra Edwards attempted 
to organize an African-American-sponsored 
“Frederick Douglass Home” but the war took 
a turn for the worse before she was able to 
get it off the ground.

Photographs, films, and children’s letters 
and drawings were regularly sent to the NAC 
and SWC chapters in the United States. 
Overwhelmingly, the photographs of the co-
lonias depicted an idyllic life: children playing 
in the sun, enjoying meals, or learning in airy, 
light-filled classrooms.

The photographs can be read as a pro-
jection of a libertarian future: a Spain where 
children could live peacefully and coopera-
tively with full bellies and swimming pools and 
tennis courts for all. They were photographs 
of teachers and social workers who were 
deeply hopeful about an anti-fascist future.

October 1937, Children’s Colony outside of Barcelona: Includes Constance Kyle (standing on 
righthand side, wearing a dark sweater and skirt) and Thyra Edwards (center of photograph sur-
rounded by children, looking downward).
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Fascism Closes In
By mid-1938 it became clear that the 

libertarian future that the colonias infantiles 
represented would not come to pass. While 
directors attempted to offer children a stable 
and calm quotidian life, they were challenged 
by air raids, bombing attacks, and increasing 
food scarcity.

As Franco closed in on Barcelona and 
later Madrid in early 1939, the colonies 
emptied as mothers collected their children 
and hundreds of thousands of people walked 
onwards to France, where they would face 
concentration camps and forced repatriation. 
The full bellies and swimming pools that 
colony directors attempted to provide were 
replaced with hunger and retribution.

Justa Freire, who delighted in children’s 
curiosity, was sentenced to prison for six 
years for “aiding the rebellion” through her 
teaching. Hundreds of other teachers who 
were accused of “infecting children” with the 
“germ of Marxism” and sentenced to prison 
and sometimes even death.

Parents who were separated from their 
children had to prove they were politically 
worthy of reuniting with their children. Those 
were deemed unworthy were not reunited 
and their children were sent to convents or 
adopted out to fascist families.

The social workers who took part in the 
Child Care Commission delegation turned 
their sights to Spanish refugee resettlement 
in Mexico, and aided Jewish refugees fleeing 
European fascism. In the last months of the 
Republic, Malbin returned to Spain to assist 

antifascist fighters from Germany, Austria, 
and Italy acquire passports to relocate in 
Latin America, as they could not return to 
their home countries.

She would later reflect on her time in 
Spain:

“It made the biggest impact on me. When 
people have a vision, and they know what 
they’re struggling for, and they work together 
to accomplish it, it is in such contrast to the 
dog-eat-dog kind of life which we often extol as 
the best kind of life. This kind of cooperation 
and working together and realizing that the 
fate of every person depends on all the others 
around him. It is still the most important thing 
to learn.”14

The international contributions to the 
Aid for Spain movement were never enough 
to meet the humanitarian needs of an entire 
nation strangled by blockade and embargo, 
but the contributions marshalled by mainly 
women organizers did make a difference to 
the thousands of children who received it.

The efforts of such women 90 years ago 
are part of a longer feminist antifascist tradi-
tion that sought to preserve life at all costs. 
That tradition lives on in the tent schools, 
communal kitchens, and caretakers of Gaza’s 
children today. As Palestinian poet Rafeef 
Ziadeh reminded us: here we teach life.  n
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The Necessary Unsilence of Kishwar Naheed:
Pakistan’s Eminent Feminist Poet  By Ali Shehzad Zaidi
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BORN IN in 1940, Kishwar Naheed had a 
transformative experience at age eight when 
she witnessed the return of several girls to 
her hometown of Bulandshahr, Pakistan.

As she beheld the bruised and bleeding 
girls who had been kidnapped months earlier 
during the partition riots, Naheed ceased 
to be a child and became a woman (“Inter-
view”). Feminine solidarity came to define 
her life as in this excerpt from “I Feel In My 
Bones:”

My mother cut
like water through
rocks of grief,
drop after drop after drop.
My mother endured
like the moon
every phase of pain
unfrowning, dauntless.
My mother melted away
like a cloud leaving everything unsaid.
                                 (“I Feel,” 30)
Forsaking this tradition of demure silence, 

Naheed spoke forcefully for women in Paki-
stan. She came of age during the late fifties, 
influenced by the ideals of socialism and by 
the Progressive Writer’s Movement that, 
from its inception in the mid-1930s, inspired 
the struggle for social justice in the Indian 
subcontinent.

At age 15, Naheed published her first 
ghazal, the traditional Urdu verse form that 
consists of interlocking yet self-contained 
rhyming couplets. The creative tension be-
tween the traditional and the contemporary 
gave rise to some of her best poems.

While still in college, Naheed married 
Yousaf Kamran, a classmate and fellow poet, 
under pressure from her family who were 
dismayed by their budding romance. By age 
22, Naheed had two sons and was tasked 
with domestic chores and work responsibil-
ities.

Nonetheless, her tribulations were less 
daunting than those of most Pakistani wom-
en, as she notes her autobiography:

“What kind of hell is this that the woman 
who works in ten houses every day should also 
have to warm the bed at night and should give 

over her day’s earning for the bottle that fuels 
the man’s lust? I was shaken when my maid 
servant returned to work the day after giving 
birth. Her story was that giving birth was no big 
deal.” (Bad Woman’s Story, 92)

Marriage threw her own values and 
those of her husband into sharp relief. As 
a descendent of the Prophet Mohammed, 
Naheed is heir to an ancestral memory 
that heightens one’s sense of responsibility 
towards others. She did not adhere to the 
custom of forbearance typically expected of 
Pakistani women should their husbands enjoy 
carousing lifestyles.

In “The Maid,” Naheed conveys how the 
sheer weight of tradition habituates Pakistani 
women into reflexive submission. As in other 
poems, Naheed foregrounds the female body 
as a site of oppression:

Like the sunflower
I turn my head
At the command of the master.
Turning my head
Has cracked my spinal cord. (Salt, 34)

Military Rule Nightmare

During the period of military rule under 
General Zia ul Haq, Naheed was placed 
under surveillance and her husband jailed. In 
1979, the regime imposed the Hudood Or-
dinance, which made no distinction between 
rape and adultery while silencing women by 
excluding their testimony in those matters.

Adultery, once a personal matter between 
husband and wife, became a crime against the 
state. A year later, the regime ordered female 
government employees to cover their heads.

Naheed took part in the protests that 
the newly formed Women’s Action Forum 
organized in response to these developments. 
Despite their brave efforts, Pakistan’s regres-
sive cultural shift would prove lasting.

Between 1979, the year that Zia had 
Prime Minister Zulfiqar Ali Bhutto hanged in 
secret in the middle of the night, and 1988, 
the year that Zia died in a plane crash, the 
number of women imprisoned in Pakistan 
rose from just 70 to 6,000 (Ashfaq).

The title of Naheed’s poem “Anticlock-
wise” conveys the reversal of human rights 
and gender equality. In 1983, the military 
regime banned Naheed’s Urdu translation 
of Simone de Beauvoir’s The Second Sex, but 
not its English translation, fearing more the 
spread of ideas to the masses than to the 
educated elite of Pakistan.

As Naheed tells us, it was during those 
years that many women overcame their fear 
of takfiri mullahs:

It is we sinful women
who are not awed by the grandeur of those 

who wear gowns
who don’t sell our lives
who don’t bow our heads
who don’t fold our hands together.
Naheed’s husband died in 1984 at age 46. 

That year, Naheed wrote “Bird-Mating Tree,” 
presented here in an unpublished translation 
by Daud Kamal, who was my teacher at the 
University of Peshawar:

Bird-mating tree —
boisterous, pagan —
planks of its timber
for your coffin
(what you wanted).
Hard as desire —
heavy as loss.
How long
will you stave off
the blind worm’s hunger?
Silence
of granite mountains —
the sea’s oblivion.
Lover, poet, husband —
talk to me.
Kamal’s English language poem “Night” 

also expresses this quest to communicate in 
the beyond and likewise appears for the first 
time in these pages:

On separate rafts
in a sea
of black ink
and
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Kishwar Naheed in her office.
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all the time
I thought
we were talking.

Spiritual Geography
The year 1984 also witnessed the death 

of Faiz Ahmed Faiz, Pakistan’s most re-
nowned Urdu poet whom Naheed admired 
immensely. Faiz’s poetry, like that of Naheed, 
delineates Pakistan’s desolate and entropic 
spiritual geography as in Kamal’s hitherto 
unpublished translation, titled “Spiral:”

Spiral of dust
whirled away
by the wind
that made it.
The traveler returns
to his burnt-out home —
the fisherman to his plundered river.
In old age, having achieved renown, 

Naheed travelled widely to conferences and 
literary festivals, the stage in life that most 
approached happiness, to which she alludes 
in “Decline:”

Every nail of these hands
Looks like a jagged shore,
A mirror of ugliness.
This is the beginning
the picture of my better days. (Salt, 14)

Into Her Own
In 1998, when she became director gen-

eral of the Pakistan National Council for the 
Arts, Naheed created a cooperative where 
women artisans were paid fair rates for their 
handicrafts, strengthening, in her own small 
way, the economic foundations of social jus-
tice, which are a precondition to emancipate 
women:

“In my country along with women, men are 
also oppressed: 87 percent of the country’s en-
tire land is under the control of only 13 percent 

of the population in the shape of the feudal. The 
peasants of my country, the earners of all the 
foreign exchange, are rotting in a 400-year-old 
environment. And those that barter away their 
interests make merry in the assemblies and in 
air-conditioned houses. In my country woman 
has no identity, she is identified by her relation-
ships with others — She is a sister, wife, mother, 
daughter — but is she anything on her own?” 
(Bad Woman’s Story, 123)

Naheed is among the few Pakistani wom-
en to have come into her own. One of her 
legacies is to have filled children with sense of 
wonder in nursery rhymes and poems that 
restore them, at the dawn of their literary 
sensibilities and social consciousness, to the 
primordial images of a living universe, as 
might be inferred from the title of her poem 
“Daughter of the Moon.”

The outlook for Pakistan remains grim. 
In its 2023 Global Gender Gap Report, the 
World Economic Forum ranked Pakistan 
dead last among 148 countries in women’s 
health, education, economic participation, 
and political initiative (“Pakistan”). However, 
Naheed’s courage has inspired many others 
to speak up for social and economic justice in 
Pakistan.  n
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The following excerpt is from the Ukraine 
Solidarity Network (U.S.) statement in soli-
darity with the popular uprising in Iran.
THE UKRAINE SOLIDARITY NET
WORK (U.S.) expresses its solidarity with 
the latest mass uprising in Iran, which 
has been brutally crushed by the Islamic 
Republic, even as the reactionary forces 
of monarchy and another U.S. and Israeli 
military assault threaten to hijack the 
Iranian people’s struggle against religious 
fundamentalism and authoritarianism.

As the Ukrainian democratic socialist 
organization Sotsialnyi Rukh (Social Move-
ment) has stated:

“The Iranian government tries to discredit 
Iranian people’s protests by labeling all 
protesters as ‘terrorists,’ monarchists, or 
U.S./Israeli spies. The Russian government 
also continues to attack the struggle of the 
Ukrainian people against Russia’s imperialist 
war as a ‘proxy war’ led by ‘fascists.’

“The events in Iran will have a signif-
icant impact on the whole world and our 
country in particular. While Putin’s Russia 
is using Iranian drones, among other things, 
to terrorize the population of Ukraine and 
attack civilian infrastructure with genocidal 
intentions to put millions of people at risk of 
freezing without heating and electricity, the 
sympathies of ordinary Iranian women and 
men are on the side of the victims.”  n



AGAINST THE CURRENT • 23

Madness of Maternal Life  By Frann Michel
Die My Love (2025)
Directed by Lynne Ramsay
Written by Lynne Ramsay, Enda Walsh, and Alice 
Birch
Produced by Martin Scorsese, Jennifer Lawrence, 
Justine Ciarrocchi, Molly Smith, Thad Luckinbill, 
Trent Luckinbill, Andrea Calderwood
Distributed by Mubi

If I Had Legs I’d Kick You (2025)
Directed & Written by Mary Bronstein
Produced by Sara Murphy, Ryan Zacarias, Ronald 
Bronstein, Josh Safdie, Eli Bush, Conor Hannon, 
Richie Doyle
Distributed by A24

MOTHERING UNDER CAPITALISM is a 
nightmare. And that’s even for those with 
the advantages of being married heterosexual 
cisgender white citizens who are not finan-
cially destitute. Such is the implication of two 
recent films written and directed by women.

Die My Love is about an aspiring writer 
and stay-at-home mother of an infant, living 
far from her original home, near the family 
of her often-absent husband; If I Had Legs I’d 
Kick You is about a professional-class woman 
caring for her sick child while her husband is 
away and their home becomes unlivable.

Both films feature uncertainty for the 
viewer about what is real within the world of 
the film and what is imagined, dreamed, hallu-
cinated by their protagonists. These women 
seem to be losing touch with reality — 
maddened by the constraints and demands 
of their lives, failed by unsupportive partners, 
inadequate social networks, and psychothera-
peutic banalities.

Neither film is an easy watch, but both 
offer impressive lead performances and 
cinematic panache. Both have been described 
as dark comedies and psychological dramas, 
though the humor is caustic in Die My Love 
and often cringe in If I Had Legs I’d Kick You.

Both consider maternal anger, though only 
in Bronstein’s film is it directed at the child as 
well as the surrounding culture. Both position 
the viewer distinctively, with the camera 

often aesthetically detached in Ramsay’s film, 
and often uncomfortably close in Bronstein’s.

There are indeed a striking number of 
similarities, both substantive and trivial, be-
tween the films. Both were shot on 35 mm, 
both foreground constrained spaces and end 
in ambiguous scenes of the outdoors. Both 
lack an expected comma in the title. Both 
include the violent death of a family pet. Both 
include an African-American man as a pos-
sible escape or ally to the 
protagonist in an otherwise 
white main cast.

In both, the women 
return to their homes to 
find their male partners have 
in their absence effected 
repairs and new paint, im-
plying the woman’s presence 
was itself an obstacle to im-
provements. Though neither 
film is a blockbuster, both 
have been well-received and 
popular, suggesting they have broader cultural 
resonance.

Neither protagonist suffers homelessness, 
food insecurity, or the pervasive threat or 
actuality of state violence. Neither faces 
custody battles or physically abusive partners. 
Neither film confronts the inaccessibility of 
reproductive health care or the crisis-level 
rates of maternal mortality (especially for Af-
rican Americans) in the United States where 
both are set.

Yet together they suggest that the isola-
tion and expectations at issue in many sec-
ond-wave liberal-feminist critiques persist as 
live concerns, perhaps all the more relevant 
in light of the rightwing push to return to a 
fantasized notion of traditional gender.

“Find Everything?”
To be sure, Lynne Ramsay has insisted 

that the frequent description of Die My Love 
as about postpartum depression and psychois 
is “just bullshit:” “It’s not about that.”

The director, protagonist, and film resist 
prosaic diagnosis, but echoes of Charlotte 
Perkins Gilman’s classic story “The Yellow 
Wallpaper” (1892) suggest the postpartum 
experience is part though not all of what’s in 
play in Ramsay’s fifth feature.

“Find everything you’re looking for?” asks 
a checkout cashier. “In life?” asks Grace (Jen-

nifer Lawrence), who refuses to conform to 
the reduced expectations of a conventional 
life, or to paper over with polite lies the gap 
between the desires we are invited to satisfy 
through consumerism, and the larger wishes 
we may have for our lives.

The film never articulates those larger 
wishes. Instead, Grace throws herself — 
angry, lustful, caustic, feral, flailing — into the 
gap. Grace and her partner Jackson (Robert 

Pattison) have moved from 
New York to a house 
in Montana that he has 
inherited from an uncle 
whom we later learn has 
committed suicide there.

The opening scene 
gives us a static shot from 
the interior of the house, 
looking through a series of 
doorways, suggesting the 
constraints of enclosure. 
The impression of being 

boxed in is emphasized by the use of the 
nearly-square 1.33:1 academy ratio.

Ramsay softens the difficulties of mother-
ing that are found in both Gilman’s story and 
in the short 2012 novel, by Argentine writer 
Ariana Harwicz, on which the screenplay 
is based. Gilman’s narrator simply “cannot” 
bear to be with her baby, and Harwicz’s also 
unnamed narrator reports her child “cries 
and cries and cries,” gets sick, and has to be 
accompanied everywhere by diapers and 
snacks and blankets.

But Grace hangs out with her placid, 
healthy-looking baby without visibly engaging 
in much of that constant domestic labor of 
infant care. In Die My Love, the problem is 
not the child but the context. Ramsay’s We 
Need to Talk About Kevin (2011) focuses on a 
mother coping with a violent child. But Grace 
says of her son, “He’s perfect; it’s everything 
else that’s fucked.”

Grace expresses her boredom and frus-
tration at home by dancing around, making 
faces, licking a windowpane, crawling through 
the yard while carrying a large kitchen knife, 
eventually throwing herself through a glass 
door and later, like Gilman’s narrator, clawing 
paper down from the walls.

People around her try to be helpful. 
Another young mother tells her, “Babies are 
hard. I don’t think anybody talks about that 

Frann Michel is a member of the Old Mole 
collective at KBOO Community Radio in 
Portland, Oregon, a producer of the film 
Necessity: Oil, Water, and Climate 
Resistance, and Professor Emeritus of English 
and Cinema at Willamette University.

i n t e r n a t i o n a l  w o m e n ’ s  d a y  2 0 2 6



24 • MARCH / APRIL 2026

enough.” Grace replies, “It’s all anyone talks 
about.”

Her mother-in-law Pam (Sissy Spacek) 
suggests that she start her day with hot 
water and lemon, or try taking an online 
yoga class. We understand the attempt to 
be helpful, but also the inadequacy of Pam’s 
suggestions to the angst and anger Grace 
acts out.

If I Had Legs
Where Die My Love 

downplays the ten-
sions between mother 
and child, If I Had Legs 
repeatedly alludes to 
the potential violence 
of caregivers toward 
children.

The film references 
actual cases of a New 
York nanny stabbing her 
two charges, and of a 
Texas mother drowning 
her five children in a 
bathtub, as well as the 
1980s films A Cry in the 
Dark (about the dingoes-
ate-my-baby story) and 
Demons 2, a giallo featur-
ing a possessed-cannibal-baby sequence.

If I Had Legs I’d Kick You opens with an 
extreme closeup on the eyes of Linda (Rose 
Byrne) during a therapy session in which her 
unseen preadolescent daughter is heard ex-
plaining that Mommy is “stretchy” like “putty.” 

Linda breaks in to insist that she’s not 
putty, she’s in control, but the very denial, 
along with the rest of the film, reveals her 
sense of being, if not manipulated, certainly 
overwhelmed.

The daughter, never named and seen 
mainly in fragments — dangling feet, a hand, 
a wisp of hair — doesn’t like eating food be-
cause it’s too “squishy;” her eating disorder is 
so severe that she has a tube in her stomach 
for nocturnal feeding, the machine for which 
creates an eerie red glow.

The head of the pediatric eating disorders 
clinic, Dr. Singer (Mary Bronstein), repeatedly 
reminds Linda that they need to schedule a 
meeting. When the child doesn’t meet her 
weight goal, Linda feels “I failed” because Dr. 
Singer “set us up to fail.”

The film’s title suggests both power-
lessness and anger, evoking the “powerless 
responsibility” Adrienne Rich described 50 
years ago as characterizing the position of 
women in the “institution” of motherhood: 
blamed for their children’s fates but unable to 
secure them.

Linda is herself a therapist, as well as in 
therapy. Her patient Caroline (Danielle Mac-
donald) is a new mother not bonding with 
her infant, fearful of leaving him with a sitter, 
fearful that she may harm him.

Linda tells her own therapist (Conan 

O’Brien) about a past abortion and wonders 
if she should have kept that child instead of 
the one she has. Caroline pursues Linda out-
side session, as Linda does her own therapist, 
each patient pleading for help the therapist 
does not, cannot, provide.

Five minutes into the film, a leaking ceiling 
in Linda’s apartment collapses, and Linda 
and her daughter relocate to a cheap motel 
until the repairs are complete. Linda spends 

much of the film on the phone 
arguing with the contractor 
doing repairs.

Indeed she spends much 
of the film arguing, usually by 
phone — with her therapist, 
her patients, Dr. Singer, and 
her husband (Christian Slater), 
away on an extended work trip 
and, like the daughter, present-
ed only as an offscreen voice 
for most of the film.

Missing Connections
Both these films, then, seem 

to argue against the value of 
psychotherapy. Grace spends 
some time in an institution, 
later angrily thanking Jackson 

for having her committed. Any benefits 
seem transient; she’s soon again mad in both 
senses.

Ramsay’s film ends with Grace moving 
further away from conventions and into a 
wild landscape, figuratively if not literally 
freed. Bronstein’s ends with Linda thrown 
back from her attempted escape, apparently 
submitting to a greater conformity to her 
role. Her final promise to “be better” echoes 
an earlier promise/plea from her daughter, 
suggesting the mother’s infantilization.

We are a long way here from the inde-
pendent films of the women’s liberation era, 
when Agnes Varda’s One Sings, The Other 
Doesn’t (1977) focused on female friendship 
and offered musical numbers about the 
pleasures of pregnancy and about the joys of 
having an abortion in a communal setting.

Previous films by Ramsay and Bronstein 
have included attention to women’s connec-
tions with each other, as in Bronstein’s first 
film Yeast (2008) and Ramsay’s second feature 
Morvern Callar (2002). But neither Grace nor 
Linda has a close female friend, much less a 
political movement to help make sense of her 
experience or provide a vision of a better 
world or a path to get there.

Without the presence of such a move-
ment or community, even these narratives by 
skilled women directors offer no effective vi-
sion beyond the madness of the day, but they 
vividly dramatize some of the present pains of 
mothering for even the relatively privileged in 
America.  n

While the agents who killed Good and 
Pretti have not been charged, Bondi has had 
no hesitation in supporting the filing of feder-
al charges against a group of activists, mostly 
Black, including Nekima Levy Armstrong, for-
mer president of the Minneapolis chapter of 
the NAACP, for the audacity of interrupting a 
service at a church in St. Paul to protest one 
of the ministers, who is an ICE agent.

In a clear-cut attack on the First Amend-
ment, the U.S. attorney’s office charged two 
journalists, Don Lemon and Georgia Fort, 
who entered the church to cover the protest.

There have been a series of local demon-
strations against Target, whose national 
headquarters is based in the Twin Cities, after 
the store chain failed to denounce ICE’s de-
tention of Target employees near the doors 
of one store and did not speak out against 
ICE staging operations in its parking lots.

Although 60 prominent corporate and 
non-profit leaders issued a joint statement 
after Pretti’s killing, they failed to mention 
the murders of Good and Pretti or press for 
the removal of ICE. Liz Fedor, a senior editor 
at Twin Cities Business, an online publication, 
wrote in an opinion piece, “Many Minneso-
tans posted on social media that they viewed 
this letter as too little, too late….Citizens 
need business leaders who aren’t afraid to 
take on public issues and challenges.”

The mass resistance in the Twin Cities has 
got me thinking about another era of mass 
mobilization, and a Teamster named Harry 
DeBoer, who was one of the leaders of the 
1934 Minneapolis Teamsters truck strike, 
a labor battle that spanned seven months 
and ended in an historic victory, one of the 
most significant strikes of the 1930s. Harry is 
credited with developing the use of cruising 
pickets, a tactic that would become widely 
used in the labor movement.

On July 20, 1934, on what became known 
as Bloody Friday, Harry was shot in the leg, 
one of 60 workers shot by Minneapolis police 
that day. Two workers, Henry Ness and 
John Belor, were killed. Harry spent several 
months in the hospital. Sometime after the 
strike was won, he was elected president of 
the bakery driver’s local union.

Harry died in 1992. My late wife Gillian 
and I had gotten to know him well. We were 
friends. From time to time, things might not 
be going right, and there could be a tendency 
for folks, myself included, to get a little down. 
Harry had an answer to that.

“Don’t give up on the workers,” he would 
say. It was his motto. Harry would have been 
horrified at what the Trump administration 
has been doing. But he would be very pleased 
at the way the people of the Twin Cities have 
responded. He would have predicted it.  n

People’s Metro Surge — continued from page 3
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Eleni Varikas (1949-2026)  By Alan Wald
ELENI VARIKAS, a revolutionary Marxist-
Feminist French-Greek professor of political 
philosophy, best known for her pioneering 
use of the concept of gender in French 
research, died of heart failure in Paris on 
January 9, 2026. She was 76 years old and 
the life partner of Michael Löwy, the French-
Brazilian Marxist sociologist and philoso-
pher. Both were contributors to ATC and 
good friends of its sponsoring organization, 
Solidarity.

For those of us who knew Eleni personal-
ly, our memories are like precious gemstones. 
Who can forget her magnetic presence? 
Eleni was a piñata of enthusiasm and creative 
ideas — feisty and iconoclastic, yet always 
with unmatched erudition. This reflects her 
unusual life.

She was born in 1949 in Athens, Greece, 
the daughter of Vássos Varikas, a well-known 
Marxist journalist and literary critic, who had 
been, in the 1930’s, one of the founders of 
the Left Opposition in Greece. He was most 
famous for announcing a “Generation of Re-
sistance” in his 1971 essay “Poetic Anti-Con-
formism,” in relation to a new group of poets 
in opposition to the Greek military junta.

While she was a student of history at the 
University of Athens, her father urged her 
to travel to Paris during the student-worker 
upheaval of May 1968, which made a lasting 
impression on her.

Upon returning to Greece, she cam-
paigned against the military dictatorship, 
returning to Paris again in 1971 to work with 
Georges Haupt, the Romanian and French 
historian of socialism, on a Masters’ Thesis 
about the origins of the Communist move-
ment in Greece.

She went back to Athens in 1974 and 
became, until 1978, one of the main leaders 
of the Greek Section of the Fourth Interna-
tional and the chief editor of its journal, The 
Barricade. After 1978, she decided to invest 
her efforts in the feminist cause and was in-
strumental in creating the feminist movement 
in Greece.

Eleni was put on trial in 1975 for trans-
lating and adapting a banned work, The Little 
Red Book for Schoolchildren and High School 
Students. She was sentenced to prison but 

later acquitted on appeal. The judge who 
acquitted her was Christos Sartzetakis, who 
had been in jail during the military dictator-
ship. (He later became President of Greece).

In 1981, she once again embarked to Paris 
on a scholarship to pursue a doctoral thesis 
on the origins of modern Greek feminism 
and a year later she married Michael Löwy. 
Her thesis, La Révolte des Dames (1986), was 
awarded the highest distinction and published 
in Greece by Archives Historiques in 1987.

From 1988 to 1991, Eleni was a lecturer at 
the School for Advanced Studies in the Social 
Sciences (EHESS) and at the University of 
Paris 7. In 1991 she was appointed, by com-
petitive examination, as a lecturer in the De-
partment of Political Science at the University 
of Paris VIII. There she served as Professor 
of Political Theory and Gender Studies from 
2006 to 2012, retiring as Professor Emeritus 
of Political Philosophy.

Global Scholar
Over the years, Eleni was invited as a 

researcher, visiting professor and lecturer 
by universities around the world, including 
University of Lausanne, Free University of 
Brussels, European University Institute of 
Florence, Harvard University, Columbia 
University, The New School, University of 
Athens, University of São Paulo, and the State 
University of Campinas. While in the United 

States, especially during semesters spent at 
the University of Michigan in Ann Arbor with 
Löwy, she had many memorable interactions 
with Solidarity activists and other radicals. 
She also enjoyed the friendship of Brazilian 
left-wing thinkers, among them MarcoAurélio 
Garcia and Elizabeth Souza Lobo.

Eleni was additionally a member of the 
editorial boards of several journals, including 
Pouvoirs, Raisons politiques, and Les Cahiers du 
genre. Her books include Penser le sexe et le 
genre (2006), Les rebuts du monde, Figures du 
paria (2007) and Pour une théorie féministe du 
politique (2017).

As co-author, with Françoise Collin and 
Évelyne Pisier, she contributed to Les Femmes 
de Platon à Derrida: Anthologie Critique (2000), 
as well as, with Leonore Davidoff and Keith 
Mc Clelland, Gender and History, Retrospect 
and Prospect (2000).

She also published, with Michael Löwy, an 
essay on “Max Weber and Anarchism” that 
was published in English, French, Portuguese, 
Spanish and Greek. She always had a lot of 
sympathy for the Anarchist movement.

Vivid to many of us are Eleni’s stylish 
vivacity, her bold, free and unconventional 
persona, one that was warm and generous 
with an authentic joie de vie. Eleni was one of 
those people who lived with a sense of moral 
purpose, aggrieved by injustice, and a bastion 
of reason against all forms of bigotry.

Eleni would occasionally go off script with 
candid observations but always remained de-
cent, principled and humane. Her captivating 
and singular personality will live in our hearts 
and memory forever.  n

Alan Wald is an editor of Against the Current. 
This article is written on behalf of the editorial 
board.

i n  m e m o r i a m

Eleni Varikas speaking in Paris in 2017.

Many scholars and activists posted trib-
utes on Facebook. The U.S. art histo-
rian Abigail Susik recalled, “Her works 
addressed the history of feminism, issues 
of exclusion in modernity, legitimization 
systems and social hierarchies, and the 
figure of the pariah. They propose an 
innovative and dissenting reading of 
the history of political thought, from a 
feminist point of view.” The Columbia 
University anthropologist Neni Panourgia 
observed that “her work on the figure of 
the pariah is foundational and unparal-
leled. Always ahead of her time, always at 
the forefront of thought and politics and 
action, always present.”  n
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On Donald Trump & the U.S. Ruling Class:
Bonapartism in America?  Samuel Farber

a m e r i c a n  t u r m o i l

THE RISE OF Donald Trump’s extreme right-wing authori-
tarianism, particularly during his second presidential term, has 
given rise to a multitude of interpretations of the social and 
political nature of his rule. This is especially the case among 
those who have claimed that Trump’s regime represents a 
variety of fascism.

While this debate regarding Trump and Fascism has, in my 
view, largely run its course, there are other interpretations that 
might be worth examining. One of these sees Trump as an 
American version of “Bonapartism” (a degree of “state auton-
omy” to be further defined below).

This is the interpretation that this article will critically dis-
sect. While much less widespread, the “Bonapartism” perspec-
tive offers a useful opportunity to analyze several important 
related issues such as the relationship between the U.S. ruling 
class and the federal government. (The accompanying box pro-
vides some references to the discussion.)

Background: What is Bonapartism?
Louis Napoleon Bonaparte was the nephew of the “great” 

Napoleon and ruled France from his first election as President 
of the Republic on December 10, 1848, and through the 
December 1851 Coup, which led to his self-proclamation as 
emperor in 1852. He retained that title until he was deposed 
in 1870.

There are some parallels between him and Trump in 
their clearly authoritarian and corrupt rule. Most of all, Louis 
Bonaparte and so far to a lesser extent Trump, adopted many 
measures to engage in what Hal Draper called the “autono-
mization” of the state, balancing above the main contending 
class forces and institutions in society. (See Karl Marx’s Theory 
of Revolution. State and Bureaucracy, New York: Monthly Review 
Press, 1977, 467-8).

In the case of Trump, this autonomization has included his 
tendency to take over as many political and social process-
es as he can get away with, and subordinate everything to 
himself. This can be clearly seen in Trump’s preventing even 
the Republican-controlled House of Representatives and the 
Senate from exercizing their Constitutionally mandated legisla-
tive authority, including on tariffs.

This seizure of executive power has been vigorously sup-
ported by House Speaker Mike Johnson in refusing, during 
the government shutdown in the fall of 2025, to conduct any 
House business, including his refusal at the time to swear in 
Adelina Grijalva, a newly elected Arizona woman of Latin 

American descent.
Along the same authoritarian lines, Trump has conducted 

widespread assaults on the independent agencies lawfully 
approved by Congress, such as the Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) and the Consumer Financial Protection Bureau; 
fired thousands of Federal public employees, ignoring the rules 
normally governing such government actions; attempted media 
censorship of critics including comedians; and withdrawn fed-
eral grants in order to coerce institutions of higher education.

Further, he has deployed Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement (ICE) to engage in massive and illegal deporta-
tions, terrorizing the communities in which immigrants live; 
illegally and arbitrarily bombed boats and killed their occupants 
supposedly engaged in drug trafficking in the Caribbean and 
in the Pacific Ocean; nakedly used the Justice Department to 
prosecute Trump’s political enemies; and generally instituted a 
climate of lawlessness emerging from Trump’s violation of laws 
he does not like.

It is important to note in this context that Trump has been 
supported by, and in return covered up, extreme rightwing 
groups as manifested in the January 6, 2021 rioting to prevent 
Congress from ratifying the results of the November 2020 
presidential election of Joe Biden.

Several people were killed and many injured during that 
attack, but that did not stop Trump, after regaining office in 
2025, from pardoning all those who had been found guilty by 
the courts for their January 6 actions.

Louis Bonaparte for his part went even farther than Trump 
(so far), and among other acts of repression destroyed the 
revolutionary press, placed public meetings under police super-
vision, disbanded the democratic National Guard, imposed a 
state of siege, supplanted juries by military commissions, and 
subjected public education to the Catholic clergy.

Louis Napoleon’s rule was corrupt as was especially the 
case with the urban renewal of Paris led by Baron Georges-
Eugéne Haussman, which was full of financial mismanagement 
and bold profiteering.

As Marx pointed out in The Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis 
Bonaparte, the French ruler counted on the support of the 
lumpenproletariat, with the chief of the Society of December 
10 (the date of Bonaparte’s election as president) at the head 
of the lumpen elements. Louis Bonaparte, along with his reti-
nue and powerful members of the government and his army, 
belonged to that society and as such themselves benefitted 
from their access to the state treasury.

For his part Trump, especially in his second term, has used 
his power to sponsor all sorts of financial deals made by family 
members especially in the Gulf countries, and also used his 
position as president to promote highly volatile cryptocurren-

Samuel Farber was born and raised in Cuba and has published numer-
ous books and articles about that country as well as about the Russian 
Revolution and U.S. politics. He is an Emeritus Professor of Political 
Science at the City University of New York (CUNY) and resides in that 
city.
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cies. This includes granting a pardon to convicted felon Chang 
Peng Zhao, the founder of the firm Crypto Exchange Binance.

Besides the capricious demolition of part of the White 
House to pursue his love of gigantic ballrooms, Trump has also 
used it as a base for his unlicensed retail operations such as the 
sale of merchandise including Trump watches and even Trump 
Bibles. Thus the presidency as well as the White House has 
lost much of its vaunted dignity as it has been converted into 
a vulgar retail outlet.

Moreover, major figures in his administration have illegally 
used their positions for private gain, such as his border czar 
Tom Homan — whom FBI agents once arrested as he accepted 
$50,000 in cash in exchange for his promise to promote certain 
government policy decisions.

As one would expect considering Trump’s usual lawlessness, 
charges against Homan were dropped once Trump became 
president for the second time. More recently, Secretary of 
Homeland Security Kristi Noem was reported to have ordered 
the Coast Guard to buy two private jets, costing 172 million 
dollars, for her use and that of her staff. 

Social and Political Bases
Yet despite these tempting similarities between their 

actions, the political and social situations that played decisive 
roles in the rise and holding on to power of Donald 
Trump and Louis Bonaparte could not have been 
more different.

Louis Bonaparte rose to power on the wake 
of the defeat of the French and Europe-wide 1848 
revolutions, which signified a major shift in the 
political standing of the bourgeoisie in western and 
central Europe.

As Marx and Engels explained, it became clear 
during the 1848 events that the bourgeoisie was no lon-
ger playing a revolutionary role, especially in the case of France.

In that country, what happened that year greatly reinforced 
the fear of the working class that the French bourgeoisie had 
developed. This fear had a major conservatizing effect on their 
own political and social behavior, becoming the principal reason 
for their unconditional support for Louis Bonaparte.

As far as the peasantry was concerned, their association 
of Louis Bonaparte with the memory of his uncle Napoleon 
— who was perceived as a defender of the peasants’ right to 
their plot of land — and their fear of urban revolts, which 
might potentially endanger their economic security and wel-
fare, constituted the principal source of peasant support for 
the emperor.

This was a conservative small landholding peasantry that 
Marx famously saw as both being and not being a class. 
According to Marx, they were a class because they shared 
objective conditions common to all French peasants, but yet 
not a class as they were isolated from each other and thus 
unable to act in concert.

It was thus the combination of a very recently defeated 
working class, a politically cowardly bourgeoisie, and an atom-
ized peasantry that allowed Louis Napoleon to rule for over 
20 years. For different reasons none of these classes were able 
to achieve political hegemony and power on their own, thus 
allowing Louis Napoleon to rise and politically maneuver above 
the class deadlock created by the specific French political cir-
cumstances of the 1850s.

But as Hal Draper argued, the existence of a class equilib-
rium was not itself the distinguishing feature of Bonapartism. 
The crux of Bonapartism, rather, was the utilization of this 
condition to maximize the autonomous position of the state 
with respect to the classes — an autonomization organized 
under a “personal one-man rule,” a one-man who moreover 
was not functioning as the chairman of any class’s “executive 
committee.” (Hal Draper, op. cit, 426)

The U.S. Scene
Quite in contrast to the French political situation in the 

1850s, the United States has had an economically very strong 
and powerful bourgeoisie, possibly the most powerful in the 
world, that has enjoyed vast economic power for a very long 
time in the United States and the world at large.

Moreover, this bourgeoisie has so far had little reason to 
worry about a serious power threat from an overwhelmingly 

non-organized working class, although localized work-
ing-class struggles have continued to take place.

Even major crises such as the Great Recession 
(following the 2007-2009 housing bubble collapse 
and financial crisis) were “resolved” on very favor-

able terms for the capitalist class with only minor 
concessions extracted by the government 

from the banks, which in any case are 
now less important as private equity 
and other sources of unregulated cap-
ital formation have grown in impor-
tance.
Finally, the American capitalist class 

has not been part of a class dead-
lock with the working class or any 
other class or group that would have 

allowed a “Bonaparte” the opportunity to 
rise above that deadlock and seize power.

Most important of all, quite unlike Louis Napoleon’s ascent 
to power in 1848, Trump’s success in the 2016 and 2024 gener-
al elections was not a response to any major social breakdown 
and crisis in American society. The USA of the first quarter of 
the 21st century has not been like the Europe of 1848, nor for 
that matter the German Weimar period during the late 1920s.

Most sections of the American bourgeoisie did not see 
Trump as a solution to an extreme social and political situation. 
It is also worth noting that in none of the general elections 
in 2016, 2020 and 2024 did Trump obtain the financial and 
political support of most of the capitalist class, although he did 
obtain substantial support from small sections of capital that 
had been pushing a much more aggressive war on the welfare 
state and the Obama/Biden legacy.

Of course, none of this denies major problems in the 
American economy and society, with the substantial popular 
discontent that has resulted from them. In the relatively short 
term, there exist serious concerns about the falling dollar, rising 
inflation much of it provoked by Trump’s new tariffs, and the 
growing economic and political threat from China.

In addition, the current Wall Street boom is highly unbal-
anced since it is based on the value of seven generally high 
technology and artificial intelligence equities. As of December 
2025, the P/E (Price to Earnings) ratio for the broad S&P stock 
index has been quite high, suggesting a possibly out of control 
speculative wave.

Louis Napoleon Bonaparte



28 • MARCH / APRIL 2026

Over the longer run, the United States (as well as major 
European economic powers) have failed to address the ongo-
ing prospect of economic stagnation, and have been far from 
escaping the very major consequences of the deindustrializa-
tion that has been taking place for many decades.

This has had powerful negative effects on the organized 
American working class, as shown by studies such as that of 
Lainey Newman and Theda Skocpol on the dramatic decline 
of the United Steel Workers union and its formerly pervasive 
social and political influence in the greater Pittsburgh area. 
(See Rust Belt Union Blues. Why Working-Class Voters Are Turning 
Away from the Democratic Party, New York: Columbia University 
Press, 2023.)

But again, these real and serious problems of the working 
class and American society had not yet risen to the level of 
the massive social breakdown that preceded the rise of Louis 
Napoleon in France, or of Nazism and Fascism — the most 
extreme form of Bonapartist rule — in Europe.

Behind the Rise of Donald Trump
The rise of Donald Trump, then, was more the product of 

the U.S. political system than of any great economic and social 
crisis. Trump was able to take advantage of the Democratic 
Party’s predictable failure to offer real, substantial solutions to 
the serious problems facing the U.S. working class.

Even so-called Keynesian economic measures were not up 
to the task to fundamentally resolve the crisis provoked by 
deindustrialization. In addition, the Democratic Party largely 
abandoned the working class to instead concentrate on the 
more educated middle- and upper-class suburban voters.

As Senate Democratic minority leader Charles Schumer 
asserted in July 2016, “for every blue-collar Democrat we will 
lose in western Pennsylvania, we will pick up two, three mod-
erate Republican in the suburbs of Philadelphia, and you can 
repeat that in Ohio and Illinois and Wisconsin.”

In the same year, Democratic presidential candidate Hillary 
Clinton condescendingly described half of Trump supporters as 
a “basket of deplorables.”

Trump also benefited greatly by the persistent gerryman-
dering and overrepresentation of rural areas and of the most 
conservative states in the political system, as well as from U.S. 
Supreme Court actions.

Aside from banning affirmative action, the Supreme Court 
ruled that sections of the 1965 Voting Rights Act were 
unconstitutional and is currently threatening to emasculate if 
not altogether eliminate what remains of that landmark law, 
thereby eliminating the protection that the Black electorate has 
had against racist attacks on its voting rights. The Court also 
eliminated many controls on campaign spending.

Yet Trump still got substantially fewer popular votes than his 
opponents Hillary Clinton and Joe Biden did in 2016 and 2020. 
As a newcomer to electoral politics, Trump took advantage of 
the primary system (and continues to do so as a mechanism to 
purge Republican critics) that has become predominant in the 
USA since the early 1970s.

For most Democratic and Republican candidates this meant 
even greater domination of money in electoral campaigns. As a 
relatively fluid resource compared with the much thicker walls 
of the established party organizations, heavy reliance on major 
donors’ money can make an established party apparatus more 
vulnerable to well-financed upsurges from outside its domain.

This was the role assumed by CREEP (Committee to Reelect 
the President) under Nixon in the 1970s and by Republican 
House Speaker Newt Gingrich in the 1990s. demanding contri-
bution quotas from congressional Republicans, thereby bypass-
ing the official Republican organizational structures.

But although Trump managed to raise important sums 
from a relatively small number of capitalists and from small 
donations to his campaigns, he was also able to use his fame 
and ability to manipulate the media, getting free exposure and 
publicity without having to spend anywhere as much money 
as his Republican and Democratic competitors — since in fact 
he has generally tended to raise less money for his presidential 
campaigns than the Democratic Party.

This was how the ascendancy of primaries more generally 
meant the significant loss of power and influence of party 
machines and structures such as the Tammany-type urban 
Democratic machines, although these had already been declin-
ing for other reasons such as the rise and consolidation of the 
welfare state.

Be that as it may, these party structures acted as an effective 
filter against anti-systemic movements, whether from the right 
or even more so from the left. Witness the effective work of 
the Tammany machines to stop or diminish the strength of 
the Socialist Party in New York City at the turn of the 20th 
century — even though this was not the principal reason for 
the creation and survival of political machines and other party 
organizations for many decades.

If we consider Trump’s relative weakness inside the 
Republican Party organizational apparatus in the past, the 
primary system was critical to his success by allowing him to 
directly appeal to the rightwing base and to those workers 
and others disenchanted with a Democratic Party that ignored 
their grievances.

Thus, it has been estimated that 11-15 percent of Trump 
voters in the 2016 elections had previously voted for Obama, 
much of that vote concentrated in Pennsylvania and several 
industrialized midwestern states.

THE DISCUSSION OF Trumpism and “Bonapartism”has 
gotten some traction in 2025. This includes journalist 
Sam Young’s article, “Is Donald Trump the New Louis 
Bonaparte?” (Medium, November 6, 2025).

Essays in academic journals and in more mainstream and-
liberal intellectual publications include Wolfgang Streeck’s 
“Trump and the Trumpists” (Inference, April 2017).

Dylan Riley’s “American Brumaire?” (New Left Review, 
Jan-Feb 2017) appears to describe Trump as a neo-Bona-
partist while Harvard philosopher Peter Gordon suggested 
a limited analogy between Bonapartism and “Trumpism” 
in “The Eighteenth Brumaire of Donald J. Trump,” (Boston 
Review, Nov. 8, 2024).

A recent shift to the debate around the creation of 
the kind of culture that facilitated Trumpism has centered 
largely around three books: When the Clock Broke ( John 
Ganz) — reviewed by Tim Ferguson — Hayek’s Bastards 
(Quinn Slobodian) — reviewed by Suzanne Schneider — 
and Furious Minds (Laura K. Field) — reviewed by Jennifer 
Szalai.  n

A Few Sources
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New Layers of Support
Trump’s political success was also in great part due to his 

ability to electorally mobilize new layers of people, and to bring 
together almost all rightwing political currents. He generally 
succeeded in this political effort except for the neoconserva-
tive political tendency represented by such people as William 
Kristol.

Interestingly, even though Trump was a former supporter of 
abortion rights and a man who had been married several times, 
let alone a blatant sexist and sexual harasser, he managed to 
attract the support of the evangelical movement.

Substantial sections of religious evangelicals and anti-abor-
tion forces had several decades earlier become politicized in 
reaction to what they viewed as the immoral 1960s, adding 
their considerable political muscle to the American right.

Until then the Right had been relatively limited to the 
issues of anti-Communism (e.g. the John Birch Society) and 
opposition to “big government” and to much of the wel-
fare state. Although evangelicals may not have had illusions 
about Trump’s personal life, they did realize that he could 
serve their cause — as indeed he did, notably in his nomina-
tions to the Supreme Court that eventually annulled the 
Roe v. Wade 1973 decision that had established 
a nationwide right to abortion.

Although personally a capitalist, or what 
I called a “lumpen capitalist” in an essay 
published seven years ago (“Donald Trump, 
Lumpen Capitalist,” Jacobin, October 19, 2018) 
Trump was not a political product of the ruling 
class or even had a history of close political asso-
ciation with it.

Instead, he was an external agent who, as an 
extreme right-wing politician, supported and put into effect an 
across-the-board reactionary program. Although a run of the 
mill big businessman (with numerous bankruptcies to his cred-
it) he started his career with money he got from his wealthy 
father. 

Donald Trump always relished, unlike most capitalists, public 
exposure and celebration. And he got a lot of that attention, 
money and popular success with his television program “The 
Apprentice” that he ran, starting in 2004, for 14 seasons.

Before then, his craving for popular attention and racism led 
him to buy big ads in four New York City newspapers in 1989 
to condemn and ask for the death penalty for five young Black 
people who had been accused of raping and injuring a while 
woman jogger in Central Park.

Although years later, the convicted men were exonerated 
through DNA analysis and the confession of the real culprit, 
Trump did not apologize and continued to insist on their guilt. 

Trump’s racism, manifested in his presidential apologies 
for slavery, his open support for extreme right wing white 
South Africans, and his fury against DEI (Diversity, Equity and 
Inclusion) programs, also followed on the steps of his father 
who, with Donald’s assistance, discriminated against potential 
Black tenants as Queens real estate magnates.

What About the Ruling Class?
The U.S. capitalist class for the most part has not developed 

a class consciousness particularly focused on what is and is not 
in the best longterm class interest for the American capitalist 

system as a whole.
There are many reasons for this tendency, starting with the 

fact that in capitalist democracies there is typically a division  
— although not an impermeable wall — between political and 
economic decision makers.

This division presents a problem for how the economi-
cally ruling class can ensure that the government of the day 
responds effectively to their long-term interests, particularly 
protecting the stability and durability necessary for a capitalist 
democracy — even though in the case of the United States, a 
comparatively less democratic system than most of the capital-
ist democracies in Europe and elsewhere.

Most of all, the division between the economic and polit-
ical realms constitutes a structural obstacle to the 

capacity of the ruling class to perceive and think 
of social reality as a whole. That does not mean 
that the U.S. ruling class has lacked class instincts, 
by which I mean a generally acute knowledge of 
what immediate specific measures and government 

actions they should support or oppose.
The lack or absence of mechanisms assuring 
governmental acquiescence in response to 

class-wide, ruling-class demands is further 
explained by the fact that the ruling 
class is no monolith, at least in times of 
relative social peace, and is structurally 
divided among different sectors and 

industries whose interests may and do 
often collide or change over time.
Thus, for example a likely majority of the 

Silicon Valley wing of U.S. capital, tradition-
ally associated with the Democratic Party, seems 

to have jumped on the Trump bandwagon since he took office 
for a second time in January of 2025. This is notably the case 
of the ruthless and opportunistic Mark Zuckerberg, the head 
of Meta Platforms Inc., of which Facebook is a central element.

Of course, the submissive conduct towards the Trump gov-
ernment by sections of the ruling class can also be attributed 
to a fear of retribution — among for example those capitalists 
who are subject to government regulations, such as obtaining 
federal government permission to buy other companies as in 
the case of the Paramount corporation, the owners of CBS.

Paramount could not merge with the Skydance Corporation 
to form the Paramount Skydance corporation without govern-
ment approval. To achieve their desired merger, CBS was not 
only forced to agree to pay compensation to Donald Trump to 
settle a lawsuit that most legal analysts agreed had no merit, 
but far more importantly agree that CBS will for at least two 
years appoint an Ombudsman to hear complaints about its 
news coverage.

This in other words is a thinly disguised censorship, particu-
larly when the person appointed as Ombudsman was Kenneth 
Weinstein, head of the Hudson Institute, a conservative think 
tank. More recently, noted rightwinger Bari Weiss was also 
selected as the new head of the storied CBS news division. 
It did not take long for Ms. Weiss to carry out her Trumpian 
mandate when she censored a story about Venezuelans 
deported from the United States last December.

In the United States, as many Marxists and Marxist-
influenced analysts recognize, the absence of a politically unit-
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ed, clear and coherent ruling class is dialectically related to the 
absence of the significant long-term presence of a strong left 
and socialist movement, especially in the working class.

Such a strong and long-lasting movement would have 
obliged the ruling class to respond with some kind of alter-
native to counteract the obvious danger of the left wing and 
socialist forces becoming politically and culturally hegemonic. 

But fewer analysts look further into this matter to real-
ize how the immense and often brutally forceful strength of 
American capitalism, in a major way, helped to prevent the 
left from posing a continuous danger — even if open acts of 
repression had to be carried out to stifle the labor movement 
and the left.

This was certainly the case for the numerous acts of 
repression of labor struggles and Black resistance that surged 
in the second half of the nineteenth century. But perhaps 
the most important example of such repression was the Red 
Scare of 1919-1920 when Woodrow Wilson’s attorney general 
A. Mitchell Palmer conducted the infamous Palmer raids that 
resulted in the arrest of thousands and deportation of hun-
dreds of foreign-born American radicals and socialists, especial-
ly those sympathetic to revolutionary Russia.

Of course, since the end of the Civil War the Ku Klux Klan 
and other racist organizations had carried out a relentless 
attack on African Americans, contributing in a major way to 
the defeat of civil rights struggles and of major unionizing 
efforts, not only in the South but even in northern states such 
as Indiana.

There was also of course the rise in McCarthyism in the 
late 1940s and early ’50s. The Cold War had broken out not 
too long after the burst of labor militancy as World War II was 
coming to an end, and created a hostile political climate that 
negatively affected the labor movement and the left in all its 
political variants, particularly the Communist Party and people 
associated with it.

The effects of McCarthyism can still be felt today, such as 
for example in the absence of a conscious militant minority 
in the unions. During this later period, a reborn KKK and the 
ostensibly more “respectable” White Citizens Councils contin-
ued to carry out their terroristic activities against Black people 
and their white allies, which of course included targeting union 
organizing.

The Ruling Class and Trump
While recognizing that the American business class has 

tended to be less politicized and class conscious than their 
equivalents in other developed capitalist countries, Paul 
Heideman (Rogue Elephant, How Republicans Went from the 
Party of Business to the Party of Chaos, Verso, 2025) argues that 
because the capitalist class succeeded in getting much of what 
it wanted during the eight years of the Reagan presidency in the 
1980s, it subsequently became very disorganized.

The disappearance or at least weakening of organizations 
such as the Business Roundtable, the Committee for Economic 
Development, and the U.S. Chamber of Commerce in turn 
weakened the Republican Party establishment, thereby allow-
ing the entry and growing power of hard-right groups and 
individuals inside its ranks such as the Koch brothers.

According to Heideman’s analysis, It was such a weakened 
Republican Party that facilitated Trump’s unprecedented total 
domination throughout the whole country. Nonetheless, the 

reaction of elements of the U.S. ruling class varied somewhat 
during Donald Trump’s first presidential period.

In August 2017, only a few months after Trump was sworn 
the first time into office, there was widespread criticism after 
a rally of the extreme right in Charlottesville, Virginia, which 
included the killing of Heather Heyer, a young woman pro-
testor, as well as the display of outright, explicit antisemitism, 
when Trump commented that there were “very good people 
— on both sides.”

This provoked an intense reaction and criticism of Trump 
that included several chiefs of major corporations such as 
Walmart, Under Armour and Merck. In addition, top cor-
porate executives withdrew from Trump’s Business Advisory 
Councils.

Perhaps paradoxically, the far more numerous incidents and 
outrageous and antidemocratic conduct in the first months of 
Trump’s second term in office has failed to elicit any compara-
ble protest among members of the capitalist ruling class.

This time around, what has been far more noticeable is 
the craven tolerance if not support of many big capitalists for 
Trump, while the rest keep silent about the dramatic rise of 
authoritarianism in the United States.

This political attitude has been undoubtedly fueled by 
Trump’s tax giveaway to the wealthiest Americans, deregulato-
ry zeal, hands off approach to deal making, and as I previously 
mentioned, the Wall Street boom.

The Economist (October 25, 2025) cites analysts’ estimates 
that big business net profits grew for the ninth straight quar-
ter, and that the S&P index of blue-chip stocks has risen by 14 
percent from January to October of 2025, creating a $8 trillion 
increase in shareholder value.

Be that as it may, it remains difficult to understand how 
important sectors of the business ruling class, which without 
a doubt have been very negatively affected by Trump’s policies 
on tariffs and especially immigration in such vitally important 
sectors as agriculture, hospitality and construction, have not 
openly and vigorously opposed his policies.

It is here that we also must consider fear as an important 
factor explaining their behavior, particularly fear of the vengeful 
behavior of Trump and its acolytes, reminiscent in content and 
even verbal style of the Mafia.

I specifically mean fear of retribution through the possible 
use of the IRS tax enforcement mechanisms, let alone judicial 
indictments by the most partisan U.S. Justice Department in 
history as revealed in cases such as the attempted indictment 
of New York’s Attorney General Letitia James, and the with-
drawal of federal aid and contracts.

As we have seen, the willingness of many districts and even 
appeal courts judges to overrule Trump has been negated by 
the Supreme Court’s repeated protection, or at least delay 
and evasion, regarding Trump’s out-of-control presidential 
discretion.

In many cases, the big business fear of Trumpian radical 
reactions has been accompanied by the hope of gaining access 
and sectoral favors from his presidency.

A Broader Perspective
Viewed from a broad historical perspective, the combina-

tion of avarice, fear and opportunism on the part of most 
capitalists should not be surprising and is further proof that 

continued on page 36
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AI: Oracle in an Age of Reason  By Ansar Fayyazuddin
ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE (AI) is as ubiquitous as it is unin-
vited in our lives, colonizing virtually every electronic device 
and platform that we have become accustomed to using.

I cannot write this text without my wordprocessing soft-
ware attempting to complete my words and sentences for me. 
It often gets what I want to say wrong, but I particularly hate 
it when it gets it right. Then I know that my prose is so clichéd 
that a machine trained on other people’s texts can guess what 
I am about to type.

We can be sure that prose in our culture is being destroyed 
by this invasive technology, as it autocorrects and autocom-
pletes for us. The constant badgering to “correct” our spelling 
and grammar is infuriating, and the red and blue marks on my 
screen make me second-guess myself.

For all my woes, I am grateful that James Joyce did not have 
the misfortune of composing Finnegan’s Wake on a modern 
computer, the text of which would have been riddled with a 
sea of red and blue marks from beginning to end.

This essay is an overview on AI based on several books and 
articles I have read and talks that I have listened to, and my own 
thoughts as they have developed over time in engaging with 
these sources and the world in which AI continues to spread.

In writing about AI, the first problem is to limit the topic 
to manageable proportions. I cannot find a simple way to 
delimit it but, perhaps like Finnegan’s Wake, the antithesis of 
AI-generated text, it need not have any limits.

Some Preliminary Remarks
The marketing term “artificial intelligence” (AI) is a misno-

mer, not in the sense of getting the meanings of its two terms 
wrong but because of their meaninglessness.

Alan Turing, the British mathematician, whose name is 
invoked (in vain) in relation to modern AI, was quite clear that 
the terms “machine” and “intelligence” both pended definitions, 
which he then went on to not provide.

Instead he proceeded like Ludwig Wittgenstein, to study 
a particular instance, or “game,”1 as a way of exploring one 
aspect of the problem of both machines and intelligence.

Turing, in his paper “Computing Machinery and Intelligence”2 
that has become most closely associated with the supposed 
test that he developed as a thought experiment for machine 
intelligence, confined himself to a particular instance of 
“machine intelligence” that he called the “imitation game.”

In the first version of his game, no machines are involved. 
Instead there are two individuals: a man (A) and a woman (B), 
and a third player (C). C is separated by a screen from A and 
B but can communicate with A and B through written means. 

The object of the game is for C to guess which one is the 
woman ( B).

C can neither see nor hear A and B and is to guess which 
one of the two players is the woman through written com-
munication, ideally typewritten insofar as handwriting itself 
can provide clues. To C they have the labels X and Y and is to 
determine whether X is A and Y is B, or the other way around. 
There are two elements of this game that require attention.

1. In this game, A is trying to convince C that he is a woman 
by deception. B is also attempting to convince C that she is a 
woman, but she is a woman and thus not pretending to be one. 
They both try to convince C that the other is deceiving them. 
Even if C is convinced that A is the woman, the fact remains 
that A is a man.

2. The notion of being a woman is a social and cultural con-
struction. The means by which A and B try to convince C will 
be through references to cultural notions of being a woman. 
Thus, both will mention aspects of their looks, demeanor, 
experience and comportment to convince C that they are the 
woman. Clearly there is no question who is the woman, and it 
is only through deception that A attempts to be picked. Let us 
also not forget that it is also C’s notions of what it is to be a 

This essay began as a review of two books: Kate Crawford’s Atlas 
of AI (Yale, 2021) and Gary Rivlin’s AI Valley (Harper Business, 
2025). Unless you have a particular interest in the business acu-
men of Reid Hoffman or Mustafa Suleyman, I would give Rivlin’s 
book a pass. Crawford’s book, on the other hand, is highly rec-
ommended. I do not know of any other single book that is as 
wide-ranging, philosophically sophisticated and rooted in the real 
world as Atlas of AI.

While researching the subject, I benefitted greatly from reading 
Ruha Benjamin’s Race After Technology, a highly absorbing critical 
look at technology and its function in our racialized world. I also 
highly recommend Emily Bender and Alex Hanna’s book The AI Con 
as well as Karen Hao’s Empire of AI.

 Although Hao’s book is about Sam Altman and OpenAI, it is 
in reality far more wideranging than this implies. For instance, her 
investigation into the exploitative labor practices that undergird 
ChatGTP and other LLMs is heartbreaking and eye-opening.

The AI Con does a very good job of breaking down AI hype and 
explaining what is really going on. I also found Arvind Narayanan 
and Sayash Kapoor’s AI Snake Oil to be helpful in many parts. The 
authors are computer scientists and it is heartening to see their 
expertise deployed to analyze and critique AI hype.

I would also like to recommend the highly engaging talk by 
Professor Juliet Floyd “Revisiting the Turing Test: Humans, Ma-
chines, and Phraseology” in the Bisan Lecture Series sponsored 
by Scientists for Palestine (https://www.scientists4palestine.org/
webinar-revisiting-turing-test/). The mathematician Michael Harris 
writes a Substack on AI and mathematics that is well worth reading 
and following: https://siliconreckoner.substack.com/.  nAnsar Fayyazuddin is a physicist active in Solidarity and Science for the 

People. He is an advisory editor of Against the Current.
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woman that affects whom they pick.
In the same paper, Turing proposed a second game, which 

tends to be the one that receives wider attention. This game 
has the same structure as the first, but now A is a machine 
and B a human, and C is to decide which is the human through 
textual interactions.

Here too there is a correct answer, but one can be deceived 
into picking the other. Culture again plays a key role. The way 
to convince C of one’s humanness is through references to 
human activities, just as in the first game one refers to the 
cultural markers of womanhood.

Of course, only B has any actual experience of human 
activities. A, the machine, can only textually refer to human 
experiences. Thus, Turing did not invent a test of machine intel-
ligence but rather explored the possibility that a machine can 
be staged so as to seem to possess human intelligence through 
providing responses to C’s questions that appear to be coming 
from a human.

In a sense, the test is not just 
of A’s ability to imitate a human 
but also C’s notion of what it is 
to be human.

In a talk, the philosopher 
Juliet Floyd describes an actual 
instance of the Turing test. In 
that experiment, the person 
in the position of C guessed 
that the machine was the 
human. This was for an inter-
esting reason: they didn’t think 
that a human could know so 
much about Shakespeare! The 
human in this instance was a 
Shakespeare scholar. In this case the cultural prejudice that the 
machine can “know” more scholarly material than a human 
was operative.

Turing also discussed the complementary problem: which is 
the machine? C would easily be able to answer this question 
since an unaided human would easily be outed as the non-ma-
chine if a complicated enough arithmetic problem was posed: 
say, what is 91257x893?

The computer would produce an answer virtually instantly 
but not the human (or not the average human).

One final thought on this test before discussing the reality 
of what goes by AI today. Although Turing didn’t answer the 
question what is a “machine” and what is “intelligence,” we can 
make a few preliminary remarks addressing why definitions 
are so useless. The terms are both culturally laden and also 
fail to correspond to any physical instances of machines and 
intelligence.

A machine, roughly, could be conceptualized as a device that 
does exactly what it has been designed to do, over and over 
again. This is the abstract machine. The real machine not only 
undergoes wear and tear, but is susceptible to elements that 
were not conceived of being part of it.

Machines are not isolated objects but interact with humans 
and other machines connected to them, as well as the envi-
ronment in which they are placed. Thus machines often fail to 
act like they are supposed to — each interaction creates insta-
bilities as can flaws in the actual construction of the machines, 

either conceptual or material.
We all know about these from our personal experiences 

with machines — our computers crash, our coffee machines 
stop functioning, nuclear power plants have meltdowns.

Intelligence is an even more difficult concept to define. 
The history of defining intelligence is the history of a culture 
of hierarchy, domination and exploitation. All definitions of 
intelligence are designed to reproduce social hierarchies that 
society is already committed to. Thus, definitions of intelligence 
are designed to find men to be more intelligent than women, 
white people to be more intelligent than Black people, etc. For 
if the definition failed to produce these ordained results, the 
definition would be found to need revision.

Moreover, intelligence serves to justify inequality. Our cru-
elty to animals, for instance, is often justified in terms of the 
supposed lack of intelligence and feeling of nonhuman animals. 
Gender inequality in the arts and sciences is often justified in 
terms of supposed differences in native ability and intelligence. 

Thus, one must be weary of claims of intelligence because 
domination is often not far behind. In fact, we see this in the 
context of AI already. There are claims made for AI about its 
supposed neutrality (we will discuss this in more detail below), 
which means that we should yield our own judgement to the 
more reliable one of the machine.

Machine Learning and AI
Although AI is a widely used term, it should be understood 

not so much as a well-defined term but as the latest in a series 
used for automation in the context of data.

For quite some time, autocompletion, autocorrect, spell-
check, one-click canned responses to text messages and emails, 
etc. have existed. Although these features were not labeled AI, 
they rely on the same principles of text generation as what is 
currently called AI.

AI in broad terms is an attempt at optimizing outcomes in 
some desired sense when particular problems are posed. A bit 
more abstractly, AI optimizes, by some given standard, the out-
put (Y) for any given input (X). Thus AI designed to recognize 
images may respond to the input of a photograph of a cow 
(X) with the output “cow” (Y). In a textual context, inputting 
a word (X), the AI tool may predict the next word (Y).

Historically AI referred to two distinct approaches: expert 
systems, and machine learning (ML). Today, AI has largely 
become shorthand for ML. Nevertheless, it is good to keep 
both in mind.

Expert-systems AI is rule based. Any given input X is ana-
lyzed through a series of if-then propositions to arrive at an 
output Y. One distinctive feature of such systems is that rules 
are strictly followed.

So, for instance, an expert system chess-playing AI will 
always follow the rules of the game and not make moves that 
are not allowed. This is not the case for ML-based AI unless 
explicitly programmed to do so.

Rule-based AI is deterministic. Thus, two rule-based AI 
systems with identical rules, will give the same output (Y) for 
any given X.

Machine learning, on the other hand, is based on “learn-
ing” from training data. In the case of supervised learning, 
the machine is fed labeled data. To use the above example, a 
series of photographs of cows, each labeled “cow,” would be 
used as training data along with pictures of other animals with 

Alan Turing.
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appropriate labels.
The idea is that when a new instance of a photograph of a 

cow, which was not included in the training data, is presented 
as input, the AI system will respond with “cow” because it has 
“learned” to distinguish images of cows from those of other 
animals and objects through the training data.

However, the machine may very well get it wrong if the 
image is not sufficiently close to the training images. One 
important point to keep in mind here is that the labeling of 
the data is done by humans. So the human is essential to the 
process of machine learning.

Machine learning has found many applications in fields 
that deal with unwieldy amounts of data. For instance, 
these methods can be of tremendous use in identifying 

what one is interested in, by having the machine sift through 
data.

Examples include classifying and identifying interesting sig-
nals in experiments. The ML models can be trained on simu-
lated or real data to trigger on and identify interesting signals 
in, for example, particle physics, gravitational wave, and astro-
physical experimental data. In each such case, the models are 
trained for specialized use and trained on selected vetted data.

This should be kept in mind before we turn to the claims of 
generalized artificial intelligence, which can be thought of as an 
application of ML but it is in fact a big departure from the uses 
of ML in limited settings.

Language, Meaning and Large Language Models
The most widespread form of AI we encounter is in the 

form of text output, i.e. as a series of letters, words, sentences 
generated algorithmically. Whether the output is in the context 
of autocomplete or chatbot 
responses to prompts, the 
“response” is expressed in 
language.

It helps then to think 
through what it means to 
have language output feature 
so prominently as evidence 
of intelligence. In ordinary 
human conversation between 
two individuals, say, partici-
pants engage in exchanging 
utterances that they each 
invest with meaning.

The conversation as a 
whole and each utterance 
cannot be separated from 
the context — from the internal coherence of the conversa-
tion, the intentions, body language, concrete physical setting, 
cultural backgrounds of the interlocutors etc. Each speaker 
intends to transmit meaning, and each recipient receives the 
utterance as something meaningful to understand. 

If instead of the above picture of language as a medium of 
intentional communication, we view language as consisting of 
autonomous words and sentences that possess definite mean-
ing, we have departed from actual language.

Indeed, as two of the deepest thinkers on language, Mikhail 
Bakhtin and Ludwig Wittgenstein each argued, words and sen-
tences in and of themselves have no meaning but acquire it only 

within concrete human activities.
Roughly, language models (LMs) are based on machine learn-

ing3 from textual inputs used for training. The principles behind 
it are the same as those used in autocompletion, where the 
machine is trained to probabilistically propose the next letter, 
word, sentence, etc given a particular entered text.

So textual output in response to prompts is statistical in 
nature. But if this is the case, then how is it that people find 
chatbots to offer helpful advice and information they crave?

As explained in an important paper by Emily Bender4 and 
collaborators and further explained in the recent book by 
Bender and Hanna,5 the meaning of what comes out of chat-
bots is constructed by the sympathetic listener who, believing 
there is meaning there, interprets the chatbot output so that 
it makes sense.

This is not unlike a person who visits a fortune teller or 
medium who references specific aspects of their life and gives 
them advice on what to do. The medium is counting on the 
recipient of their pronouncements to interpret them so that 
they become true.

While the medium is following a recipe to generate plausible 
sounding sentences, their meaning is entirely constructed by 
the listener. The wonder at the medium’s uncanny abilities are 
completely analogous to the wonder at the output of chatbots.

To summarize, the stochastically constructed sentences 
that come out of chatbots have no meaning, no referent, just 
a series of statements that require the recipient to make them 
true.

In what has been termed AGI — “artificial general intelli-
gence” — while just another marketing term in which none of 
the constituent terms are defined, the conceit is to produce 
generalized intelligence in the same sense that humans are 
intelligent.

These models are not specialized but are trained on very 
large, often unvetted, datasets and are an example of large 
language models (LLM), an example of which is ChatGPT.

AI and the Degradation of Labor
Automation is a feature of capitalist development, one that 

has always been resisted by workers. While automation has 
distinct advantages for capitalist enterprises, for workers it 
spells the degeneration of their experience of work.

The degeneration occurs in multiple ways, but two that are 
relevant to us here are the loss of control over the work envi-
ronment, and the casualization and deskilling of workers. These 
features are present for AI, although we don’t always think of 
AI as a form of automation of labor but rather as a tool.

Marx makes a distinction between tools and machinery that 
is helpful in analyzing AI. While tools are typically implements 
wielded to perform a specific task, machines6 are often totaliz-
ing interventions into the work process.

They set the terms of the work process, degrade the agen-
cy of workers, and subordinate the needs of workers to the 
unrelenting pace set by the machine. The net effect is to reduce 
the allowed interventions of workers into the work process, 
to rote ones that reduce the worker to an appendage of the 
machine, carrying out menial tasks rather than directing the 
process.

The promise of automation is always the same — produc-
tivity — which is another word for increasing the extraction 
of what Marx called relative surplus value. While efficiency is 
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promoted as a means of saving time, with the false promise of 
freeing us up for more interesting things, quite the opposite 
is true.

The workday is never shortened due to the introduction of 
machines. Workers do not have more time but rather become 
increasingly deskilled, thus have lower wages and are subject to 
easy replacement — quite literally becoming cogs.

Machines realize their full potential over time and at first 
may appear to be tools that one is free to use or reject. AI, 
at present, may appear to be a tool that we are free but not 
forced to use. But we are not at the end of its evolution and, in 
certain areas of work, AI has the force of machinery.

Don’t have time to read an article? That’s okay, let an AI 
bot summarize it. However, as workloads increase, such acts 
cease to be choices but become necessities. Activities that 
were once a pleasure to engage in, like reading and writing, are 
transformed into tasks that can be relegated to AI.

However, the more we think about it, the more ludicrous 
the promise of AI seems. What would it mean to summarize 
Hamlet or a letter from a close friend? Or to generate a con-
dolence note to someone you care about? It has the potential 
to affect what it means to be human.

Automation of intellectual labor is pernicious in particular 
ways. One way is noted by the computer scientists Arvind 
Narayanan and Sayash Kapoor in their book AI Snake Oil. They 
note the phenomenon of “automation bias,” a condition where 
one trusts automated responses over one’s own judgement. 
They write:

“It [automation bias] affects people across industries, from air-
plane pilots to doctors. In a simulation, when airline pilots received 
an incorrect engine failure warning from an automated system, 
75 percent of them followed the advice and shut down the wrong 
engine. In contrast, only 25 percent of pilots using a paper checklist 
made the same mistake.”

As the crashes of the Boeing 737 MAX airlines in 2018 and 
2019 tragically illustrated, automation can have deadly con-
sequences. Machine “errors” of this type require humans to 
override machines and overcome their automation bias under 
extremely stressful circumstances. As AI is incorporated into 
different sectors, new disasters await.

Just as machines in factories reduce workers to appendages 
with little control over the work process, AI has the potential 
to reduce intellectual labor to cleaning up the messes created 
by AI. In the case of airline pilots, will they be reduced to res-
cuing us from AI errors rather than actually flying the planes?

Consider the Writers Guild of America strike of 2023, 
which started in early-May and ended in late-September of the 
same year. A key demand was to keep AI out of their work-
places — both in using their work to train AI and in employing 
AI to produce writing. If LLMs are let into the workplaces of 
writers, the job of writers could be reduced to molding the 
drivel that is outputted by AI into something meaningful and 
acceptable.

The strike was important in protecting enjoyable creative 
work from being reduced to cleaning up random texts gener-
ated by chatbots.

As AI threatens to degrade creative and skilled work, it 
relies on essential and very poorly compensated labor which 
takes place entirely hidden from view. For instance, the work 
of sorting and labeling data on which LLMs are trained is done 

by extremely underpaid workers, usually based in the Global 
South.

As documented by Kate Crawford and especially Karen 
Hao in their respective books, data annotation companies, 
including Amazon through their platform “Mechanical Turk,” 
employ large numbers of people at extortionist rates to sort, 
classify and label “data,” particularly images, according to a vast 
taxonomy. This data is then used to train AI.

In addition to this invisible but essential labor, AI systems 
often need to be rescued from precipitating disaster. This is 
done by humans who are employed to closely monitor AI 
systems and intervene when needed.

For instance, so-called self-driving cars are often moni-
tored to prevent accidents from occurring. Thus autonomous 
machines are a ruse, behind which stands an underpaid human 
helping keep the illusion alive. Finally, images, writing, comput-
er programs, recordings, all are scraped from the internet to 
train AI. This is stolen human labor used without consent or 
compensation.

Materiality of AI and Ecological Disaster
AI is often treated as if it were akin to human intelligence, a 

non-material property housed out of necessity in a body. Yet 
everywhere we look, AI is materially turning the earth inside 
out through mining for rare earth minerals and other elements, 
destroying thriving communities by turning them into data 
center company towns, and fueling climate change through an 
insatiable need for energy.

Though AI maintains the reputation of arising out of the 
heads of very smart people, it is in fact a brute-force technol-
ogy with hardly any intellectual breakthroughs to its name. The 
technology relies almost entirely on the suctioning up of any 
and all “data” from the web.

Once trained on this mishmash, the algorithm cranks out 
with the elegance of Donald Trump on the dance floor, texts 
that use up so much energy that the machines doing the crank-
ing need to be cooled off with a steady supply of water from 
nearby natural sources.

As computers evolved from giant room-sized machines 
that needed to be cooled by air conditioners in the 1950s, to 
desktop computers in the ’80s, laptops in the ’90s and finally 
small handheld devices in the 2000s, the path of AI marks the 
opposite turn towards behemoths.

Emblematic of this are so-called data centers that are now 
being planned all over the country. We are now witnessing data 
centers snatching up large swathes of real estate, often close to 
fresh water resources.

They are defying zoning laws to erect gigantic campuses 
holding machines that use mindboggling amounts of electricity 
and water to keep their ungodly operation running. I urge 
interested readers to follow the reporting by Inside Climate 
News (insideclimatenews.org) on data centers and the havoc 
they are wreaking in communities throughout the country.

Just to give a sense of the scale, consider a couple of exam-
ples. One is Project Marvel7, a $14.5 billion proposed data 
center to be located in the environs of Bessemer, Alabama. The 
project is seeking to rezone 900 acres of land in addition to the 
already approved 700 acres of rezoned land. Not surprisingly, 
ordinary citizens oppose the project.

Another data center owned by the big-tech villain, Meta, 
is to be located in El Paso. They initially stated that it would 
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get its electricity from the existing infrastructure and a local 
solar farm. Now they are seeking approval for a 366 megawatt 
gas-fueled power plant to cover the needs of the data center. 
If approved, this will come at the cost of massive pollution and 
significantly higher utility rates for ordinary citizens to cover the 
cost of the plant.8

Similar stories abound. The proliferation of data center 
projects have mobilized ordinary citizens to rise up, demanding 
at City Hall meetings that permits be rescinded and priorities 
changed to serve citizens and not big tech.

Thus we see AI disrupting the ecologies of natural habitats 
through mining and related activities and building infrastructure 
to house data centers. The ecocidal practices of big tech also 
destroy human communities.

The natural habitat and communities that attracted people 
to build their homes in certain places are now under threat of 
losing those very qualities. The cost of living is guaranteed to 
rise as utility bills skyrocket, water is polluted, and the needs of 
big data are prioritized over those of the working poor.

Machines or Warmed-over Human Culture
Perhaps the most pernicious feature of the culture of AI is 

the myth of the objectivity of the machine in contrast to the 
subjectivity of the human.

As a series of scholars from Ruha Benjamin, Kate Crawford, 
Emily Bender and Alex Hanna have shown, all aspects of the 
dominant culture, including those of the stratification of society 
along the lines of race, ethnicity, gender, sexuality, ability, among 
others, are reproduced in AI and other modes of automation. 

Indeed, how can it not be so when machines are built within 
and trained on the dominant culture?

Ruha Benjamin illustrates9 the surprising ways in which 
racism is reproduced in machines by giving examples in a range 

of settings. Examples include electronic soap dispensers that 
cannot be used by Black and other dark-skinned people; algo-
rithms that deny loans to Black people; facial recognition tech-
nologies that misidentify Black and other dark-skinned people. 

In each such instance the reasons behind the reproduction 
of racial and other forms of social prejudices in machines is 
clear. Machines are not independent agents but designed to 
operate in society and act in ways consonant with its priorities. 

If there is a sense in which machines are objective, it is in 
their “prejudices” being an objective reflection of those of 
society. The literal invisibility of dark-skinned people to soap 
dispensers and facial recognition technology, the inability of 
voice recognition software to “understand” modes of speech 
associated with Black and other marginalized groups, including 
people with speech impediments, are damning pieces of evi-
dence exhibiting whose lives matter in our society.

It may be tempting to seek technological solutions to the 
failings of current technology, as if these failings were incidental 
and correctable and technology could rise above the society 
that produces it. For instance, training facial recognition tech-
nology on dark-skinned people could solve the problem of 
accurately identifying Black people. This may be true and could 
allow machines to distinguish more accurately between dark-
skinned people.

But when the dominant uses of facial recognition are 
surveillance, law enforcement, allowing or denying entry, and 
other regimes of social hierarchy, these technologies can be 
relied on to enforce racialized discipline rather than working in 
the interest of people who are already marginalized.

Treating machine output as objective and independent of 
social arrangements is often a veneer for deeply prejudicial 
acts. The “random” selection of Muslims for extra TSA scrutiny 
at airports, and denial of mortgages to Black people, can be 

“Is this where we are going?”
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treated as not the act of a racist TSA agent or banker, but of 
machines supposedly incapable of prejudice following blithely a 
mysterious logic of their own.

The machine provides the perfect subterfuge for social 
stratification. Disturbingly, in machine-worshiping culture, 
human subjectivity — the central characteristic of being a per-
son and the only way in which we experience the world — is 
treated as the very definition of prejudice.

A consequence of ceding agency to machines is a radical 
abdication of human moral responsibility. This is a large 
subject but I will touch on some elements here.

The use of AI in military operations is often heralded as a 
great development due to the supposed superiority and objec-
tivity of the machine. Machines, in this view, can “process” a lot 
more “data” than any human ever could.

Yet both “data” and “process” remain mystical notions. The 
datafication of potential targets is an act of dehumanization 
through which actual humans become condensations of mark-
ers rather than relatable fellow beings.

The use of AI in the latest assault by the Israeli state on 
Gaza illustrates the problem quite well. A detailed investigative 
report by +972 Magazine shows how AI technology dubbed 

“Lavender” for human target selection 
and “The Gospel” for buildings and 
structures are used to wreak the cur-
rent horror in Gaza.

Who is responsible for these war 
crimes? It would seem no one, since it 
is algorithms that are selecting targets. 
As Hannah Arendt noted in her essay 
“Thinking and Moral Considerations:”

“... I spoke of ‘the banality of evil’ and 
meant with this no theory or doctrine but something quite factual, 
the phenomenon of evil deeds committed on a gigantic scale, which 
could not be traced to any particularity of wickedness, pathology or 
ideological conviction in the doer, whose only personal distinction 
was a perhaps extraordinary shallowness. However monstrous the 
deeds, the doer was neither monstrous nor demonic, and the only 
specific charcteristic one could detect... was something entirely 
negative: it was not stupidity but a curious, quite authentic inability 
to think.”10

What Arendt points to here is the shirking of responsibility 
and moral choice through uncritical capitulation to bureaucrat-
ic fiat. She relates this to the inability or unwillingness to think. 

In warfare in the age of AI, the ceding is of a double type — 
not only to military and bureaucratic orders from above, but 
the absence in a sense of any human agent responsible for the 
orders. This is the ultimate ceding of human thought and thus 
the possibility of moral choice.

Conclusions
We all have AI stories. Here’s one. Someone I know sent 

in a passport photo to renew her passport but the photo was 
declared unuseable because she was wearing glasses in it — 
except she wasn’t.

Here’s another. An insurance company declared that the 
roof of a house needs to be replaced because it is too old 
based on AI analysis of a drone photo of the roof. Except that 
the roof was just replaced.

This is the present and, as AI is adopted further, this is our 

future writ small. As baseless algorithmic outputs are given 
credence, our particular situations will have to compete against 
the stochastically produced “judgments” of machines trained 
on unvetted “data.”

If the bureaucrat was the emblematic figure of the 19th and 
20th centuries, whose irrational appetite for paperwork and 
process thwarted the hapless citizen, AI is its latest manifesta-
tion. Its “reasoning,” though, is not just inscrutable but there is 
also no heart one could appeal to.

In popular parlance, “hallucination” has gained traction as 
a term to describe AI output that is clearly nonsensical or 
incorrect. Examples include illegal moves in chess, citations to 
articles, books and law cases that don’t exist, and other such 
instances. The term suggests interrupted AI sentience, clearly 
a misnomer since there is no there there.

I suggest instead that we use “hallucination” in the opposite 
sense: as the state of mind of the human actor treating AI out-
put as that of a sentient being. If we adopt this usage, then the 
hallucinating human actor snaps out of it precisely when con-
fronted with nonsensical output. This opposite usage correctly 
uses the word hallucination to describe the state of a sentient 
being and not that of machines.

I will close with the injunction from Bender and Hanna to 
resist AI everywhere. It is not a lost battle.  n
Notes
  1.	 Wittgenstein, in his Philosophical Investigations, noted that language cannot be defined 
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any definition would always miss something, much like games, which are similarly 
unlimited in their variety. What he then went on to do is to confine his studies to 
language games, radically truncated aspects of language that one could say something 
meaningful about while leaving the larger problem of language in general aside.

  2.	 Mind, 59 (1950), 433-60. Also available in The Essential Turing, Oxford University Press 
(2013).

  3.	 It is difficult to entirely eschew the anthromorphic language used in AI discourse. Thus, 
training, learning, hallucinations, etc, are tems widely used in AI discourse but which 
carry, obvioulsy, entirely different meanings in human and machine contexts. I will 
use this terminology because of its ubiquity in technical and popular discourses and 
because to deviate from it requires finding another lexicon that is not readily available.

  4.	 E. Bender et al. On the Dangers of Stochastic Parrots: Can Language Models Be Too Big?, 
FAccT ’21: Proceedings of the 2021 ACM Conference on Fairness, Accountability, and 
Transparency, 610-623.

  5.	 Emily Bender and Alex Hanna, The AI Con, Penguin Random House UK (2025).
  6.	 Not household ones, which are best thought of as tools, but rather large ones that 

appear in factories and workplaces that are not in the control of workers.
  7.	 https://insideclimatenews.org/news/14012026/bessemer-alabama-data-center-to-ask-

for-additional-900-acres/
  8. https://insideclimatenews.org/news/21012026/meta-data-center-in-sunny-el-paso-will-

rely-on-natural-gas/
  9.	 Race after Technology, Polity Press (2019).
10.	 The essay can be found in the collection Responsibility and Judgement, Schoken, 2003.

capitalism, full of internal divisions and often concerned with 
short-term interests and goals, needs the state as its de facto 
political organizer.

That is one major reason why capitalists and capitalism 
can and do live with or without democracy, whether this 
takes place in Nazi Germany, Apartheid South Africa or in 
the United States. In this country, a fully authoritarian system 
would be unlikely to take the form of Bonapartism for the 
reasons discussed above, but rather that of a Hungarian type 
of regime under Viktor Orban, where the content of political 
democracy has been entirely emptied out and only the outer 
shell or appearance remains.

Whether that could happen without sharp conflicts and 
even violent struggles in the United States is another vital 
question that deserves to be analyzed at length.  n

Bonapartism in America? — continued from page30

Hannah Arendt.
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Marx and Douglass in Their Time   By Jason Dawsey

The Communist and the 
Revolutionary Liberal in the 
Second American Revolution:
Comparing Karl Marx and 
Frederick Douglass in Real-Time
By August H. Nimtz and Kyle A. Edwards
Leiden: Brill, 2024, 425 pages, $185 hardback
Haymarket edition 2025, $28 paperback.

IN JANUARY 1865, writing on behalf 
of the International Workingmen’s 
Association, Karl Marx composed one 
of the more remarkable missives in the 
entire history of socialism.

Congratulating the people of the 
United States of America on the recent 
reelection of Abraham Lincoln as president, 
Marx boldly urged the Lincoln Administra-
tion, “if resistance to the Slave Power was the 
reserved watchword of your first election, 
the triumphant war cry of your reelection is 
Death to Slavery.”

He did not hesitate to proclaim that 
it was the United States, “where hardly a 
century ago the idea of one great democratic 
republic had first sprung up, whence the first 
Declaration of the Rights of Man was issued, 
and the first impulse given to the European 
revolution of the eighteenth century,” which 
held the hopes of a nascent proletarian 
socialism at a time of deep reaction.

“From the commencement of the titanic 
American strife [the U.S. Civil War], the 
workingmen of Europe felt instinctively that 
the star-spangled banner carried the destiny 
of their class,” Marx asserted. In the letter, 
he termed Lincoln “the single-minded son of 
the working class” and characterized the Civil 
War as a “matchless struggle for the rescue 
of an enchained race and the reconstruction 
of a social world.”1

Civil War As Revolution
These lines from Marx, still largely un-

known on the American Left, are the point 
of departure for this review of August Nimtz 
and Kyle Edwards’ The Communist and the 
Revolutionary Liberal in the Second American 
Revolution: Comparing Karl Marx and Frederick 
Douglass in Real-Time.

Both born in 1818, these two men need 
little introduction. What can the audience of 
Against the Current learn by juxtaposing them?

Douglass, 
along with Har-
riet Tubman, has 
long been one of 
the most familiar 
individuals from the 
African-American 
freedom struggle 
prior to Recon-
struction.

Students across 
the United States 
still read his 1845 
narrative of his 
years enslaved and 
“What to the Slave 

is the Fourth of July?” (1852), and his con-
nections to the women’s suffrage movement 
have been thoroughly explored.

Marx’s life and thought of course are of 
foundational import for socialists. In treating 
their political biographies together, Nimtz 
and Edwards force us to revisit, with fresh 
eyes, an absolutely critical period in not 
only American history but in modern world 
history.

A brief review cannot do justice to this 
excellent work of committed scholarship, 
part of the outstanding Historical Materialism 
book series. While it would be easy to note 
its importance for our time of right-wing 
assaults on “race and gender ideology,” mass 
xenophobia, and fascistic cults of personality, 
the book speaks to a much broader, long-
term project of political reclamation.

For this project, political scientist August 
Nimtz, a scholar who has produced so much 
good work on Marx, Engels, and Lenin, has 
joined with his University of Minnesota 
colleague, Kyle Edwards, author already of a 
study of Douglass.2

Neither is a professional historian of the 
Civil War, the central focus of the book, yet 
the absence of academic specialization does 
not detract from the analysis. Instead, it yields 
new insights by treating in parallel fashion 
two towering figures of the 19th century 
who stood against the enslavement of human 
beings.

The authors characterize their work as 
a “comparative real-time political analysis 
of the responses of Douglass and Marx to 
America’s Second Revolution, the struggle to 
end chattel slavery. It compares how the two 
made and acted on judgments about what 
needed to be done in the moment, not after 
the fact.”(2)

In roughly 380 pages of clear, effective 
prose, Nimtz and Edwards pull us back into 
the “real-time” of the bloody abolition of 
American chattel slavery, the emergence of 
workers’ movements in the United States and 
Europe, and possibilities for “the reconstruc-
tion of a social world.”

While perhaps not the most evocative 
terminology, they refer to a “trans-Atlantic 
mind-meld” and a “Douglass-Marx mind-
meld” to indicate lines of convergence. (83, 
135) Seeing and contextualizing the diver-
gences between Douglass and Marx, howev-
er, is the real boon of the book.

The Revolutionary 19th Century

“The bookends that frame our compar-
ison,” Nimtz and Edwards write, are the 
1848-49 Revolutions in Europe and the Paris 
Commune of 1871. (274) Not only inserting 
Douglass back into the context of West-
ern European developments and Marx into 
American ones, they wish for their analyses 
to “offer fruitful lessons to those who wish to 
change the world as Marx and Douglass both 
did.” (13)

What the authors provide in the first 
chapter is especially illuminating with respect 
to Douglass. After his escape from bondage 
in Maryland, Douglass “embraced every 
tenet of the movement” for abolition led by 
William Lloyd Garrison — “nonviolent moral 
suasion,” rejection of the Constitution as a 
compromise with slavery, refusal to partici-
pate in elections, and secession of the North 
from the Union. (24)

Subsequently, Nimtz and Edwards track 
Douglass through the 1840s “from chattel 
slave to revolutionary liberal” and, at the 
same time, Marx’s path “from a radical demo-
crat to communist.” (17, 33) 

Douglass’s stops in Ireland and England 
in 1845-47, they indicate, brought about 
contacts with the Irish nationalist Daniel 
O’Connell, who blasted American slavery, 
and moderates in the working-class Chartist 
movement. At the time Douglass evinced 
great admiration for the limited monarchy in 
the United Kingdom; O’Connell’s influence 
provided an international political and moral 
framework for his abolitionism.

During these years Marx and Engels 
established ties with the radical wing of Char-
tism. While numerous biographies over the 
last century have documented Marx’s trans-
formation from a “radical democrat” into the 
champion of revolutionary international pro-
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letarian socialism, the authors enhance that 
change by highlighting Marx’s commentaries 
on slavery, particularly in his 1847 critique of 
Proudhon in The Poverty of Philosophy.

After tracing them through that seminal 
decade, Nimtz and Edwards argue, “Noth-
ing distinguished the two subjects of this 
comparison more from one another than 
what they desired as a final goal: one of 
them sought only to abolish chattel slavery in 
North America, while the other sought the 
same but as the necessary means to the end 
of abolishing class society.”(53)

Contrasting Views
This remarkable Americanization of 

Marx and Europeanization of Douglass 
proceeds through a discussion of the 
experience and impact of the 1848-
1849 Revolutions.

The authors demonstrate that Doug-
lass was already pushed to break with 
the Garrisonian rejection of electoral 
politics by his encounter with the 
Chartists, but the abolition of 
slavery in the Second French Re-
public struck like thunderbolt. Yet 
he condemned the workers’ uprising against 
the bourgeois republican government in June 
1848 (when several thousand French workers 
were slaughtered) and criticized what he 
believed were violent tendencies in Chartism.

Putting forward his famed “philosophy of 
reform” the following year, Douglass spoke 
of “power” conceding “nothing without a 
demand” and of the necessity to stamp out 
oppression “by labor, by suffering, by sacrifice, 
and if needs be, by our lives and the lives of 
others.” (80)

Thus, Douglass’s crucial statement on 
reform, quoted frequently in 2025 by Bernie 
Sanders on his “Fighting Oligarchy” tour, 
leaves leftists with a double-sided argument. If 
it is “Douglass’s singular and underappreciat-
ed contribution to liberal democratic theory,” 
as Nimtz and Edwards assert, it is major evi-
dence of “his limits as a revolutionary liberal” 
as well. (79, 81-82) 

Marx, as is well known, emerged from the 
“cauldron” of 1848-1849 with an adamantine 
insistence that no longer would the prole-
tariat restrict itself to acting as the left wing 
of bourgeois-democratic revolution. (56) 
Instead, it must form its own organizations 
and pursue an independent course aimed at 
social revolution and its own total emancipa-
tion from the rule of Capital.

Toward the Civil War
For Marx, the rise of Louis Bonaparte 

in France and the ultra-reactionary Prussian 
Constitution of 1850 signalled the ebbing 
of revolutionary hopes in Europe. As Marx 
dove into research on political economy, 
these events seemingly mirrored those in 
the United States. The imperialist U.S. war 

against Mexico was followed by the Com-
promise of 1850 with its Fugitive Slave Act, 
the Kansas-Nebraska Act, and the Supreme 
Court’s decision in the Dred Scott v. Sandford 
case in 1857.

If 1848-49 was the “opening act of the 
Civil War” as they call it, Nimtz and Edwards 
push through the succeeding decade and 
show that political darkness did not com-
pletely mar the 1850s. (102) The Republi-

can Party was founded, and 
Abraham Lincoln emerged 

as a key figure in the new 
party by the end of the 

decade.
Douglass, who 

began the 1850s as 
a supporter of the 

Liberty Party, became 
one of the “reluctant sup-

porters” of Lincoln. (96) So 
did Marx, Engels, and what 

the authors term “the 
Marx party” — Ger-

man “48ers” who 
had emigrated to 

the United States 
after the defeat of the revolutions on the 
European continent.

Their number included men like Joseph 
Weydemeyer, who published The Eighteenth 
Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte, Marx’s path-
breaking analysis of Bonapartism, in 1852.

One also cannot neglect August Willich 
and Adolph Douai. These individuals rallied 
support in the German-American community 
for the Republican Party and, in the case of 
Weydemeyer and Willich, would contribute 
markedly to the Union war effort after Fort 
Sumter.

In these sections of the book, Nimtz and 
Edwards’ intent to flesh out transatlantic 
connections and not bend to purely national 
histories pays handsome dividends.

By far, the most important connection the 
authors detail is reaction to Marx’s articles 
in Horace Greeley’s New York Daily Tribune 
(1852-1862). These were likely read by both 
Douglass and Abraham Lincoln.

Marx wrote about the Harper’s Ferry 
uprising of December 1859 that had been 
organized by John Brown. Over the years 
Douglass had provided money and weapons 
to Brown and seemed to sanction slave 
insurrection as one of the few defensible acts 
of armed resistance. Brown’s failed revolt did 
rouse Marx’s hopes about the United States:

“The spectre of John Brown, not surprisingly, 
hung over the truly consequential presidential 
election of 1860. . . Harpers Ferry and what 
it portended, namely an armed showdown be-
tween pro-and anti-slavery forces, prompted the 
still new anti-slavery Republican Party to take, 
unlike in its 1856 campaign with the [ John C.] 
Frémont candidacy, a less intransigent stance on 
ending the peculiar institution with a candidate 

to match.” (92)
As is well known, Lincoln publicly op-

posed the spread of slavery but promised not 
to challenge it where it already existed. Con-
sequently, Douglass did not support Lincoln, 
the compromise choice for the Republicans. 
And Marx, writing from London, would con-
tinually express his frustrations with Lincoln 
after the outbreak of the Civil War in the 
spring of 1861.

 Nimtz and Edwards vividly demonstrate 
how both Marx and Douglass, the commu-
nist and the revolutionary liberal, would soon 
alter their views of the Sixteenth President.

Convergence
Because of its large-scale historical fram-

ing, the book takes some time to get to the 
Civil War. The Communist and the Revolution-
ary Liberal really gathers momentum, then, in 
Chapters 3 and 4 when the narrative enters 
the maelstrom of the Civil War and grips the 
reader.

There, the authors bring the story of 
“convergence” between Douglass and Marx 
to its conclusion. “The exigencies of the War 
brought Douglass and Marx closer politi-
cally, not only on the domestic side of the 
conflagration, but in terms of its international 
repercussions as well. Nine months into 
the War the two were in objective if not 
conscious collaboration with one another 
in the promotion of the Union cause,” they 
contend. (105)

The road to “collaboration” had been a 
long one, however. Both men emphatically 
affirmed that the conflict must place the 
emancipation of enslaved Black people at 
its center. As the title of Chapter 4 has it, 
the war had to shift from a “constitutional 
to a revolutionary civil war” to use Marx’s 
language. (160)

Still, in the first year of the war Douglass 
remained deeply pessimistic about Lincoln 
and castigated the latter for not removing the 
ultra-ineffective General George McLellan.

If Engels shared Douglass’s grim outlook 
about the Union’s chances for victory in 1861 
and into 1862, Marx discerned an open-
ing to emancipation on Lincoln’s part. He 
hammered away at the necessity for a clear 
stand on abolition, something that could be 
initiated on the battlefield.

According to Nimtz and Edwards, “It took 
Douglass almost a year to give the kind of 
detailed attention to the battlefield that Marx 
and Engels had given it from the commence-
ment of the conflagration.” (214)

The fall of the city of New Orleans on 
the Mississippi River in April 1862, a victory 
accompanied by unrest within the enslaved 
population in the surrounding area, sparked 
a fierce confidence that the North could win 
after such a disappointing first year.

Then in that same year Lincoln, who had 
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been so fearful about the border states, 
decided to issue a Preliminary Emancipation 
Proclamation in late September 1862, giving 
the Confederate states until January to rejoin 
the Union. That, of course, preceded the 
release of the truly momentous Emancipation 
Proclamation on January 1, 1863.

Nimtz and Edwards cover this so pow-
erfully. They quote Douglass saying in 1862, 
“that I should live to see the President of 
the United States deliberately advocating 
Emancipation was more than I ever ventured 
to hope.” (160)

During this time, Douglass also offered a 
class analysis of white supremacy that would 
have looked quite familiar to Marx. Both 
strongly advocated for the recruiting and 
arming of Black troops, with Douglass ex-
pending much time and energy directly in the 
effort. In fact, his son Lewis joined the 54th 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry Regiment, 
made famous by the film Glory.

Whatever their misgivings about the 
Lincoln Administration, he was the most pro-
gressive politician on the planet at that mo-
ment. As for Marx, about whom the question 
naturally arises, Nimtz and Edwards say 
clearly, “We read Marx and Engels to have 
understood that during the U.S. Civil War 
the revolutionary class was not the proletari-
at but instead the bourgeoisie represented by 
Lincoln and the Republican Party in opposi-
tion to the retrograde slavocracy.” (142)

Throughout these chapters, they accent 
Marx’s trenchant political journalism (not only 
the New York Daily Tribune but the Austrian 
paper, Die Presse), describing, for instance, 
his August 1862 “A Criticism of American 
Affairs” this way:

“Only about a thousand words in length, 
Marx’s ‘Criticism’ ranks with, word for word, the 
richest documents in what some of us call the 
Marx/Engels arsenal, exemplary in its combina-
tion of theory, evidence, and a course for a way 
forward.” (194)

Such close attention to and admiration for 
Marx’s journalistic texts serves as an effective 
and much needed counter to the saturation 
point in recent Marx scholarship reached in 
overreliance on the Grundrisse and Capital.

Revolution to Emancipation
While hardly uncritical of Lincoln, Doug-

lass and Marx strongly supported his resolve 
to prosecute the war, now transformed into 

a “revolutionary war” against the Confedera-
cy, to its conclusion in 1864-1865.

Invited to the White House by Lincoln in 
August 1864, Douglass was asked by Lincoln 
“to come up with a plan that would not only 
inform the enslaved about the document [the 
Emancipation Proclamation] but also with the 
organizational means to convince them to 
flee their enslavers.” (234)

Douglass had become a national political 
actor, and threw his weight behind Lin-
coln’s 1864 campaign for president. Marx, 
who commented at some length about the 
Union’s impressive generals like Grant and 
Sherman, recognized how crucial Lincoln’s 
reelection was.

Nimtz and Edwards do not lose sight of 
the international political context for this 
struggle. The year of Lincoln’s reelection saw 
the founding in London of the International 
Workingmen’s Association, the First Inter-
national. Union victory and the abolition of 
slavery in the United States would hold enor-
mous consequences for workers’ struggles 
elsewhere, a truth gladly acknowledged by 
Marx in his congratulatory letter to Lincoln 
and the American people.

That triumph, sealed by the passage of the 
Thirteenth Amendment to the U.S. Consti-
tution in January 1865, eliminating slavery in 
the country, and Lee’s surrender to 
Grant at Appomattox Court 
House just over two months 
later, was blighted by Lincoln’s 
assassination.

Liberalism and Its Limits
As Nimtz and Edwards 

move their analysis toward a 
conclusion, in their discussions 
of Reconstruction and the 
Paris Commune they draw us 
back to the reopening of 
a gulf between Marx and 
Douglass.

For them, Douglass rep-
resents the best of Ameri-
can liberalism, especially that phase of his life 
when he espoused a “revolutionary liberal-
ism.” They take Douglass’s “most consequen-
tial actions” to be the support he provided to 
John Brown and his attempts to recruit Black 
soldiers for the Union army. (297)

Examining Federal policy during Recon-
struction, Nimtz and Edwards bluntly assert 
the need for resolute counter-violence 
against white terror in the South — and they 
wonder why Douglass did not (as abolitionist 
Wendell Phillips did).

They assess that this had more to do with 
Douglass’s ascent in the Republican Party — 
that he did not want to criticize too harshly 
the Grant and Hayes Administrations. Strik-
ingly different from Marx, Douglass “could 
not see or agree with Marx and Engels’s call 
for ‘abolishing private property in general.’” 
(279)

This blindspot in Douglass manifested 
most glaringly at a time of extreme urgency 
for breaking the power of Southern landown-
ers, through systematic expropriation and 
redistribution of land to freed Blacks — as 
demanded by Thaddeus Stevens, the formida-
ble Republican representative from Pennsyl-
vania — and challenging industrial capital in 
the North.

Among the most startling contrasts is that 
between Marx and Douglass’s views on the 
Paris Commune. An appendix by Edwards 
details Douglass’s scathing comments on the 
Communards. By this point, the differences 
between Douglass, no longer a “revolutionary 
liberal” but a reformist one, and the commu-
nist Marx had turned into a deep abyss.

For Edwards, Douglass’s politics from this 
period cam be condensed into this: “free 
men, free soil, free speech, a free press, the 
ballot for all, education for all, and fair wages 
for all.” (346)

Needless to say, Marx dedicated The Civil 
War in France, one of his greatest writings, to 
defending the Commune. Although the Com-
mune was crushed with enormous slaughter, 
he praised it as the “Republic of Labor,” “es-
sentially a working-class government, the pro-
duce of the struggle of the producing against 
the appropriating class, the political form at 

last discovered under which to work out 
the economic emancipation of labor,” 

and enshrined the courage, resolve, 
and sacrifice of the Communards in 

socialism’s annals.3
In those years, Reconstruc-

tion and the Paris Commune 
each succumbed to a “bloody 

counterrevolution” with rever-
berations down to our 
own day. (297, n. 39)

Nimtz and Edwards 
point to the fact that, in 
one of the last eras of 
heightened radical expec-
tation for societal recon-

struction, Martin Luther King Jr. and Malcolm 
X confronted the legacies of the unfinished 
revolution from Marx and Douglass’s time.

The Communist and the Revolutionary Lib-
eral in the Second American Revolution should 
have a broad and dedicated readership. 
Socialist intellectuals and activists will quickly 
discern the currency of this subject matter.

The thrust of the book’s argument even-
tuates in a full-throated, and most welcome, 
defense of Marxist analysis. In so doing, it 
repudiates many pseudo-leftist assumptions 
that Marxism has had little of value to say 
about racism. Responding to familiar charges 
that Marx held antisemitic stereotypes and 
utilized anti-Black racial epithets, Nimtz 
dismisses both claims and strongly main-
tains, “one should be cautious and not rush 
to judgment based on the vapid criteria of 
‘political correctness.’” (365-366)

continued on page 41

                                                                  Lisa Lyons

“The year of Lincoln’s reelection
saw the founding in London of the 

International Workingmen’s Association, 
the First International.

Union victory and the abolition
of slavery in the United States

would hold enormous consequences
for workers’ struggles elsewhere....”
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REVIEW
Exploring Marx for the USA   By Francis Shor

Karl Marx in America
Andrew Hartman
The University of Chicago Press, 2025
594 pages, $39 hardcover.

ANDREW HARTMAN’S KARL Marx 
in America intends to probe “the 
meaning of Karl Marx in America.” 
Situating that investigation, both his-
torically and sociologically, Hartman 
begins “by asking why Marx looked 
to the United States as a rich source 
of material about capitalism.” (2)

Hartman then explores the appli-
cation and implication of Marx’s work 
from the late 19th century up to the 
present, especially alert to the numerous uses 
and misuses of Marx’s critical insights into 
capitalism in general and the specifics of the 
political economy in the United States.

Incorporating numerous interpretive 
inquiries into Marx’s perspectives and the 
movements that Marx and his interpreters 
inspired, Hartman’s book makes a highly 
valuable contribution to understanding the 
impact of Marx and Marxism in the United 
States.

Indeed, as many reviewers of Karl Marx 
in America already noted, undertaking such a 
sweeping historical and critical investigation of 
Marx and Marxism in the United States is in-
tended to challenge the “mistaken perception 
that Marxism is marginal to U.S. intellectual 
history,” as Alan Wald argues in his insightful 
and lengthy review in New Politics.

Indeed, Wald goes on to contend that 
Hartman’s “embedding of the Marxist tradi-
tion in episodes of U.S. history is remarkable 
because he is shining a light on the past 
to help us rethink the present. Therefore, 
instead of experiencing a whistle-stop tour 
of 175 years of intellectual engagement, one 
is continually gripped by a sense that all this 
is a precondition to the imagining of possible 
futures.”

As the reviewer in The Baffler notes, Karl 
Marx in America is a start in building the 
narrative of how a generation of American 
intellectuals are beginning to analyze the 
history of Marxism in the United States not 
as a failure but as a continuing tradition, with 
the present being an historically important 

moment in its develop-
ment and to which we 
can contribute.

The Reviewer’s 
Journey

My own contribu-
tion to this discussion 
of Marxism in the 
United States over the 
175 years covered in 
Hartman’s book may 
appear as something 
of a whistle-stop on 
the important decades, 
movements, and 

intellectual interventions carefully analyzed 
throughout this book.

It should be obvious that in constructing 
such a sprawling narrative, it is inevitable that 
Hartman would miss or misconstrue certain 
threads in the tapestry he weaves. In order 
to highlight a few of the oversights, I want to 
start with my own engagement with Marx 
and his interpreters.

I had read many of Marx’s works during 
my time in grad school as an antiwar and 
antidraft activist (1967-1972), exclusive of the 
volumes of Capital. I was particularly taken, 
as were others of my New Left comrades, 
in the “young Marx,” especially the 1844 
Economic and Philosophical Manuscripts with 
their compelling presentation of the role of 
alienation.

In addition, it was hard not to come into 
contact with various political organizations 
claiming to be conveyors of the “true” Marx 
and his most notable political disciples, Lenin, 
Trotsky, and Mao.

However, it wasn’t until I arrived in 
Detroit in 1974 and immediately joined a 
Marxist study group that I became more 
aware of significant applications of Marx into 
work and labor.

We read and discussed Harry Braverman’s 
Labor and Monopoly Capital: The Degradation 
of Work in the Twentieth Century (1974) and 
Stanley Aronowitz’s False Promises: The Shap-
ing of Working Class Consciousness (1973).

Both books opened my eyes to the con-
tinuing relevance of Marx, not only for their 
implications for left politics, but also for the 
insights into work and workers.

What I took from our group’s conversa-
tion about these two significant texts would 
also inform the kind of pedagogy that I, along 

with other leftwing faculty, developed in 
service of the working adults who were the 
main constituency of my classes at Wayne 
State University.

Perhaps my own blinkered personal 
experience finds fault with Hartman for not 
including either book in his massive study. 
In addition, one of the key members of that 
study group was David Herreshoff, a profes-
sor of English at Wayne State and a veteran 
of the Trotskyist movement. The author of 
an important book on Marx’s influence in 
19th-century America, he, too, does not find 
any mention in Hartman’s book.

Broadening the “Meaning”
My references to these oversights are not 

intended to diminish the massive accomplish-
ment of Hartman’s book. Rather, what I hope 
to achieve in my review are some corrections 
and additions in order to broaden the “mean-
ing” of Marx in America.

I will undertake a brief highlighting of 
those historical moments and movements 
where Hartman either misperceives the spe-
cifics of the American context, or overlooks 
and misinterprets the variegated engagements 
with Marx by his advocates or opponents. In 
this way I want to expand the conversation 
initiated by Hartman’s masterful book.

His first chapter is a valuable explica-
tion of Marx’s writings on conditions in 
the United States, many of these rendered 
directly through the citation and explana-
tion of Marx’s pre-Civil War columns as the 
European correspondent for The New York 
Daily Tribune.

Following the opening chapter, Hartman 
then turns to Marx’s impact on American po-
litical culture in the late 19th century, noting 
in the process Marx’s insights into persistence 
of white supremacy in the heterogeneous 
working class.

 Discussing the importance of utopian 
texts, such as Lawrence Gronlund’s The 
Cooperative Commonwealth (1884) and Edward 
Bellamy’s Looking Backward (1888), Hartman 
identifies the ways such texts provided an 
opening to Marx’s works while, at the same 
time, deflecting from some of Marx’s more 
compelling critiques of capitalism.

 On one hand, that’s why middle-class 
reformers championed such utopian works. 
On the other hand, both Gronlund’s and Bel-
lamy’s books would have a profound impact 
on the developments in American socialism 

Francis Shor is an Emeritus Professor of History 
at Wayne State University and the author of 
eight books. The most recent is his hybrid mem-
oir, Pursuing Peace and Justice.
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into the early 20th century, especially the 
Debsian variety.

While Hartman makes a case that the In-
dustrial Workers of the World (IWW) “came 
closer to representing the Marxist ideal 
than any other labor organization” (108), he 
neglects the degree to which the IWW was 
more than a labor organization and, in turn, 
embodied evident syndicalist tendencies.

Those tendencies were not only alive 
in the United States, but also were global-
ly pre-eminent among industrial workers 
throughout the early 20th century.

Hartman might be excused for overlook-
ing these syndicalist expressions since they 
detract from his narrative. Yet this neglect 
leads him to diminish the anti-electoral posi-
tions evident throughout the IWW and other 
syndicalist currents elsewhere.

Moreover, in his discussion of the remark-
able achievement of socialism in Oklahoma 
in the pre-WWI years, he does not cite the 
importance of the IWW’s organizing of agri-
cultural and industrial workers in Oklahoma 
as a key component, ironically, of the elector-
al successes there.

Contradictory Consciousness
When Hartman turns to the rank and file 

labor insurgencies of the 1930s, he misses an 
opportunity to develop further what contra-
dictions remain alive in the U.S. working class 
of that and later eras. While he does account 
for the insights of Black Marxists, such as 
Hubert Harrison and W.E.B. DuBois, into 
the “wages of whiteness,” these and other 

contradictions lack a fully realized analysis.
To give a few examples, one of the 

key union organizers in Flint, Wyndham 
Mortimer, recounts in his memoir how he 
could hear radios blaring the voice of Father 
Coughlin, the anti-Semitic priest from Royal 
Oak, Michigan’s Shrine of the Little Flower 
(sometime referred to as the “Shrine of the 
Little Fuhrer”).

Applying Gramsci’s analysis and under-
standing of “contradictory consciousness” 
to account for this phenomenon would have 
helped here and elsewhere throughout Hart-
man’s book. Refusing to take account of the 
“race strikes” in the 1940s in auto factories 
is another oversight, compounded by the 
lack of any mention of the essential work of 
Dave Roediger and others on the persistence 
of white supremacy among workers — a 
persistence that also explains the later role of 
Trump and his MAGA minions.

With the advent of the Cold War, 
Hartman does an excellent job of identifying 
and analyzing those anti-Marxist ideologi-
cal screeds of the period. However, when 
Karl Marx in America talks about the revival 
of Marx in the 1960s, it falls into its own 
ideological trap by relegating Marxist scholars 
and activists like Staughton Lynd and Howard 
Zinn into the category of “moral leftists.”

This diminishes the important role 
that Lynd and Zinn had in helping with the 
Freedom Schools in the South during the 
Civil Rights Era. Moreover, it overlooks how 
Lynd would reformulate his Quakerism and 
Marxism into a praxis that could help both 

displaced factory workers and prisoners.
Moving from the Sixties to the end of the 

20th century and the rise of the antiglobal-
ized “multitude,” he misapplies “moral leftism” 
to the work of Hardt and Negri (469), dimin-
ishing in the process the continuing emer-
gence on an insurgent and radical democratic 
Marxist-inflected international movement.

On Ecological Marxism
Turning to the vibrant emergence of 

an ecological Marxism, Hartman does take 
account of the divergent interpretations that 
fuel the debates. However, I would argue that 
he doesn’t fully comprehend the work of 
Kohei Saito (404-407), one of the foremost 
scholars in demonstrating how the late Marx 
can become the basis for both socialist ecol-
ogy and a more profound critique of power 
relations.

As Saito points out in Marx in the 
Anthropocene: Towards the Idea of Degrowth 
Communism:

“The current changes in the climate are 
tightly linked to power relations under the 
hegemony of global neoliberalism and reflecting 
upon climate justice requires us to take hierar-
chies consisting of class, race, and gender into 
account.” (105)

Certainly Hartman is well aware, as 
demonstrated throughout Karl Marx in 
America, how the hierarchies of class, race 
and gender pervade U.S. political culture. 
His mostly adept analysis of Marx-inspired 
texts and movements provides an important 
reminder that Marx is not dead.

If there are gaps and missteps, this book is 
not only a testament to the persistent influ-
ence of Marx, but, perhaps, an apt prologue 
to the mayoral victories of Zorhan Mamdani 
in New York and Katie Wilson in Seattle 
and, as Hartman hopefully concludes, “an 
alternative…to dreaming of a better future.” 
(510)  n

Nimtz and Edwards do align with a grow-
ing tendency to retake the word “commu-
nism” from old calumnies. Contra “the Stalin-
ist baggage it later acquired and continues to 
carry,” they also defend Marx’s vital notion of 
the dictatorship of the proletariat. (142)

Even though the book is already quite 
lengthy, this reviewer did want to see the 
global context delineated a bit more.

Benito Juarez’s battle against Franco-Aus-
trian imperialism in Mexico, the 1863-1864 
uprising in Congress Poland, a new round of 
insurgency against British control in Ireland in 
1867, and the short life of the First Spanish 
Republic (1873-1874) — all developments of 
great salience for Marx — fill out an epoch 
of revolutionary possibility laid out in the 
authors’ sections on Reconstruction and the 
Paris Commune.

Finally, Nimtz and Edward are indebted 
to Marxist intellectual and political historian 
George Novack for the comparative frame-
work they utilize, and they also invoke the 
name of James P. Cannon. This standpoint 
of criticism, drawn from the critical work 
of American Trotskyists like Cannon and 

Novack, deserves more elaboration in the 
monograph.

These things aside, the word that comes 
to mind for this book is “stirring.” A much 
less expensive paperback version, published 
by Haymarket Books in 2025, makes it far 
more accessible for interested readers.

Will socialists strive, though, to reappro-
priate this history, a history which matters so 
profoundly? After all, it is their history.  n
Notes
1.	 All quotations from Marx in this paragraph are from 

“International Workingmen’s Association to Abraham 
Lincoln,” January 7, 1865, in Robin Blackburn, An 
Unfinished Revolution: Karl Marx and Abraham Lincoln, 
(London: Verso, 2011), 211-212.
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see Marx and Engels: Their Contribution to the 
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New York Press, 2000); Marx, Tocqueville and Race in 
America: The ‘Absolute Democracy’ or ‘Defiled Republic’ 
(Lanham: Lexington Books, 2003); The Ballot, the 
Streets, or Both? From Marx and Engels to Lenin and 
the October Revolution (Chicago: Haymarket Books, 
2019). For Kyle A. Edwards, see his “Those Deluded, 
Ill-Starred Men: Frederick Douglass, the New National 
Era, and the Paris Commune,” New North Star 4 
(2022): 1-19.

3.	 Karl Marx, The Civil War in France, in The Marx-Engels 
Reader, ed. Robert Tucker, 2nd. Ed. (New York: W.W. 
Norton & Company, 1978), 636, 634-635.

Marx and Douglass — continued from page 39

WITH DEEP GRATITUDE, the editors 
salute our readers and friends who 
contributed to our holiday fund appeal, 
reaching a total of $7618. Your support is 
both a morale and financial boost as we 
enter this year of challenge, danger and 
resistance.

Our forthcoming May-June issue 
will include a feature on the emerging 
struggles in U.S. labor, and the strategic 
issues facing the effort to forge a revived 
working-class movement.

We urge our readers to check out 
our website https://againstthecurrent.
org, where the articles from current and 
back issues are accessible and timely new 
pieces are posted every week.

Thanks again for your support of the 
vitally needed socialist movement press!n

Thanks!
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A New English-Language Biography:
Looking at Jean-Paul Marat  By Clifford D. Conner

REVIEW
Jean-Paul Marat:
Prophet of Terror
By Keith Michael Baker
University of Chicago Press, 
2025, 930 pages, $50 hardback.

THE ADAGE “YOU can’t 
judge a book by its cover” 
makes a valid point, of 
course, but covers do often 
provide useful clues to a 
book’s contents. Until this 
book by Keith Michael Baker 
appeared in late 2025, there 
had been only two biogra-
phies of Jean-Paul Marat in 
the English language published in the previous 
99 years.1

So now there are three, and it so happens 
that I have a couple of horses in this race: I 
am the author of the other two.2 At the risk 
of proffering an odious comparison, I think 
comparing the three covers yields something 
of value here.

The first thing that hits the eye are the 
three images of Marat. One portrait displays 
a creepy, homuncular figure, while the others 
present, respectively, a swashbuckling, heroic 
image and a more realistic human counte-
nance.3

I do not believe that those graphic choices 
were random or accidental — they represent 
assessments of Marat that go far deeper 
than his face. I didn’t choose the cover art 
for my books, and perhaps Professor Baker 
didn’t choose his, either, but presumably 
the publishers’ art departments were aware 
of the general contents of the respective 
biographies.

The words in the titles also offer clues as 
to how the books will portray their subject, 
and they were surely chosen by the biogra-
phers. In one, Marat’s essence is epitomized 
as a “Prophet of Terror,” while the others 
sum him up as “Scientist and Revolutionary” 
and a “Tribune of the French Revolution.”

The implications of those 
choices are starkly at odds. 
“Terror” has become arguably 
the most potently prejudicial 
word in the English language, 
especially since the U.S. “War 
on Terror” replaced the Cold 
War as the nominal rational-
ization for the militarization 
of American policy. (I almost 
wrote “foreign policy,” but the 
Trump administration is now 
explicitly aiming at garrisoning 
American cities in the name of 
“combatting terrorism.”)

In the current context, a “prophet of ter-
ror” does not sound like a person one would 
think well of. A “scientist and revolutionary,” 
on the other hand, could describe someone 
who made a worthwhile contribution to 
the annals of humankind, as could a “tribune 
of the French Revolution.” Depending, of 
course, on how one feels about the French 
Revolution.

Beneath the Covers
For less superficial aspects of Marat, we 

must look beneath the covers and examine 
how the respective bios portray him in politi-
cal, ideological and moral terms.

Although my assessment of Professor 
Baker’s cover might anticipate a harsh critique 
of his treatment of Marat, I found to the 
contrary that his book is one that should 
definitely not be judged by its cover. It is in my 
estimation an invaluable contribution to the 
anglophone literature on the history of the 
French Revolution and a scrupulously honest 
account of by far its most controversial 
character.

I was not surprised. Since my graduate 

school days 40 years ago, I have admired 
Keith Michael Baker as a judicious scholar and 
historian. Baker’s specialty as a historian of 
ideas adds a great deal of value by situating 
Marat’s ideological writings in the context 
of the Late Enlightenment. And his earlier 
intellectual biography of Condorcet4 provides 
a perfect basis of comparison with Marat, 
ideologically, politically, and axiologically.

Nonetheless, A Major Problem
My positive appreciation of Professor 

Baker’s biography, however, requires one 
essential qualification. It is a product of the 
Anglo-American academic historical establish-
ment that perpetuates a Cold War bias that 
distorts almost all anglophone accounts of 
the French Revolution, and especially Marat’s 
role in it.

That bias, as I have already noted, is fea-
tured prominently on the cover of the book 
in the word “Terror.” If you were to give 
English-speaking readers a word-association 
test with the prompt “French Revolution,” I 
suspect that the most frequent response you 
would get is “terror.”5

That is an unthinking Pavlovian reflex, 
instilled by more than two centuries of 
academic contempt for the climactic radical 
phase of the French Revolution.

The vilification of the French Revolution as 
simply mayhem and arbitrary violence elicited 
this powerful remonstrance from a moral 
giant of American letters, Mark Twain:

“There were two ‘Reigns of Terror’ . . . . The 
one lasted mere months, the other had lasted 
a thousand years; the one inflicted death upon 
ten thousand persons, the other upon a hundred 
millions; but our shudders are all for the ‘horrors’ 
of the minor Terror, the momentary Terror, so 
to speak. . . . A city cemetery could contain the 
coffins filled by that brief Terror which we have 
all been so diligently taught to shiver at and 
mourn over; but all France could hardly contain 
the coffins filled by that older and real Terror — 
that unspeakably bitter and awful Terror which 
none of us has been taught to see in its vastness 
or pity as it deserves.”

Twain wrote that 135 years ago, and yet 
sadly, the all-pervasive distortion of history 
he addresses is no less in evidence today.6

Professor Baker’s long quotations illustrat-
ing Marat’s violent rhetoric are accurate and 
in no way unrepresentative of Marat’s oeuvre. 

Clifford D. Conner is a biographer of revolution-
aries. The critique of Baker’s Marat, and what 
the Cold War has to do with it, depends on 
understanding, at least in outline, the historiog-
raphy of the Revolution and the argument for 
Marat’s historical significance. Space consider-
ations prevent their inclusion here, but they can 
be found in the online version of this review.
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But making that the central focus of an as-
sessment of his historic importance not only 
produces a serious misconception of Marat, 
but also renders impossible an accurate un-
derstanding of the dynamics and consequenc-
es of the French Revolution as a whole.

Victor Hugo recognized Marat as a 
timeless icon of social revolution. “As long 
as there are misérables,” wrote the author of 
Les Misérables, “there will be a cloud on the 
horizon that can become a phantom and a 
phantom that can become Marat.”7

Fear of that powerful phantom, and of 
its reappearance, has made a dispassion-
ate evaluation of the historic Marat all but 
impossible. It has led innumerable authors, 
consciously or subconsciously, to distort their 
portrayals of Marat.

In general, conservative and liberal histo-
rians alike have detested Marat; the conser-
vatives because he was a threat to the status 
quo, and the liberals because of the extrem-
ism and calls to violence that permeated his 
agitational writings.

Marat’s Violent Polemics
Marat’s journalism was indeed character-

ized by an apparent bloodlust that discomfits 
me as much as it does Professor Baker. Fur-
thermore, it also disturbed Marat’s contem-
porary allies.

Both Camille Desmoulins and Robespierre 
urged the People’s Friend to tone down his 
intemperate screeds, but he refused to do so. 
He insisted that the only way “the people” 
could defend themselves from wholesale 
slaughter by their enemies was for the people 
to eradicate those enemies first.

Marat despaired at what he perceived as 
the complacency of the people, who were 
behaving as if the Revolution had achieved its 
final victory, while he was convinced that it 
was in grave danger of being extinguished.

If the people were asleep, then he would 
just have to shout louder. He decided that in 
order to shock the comatose masses out of 
their stupor he would have to make a major 
adjustment in his agitational techniques. 
As early as the beginning of June 1790 he 
lamented to his readers:

“Soon you won’t open your eyes to anything 
but cries of alarm, of murder, of treason. How 
can I keep your attention? How can I keep you 
awake? There’s only one thing left for me to do; 
I’ll have to take your tastes into consideration 
and change my tone. Oh, Parisians! No matter 
how bizarre this will make me appear in the 
eyes of scholars, I won’t hesitate to do it — your 
old friend cares only for your safety. I have to 
keep you from falling into the abyss.”8

It is amusing that the prophet Marat 
foresaw the judgment of future historians 
who would cite his inflammatory rhetoric to 
depict him as a “madman.” He announced in 
advance that he was going to become more 
shrill, more frenetic, more hysterical, more 

“bizarre,” if that was what was necessary to 
rekindle the Parisians’ revolutionary spirit. 
And that is what he did.

To understand the social context of the 
French Revolution it is necessary to accept 
that Marat’s hyperaggressive rhetoric was 
precisely what made him by far the most 
popular and influential of its journalists.

The Parisian public in 1789–93 was not 
bloodthirsty; it was angry and fearful. Nor 
can its fears be dismissed as irrationally 
paranoiac — its enemies, external and inter-
nal, explicitly announced their intention to 
destroy Paris root and branch and massacre 
its inhabitants.9

Marat’s writings appear less extremist 
when the extreme circumstances in which he 
was operating are taken into account.

“It’s All Over for Us!”
Marat launched his new shock-tactics 

campaign on July 26, 1790, with a pamphlet 
headline screaming “It’s All Over for Us!”10 
It was destined to become the single most 
notorious example of Marat’s extremism and 
violence-baiting.

In it he claimed that a reliable source had 
just given him a document containing positive 
evidence of a counterrevolutionary plot to 
help Louis XVI flee Paris, join up with an 
émigré army at Metz, and launch a military 
assault on Paris. The pamphlet ended with a 
passage designed to startle his readers into 
sitting up and taking notice:

“Five or six hundred heads chopped off 
would assure you peace, liberty and happiness. 
A false humanitarianism has restrained your 
arms and has prevented you from striking such 
blows. That will cost the lives of millions of 
your brothers. Let your enemies triumph for an 
instant and torrents of blood will flow. They’ll cut 
your throats without mercy, they’ll slit the bellies 
of your wives, and in order to forever extinguish 
your love of liberty, their bloody hands will reach 
into your children’s entrails and rip their hearts 
out.”

As he had hoped, the explicit call to chop 
off a few hundred heads had the effect of 
tossing a dynamite charge into the political 
discourse. And for more than two hundred 
years authors hostile to Marat have quoted 
these lines as evidence of his bloodthirstiness.

But Marat’s violent polemics, or the actual 
violence of the September Massacres11 and 
the Reign of Terror, are only sidebars to the 
essential story of the historical significance 
of the French Revolution, and by extension, 
Marat’s.

What Would Marat Think?
If Marat were to return today, what would 

he think of the state of our planet in the third 
decade of the 21st century? He could read in 
the history books that the Great French Rev-
olution — his Revolution — is recognized as 
crucial to the making of the modern world. 

“But what did it accomplish?” he might ask.
We answer: It rid France of a parasitic so-

cial class whose right to rule was based upon 
aristocratic birthright and traditional privilege.

“Is that all?”
It established legal and political equality, 

which then spread throughout much of 
Europe and the world.

“Legal and political equality? What about 
economic and social equality?”

No, the situation in that regard is even 
worse than you remember it. Today, despite 
two centuries of mind-boggling technological 
progress, a handful of multibillionaires control 
most of the Earth’s resources while billions 
of people remain mired in hunger, disease, 
oppression, and grinding poverty.

Marat would surely be shocked and 
dismayed to learn that after more than 
two hundred years his struggle for social 
revolution had lost none of its relevance and 
urgency. Where is the People’s Friend now, 
when we need him?  n
Notes
  1.	 The last before the three recent ones was Louis R. 

Gottschalk’s Jean Paul Marat, a Study in Radicalism, 
published in 1927.

  2.	 The first (“Scientist and Revolutionary”), is a full 
biography covering Marat’s entire 50-year life, and the 
second (“Tribune of the French Revolution”) focuses 
only on the four years of his revolutionary career (July 
14, 1789-July 13, 1793). The latter was published in 
French translation as Marat: Savant et tribun (Paris, La 
Fabrique, 2021).

  3.	 If you would like to know what Marat “really” looked 
like, your best bet is the third one, painted by Joseph 
Boze in 1793. Marat’s sister Albertine said that of all 
the many portraits of her brother, this one looked 
most like him. She would know.

  4.	 Keith Michael Baker, Condorcet: From Natural Philosophy 
to Social Mathematics (1974).

  5.	 I asked an AI chatbot (Anthropic’s “Claude”) what 
the most common responses to a word-association 
prompt “French Revolution” might be, and this was 
Claude’s response: “ ‘Terror’ or ‘reign of terror’ would 
likely be among the most common responses.”

  6.	 Mark Twain, A Connecticut Yankee in King Arthur’s 
Court, first published in 1889. That these passages 
are from a work of fiction should not detract from 
the passion of Twain’s denunciation of a hypocritical 
falsification of history.

  7.	 Victor Hugo, Oeuvres complètes (Paris, 1910), vol. XV, 
524.

  8.	 Le Junius Français no. 1, June 2, 1790.
  9.	 See Baker’s accounts of the Brunswick Manifesto 

(556) and Isnard’s threat that “Paris will be 
annihilated” (790).

10.	 Les Pamphlets de Marat, C. Vellay, ed. (Paris, 1911), 
201–9.

11.	 On September 2, 1792, several hundred armed 
sans-culottes converged upon jails where 
counterrevolutionaries were being held and over the 
next four days killed more than a thousand inmates 
of nine prisons. After the Revolution, in the period 
known as the Thermidorian Reaction, blame for 
organizing and directing the September Massacres 
began to be retrospectively attributed to Marat. 
Few historians today give credence to that charge, 
but the myth of Marat’s responsibility lives on in 
popular accounts of the Revolution. Professor Baker 
writes (575): “Early historians of the massacres . . . 
charged him with direct responsibility for inciting the 
bloodshed. Later ones have noted that he was not 
alone in demanding the exercise of popular justice 
against the people’s enemies in the weeks following 
10 August, and that no single voice can credibly be 
blamed for an upsurge of almost instinctual popular 
anger in a profound moment of crisis.”
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REVIEW
Is It Happening Here?  By Guy Miller
From the Flag to the Cross
Fascism American Style
Edited by Zachary Sklar and Michel Steven Smith
Introduction by Jim Lafferty
OR Books, 110 pages, 2025, $18 paper, $10 e-book.

EDITED FROM POCASTS originally aired on 
Law and Disorder, From the Flag to the Cross 
weighs in at 110 pages — the length of a 
short book or a long pamphlet. FTC consists 
of seven short essays plus the editorial voice 
of retired attorney Jim Lafferty. All are well 
known voices on the American left.

Collectively, these short, easily accessible 
essays resemble separate pieces to a jigsaw 
puzzle more than a sustained political argu-
ment. But if there is an overarching political 
subject, it is given away in the book’s subtitle: 
“Fascism American Style.”

Here’s how the editor Lafferty poses the 
question on the first page: “Is there a special 
brand of American Fascism, and if so, what 
direction is it likely to take, and how, can it be 
resisted?”

In order to include all eight voices in FTC, 
I’m forced to only offer brief highlights from 
each essay. For a more complete apprecia-
tion, buy and read the book.

•  First up to the plate, to answer 
Lafferty’s question, is journalist and author 
Chris Hedges. A graduate of Harvard Divinity 
School and son of a Presbyterian minister, 
Hedges examines Christian Nationalism 
in his contribution, “The Rise of American 
Fascism!” According to the Public Religious 
Research Institute, 10% of all Americans are 
Christian Nationalists, and another 20% are 
its sympathizers. These millions are the infan-
try of Trump’s army.

Hedges, echoing Hannah Arendt, notes 
that the Christian movement engages in 
magical thinking. This thinking often preys on 
despair and rage. It ends in cultism. In short, 
writes Hedges, “Trump functions more as a 
cult figure than a political figure.”

•  Next up is Richard Wolff, a Marxist 
Professor Emeritus at UMASS, Amherst. 
Wolff’s “When Capitalism Morphs into 
Fascism” points to two recurring flaws in 
capitalism: inequality and crises. Both help 
pave the road to fascism.

Inequality acts as a corrupting agent that 
eats its way under the surface, resulting in 
what Wolff calls “...enormous social tension in 

the mass of people.” This subterranean con-
flict periodically explodes in violence. In turn, 
violence, or even the mere perception of 
violence, leads to the demand for protection: 
police, prisons and military.

The second built-in flaw of capitalism, 
Wolff notes “…sometimes it’s called an eco-
nomic downturn, a recession or depression.” 
Regardless of severity, these disruptions bring 
hardships that can make fascism seem a viable 
solution.

•  Dianne Feeley, an editor of Against the 
Current and a retired UAW member, adds to 
the conversation with “Unions Must Lead the 
Fight.” Feeley stresses the need for unions 
to play a central role in opposing authoritar-
ianism and stresses their potential to unite 
workers across race and gender divides.

“Unfortunately,” she notes, “the top lead-
ers of the major unions are still very wedded 
to the Democratic Party.” There is no better 
example of mistakenly viewing Democrats as 
friends of labor than to witness Joe Biden’s 
use of the Railway Labor Act to break the 
U.S. railroad workers’ strike. As do all the 
book’s authors, Feeley stresses the need to 
break from the two-party duopoly.

She warns of the rise of authoritarianism 
in what she calls geriatric capitalism, because 
it is at the end of its life! Yet until labor takes 
up the fight to replace it, we’re left with 
Gramsci’s dilemma: “The old world is dying, 
and the new world struggles to be born.”

Education and Democracy

•  Next up is Henry Giroux from McMas-
ter University in Hamilton, Canada. He adds 
the education pieces to the jigsaw puzzle, 
emphasizing that without informed citizens 
democracy is impossible. As co-author of the 
recently published Fascism on Trial: Education 
and the Possibility of Democracy, Giroux has 
thought deeply about this dynamic.

A friend of the Brazilian educator Paulo 
Freire, Giroux concludes that learning how 
to think critically is the essential building 
block to opposing authoritarianism. Why was 
Freire targeted in Brazil’s 1964 coup? Giroux 
answers: “Literacy itself was seen as danger-
ous — a threat to the powerful.”

•  Bill Mullen, a Professor Emeritus at 
Purdue University, chimes in with “The Law 
Won’t Serve You.” Much of his contribution 
takes up how American history and law are 
intertwined with the evolution of fascism.

As the co-author of The Black Antifascist 
Tradition: Fighting Back from Anti-Lynching to 

Abolition and author of We Charge Genocide: 
American Fascism and the Rule of Law he 
provides a summary of repressive movements 
in American history.

Mullen brings his understanding of how 
African Americans have been in the forefront 
of both analyzing it and organizing resistance 
from Ida B. Wells connecting pogroms in 
Eastern Europe to lynching in the United 
States; to W.E.B. Dubois’ fact-finding trip to 
Nazi Germany in 1934; to the Black Panther 
Party’s United Front Against Fascism in 1970.

•  Margaret Kimberly is an executive ed-
itor of Black Agenda Report. In the opening 
paragraphs of her essay, Kimberly turns her 
attention to the debacle of the Biden reelec-
tion campaign and how it morphed into the 
disaster of following Harris’ nomination.

Kimberly next catalogues the pathetic 
Democratic response to Trump. She writes: 
“Their (the DP’s) loyalty is to the permanent 
government and maintaining the status quo 
more than it is speaking to the people.”

She cites the historic Black small city of 
Lincoln Heights, Ohio as a better model for 
fightback. In February 2025, white suprema-
cists made threatening, racist gestures aimed 
at Lincoln Heights. The community respond-
ed by organizing disciplined armed safety 
patrols.

•  Last up is Kshama Sawant, described as 
a socialist economist. In 2013 she shocked the 
country when she was elected to the Seattle 
City Council, becoming the first militant 
socialist to do so in a century.

Despite pressure from the Democrat-
ic members of the City Council, Sawant 
maintained her independence for a decade. 
Although a labor leader tied to the Demo-
cratic Party insisted they could only win a $11 
minimum wage, Sawant held firm for $15. She 
won, and now Seattle has an indexed mini-
mum wage so that today it stands at $20.76, 
making it the highest in the country.

In her article, “A Fighting Strategy for 
Community-Based Action,” Swant describes 
her role on the City Council as similar to that 
of a union’s shop steward. And in outlining 
a political program including “Medicare for 
All,” she emphasizes that “illusions in the 
Democratic Party are the single most crucial 
obstacle to overcome” in order to build 
movements for change.

These essays from today’s cross-section of 
the American left provide ample material for 
thought and debate: a project well done!  n

Guy Miller is a retired United Transportation 
Union member, longtime socialist and lifelong 
resident of Chicago.
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followers and militarists have perpetrated in just the recent 
few months. These include, in the international arena alone: 

•  Having kidnapped Nicolas Maduro and Cilia Flores in 
the deadly bombing and raid in Caracas, on the pretext 
of stopping a “narco-terrorist dictatorship,” Trump rapidly 
pivoted to striking up cordial relations with the existing 
Venezuelan regime and its police-state machine to control 
the population. He also proclaimed himself “interim president 
of Venezuela,” taking over its oil to sell on the global market, 
and pocketed the Nobel Peace Prize medal that he’s long 
coveted, which its unexpected winner Marina Machado 
gifted to him.

•  Secretary of State Marco Rubio makes no secret that 
his ultimate target is to overthrow Cuba’s government, 
although there appears to be no plan of how to “manage” 
the chaos likely to ensue from such a “success.” (On this 
rapidly spiraling crisis, see “Cuba’s Precarious Situation” by 
Samuel Farber, posted February 12 on the ATC website.)

•  Trump convened a “Board of Peace,” which the United 
Nations Security Council had gullibly authorized to oversee 
“Phase 2” of the Gaza ceasefire agreement and beginning 
reconstruction, crowning himself as plenipotentiary president 
in perpetuity. The Board is stocked with an appropriate 
amalgam of oil monarchs, presidents for life, genocidists and 
indicted war criminals. Its charter now makes no mention 
of Gaza. Trump also peremptorily withdrew from dozens 
of UN bodies, undermining everything from global health 
monitoring to essential climate research.

•  Speaking of which, son-in-law Jared Kushner unveiled 
the artist rendering of his design for the “new Gaza.” 
This pictures a grotesque seaside luxury resort complex, 
with purported housing for some portion of the existing 
population — which right now subsists in freezing and 
flooded tents with a bare fraction of desperately needed 
nutrition, medical and infrastructure aid. Israel, which has 
barred aid organizations and bombs homes and journalist 
vehicles in Gaza on a daily basis, has recognized the 
breakaway Somaliland state — as a base for Israeli military 
assets and, in the fantasies of prime minister Netanyahu and 
his far-right allies, as a site for dumping Palestinians to be 
forced out of Gaza.

•  Trump’s repeated intention to seize Greenland from 
Denmark, “either the easy way or the hard way,” provoked 
(none too soon) a response from European allies to stage 
symbolic exercises in defense of the strategic island and 
Denmark. Confronted with a unified refusal to sell or sell 
out his coveted piece of real estate, Trump announced a 
deal with the NATO secretary general for “everything we 
want,” the specifics of which remain unknown. (His advisers 
appear unwilling or unable to inform Trump of the difference 
between Greenland and Iceland.)

•  Just when we thought that his annexationist insanities 
no longer included making Canada “the 51st state,” Trump 
threatens that country with “100% tariffs” over a nonexistent 
Canada-China “free trade deal,” threatens to prohibit 
opening the new Detroit-Windsor Gordie Howe Bridge, 
and deploys his stooge Treasury Secretary Scott Bessent to 
encourage a far-right secessionist movement in the Canadian 
province of Alberta.

•  From the bottomless well of his treachery, Trump 
continues his all-too-evident intention to sacrifice Ukraine 

on the altar of geopolitics and potential lucrative business 
opportunities in Russia (twelve trillion dollars, says one 
Kremlin spokesperson). Suffice it here to say that this 
filthy scheme remains blocked by Ukraine’s continued 
will to survive, and by Putin’s refusal to end the war and 
terror-bombing of Ukraine cities unless Russia receives, 
at minimum, all of eastern Ukraine and the crippling of 
Ukraine’s military capacity.

With the threat of new military action against Iran and 
murderous state repression in that country, we refer our 
readers to a statement by the Ukraine Solidarity Network,  
“Solidarity with the Iranian Uprising,” posted at https://www.
ukrainesolidaritynetwork.us.

And let’s not forget how it is children who suffer the 
most — whether it’s in Gaza, in all the other wars, or in 
the terrorized immigrant families and communities in the 
United States.

Chaos on Home Front
Returning to the U.S. scene, there is increasing popular 

revulsion — against not only Trump’s policies and failures to 
fulfill his promises for prosperity, but also his uncontrollable 
greed, coverup of whatever’s in the Epstein Files, and desire 
to name everything after himself. The sense of spreading 
chaos is well-founded.

Although the schemes to hijack the midterm elections 
are widely discussed, it is unclear to what extent state 
governments or court orders will block them — or even 
whether court orders can be enforced, in view of the defiance 
by ICE and DHS of explicit injunctions against peremptory 
deportations, illegal barring of Congressional representatives 
from detention facilities, and this administration’s overall 
contempt for law and Constitutional rights and processes.

As we’ve previously emphasized, among other critical 
tests will be the Supreme Court’s ruling on Trump’s 
blatant attempt to strip the 14th Amendment guarantee of 
citizenship to anyone born in the United States. The only 
way to safeguard birthright citizenship from being stripped 
under the far-right Court majority is a threat that such a 
ruling would de-legitimize the Court itself as well as meeting 
massive rejection.

Meanwhile, the criminal negligence of Robert F. Kennedy, 
Jr.’s leadership at the Department of Health and Human 
Services and the gutting of vaccine programs has led to 
regional measles outbreaks, including preventable deaths 
of children, and the menace of deadly epidemics in years 
to come as vaccination rates drop below herd-immunity 
requirements.

Among other calamities, as communities and states 
struggle to recover from the late January devastating 
winter storms, they’re liable to find the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency missing in action after the crippling 
budget and staffing cuts that FEMA sustained under Elon 
Musk’s DOGE and the Republican big barf-bag budget bill.

We are living in a country where fewer people feel secure 
for themselves, their families and their communities. There 
are multiple potential outcomes, many frightening and others 
more promising for a better future for ourselves and the 
world. As we head toward March 28, May Day and beyond, 
while the forces of oppression seek to terrify and divide us, 
Minneapolis, Chicago, Los Angeles, Charlotte and Lewiston, 
Maine are showing us the way.  n
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