
You Are 
Being 
Lied To:

FREEMAY 2017 | Issue 1

THE FORGE
East Tennessee’s Liberation Newspaper

5Things You 
Haven’t Been 
Told About US 
Involvement  
in Syria
See Page 4

ALSO... 
Why Finance  

is Eating Itself. 

What Capitalism 

Cannot Give US
See Page 3

theforgenews.org



By Lamont Lilly

Here in America, our great “land 
of the free,” there are approximately 
130,000 inmates now housed in 
privately owned prisons. It’s a foul 
stench within a justice system that 
leads the world in number of persons 
incarcerated within a state, federal or 
private institution. The latest tally of 2 
million equates to 25% of the globe’s 
incarcerated population. This massive 
waste of human life is commonly 
known as the Prison Industrial 
Complex, an oppressive current now 
being led from the top down by the 
highly profitable Prison Privatization 
Movement. 

Its roots can be traced back to the 
1980’s and Ronald Reagan, his “War 
on Drugs” and tougher sentencing 
platform (also see: Richard Nixon). 

Due to policy makers’ concerns of 
prison overcrowding at the time, in 
1984 the Corrections Corporation of 
America was contracted to oversee 
its first facility in Hamilton County, 
Tennessee. Such transition marked 
a new federal precedent of complete 
private control of a correctional 
institute. 

Though depicted as cost-saving 
efficient operations, independent 
studies suggest the contrary. A lack of 
regulation enables smaller staff and 
inadequate training, in turn, producing 
more violence and consistently 
unstable conditions among inmate 
population. Sustainable medical care 
has also come into question. Private 
prisons like the George W. Hill Center, 
Walnut Grove Youth Facility and New 
Castle Correctional Institute have 
garnered a barrage of recent scrutiny 
over the deaths of dozens of inmates. 

And though touted as inexpensively 
designed, private prisons have proven 
just as costly to construct as those 
categorized as public (federal and state-
run prisons). Even more unnerving, 
such misguided control sounds eerily 
similar to the Black Belt South’s Convict 
Lease System of the late 1800’s, a state-
run practice throughout the south that 
forcibly extracted free labor from newly 
emancipated slaves deemed “criminal.”  

Just as then, the same companies 
grossing billions from the capture and 
incarceration of American citizens 
(mostly poor, Black and Latino) are the 
same brokers who donate millions to 

state senators, school boards, mayors 
and police chiefs. It’s no secret that 
private firms such as The GEO Group 
possess direct appeal to federal 
legislation like “Three Strikes” and 
Mandatory Minimum Sentencing. 
Common sense says such merging 
complexities spell corruption and 
abuse of power – political dividends 
too close for public comfort. 

Meanwhile, predatory investors 
like Wells Fargo, American Express 
and Merrill Lynch reap robust returns 
on private bond purchasing – the 
same greed-driven giants literally 
“banking” on the results of Black 
boys and their 4th grade EOG’s. 
(The Children’s Defense Fund details 
this association through its Cradle 
to Prison Pipeline Campaign). As 
far as the diversity of stock in such 
investments, additional stakeholders 
include a slew of corporate sponsors: 
Nordstrom, Microsoft, IBM, Revlon, 
Target, Dell, Hewlett-Packard and 
even AT&T – a smorgasbord of some 
of our favorite brands.

Fact is, we as Black Americans 
aren’t committing more crime; we’re 
doing more time because it pays.  In 
a way, such structural manipulation 

is almost worse than chattel slavery, 
especially considering America’s 
global claim to moral Democracy at 
its highest order. We’re talking “Third 
World” sweatshops disguised as rehab 
programs and “inmate workforce,” 
possibly in your home state!

Such human rights infringement 
isn’t punishing someone who does 
wrong; it’s profiting from the pain of 
that punishment. The unjust infraction 
here is the exploitation of stolen 
freedom and private use of inhumane 
confinement, maximizing such 
restrictive conditions for capital gain – 
the same profits that merely perpetuate 
the incarceration of more citizens for 
longer periods of time. I won’t even 
mention the effects of exploited prison 
labor on the working class. While 
poverty in the U.S. continues to plague 
the general public, highly-skilled 
positions are paying less than $1 an 
hour in the private prison sector.  No 
wonder we can’t find jobs; our furniture 
and home appliances are being 
produced by captive rent-a-slaves now. 
Is this what Big Business means by 
“Made in America?”  If so, I don’t want 
no parts of it. 

Lamont Lilly was the 2016 Workers 
World Party, U.S. Vice-Presidential 
Candidate.  In 2015, he was a U.S. 
delegate at the International Forum 
for Justice in Palestine in Beirut, 
Lebanon.  He is also an activist and 
organizer in the Black Lives Matter 
Movement.

Have you ever been laid off, had your lights 
cut off for nonpayment or been harassed by bill 
collectors? Have you had to struggle to make ends 
meet each month, worrying if you’ll be able to 
keep a roof over your head? Have you had to work 
sick because you don’t have paid time off?

Then this newspaper is for you.
This country - this world – is run by a system that has 

only one main goal: making the rich richer. People who 
work and struggle for a living are not important to the 
ruling class. Our needs are an obstacle to their wants.

We’re told that our government is an organization that 
represents all people – rich and poor – and works to create 
laws that benefit us all. That is a lie.

The government is run by and for the rich – both 
Republicans and Democrats. In fact, this has always been 
the case, even to the founding of this country itself. It is 
run to the benefit of those who are always trying to gain 
even more power over those of us who struggle every day.

This is why those who caused the 2008 economic crash 
got away with it – and even profited from it. This is why 
companies who pollute or create harmful products are 
never held accountable. This is why the police – the ruling 
class’s enforcers – almost always get away with brutality 
and murder against citizens.

The system literally makes laws about every aspect 
of our lives for one purpose – maximizing profit. Quality 
healthcare for all people is considered ‘too expensive’ 
because it would cut into the rich’s profits. They say the 

same about quality education. 
Safety nets which were designed to help people 

navigate the uncertainty and surprises of life are removed 
– because then we’ll have to work for less.

The rich have their power. It is time for the rest of us to 
create our own.

We need a movement that works for people’s needs. 
Healthcare. Education. The quality of food we can access. 
The ability to make our own choices about how we 
organize our lives and how we identify ourselves.

It’s time to think in new ways about how we can create 
alternative structures of power that benefit working people.

That’s what The Forge is all about. We’ll be thinking 
and writing about how to do this. And we need your help. 

Got ideas? Story tips? Reach out to us at 
forgenewspaper@gmail.com.

Our struggle is a part of a noble tradition, stretching 
back millennia to people who have worked and fought 
for a new life. From slave revolts in ancient Rome (and 
before) to the revolutions that toppled monarchs in Europe 
and Russia to the Haitian rebellion to the anti-colonial 
revolutions in Africa and Asia in the 20th century, to now.

If we don’t build what we want now, when will we?
Those who say the system and government we have now 

is the best one possible are lackeys of the rich. Why would 
you want to be a lackey?

The time to build a better society and better world 
is now.

Join us. 

The Forge is a socialist and  
anti-imperialist newspaper serving 
East Tennessee and the Southern 

United States. 

The Forge is not officially affiliated 
with any particular left tendency, 

party or organization.

Contact us with story ideas  
and tips at 

forgenewspaper@gmail.com

Follow us on Twitter  
at @theforgenews

Lamont
Lilly

Private Prisons Pimp the Poor

Is this newspaper for you?
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International Workers Day
May Day History

• In 1866, the Geneva Congress of the 
First International adopted the eight-hour 
day stating “As this limitation represents 
the general demand of the workers of the 
North-American United States, the Congress 
transforms this demand into the general 
platform of the workers of the whole world.”

• Cities all over the world began planning 
for demonstrations during the week of May 
1, 1886. In Chicago, police killed several 
workers demonstrating at a rally. On May 4, 
in Chicago’s Haymarket, anarchists planned a 
rally in response to the killings. At the rally a 
bomb killed several demonstrators and police; 
The anarchists were blamed for the bombing.

• In 1889, the Second International set 
aside May 1 as a day to commemorate the 
Haymarket Bombing, and for workers to 
organize and fight for the eight-hour day.

• In 2006, immigrants from Mexico and Latin 
America revived May Day strikes in the U.S.

This May, workers are calling for another 
global strike to oppose ICE raids on 
undocumented migrant workers. 

JOIN US IN THE STREETS AND DEMAND AN 
END TO ICE RAIDS!

By Erin, Forge Contributor
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By Emma Caterine

While I talk about my legal work in 
this piece, the opinions expressed here 
are mine alone and do not reflect those 
of any of the organizations I work with.

One of the great ideas of socialism 
is that it is labor that creates value. 
This is a strange idea to the bosses 
who are convinced that everything was 
made by them, but it is something that 
every worker knows in their heart to be 
true. And the injustice of this political 
system is that even though we’re the 
ones making and fixing and selling 
things, they don’t give us enough 
money to live. The reason that they 
don’t is simple – to get rich. But it is 
never enough. They were not satisfied 
with being millionaires, so now we 
have billionaires, and while their 
money grows ours barely moves.

But here is the problem: rich people 
do not buy a lot of things. Yachts and 
$300 vodka is not enough to power an 
economy. They need us to buy things 
even though they do not give us enough 
money to do so. This contradiction is 
one of many in capitalism. It is why 
Karl Marx once wrote that the bosses 
create their own gravediggers. But the 
bosses are not stupid because they can 
afford to not be. 

They bribe the smartest graduates 
in economics, math, and sociology to 
help them figure out how to get out of 
this problem. And the most common 
way of doing that is credit.

Credit takes many forms like auto 
loans, credit cards, and mortgages. 
But what they all have in common is 
that they give people the ability to buy 
things even though they do not have 
the money to do so. Sounds like a great 
deal, but the catch is interest. While 
we all know that we have to pay back 
more than we take with a loan, the 
finance companies hide just how much 
they will try to leech off you. Like an 
immature child, capitalism does not 
clean up its messes but puts them off 
until later, by which time they have 
gotten much worse.

And you better hope your life 
remains stable while you are paying off 
a loan. I work in the courts, defending 
those who finance companies are suing 
for not making payments on loans. 

Every single one of them, every one, is 
there because of an emergency in their 
life. Some lost their job. Some got into 
a car accident. Others co-signed a loan 
with a son who they no longer speak 
with. And yet others are spending their 
last days on this earth, fighting in court 
about medical bills for the very illness 
that is killing them.

But working people do not have the 
option of only taking loans when we are 
doing well. In fact, we often take out 
loans (especially things like car title 
loans and payday loans) when we are 
not doing well. They want you to think 
that only irresponsible people get into 
debt, but the truth is this: the majority 

of our economy is based on household 
debt. Household debt is 79.75% the 
size of the country’s GDP. And that’s 
lower than usual: before the Dodd-
Frank Act, the abundance of subprime 
mortgages and other ultra-predatory 
loans had it reach 99% the size of 
GDP. That alone should make us worry 
about the Republican plans to gut the 
Consumer Financial Protection Bureau 
(which enforces the Dodd-Frank Act).

But even the protections of Dodd-
Frank Act are not enough to undo these 
contradictions of capitalism. While 
subprime mortgages have become rare, 
subprime auto loans are at an all-time 
high: auto-loan debt is above $1 trillion. 
Politicians, bribed by the finance 
companies, are trying to bring in payday 
loans to their states. Some even have the 
gall to say that payday loans help people 
of color or poor people when the truth 
is that they put us into debt traps. And 
a whole industry has emerged of debt 
collectors who buy debts from banks 
and use abusive and deceptive practices 
to get the money.

But what might be most frightening 
is student loan debt. Because with 
other debts there are usually some 
options to negotiate: to give back 
the car, to file for bankruptcy, to 

set up a payment plan that fits your 
wages. There is no car to give back 
with student loans. The most recent 
bankruptcy law, the Bankruptcy 
Abuse Prevention and Consumer 
Protection Act (BAPCPA), made it so 
student loans are almost impossible 
to discharge in bankruptcy. And the 
massive amounts that student loans 
deal with – tens of thousands – make 
companies unwilling to set up a 
payment plan that works with our 
income. I have seen folks who are 
told they’re going to have to pay 30% 
of their income for a decade or more. 
When you’re making $30,000 or 
$40,000 a year, you cannot spare 30% 
of your income for just one bill. It is 
a sentence to destitution, to extreme 
poverty. There is $1.31 trillion of 
student loan debt, spread out among 
44.2 million people, with average 
payments of $351 a month.

The liberals and even some 
Republicans will tell you that this is 
just a problem coming from a few kinds 
of loans or not enough regulation. 
They said it about subprime mortgages 
a decade ago and they blamed it on 
broker’s loans following the Great 
Depression. They can always find a 
scapegoat to avoid the problem: as long 
as we allow the bosses to take the value 
that we make, our lives will always be 
in debt. Only socialism can get us out 
of this trap. 

Emma Caterine is a law student 
and writer with ten years of 
experience working within economic 
justice, feminist, LGBTQ, and racial 
justice movements.

The Gini Index is a way economists measure inequality.

How debts keep you a slave to this system

GET HELP HERE 
File a complaint anywhere in the US at the CFPB: consumerfinance.gov.

Information on debt collection:  
https://www.consumer.ftc.gov/articles/0149-debt-collection

Information on student loans:  
https://studentloanhero.com/blog/ 

MARXIST PERSPECTIVES
Michael Roberts, thenextrecession.wordpress.com

J.W. Mason, https://www.jacobinmag.com/2016/11/finance-banks-
capitalism-markets-socialism-planning/

My blog, habeasquaestus.com

ECONOMIC EXPLANATION:

And you better hope your life remains stable while you are 
paying off a loan. I work in the courts, defending those who 
finance companies are suing for not making payments on 

loans. Every single one of them, every one, is there because 
of an emergency in their life.

theforgenews.org



By William Harkness

The United States government has 
been involved indirectly in Syria for 
years, attempting to overthrow the 
country’s secular government. That 
involvement has become more and 
more direct since Trump became 
president this year, leading to direct 
US strikes on the country.

Here’s 5 things you haven’t 
been told about the situation by 
mainstream media/US government 
propaganda.

1. The US is working with Al 
Qaeda.

You know Al Qaeda, right? 
They’re the bad guys the US 
government travels around the world 
bombing and fighting. The guys who 
committed the attacks on Sept. 11, 
2001, right?

Well, funny thing. Turns out the 
US government has been covertly 
working with them in Syria in 
hopes they will help overthrow the 
government led by Bashar al-Assad.

Wild conspiracy theory? Nope. 
This link has been widely reported 
outside the United States and even 
the New York Times has admitted 
it, however that newspaper hedged 
the issue by saying only that groups 
armed by the US in Syria have 
entered ‘alliances’ with Al Qaeda.

Congresswoman Tulsi Gabbard 
of Hawaii even introduced the Stop 
Arming Terrorists Act, which would 
prohibit the US government from 
arming terror groups like Al Qaeda 
in Syria.

2. The US wasn’t all that concerned 
with ISIL.

 You might notice that after about 
a decade of mainstream media seeing 
Al Qaeda plots behind every corner, 
it suddenly seemed to stop and then 
ISIL or ISIS became the new threat 
the mainstream media loved to scare 
you with.

ISIL (or Daesh or ISIS) is 
certainly a horrific, fascist gang 
of scumbags. But just like with Al 
Qaeda, the US government didn’t 
seem to mind them at first… when 
they thought it thought they could be 
useful.

In January a recording emerged 
of former US Secretary of State John 
Kerry saying that the United States 
approved of ISIL’s barbarism in Syria 
because they thought it would hurt 
Assad’s government.

Kerry said: 
“The reason Russia came in is 

because ISIL was getting stronger, 
Daesh was threatening the possibility 
of going to Damascus and so forth. 
And that’s why Russia went in. 

Because they didn’t want a Daesh 
government and they supported 
Assad.

“And we know that this was 
growing. We were watching. We 
saw that Daesh was growing in 
strength, and we thought Assad was 
threatened. 

We thought, however, we could 
probably manage, that Assad would 
then negotiate. Instead of negotiating, 
he got Putin to support him.”

It seems that there’s no terrorist 
too vicious for the United States 
government to support if it serves  
its needs.

3. The recent chemical attack 
reports are sketchy.

The chemical attack in Syria 
on April 4 in Idlib was used as 
justification for the US missile attack 
on the country. Many media outlets 
openly called for the US to ‘do 
something’ in response to the attack.

However, a chemical attack by 
Assad’s government wouldn’t make 
sense. A week previously, current 
US Secretary of State Rex Tillerson 
stated publicly America might 
change its policy that demanded 
regime change in Syria. Also, the 
Syrian army was making progress in 
defeating rebel armies.

The ONLY thing at that point 
that would be harmful to Assad’s 
government would be to commit a 
chemical attack that would draw the 
US government even more overtly 
into the conflict.

Also remember: the United States 
has repeatedly lied in order to justify 
military action. In the first Gulf War, 
the story of babies being ripped out 
of incubators by Iraqi soldiers was 
a blatant lie told publicly by the 
daughter of the Kuwaiti ambassador 
to the United States. The story was 
run uncritically by American media 
and was used to justify the invasion 
of Iraq. 

In the second Gulf War, the 
American government said there was 
iron-clad proof Iraq had weapons of 
mass destruction. As we now know, it 
was a complete fabrication.

And that’s not all. The 1964 Gulf 
of Tonkin incident which was used as 
a justification for greater involvement 
in Vietnam was later revealed to be a 
fabrication.

4. The United States wants  
to partition Syria.

The recent missile attack was 
announced by most media as the 
beginning of US hostilities against 
the country, but this has in fact been 
going on for a while. Not only has 
the US been covertly funding ‘rebel’ 
groups like the Al Qaeda-linked Al 
Nusra Front, but it has been working 

directly with groups in northern Syria 
as well.

In early March it was announced 
that US Marines had been sent to 
northern Syria to assist ‘US-backed 
local forces’. Pictures showing the 
US flag flying in Kurdish facilities 
have also been seen.

The New York Times and Foreign 
Policy magazine – good indicators 
of what the ruling class is thinking 
– have published think pieces about 
the need to break Syria up into parts 
the imperialist countries can more 
easily dominate.

5. The US has been trying to 
conquer Syria for a long time.

The American zeal to control Syria 
goes far beyond the current conflict. 
A 1983 document drafted by the CIA 
entitled ‘Bringing Real Muscle To 
Bear On Syria’ recently emerged. 

The plan the document suggests 
sounds familiar to us now.

It reads: 
“The US should consider 

sharply escalating the pressures 
against Assad [Sr.] through covertly 
orchestrating simultaneous military 
threats against Syria from three 
border states hostile to Syria: Iraq, 
Israel and Turkey. Iraq, perceived 
to be increasingly desperate in the 
Gulf war, would undertake limited 
military (air) operations against 
Syria with the sole goal of opening 
the pipeline. Although opening 
war on a second front against Syria 
poses considerable risk to Iraq, 
Syria would also face a two-front war 
since it is already heavily engaged 
in the Bekaa, on the Golan and in 

maintaining control over a hostile 
and restive population inside Syria.”

 Currently, the Syrian government 
is battling rebel forces and has been 
attacked by the Israeli air force as 
well as the United States.

By now you should have realized, 
imperialism doesn’t help you, the 
working person. It only helps the 
ultra-rich. They send people like 
YOU to go and die so they can 
have access to greater resources for 
themselves.

Is your life better after the 
U.S. invasion of Iraq? How many 
Americans who went to Iraq are now 
homeless or suffering from PTSD?

Imperialism is wrong, it doesn’t 
help you and it should be opposed by 
everyone – especially folks who have 
to struggle to make it every day.

Those of us who have to work for 
a living should come together and 
oppose it in every way we can. 
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Saudi Arabia: With the United States’ direction, 
in 2006 the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia helped create a 
precursor to the Islamic State (ISIL or ISIS). In 2011, 
Saudi Arabia helped fund the Islamist rebellion in Syria.

Turkey: Has allowed foreigners to cross its borders 
into northern Syria to join ISIL. It provides medical 
treatment for ISIL fighters and has helped Al Qaeda’s 
re-branded organization, Jabhat al Nusra.

United Kingdom: Has coordinated with closely with 
al Qaeda-linked groups and has delivered weapons to 
those groups.

United States: Allowed ISIL to grow in strength in 
its initial years. Iraqi government officials have stated 
they believe the US drops weapons to ISIL. The US 
aids Kurdish groups in northern Syria with hopes of 
establishing US military bases within Syria.

Qatar: Has paid billions of dollars to Islamist groups 
like the Free Syrian Army. 

Source: ‘The Dirty War on Syria’ by Tim Anderson

 America and Allies’ involvement in Syria



By  A.Nicole Alarcón

For many years to come, the 2016 election 
cycle will likely be remembered as one of the 
most defining events in contemporary American 
history. Not only did the election result in the 
nomination and confirmation of one of the most 
violent capitalists in our society as president, 
it brought to the forefront the overwhelming, 
immediate need to address seemingly benign 
ideologies in place that support the systems 
of oppression that stem from capitalism. This 
is not to say that systems of oppression hadn’t 
existed or been enforced in our society before the 
election; rather, systems of oppression existed 
long before the 2016 election cycle and continue 
to exist today. These systems of oppression 
include racism, ableism, xenophobia, misogyny, 
transphobia, homophobia, sexism, classism, 
and many others meant to systemically harm 
marginalized folks.

 For people of color, LGBTQ+ folks, 
immigrants, undocumented folks, refugees, 
disabled folks, folks with disabilities, working 
class folks, women and femme people, indigenous 
people, and many other marginalized peoples, 
the election cycle’s horrors presented nothing 
new and further cemented the long existing 
reality: the two-party system does not care about 
marginalized folks. Republicans and Democrats 
alike do not represent marginalized folks, nor 
do they attempt to dismantle the systems of 
oppression that directly stem from capitalism. 
In fact, both political parties uphold these very 
systems of oppression through their embrace of 
capitalism. 

For the purposes of this article, I would 
like to briefly examine the active complicity 
and collaboration of the Democratic Party 
in upholding oppressive capitalism through 
neoliberalism ideology. Neoliberalism is 
defined as being a “modified form of liberalism 
tending to favor free-market capitalism.” The 
Democratic Party’s wholehearted embrace of 
neoliberalism has upheld capitalism and the 
multiple systems of oppression that stem from 
its existence. Capitalism as an entity has been 
maintained since the violent colonization by 
European imperial powers in the late fifteenth, 
sixteenth, and seventeenth centuries. Capitalism 
is inseparable from colonialization. 

Within our contemporary society, capitalism 
depends on these various forms of oppression 
to propagate class inequality and economic 
violence on marginalized peoples. There has not 
been a collective agenda within the Democratic 
Party to combat these violent systems of 
oppression that affect marginalized folks, such 
as: wealth inequality, institutional racism, state 
sanctioned violence such as police brutality 
and incarceration, environmental racism (like 
the continued poisoning of Flint, Michigan’s 
water), continued violence against indigenous 
communities (like the state violence against 
water protectors at Standing Rock), imperialism 
domestically and abroad, ICE raids and 
deportations, and more.

Therefore, neoliberalism cannot and will not 
give us liberation from systems of oppression 
that stem from capitalism. It has fueled systems 
of oppression and inequality within the United 
States. It does not allow for the collective 
mobilization and liberation from systems of 

inequality and oppression. This of course begs 
the question: “What will dismantle capitalism 
and the many systems of oppression that stem 
from it?” The answer is socialism. 

“We are socialists because we reject an 
international economic order sustained by 
private profit, alienated labor, race and gender 
discrimination, environmental destruction, and 
brutality and violence in defense of the status 
quo. We are socialists because we share a vision 
of a humane international social order based both 
on democratic planning and market mechanisms 
to achieve equitable distribution of resources, 
meaningful work, a healthy environment, 
sustainable growth, gender and racial equality, 
and non-oppressive relationships.”

(Democratic Socialists of America, http://www.
dsausa.org/about_dsa)

Socialism’s ideological framework allows 
for folks to combat the many systemic attacks 
on marginalized folks through anti-capitalist 
work, particularly through its advocation for 
economic justice, reproductive justice, racial 
justice, undocumented and immigrant justice, 
refugee justice, LGBTQ+ justice, disability 
justice, and many other forms of intersectional 
activism. Black feminist and scholar Kimberlé 
Crenshaw introduced the term “intersectionality” 
to describe the intersections of oppressions, 
specifically that of racism and sexism against 
black women, and how they relate to identity 
and power. The term has been used to bring light 
to many of the intersections of oppressions that 
folks face within their lived experiences. Actively 
practicing an intersectional approach within the 
socialist framework allows marginalized folks to 
engage in class politics in a way that does not 
separate class-struggles from our lived realities. 
As Crenshaw notes in her essay “Mapping the 
Margins: Intersectionality, Identity Politics, and 
Violence Against Women of Color,”: “Through 
an awareness of intersectionality, we can better 
acknowledge and ground the differences among 
us and negotiate the means by which these 
differences will find expression in conducting 
group politics.”

As poet and civil rights activist Audre 
Lorde has said, “There is no such thing as a 
single-issue struggle because we do not live 
single issue lives.” While multiple systems 
of oppression all overwhelmingly stem from 
capitalism, the systems of oppression affect 
every person much differently due the multiple 
identities that encompass a person. As a queer, 
Xicanx, femme person, I navigate the struggles 
of my daily life much differently than other 
folks. When we organize and mobilize in the 
coming days, we must keep in mind the multiple 
systems of oppression we are combating to end 
capitalism. We must recognize these multiple 
systems of oppression, because we are fighting 
much more than just capitalism alone. As we 
continue to navigate the toxicity of neoliberalism 
and a capitalist society, we must continue our 
revolution through an intersectional framework 
and a socialist framework. We are in this struggle 
together, comrades: “Nobody’s free, until 
everybody’s free.”(Fannie Lou Hamer) 

 
Amanda Alarcón is a socialist, graduate 

student, and student organizer at the 
University of Tennessee. 
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By  Devin
It is no secret that the United States 

seeks to topple the socialist country known 
as the Democratic People’s Republic of 
Korea or DPRK, and establish a U.S.-backed 
bourgeois democracy similar to the one in the 
ROK or Republic of Korea. The United States 
has led a long smear campaign against the 
DPRK; stories of public executions of pop 
singers (Hyon Song-wol, which was proved 
to be not true, as she appeared in media a 
year after her supposed execution), and any 
propaganda that western media can promote. 

One of the more notable campaigns 
perpetuated by western media is the famine 
that occurred in the DPRK at the command 
of former DPRK leader and revolutionary, 
Kim Jong-il. While it is true that a famine 
occurred in the DPRK, it is not because of 
an intentional decision made by Kim Jong-
il, but rather that DPRK was still (is still) 
recovering from the numerous bombings of 
their land by the United States during the 
Korean War. Some 80% of their land was 
destroyed after 635,000 tons of bombs were 
dropped by the United States, effectively 
destroying the north Korean people’s 
agricultural and industrial resources; it is no 
wonder that there was a famine due to this. 
Once again, the United States plays the role 
of imperialist aggressor. In the recent years, 
particularly in the recent months, there is 
another boiling point quickly being reached 
with Trump threatening DPRK with war 
which, combined with more sanctions placed 
on them under Obama’s administration, 
is causing higher tensions from DPRK’s 
government, and rightfully so. 

The US has been itching to overthrow the 
socialist Korea for decades now, as is the 
case with other socialist countries that have 
fallen, and now the threat of nuclear war is 
being discussed more and more. So where 
should leftists, especially communists, be 
on this issue? It is simple: we must support 
the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea 
against the threats and, if it progresses to 
that, which we hope it will not, attacks by the 
imperialist United States. Many liberals and 
moderates all say the same things: “North 
Korea has an atrocious human rights record!” 
(all perpetuated by western media) and the 
“neutral stance” is that neither nation should 
have nuclear weapons. While this is a true 
statement, it is not a solid position that we 
should rest on and operate from. 

We must remember that DPRK is not 
the aggressor here, the United States is. 
Anything that DPRK has said about their 
nuclear weapons has been from a place of 
self-defense, while everything that the United 
States has said about our nuclear weapons 
has been from a place of offense, of threats to 
attack. So while it is true that neither nation 
(and on an international level, no nation) 
should have nuclear weapons, while the 
United States possesses nuclear weapons and 
threatens war with them, DPRK has every 
right to also have nuclear weapons to claim 
self-defense with. It is that simple. 

Hands Off   
the DPRK!

ANTI-IMPERIALISM



By Corey Puckett,  
Member of ANVIL

The Left in the United States is 
growing. Every day, there are new 
members of left-wing groups—moderate, 
progressive, and radical—across the 
country. Several explanations could 
account for this resurgence: the rise 
of the Sanders campaign and the 
Democratic Party’s undermining of it, 
the continuing uncertainties of economic 
stagnation, and the rise of right-wing 
populism. To struggle against a well-
funded and -organized right-wing 
movement, most left-wing organizations 
have opted for a strategy of casting a 
wide net, often organizing around single 
issues and deemphasizing words that 
might cause a reactionary backlash or 
division within their ranks. The result 
is that most left-wing groups, while 
often well-organized, are catch-all 
organizations that include radicals but do 
not offer a truly radical vision for society.

We decided to create a group that 
stands for the abolition of capitalism 
and the state, lives up to the principles 
it espouses, and is independent and 
autonomous, able to work with others 
but not be beholden to them. The 
result was the creation of ANVIL. The 
name ANVIL is not an acronym; it 
only loosely stands for “Anarchists of 
Knoxville” or “Anarchist Village.” What 
ANVIL truly means is within the image 
of the anvil. An anvil is essentially a 
hard surface used to hammer metals 
into shape. It is a symbol of work and 
craftsmanship. The anvil, then, evokes 
the image of molding, building, or 
forging a new society. Our members 
are among those who are committed to 
creating a new society in the shell of 
the old, one where the institutions that 
perpetuate injustice and inequality have 
been hammered away.

Anarchist principles are the hard 
surface, the foundation which we 
believe can hold us in place and 
guide us in our molding of a more just 
society. We take our inspiration from 
the anarchists and libertarian socialists 
that have struggled from the period of 
the First International Workingmen’s 
Association in the 1860s to the anarcho-
syndicalists in Spain in the 1930s and 
beyond. It is the anarchists during the 
Spanish Civil War, those that fought 

against the combined forces of the world 
powers to create a libertarian socialist 
society, that are our principal source 
of inspiration. We wish to carry on 
their hard work and the work of those 
militant organizers that followed that 
first generation of anarchist activists and 
laid the foundation of the revolutions 
that followed. Those activists 
understood that, for the oppressed to 
achieve liberation, they must organize, 
educate, and prepare for generations 
of struggle. We are, therefore, devoted 
to this struggle for the long haul, not 
avoiding opportunities, rather avoiding 
opportunism. We believe that socialism 
can only be brought about by the 
workers themselves, just as any system 
of oppression can only be overthrown by 
those who are oppressed. And we listen 
to the warnings of Mikhail Bakunin, 
and others, about the dangers of state 
power being a corruptive force to the 
movement.

Through education and action, we 
endeavor to continue the unfinished 
work of the oppressed. It is our goal 
to cut through the propaganda that 
has caused people to ignore and fear 
anarchist philosophy. We want to 
teach and to show that anarchism is 
not about chaos or violence, but self-
government and self-management of 
industry, direct democracy, and direct 
action (actions taken by those who 
are impacted by a decision, without 
mediation). Anarchism is not only about 
allowing people to live the way they 
desire without interference, to do what 
they please if no one else is harmed, 
but it also about creating a society that 
people participate in democratically 
and where everyone’s needs are met. 
Therefore, we are devoted to building 
cooperative associations that can build 
the economic power of the working 
class. We want to build alliances with 
other cooperatives, unions, and social 
movements while competing with 
capitalist enterprises. And we hope to 
support all movements that struggle for 
moderate and radical reforms, until we 
can replace those systems of domination 
with free associations.

If you are organized to build the 
strength of the working class, if you are 
struggling against state violence, and if 
you are committed to building a more 
just world, then build with us. 
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Our Goal: Building a 
new cooperative society 
without capitalism or state 
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By The Forge staff
The richest 8 men in the world 

have as much wealth as the bottom 
3.6 billion people on Earth.

That means 8 individuals have 
more power in terms of access to 
resources and power than half of 
humanity.

Supporters of capitalism will tell 
you these 8 men deserve what they 
have. They will tell you these 8 men 
earned their billions and that what 
they contribute proves their worth.

Ask yourself: Is that really true?
These 8 men are: Microsoft 

founder Bill Gates, Spanish fashion 
chain owner Amancio Ortega, 
investor Warren Buffett, Mexican 
tycoon Carlos Slim Helú, Amazon 
founder Jeff Bezos, Facebook 
founder Mark Zuckerberg: tech 
executive Larry Ellison, and 
former New York major Michael 
Bloomberg, who founded a financial 
information service.

If these 8 men vanished from the 
face of the earth right now, wouldn’t 
our species survive just fine?

We all know the answer to that 
question: Of course we would.

Sure, computers are great. It’s 
nice to find presents for our loved 
ones on Amazon. It’s pretty fun 
to keep up with old friends on 
Facebook.

But to suggest we wouldn’t be 
able to survive without these things 
is absurd. And furthermore, the 
suggestion that these 8 people are 
SO important to the planet that they 
deserve more resources and half 
of ALL of us isn’t just absurd. It’s 
wrong.

It’s The System
But the problem – the real 

problem - isn’t with these 8 men. 
It’s the system that creates them and 
allows them to have more power than 
the rest of us put together.

The system is capitalism. 
Let’s say that these 8 men decided 

to give 90 percent of their wealth 
away. The problem wouldn’t be 
solved. The system which gave them 
their wealth and power would still 
exist and would – eventually – create 
another tiny number of individuals 
which would hold unimaginable sums 
of money and power.

Capitalism as a system requires 
everyone to always seek more money. 
An individual capitalist – business 
owner – could decide not to operate 
based on constantly making more 
money than the year before. That 
capitalist would go out of business at 

some point.
Capitalism’s defenders and those 

who like to suck up to the rich like 
to pretend this system is a force of 
nature and there’s nothing anybody 
can do about it. But here’s the thing: 
This system is based on how we as 
human beings set up our society and 
treat each other. We can decide – 
collectively as a species – that we 
want to do something else.

The trick is, we have to build 
our society and institutions in a new 
way. That way would be completely 
different than what we have now. 
But it IS possible. We CAN build 
a society where everyone has food, 
shelter, healthcare, warmth, fun, 
education and cultural and creative 
opportunities.

The Challenges
As you know, we have a number 

of challenges to get there. First, all 
of us who struggle to make it every 
day have to start working together. 
We have to get together, talk, share, 
think and plan. The capitalist system 
works us and leaves us tired and then 
pacifies us with television and junk 
entertainment. Making the effort to 
reach out to each other and imagine 
together is the first step.

Secondly, the rich really, really 
don’t want to lose their power. So 
they’ll do what they always have 
done: Use every trick in the book 
to make us fight against each other 
based on race, nationality, religion, 
language, whatever – as long as we’re 
battling each other and not them.

This is also true across the world. 
Those of us who struggle to pay our 
bills, keep going every day have 
plenty in common with those battling 
the same issues in other countries. 
You have more in common with 
someone trying to make ends meet in 
Syria, Mexico or Greece than you do 
with Donald Trump.

Also, the rich will use every 
propaganda tool they have to make 
you think you that there are no other 
options than playing by their rules. 
They’ll tell you any system that 
doesn’t make them the center of the 
universe is doomed to fail, just like 
the kings and queens of feudalism did.

But these obstacles will be 
nothing if those of us who struggle 
start working together. A new era can 
be ours. We merely have to be willing 
to believe a new world is possible.

So whose side are you on? The 
side of the 8 men and their brown-
nosers? Or the person struggling 
beside you? 

Why should 
only 8 men rule 
the world?
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Editor’s note: From time to time, we 
will run book reviews about topics 
relating to the struggle for liberation. 
We are very pleased to print this 
review by scholar Kimberly Miller 
of Cheryl Higashida’s book, ‘Black 
Internationalist Feminism: Women 
Writers of the Black Left’.

By Kimberly Miller

What is Black Internationalist 
Feminism?

Black internationalist feminism 
emerged as a feminist critique in the 
postwar Black American Left. This 
tradition challenged heteronormative, 
masculinist articulations of (black) 
nationalism while centering national 
liberation struggles that embodied 
African American women’s collective 
social, economic, and political gains for 
equality. The Soviet Union’s Socialist 
Republics offered a framework for 
situating African American women’s 
plight within oppressed nations in 
the United States, surrounding social 
movements for liberation. There 
were cross-racial alliances made 
between African American women 
and “non white” Soviet women. While 
racialization in the USSR was complex, 

the USSR provided a transnationalist 
approach to black women’s collective 
struggle in the US.

Moreover, solely class based or race 
based approaches to black women’s 
plight ignored the unique set of 
challenges African American women 
faced such as racialized gendered 
oppression and exploitation under 
capitalism. For African American 
women, their liberation was bound 
by international forces that would 
seek to combat hierarchical systems 
of domination like capitalism, 
imperialism and colonialism. 
Furthermore, worldwide proletarian 
feminism met the special, multi-
dimensional challenges faced by black 
women connecting them to struggles of 
working class women in the Caribbean, 
Latin America, Africa, and Asia. 

This text connects a self-
determinant oppressed nations 
theoretical model in the US with the 
liberation of the global south.

Influential Black Internationalist 
Women Lorraine Hansberry, Alice 
Childress, Claudia Jones, Audre 
Lorde, Mya Angelou, are just some 
radical black feminist writers who 
challenged the established order that 
tried to disconnect the black woman 

from her internationalist comrades. 
Internationalism was different than 
pure nationalism that ignored gender 
and reinforced heterosexist patriarchal 
constructions of the nation state and 
our position within the nation. Ethno-
nationalism reified disproportionate 
power dynamics and didn’t 
acknowledge horizontal oppressions 
of black women’s experiences. 
Contrastingly, black internationalist 
feminism accounted for nuanced 
understandings of a masculinized 
state, and what collective freedom from 
oppression truly embodied. Moreover, 
black feminist literature helped 
articulate ‘Black national liberation 
through experiences of African 
American proletariat women.’

Socialism, the ‘Negro Question’ and 
the ‘Black Belt Thesis’

Black internationalist feminism 
emerged as the Communist Party’s 
stance on Black nation-hood was 
being developed. The Black-Belt 
Thesis, provided by the ideological 
work of Vladimir Lenin and Joseph 
Stalin’s theory of self-determination, 
addressed the “negro question” and 
asserted it was inextricably linked 
to the “woman question.” African 
American female Communist Party 

USA activist Claudia Jones wrote “On 
the Right to Self-Determination for 
Negro People in the Black Belt” South 
drawing upon Stalin’s interpretation 
of nationhood. Claudia Jones wrote on 
the necessity of Marxism Leninism. 
Marxist materialist feminism served 
as the basis for Claudia Jones analysis 
of the dehumanizing ways capitalism 
exploited black women’s labor. 

The USSR, and the ‘Negro Woman 
Question’

Black women aligned with popular 
international Soviet front groups 
like the International Democratic 
Federation, which would later become 
the Congress for American Women. 
These Soviet backed groups would 
challenge a tenuous job market for 
black women. Several left organizations 
solicited black women’s literature 
and experiences marginalized by both 
mainstream white feminist narratives 
and masculinist ethno-nationalist 
narratives. Ultimately Higashida helps 
unmask parts of the revolutionary 
black left tradition to engage radical 
black feminist discourse and its 
relationship to internationalism.  

Kimberly Miller is a Marxist-
Leninist researcher studying black 
aesthetic consumer choices, and the 
effect on global political economy 
and geopolitics.

if they can’t quite properly verbalize it. We 
are in a whole new phase of American and 
thus, by extension, global history.

Certainly, there is still something 
everyone has silently agreed (for the 
time being) to call “the President”. But 
there’s no precedent at all for attaching 
that title to the thing it is currently 
being attached to. I say “thing”, and not 
“person”, by the way, because Trump is 
not a President precisely to the extent 
that there’s no individual human being 
there that we can grab hold of. And 
there never was: Donald J. Trump has 
always been “Trump” to us in a way that 
has nothing to do with personhood, and 
everything to do with branding.

To be sure, a human exists somewhere 
in there, although none of us will ever see 
it. It’s quite possible Trump himself can’t 
see it – so much so has he internalized 
the concept of himself blasted throughout 
all forms of mass media – but, unlike 
seemingly every liberal-centrist pundit, I 
will not try to psychoanalyze him. When 
I emphasize that what we are perceiving 
and interpreting with Trump is a brand 
and not an individual, I’m simply making 
the same point that could be made about 
anyone in the contemporary era who 
is making a living off of his or her own 
celebrity. The difference is this is the first 
time the White House has been inhabited 
entirely by such a brand.

Of course, this couldn’t have, and 
didn’t, happen overnight. One might 
argue, for instance, that Reagan was the 
first such celebrity brand in the Oval 
Office; this would be incorrect, in my 
view, although from a longer perspective 

his administration can probably be said 
to have initiated the process. While 
Reagan was a Hollywood actor, any real 
“celebrity” he had by the time he won the 
Presidency was predominately associated 
with his political career, which included 
two terms as the Governor of California. 
But Reagan’s “brand”, to the extent 
that he had one, was “Conservatism”, 
which, in its practical manifestations, 
ultimately amounted to the full institution 
of a neoliberal agenda within the U.S. 
Government.

In a very real way, Obama set the stage 
for Trump, which should surprise no one, 
as the incumbent President is always 
the proximate cause for establishing the 
conditions his successor inherits. No one 
should lose sight of this merely on account 
of the apparent diametrical opposition 
between the personalities of each figure. 
The true distinction between the two – 
which is also the true connection between 
them – can be formulated as such:

OBAMA: the Presidency becomes 
a brand, TRUMP: a brand becomes 
the Presidency

Under the Obama administration, 
Americans and the globe at large were 
rapidly assimilated into a state-of-affairs 
where the presidency was sold primarily 
as a cultural product, to an extent that was 
previously never seen nor perhaps even 
previously possible. Obama’s charming, 
calming affect was perfectly suited for 
playing “the role of the President” in 
television appearances, a dynamic that, 
in retrospect, seems to have defined his 
whole time in office. Moreover, the new 
social media forms that only just started 

emerging under Bush quickly became 
the White House’s primary method of 
communicating to the public.

Immediately, it becomes 
comprehensible how a “master” at 
manipulating social media could fill this 
void amidst the context of a politically 
restless voting public. Of course, Trump 
is truly a master at nothing except being 
Trump, which we can’t really give him 
credit for. Disturbingly, he seems to just 
be “the right man for the job”.

Baudrillard compared the characters 
on reality television to Duchamp’s concept 
of the “readymade”: the wine-rack or 
urinal, for instance, as art. Trump is the 
readymade President. Except, precisely 
to the extent that this is the case, “the 
Presidency” as it once existed suddenly 
ceases to be. Trump’s victory destroyed 
the very institution he conquered.

Duchamp, in the end, was never able 
to define what “readymade” meant to his 
own satisfaction. But the first “official” 
definition, from the Abridged Dictionary 
of Surrealism (1938), is more than 
satisfactory for our purposes here: “an 
ordinary object elevated to the dignity 
of a work of art by the mere choice of an 
artist.” Trump is an (extra)ordinary brand 
elevated to the

dignity of the Presidency by the mere 
choice of the people. Trump is a wine-
rack, or urinal – in this specific case, 
“the Boss” – acting as what Virilio calls 
the “virtual hypercenter” of the spherical 
geostrategic universe: the center that is 
everywhere and nowhere at the same time. 
At this point, it is only our undivided 
attention that holds the system together. 
Trump is not “a President”, but in fact 

the canary in the coalmine signaling that 
what used to be known as “the American 
Presidency” is quite likely no longer 
possible. With Obama, the Presidency 
was sold to us a brand. Trump takes this to 
its logical extreme: a brand is being sold 
to us as “the Presidency”.

“I am the President and you’re not”, 
Trump said to a journalist, in response 
to a question about his apparent lack of 
credibility: precisely the thing we would 
never expect a president to say in such 
a situation. “He is the President”, to 
paraphrase Van Jones, speaking for all of 
us. The question this raises is: if there is 
a President, and it is Trump, why is all of 
this so necessary to assert?

No one can conceive of what a world 
after American hegemony looks like. The 
argument here is that this is precisely 
what we are starting to see. So, what will 
replace American hegemony? In Empires 
of old, there was always another Empire 
of one sort or another to replace the one 
that collapsed. But we’ve never seen 
collapse occur in a system that’s a perfect 
sphere – a system where “economic 
growth” is either completely maxed out 
on a planetary level, or at least rapidly 
approaching that point, let us be clear 
– a system with no plausible trajectory 
lagging behind it, ready to take its place. 
As far as “the system” goes, it’s quite 
possible that there’s nothing after Trump, 
or nothing at all familiar.

All of this is endlessly complicated, 
but the lesson is simple: start organizing 
outside the system, start rebuilding local 
community, and do it now. The system 
won’t save you. More importantly, it never 
intended to. 

CONTINUED FROM PAGE 8

The Twilight of the American Presidency: The President as a brand

Black Internationalist Feminism- a Review



theforgenews.org

THE FORGE

By Matthew Kenner  

Van Jones was impressed! “That was 
one of the most extraordinary moments 
you have ever seen in American 
politics,” Jones said on CNN, deciding 
to speak for us all. This was an extension 
of his now famous assertion, following 
Trump’s address to Congress on Tuesday, 
February 28th, that “[Trump] became 
the President of the United States in that 
moment, period”.

Of course the moment was the photo-
op “honoring” of a fallen Navy SEAL, 
Ryan Owens – killed in a (wholly fruitless) 
raid on Yemen on January 28th – via the 
seemingly compelling image of his wife in 
tears. As with all ceremony surrounding 
Trump, the momentary spectacle 
swallowed the whole event; all other 
meaning instantly vanished. The entire 
occurrence that was the speech became 
solely about the weeping war widow.

And of course, the commentator class 
got a massive adrenaline rush: if you’re 
working in political mass media, the bride 
the deceased soldier left behind is simply 
all you’re going to discuss.—Carryn Owens 
is a take machine.—If you’re Van Jones in 
particular, there’s absolutely no downside 
to making the statements quoted above, 
however preposterous it may be to observe 
Trump and consider him to be in any way 
legitimate. Who knows, in fact, how Van 
Jones really feels about all of this, or, if 
this is how he truly feels, how much he 
actually cares. Name recognition for his 
brand is probably what he has settled for at 
this point, if not consciously then certainly 
somewhere below the surface.

I don’t mean to single Van Jones out. 
Thousands of these stupid things happen 
every year; his will probably just stand out 
as one of the dozens of dumbest things. In 
this sense, no one will remember it ever 
happened, except for those few hilarious 
rabidly liberal hucksters like Keith 
Olbermann who said Van “sold out” (in 
what way he has sold out to any greater 
degree than Keith Olbermann, …?); but 
no one will really care about the Keith 
Olbermanns of the world, either, except for 
that sector of individuals predetermined to 
do so by the demographics of the market. 
So, when you add all of the comments 
up, from everyone, from every ideological 
strain – did anything at all really happen 
on the night of February 28th?

It’s all becoming clear that it was 
always about money and nothing else: the 
literal symbol of excess becomes the useful 
idiot par excellence. One thing happened 
on Tuesday the 28th; the money system 
currently in place survived another day.

*        *        *
We are made to believe the system is 

in danger because of Trump; the system, 
though, is currently made secure by Trump 
above all else, or at least, to the extent 
that it currently has “security”, Trump is 
the one making it happen. If this sounds 
absurd to you, you are interpreting reality 
accurately: our reality is constant, ever-
escalating, sheer absurdity and nothing 
less. Capitalism is a cultural disorder 
which has now reached a blindingly 
terminal state.

What is “the system”? What is the 
point of so vague a phrase? “Systems 
thinking” identifies and harnesses the 

intuitive grasp humans have that the 
many things in their surroundings 
interconnect in some way to form one 
whole; they form ‘systems’. From this 
perspective, any human thinking at all 
would only be possible because systems 
exist, as it’s impossible to conceive 
how anything called “thinking” could 
happen unless humans were able to sense 
connections between the various elements 
in their immediate environments.

Why is it necessary to view the present 
circumstances in terms of “a system”, 
primarily referring to that which surrounds 
the United States Federal Government 
and its American Corporations (which, by 
the nature of a cybernetic system, equally 
surrounds Corporate America and the US 
government)? To begin, one has to imagine 
the Earth as it is, as one whole – like 
you were staring at it from space – the 
spherical rock orbiting the Sun. In eras 
of urbanization prior to the industrial age, 
this wouldn’t have been the case. At least 
from one perspective, the geostrategic 
one, it would’ve been possible to interpret 
the human cultural universe from a flat 
perspective. Geostrategic goals could be 
planned out on a two-dimensional map.

The increasing significance of 
naval power to overall imperial grand 
strategy, displayed most climactically 
with the onslaught of European colonial 
domination over the Americas via 
conquistadores, priests, and settlers, 
began to move geostrategic sight towards 
a round perspective. Primarily, this can be 
seen in the rise and consolidation of the 
British Empire, creating both the occasion 
and necessity for a truly worldwide 

system of military communication. 
English victory over the French at the 
Battle of Trafalgar in 1805 confirmed 
the emergence of the round perspective, 
with the British once and for all clinching 
worldwide naval hegemony.

Round geostrategic perspective rapidly 
started taking a spherical turn during 
World War One with the widespread use 
of aircraft in combat. Only the initiation 
of the use of artificial satellites, however, 
explicitly signaled the full emergence of 
a truly spherical state-of-affairs within 
the geostrategic universe, the total 
cultural environment humanity has built 
for itself via the catalyst of capitalism. 
Hydrocarbon-fueled electricity fills Earth’s 
atmosphere at all times and at an ever-
accelerating rate, in large part sustained by 
the satellites that we shoot into outer space.

What does any of this have to do with 
Trump? It’s precisely this system which 
has culminated in the Trump presidency 
as its long-historical effect. In 2017, 
everything on planet Earth is inextricably 
connected to everything else, swirling 
maddeningly within the crystal ball of 
globalization. And Trump is always at 
the center: in fact, at any given moment, 
the center-of-attention is wherever the 
President happens to be.

*        *        *
Trump is not “a President”; this is 

what must be said at all costs, because 
there is no “President”, per se, if we’re 
going to define that office in terms of 
what it represented all the way through 
Obama’s second term. Something drastic 
has happened: everyone can feel this even 
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