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Workers of All Countries, Unite!

As part of continuing our discus-
sions on the need for the working class
to act as a class-for-itself and carry its
struggle through to emancipation, we are
publishing the following analysis for our
readers seeking a greater understanding
of the political world.

Ownership in the context of pro-
duction refers to the way in which indi-
viduals acquire control over the re-
sources and output created by the labor
of others. The distribution of power in a
society's production system is deter-
mined by who possesses the means of
production. The means of production is
often described as a vast ocean, with
each business and individual represent-
ing a unique boat navigating through its
waters. However this is a misleading way
of promoting the capitalists worldview
of a pluralist society allegedly free of class
conflict and class struggle. An actual fact
it is the real tools, machinery, and facili-
ties required to produce goods and ser-
vices which constitute the means of pro-
duction. In short, some people navigate
the ocean with only their body whereas
others also own the boats, lock stock and
barrel.

The ability to gain advantages
over nature is crucial for the develop-
ment and progress of societies. Basic
necessities like food, clothing, shelter,
and fuel are essential for individuals to
participate in other activities. Ownership
of the resources of production determine
an individual's position in the produc-
tion system.

Throughout history, different
forms of ownership have been associ-
ated with specific modes of production.
Just as producers must work in sync with
the means of production to achieve their
goals, the modes of production dictate
how the producers interact with the
means of production.

In primitive-communal societies,
the ownership of the primitive means of
production was communal, meaning they
were collectively owned by the group.

In societies where slavery was
practiced, the relationships between pro-
duction were unique in that the owner
possessed both the tools of labor and
the worker (the legally enslaved indi-
vidual). Both the tools of labor and the
enslaved individuals were considered
property that could be moved and posi-
tioned according to the will of the prop-
erty owner.

Medieval feudal production rela-
tionships, which revolved around the
ownership of vast amounts of land
(known as landlordism), were character-
ized by the exploitation of peasants by
the feudal lords. The peasants were com-
pelled to either cultivate the land owned

by the feudal lords without receiving any
compensation or to regularly pay them rent
and perform various duties.

Capitalist production relations are
established through the private ownership
of key means of production, such as facto-
ries, mines, and pits. In a capitalist system,
the members of the labor force are not le-
gally owned by the owners of the means of
production, but they are deprived of own-
ing it themselves. As a result, they are com-
pelled to sell their labor power to the own-
ers of the means of production in order to
provide for themselves and their families.

The transition from one of these
types of production relations to another
occurs because production relations are
shaped by the technological level of devel-
opment, the "productive forces". The pro-
ductive forces of society consist of both
humans and the tools they use for labor.
Humans are the primary force behind these
productive forces, as they create and oper-
ate the instruments and objects of labor.
Through their labor, humanity creates both
physical and spiritual values that form the
material conditions of economy. It is due
solely to labor that the human head and
hands have attained a degree of refinement
high enough to conjure into being pyra-
mids, irrigation systems, the Eiffel Tower
and the internet.

When production relations align with
the nature of the productive forces, they
facilitate and expedite the development of
these forces, ultimately enhancing overall
prosperity. On the other hand, outdated pro-
duction relations impede and sometimes
reverse the progress of productive forces.

The misalignments that develop come
from a contradiction between the continu-
ously evolving productive forces and the
production relations that fail to keep pace
with this progress. Over time the contradic-
tion intensifies, leading to a requirement for
a radical overhaul of the social organiza-

tion effected by an emergence of this con-
flict. A solution becomes necessary to
eliminate outdated production relations
and establish new ones.

The production relations that en-
able ownership, production, exchange,
distribution, and consumption set the
foundational structure and stability for
the rest of the society to function and
hopefully thrive upon. These relations
give rise to various social connections,
ideas, and institutions. The production
relations of a society determine its super-
structure, which consists of political, ideo-
logical, legal, moral, and religious facts
supported by corresponding organiza-
tions and institutions. The superstructure
serves to preserve the inherited produc-
tion relations by protecting the interests
of the dominant class in a society. During
a social revolution, both the inherited pro-
duction relations and the superstructure
undergo simultaneous changes.

Throughout history, there have
been various types of states, each corre-
sponding to the different socioeconomic
systems mentioned above. These states
can be categorized as slaveholding, feu-
dal, or capitalist, with each having its own
specific characteristics and governing
structures. In slaveholding states, there
were variations in power dynamics, rang-
ing from unrestricted power held by an
emperor to democratic republics where
free citizens participated in governance,
excluding slaves. Aristocratic republics
were also prevalent, where power was
concentrated among the top echelon of
slave owners. Regardless of their form,
slaveholding states consistently served
the interests of slave owners and sup-
pressed slave uprisings.

Under feudalism, although city re-
publics existed to some extent, states were
predominantly monarchies, with power
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held by kings, shahs, sultans, or emper-
ors. The dominant class in feudal states
consisted of big landowners, feudal lords,
and the gentry.

Capitalist states exhibit a wide range
of diversity. Large monopolies, such as
banks, concerns, trusts, and corporations,
play a decisive role in industrialized capi-
talist countries by accumulating the ma-
jority of wealth and exerting dominance
over vital spheres. As a result, the state's
primary responsibility is to protect the
interests of the monopoly bourgeoisie. At
the other pole of these societies stands
the proletariat.

The proletariat is a class of capital-
ist society that relies solely on their labor
for income, rather than making profits
from capital. Their well-being and survival
depend on the fluctuation of business and
competition. The proletariat emerged with
the introduction of machines, such as the
steam-engine, spinning machine, and
power loom, in the mid-19th century.
These machines replaced manufacturing
(handicraft) workers, allowing for faster
and cheaper production. As a result, the
manufacturing workers' property, includ-
ing their tools and looms, became worth-
less, while the capitalists gained every-
thing. This led to the establishment of so-
cialized relations of production which
brought together production processes
from various sectors of the economy and
fused them into new process.

These socialized productive rela-
tions are characterized by the factory pro-
duction system. It expanded productive,
financial, trade, and other ties between
different industries, leading to the decline
of the middle class and the transforma-
tion of the workers' position. Two new
classes emerged: the bourgeoisie, who
owned the means of subsistence, and the
proletariat, who had no property and had
to sell their labor power to the bourgeoi-
sie to survive. The proletariat, being at a
disadvantage in this trade, had to accept
unfavorable conditions imposed by the
bourgeoisie.

The difference between the prole-
tarian and the slave lies in their status
and means of subsistence. While the
slave is owned by one master and has a
guaranteed but wretched subsistence, the
proletarian sells their labor by the day and
hour, being essentially owned by the en-
tire bourgeois class. The proletarian, how-
ever, is recognized as a member of civil
society, whereas the slave is seen as a
thing. Despite potentially having a lesser
subsistence, the proletarian stands at a
higher stage of development. The slave
can free themselves by becoming a prole-
tarian and abolishing the relationship of
slavery, whereas the proletarian can only
free themselves by abolishing property
altogether.

In comparison to the serf, the pro-
letarian works with instruments of pro-
duction owned by someone else, receiv-
ing a portion of the products in return for
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In early September the bourgeois
press was overflowing with items
about a new bandaid on a bullet wound
suggested by Washington and Israel
for combatting the uprising in occu-
pied Palestine. Some conciliatory
words were spoken promising a short
break in collective punishment of the
Palestinian population and reconsid-
eration of U.S-Israeli threats to esca-
late military penetration of neighbor-
ing Arab states. Renewed curses soon
replaced these promises which slipped
away after less than a week. Once
again, Washington used phony talk of
peace in order to regroup before
launching a much larger offensive.

The U.S.-Israeli war against the
Palestinian nation is currently being
extended into Lebanon and Syria
through ground and air operations,
even while the Israeli military contin-
ues hammering its dependent subject
population in Palestine with the most
advanced military technology in the
world.

The branding of the Palestinian
and Lebanese freedom-seeking move-
ments, including Hamas, the Islamic
Jihad and Hezbollah, as "terrorist" is
due solely to these groups' resistance
to the Israeli invasions. Israel's execu-
tion of Palestinian leaders is a continu-
ation of its program of genocide.

In today's world, the liberation
struggles of oppressed nations, such
as the Palestinians, Iraqis, and Hai-
tians, serve as a powerful force for
progress and democracy. When these
peoples successfully defeat occupiers

Deadly Intentions of U.S.-led
Ceasefire Talks

and win their sovereignty, their coun-
tries transform from bases for impe-
rialism, poverty and war into bases for
peace and sovereign decisions about
economic development, equality, and
friendship.

For the anti-war activists in the
U.S., firmly rooting ourselves in the
guiding principle of support for the lib-
eration struggles of the oppressed
nations is like an anchor which
grounds and points our growth and
development in the right direction. We
stick to our stand that the U.S.
government's work and expense to
block the establishment of an indepen-
dent Palestinian state and prevent the
survival of the Palestinian people as a
nation is a genocidal, fascist program
that goes against everything that
makes us human. The source of this
war program is found in the imperial-
ist aims of the U.S. monopoly capital-
ist class and it must be properly elimi-
nated.

This can only come about when
the Palestinians regain all of their na-
tional rights and when Israel is per-
manently robbed of its ability to con-
tinue its chauvinistic, provocative, de-
stabilizing, and aggressive behavior
towards the Arab states.  The most
elementary Palestinian rights include:
1) the right to return to homes, and 2)
the freedom to receive the normal
powers of every nation-state to guar-
antee the rights to be enjoyed by all
under its governance and to safeguard
its national borders from external
states.

their labor. The serf, on the other hand,
has the use of a piece of land as an instru-
ment of production and their share of the
yield is determined by their own labor.
Unlike the serf, the proletarian's share is
determined by competition, primarily con-
trolled by the bourgeois. Additionally,
while the serf has a guaranteed subsis-
tence, the proletarian does not.

The type of society determines
whether relations within it are class divided
or not. Primitive communal society was
classless, while class-divided societies
have class relations as the most influen-
tial of their social relations. According to
their character, class relations assume ei-
ther an antagonistic or a non-antagonis-
tic connection with respect to each other.
The examples of slaves and slaveholders,
surfs and feudal lords, workers and capi-
talists, each represent antagonistic class
relations. The U.S. has a capitalist eco-
nomic base, political superstructure, and
a large proletariat.

The economic conditions and so-
cial position of classes play a crucial role

in determining their class interests. These
interests reflect how a class perceives the
current mode of production and the so-
cial and state system, regardless of their
level of consciousness. Classes are gen-
erally motivated to either support and ad-
vance the existing mode of production or
to overthrow it and establish more pro-
gressive forms.

The specific class interests arise
from the position held by a particular class
within the social production system. The
proletariat lacks ownership of means of
production and is subjected to capitalist
exploitation. Consequently, it expresses
itself as a revolutionary class with a
strong interest in toppling capitalism. On
the other hand, the bourgeoisie, who pos-
sess means of production, has a vested
interest in maintaining the status quo to
continue exploiting the proletariat.

Capitalism is characterized by the
antagonistic interests of its two principal
constituent classes. The opposing nature
of these class interests determines the
political situation in a capitalist country.


