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Trump Campaigned Against
Lobbyists:
Now They’re “Filling His Transition
Team”
“This Whole Idea That He Was An
Outsider And Going To Destroy The
Political Establishment And Drain The
Swamp Were The Lines Of A Con Man”
Nov. 11, 2016 By Eric Lipton, New York Times News Service
WASHINGTON — President-elect Donald J. Trump, who campaigned against the
corrupt power of special interests, is filling his transition team with some of the very sort
of people who he has complained have too much clout in Washington: corporate
consultants and lobbyists.

Jeffrey Eisenach, a consultant who has worked for years on behalf of Verizon and other
telecommunications clients, is the head of the team that is helping to pick staff members
at the Federal Communications Commission.
Michael Catanzaro, a lobbyist whose clients include Devon Energy and Encana Oil and
Gas, holds the “energy independence” portfolio.
Michael Torrey, a lobbyist who runs a firm that has earned millions of dollars helping
food industry players such as the American Beverage Association and the dairy giant
Dean Foods, is helping set up the new team at the Department of Agriculture.
Mr. Trump was swept to power in large part by white working-class voters who
responded to his vow to restore the voices of forgotten people, ones drowned out
by big business and Wall Street.
But in his transition to power, some of the most prominent voices will be those of
advisers who come from the same industries for which they are being asked to
help set the regulatory groundwork.
The president-elect’s spokeswoman, Hope Hicks, declined a request for comment, as
did nearly a dozen corporate executives, consultants and lobbyists serving on his
transition team, which was outlined in a list distributed widely in Washington on
Thursday.
A number of the people on that list are well-established experts with no clear interest in
helping private-sector clients. But to critics of Mr. Trump — both Democrats and
Republicans — the inclusion of advisers with industry ties is a first sign that he may not
follow through on all of his promises.
“This whole idea that he was an outsider and going to destroy the political establishment
and drain the swamp were the lines of a con man, and guess what — he is being
exposed as just that,” said Peter Wehner, who served in the administrations of Ronald
Reagan and George Bush before becoming a speechwriter for George W. Bush. “He is
failing the first test, and he should be held accountable for it.”
Transition teams help new presidents pick the new cabinet, as well as up to 4,000
political appointees who will take over top posts in agencies across the government.
President Obama, after he was first elected, instituted rules that prohibited individuals
who had served as registered lobbyists in the prior year from serving as transition
advisers in the areas in which they represented private clients. They were also
prohibited, after the administration took power, from lobbying in the parts of the
government they helped set up.
“They wanted to make sure that people were not putting their thumb on the scale, or
even the perception of that,” said Martha Joynt Kumar, the director of a nonprofit group
called the White House Transition Project, which has studied two decades of presidential
transitions.

Among the advisers assisting Mr. Trump who have no clear private-sector ties are Brian
Johnson, a top lawyer for the House Financial Services Committee, who is helping to
pick top staff members for the federal government’s many financial services agencies.
Edwin Meese III, who served as attorney general under Mr. Reagan and is now
associated with the Heritage Foundation, the conservative think tank, is helping oversee
management and budget issues, along with Kay Coles James, a Bush administration
official who now runs an institute that trains future African-American leaders.
Former Representative Mike Rogers, Republican of Michigan, who served as chairman
of the House Intelligence Committee and was once a special agent in the F.B.I., is
overseeing issues related to national security, including the intelligence agencies and
the Department of Homeland Security.

AFGHANISTAN WAR REPORTS

4 Americans Dead In Blast At
Bagram Airfield:
“Explosion Also Wounded 17 Other
US Service Members And One Polish
Soldier”
“A Bomber Had Targeted ‘A Sports
Ground Where More Than 100 Military
Officers, Important People And Soldiers
Were Busy Exercising’"
November 12, 2016 By Laura Smith-Spark, Joe Sterling and Ehsan Popalzai, CNN
Kabul, Afghanistan — Four Americans were killed in an apparent bomb attack early
Saturday at Bagram Airfield, the largest US base in Afghanistan, US Defense Secretary
Ash Carter said.
Two of those killed were service members, and two were contractors, he said, adding he
was "deeply saddened" by the news.
The explosion also wounded 17 other US service members and one Polish soldier
participating in the NATO mission, Carter said in a statement.

The Taliban claimed responsibility in a tweet praising the "strong attack" on Bagram
Airfield. In a statement, Taliban spokesman Zabihullah Mujahid said a bomber had
targeted "a sports ground where more than 100 military officers, important people and
soldiers were busy exercising."
The attack on the airfield had been planned for four months, he said.
A military official told CNN that the bomber, who is presumed dead, detonated the bomb
vest on a sidewalk near where people were preparing for a run.
The base was under lockdown, and additional security measures were instituted at all
other locations in Afghanistan, the official said.
The US Embassy in Kabul will be closed Sunday, except for emergency consular
services, as a precautionary measure, the State Department said. In a tweet, the
department cited the "serious threat violence, kidnapping and hostage taking."
The airfield is next to the ancient city of Bagram, southeast of Charikar in Parwan
province. Bagram is more than 30 miles (48 kilometers) north of Kabul, the Afghan
capital.
Urgent investigations are being carried out at the base, and security has been tightened,
according to CNN Pentagon correspondent Barbara Starr. The military will want to
ensure that anyone tied to the blast is found before people are allowed to leave the
base.
"The question now is, how did someone get inside?" she said.
"There's very strict security at these bases. ... If you come in a vehicle, you are
stopped well before the outside gate. Vehicles are searched, people are searched,
people must have ID -- so it's very difficult to understand right now how this
happened."
There are about 14,000 people on the Bagram base, with about 60% contractors,
according to Starr. Locals move on and off the base in some contractor roles, she said.
Security breaches at coalition bases in Afghanistan have occurred but are rare, she
added.

POLITICIANS REFUSE TO HALT THE
BLOODSHED
THE TROOPS HAVE THE POWER TO STOP THE
WAR

Insurgents Attack German Consulate
In Northern Afghanistan:
“Fighting Took Place ‘On The Premises
And Inside The Consulate’"
Nov 11, 2016 By RAHIM FAIEZ, ASSOCIATED PRESS
Germany's consulate in northern Afghanistan was attacked when a car bomber rammed
the compound, killing six people and wounding more than 120, Afghan police and the
German foreign minister said Friday.
Four of the dead — two civilians and two unidentified bodies — were brought to the
Balkh hospital, said Dr. Noor Mohammad Faiz. He said 128 people were wounded in the
attack.
Germany's Foreign Minister Frank-Walter Steinmeier said six people had been
confirmed dead. He added in a statement that "all German and Afghan employees of
the consulate remained unharmed."
The car exploded at the gate of the consulate in the city of Mazar-i-Sharif, destroying the
gate and wall around 11.10 p.m. Thursday, said Abdul Raziq Qaderi, head of security for
Balkh province.
The blast destroyed the Mazar Hotel, where the consulate is based, and surrounding
buildings. Residents said that casualties were contained because it of the late hour,
though an ensuing gun battle raged for around five hours.
Steinmeier said fighting took place "on the premises and inside the consulate."
The attack was carried out "by heavily armed terrorists," he said, adding: "The attackers
were fought off by the consulate's security personnel, Afghan security forces, and
German, Georgian, Belgian and Latvian special forces stationed in the city as part of the
Resolute Support mission."
The United Nations' assistance mission in Afghanistan also condemned the attack. In a
statement it said the injured include 19 women and 38 children.
"Most of the injured suffered minor wounds from broken glass while those with serious
injuries remain hospitalized," it said. More than 100 homes and shops were damaged, it
said.
The Taliban claimed responsibility.
Germany has 983 soldiers stationed in Afghanistan, most of them in Balkh province.
Mazar-i-Sharif is the provincial capital and one of the richest and most important cities in
Afghanistan.

The Taliban statement from spokesman Zabihullah Mujahid said the attack was
retaliation for recent airstrikes in the northern city of Kunduz, capital of the
province of the same name.
A U.S. airstrike early this month killed dozens of people and is under
investigation.

SOMALIA WAR REPORTS

The Pentagon Said It Killed Islamist
Militants In Somalia:
Turns Out They Were Allies
November 10 By Kevin Sieff, Washington Post [Excerpts] Mustafa Haji Abdi in
Mogadishu contributed to this report.
NAIROBI — An American drone strike thought to have struck Islamist militants in
Somalia actually killed 10 members of a regional force allied with the United States,
according to results of a Pentagon investigation that have not yet been made public.
“They’ve helped us out against a common enemy,” a U.S. military official said Thursday,
referring to the regional forces who were killed in the strike. “If we had known who they
were, we would have done everything we could to prevent it.” He spoke on the condition
of anonymity because the investigation’s findings are not yet public.
As the United States has waded further into Somalia, it has struggled to form a coalition
of allies from a range of rival groups. Two of those groups — from the states of Puntland
and Galmadug — have targeted and arrested al-Shabab insurgents, and received
American accolades for doing so.
But the groups also have been fighting one another for decades, mostly over territory in
the city of Galkayo.
On Sept. 28, Puntland security forces were sent to investigate a “suspicious group,”
thought to be al-Shabab based on American surveillance imagery, according to the U.S.
official.
American forces accompanied the patrol as advisers, until they neared the unknown
group. It was early in the morning, and visibility was limited when Puntland forces
“started taking fire,” said the U.S. official. They asked for air support, and the U.S.
military launched the drone strike.

Shortly after the attack, officials in Galmadug began accusing the United States of
killing its own allies. They released images of government vehicles destroyed by
the strike. There were protests in the streets. People burned American flags.
In interviews with The Washington Post in a hospital in Mogadishu, the Somali capital,
two survivors of the strike who belonged to the Galmadug forces described the way it
had hammered their unit.
“Small aircraft, sounding like flies, started hovering over us,” said one survivor, Ali Adan
Mohamed. “At about six in the morning the airstrike started, the aircraft fired three
missiles.
“I believed that the U.S. was neutral, but now it seems to me that they have sided with
one of two clans,” he said.
When Galmadug state officials heard what happened, they were furious with the
Americans.
“There is not any justification that could lead to such disaster,” Minister Osman Ise Nur,
the head of Galmadug’s security operations, said in a phone interview. “We were
amazed with what has happened to our forces despite the fact that they were fighting alShabab.”
The U.S. Africa Command issued a statement shortly after the attack that described the
target of the strike as “a group of armed al-Shabaab fighters.”
But a new Pentagon report, parts of which were described to The Washington Post,
contradicts that initial conclusion.
“We responded and struck the hostile force with the belief that it was al-Shabab,” the
U.S. official said. “But we recognize that they were Galmadug forces.”
In other words, the United States appeared to have unwittingly entered into a war
between two regional fighting forces, both its allies.
More than 75,000 people have been displaced by the fighting between Puntland and
Galmadug forces in recent months, and are “in dire need of humanitarian assistance,”
according to Abdelgadir Galal Ahmed, the Norwegian Refugee Council’s country
director.
Somalia has been torn apart by civil war for 25 years, resulting in chaos that allowed the
rise of al-Shabab in 2005. The White House considers the group one of its top concerns
in sub-Saharan Africa, in part because its attacks extend beyond Somalia to civilian
targets in neighboring Kenya, including the bloody strike on Nairobi’s upscale Westgate
Mall in 2013.
The United States has a particularly strong relationship with the Puntland forces and has
for years helped to train them.

Although the U.S. Africa Command investigation found that the drone strike had
inadvertently killed Galmadug forces, it nonetheless ruled that the action was “legitimate”
in that it probably saved the lives of the United States’ Puntland allies.
“The strike was clearly lawful,” the U.S. military official said.
Not long after the strike, Stephen M. Schwartz, the newly appointed U.S. ambassador to
Somalia, met with Abdikarim Hussein Guled, the president of Galmadug, and other local
officials. Galmadug officials said the ambassador apologized for the strike. The State
Department would not confirm the apology.
Unlike politicians in countries like Afghanistan, who have denounced U.S. drone strikes
because of collateral damage, Somalia’s government has been supportive of the attacks
aimed at al-Shabab.
“I heard that in Pakistan and Afghanistan, the experience of the drones was not good,”
the country’s president, Hassan Sheikh Mohamud, said in an interview in April. “But here
they are precise, and we are informed of them before.”
The drone strike and the controversy over it come just before Somalia’s presidential
election, set for Nov. 30, and as Western donor nations are revising plans for the
country’s national army, which is largely considered poorly structured, incompetent and
unaccountable.
A new plan would provide more assistance to regional fighting forces, such as the one in
Galmadug, which are seen as having more legitimacy in their own states, rather than
just funding a national army that’s recruited largely from Mogadishu and not welcome in
much of the fractured nation.
“We need to have a greater involvement of the regions, because the problem at the
moment is the Somali National Army is seen as supporting one clan,” said a senior
Western official, who spoke on the condition of anonymity because of sensitivity
involving military planning. “It is not a national army, and it is more likely to provoke
violence in some areas.”
Melding those regional forces into a single Somali fighting force is an enormous
challenge. But the current situation, in which regional fighting forces target both alShabab and one another, is untenable, officials and experts say.
“We can’t have a state that has all sorts of armed forces lingering around with all sorts of
loyalties,” said another Western official.
More than 20,000 troops are based in Somalia as part of the African Union’s mission
there. Those troops are set to begin withdrawing in 2018, and the international
community has been desperate to find a Somali solution to the country’s security
problems.
It has conducted more than a dozen airstrikes and drone strikes in 2016, according to
Defense Department statements.

MILITARY NEWS
WELCOME TO OBAMAWORLD:
WHERE EVERY DEATH IN COMBAT
ACCOMPLISHES NOTHING AT ALL

The remains of Army Sgt. Douglas Riney, 26, of Fairview, Illinois, killed in Afghanistan,
at Dover Airforce Base. Army Times October 20, 2016

FORWARD OBSERVATIONS

“At a time like this, scorching irony, not convincing argument, is needed. Oh had
I the ability, and could reach the nation’s ear, I would, pour out a fiery stream of
biting ridicule, blasting reproach, withering sarcasm, and stern rebuke.
“For it is not light that is needed, but fire; it is not the gentle shower, but thunder.
“We need the storm, the whirlwind, and the earthquake.”
“The limits of tyrants are prescribed by the endurance of those whom they
oppose.”
Frederick Douglass, 1852

What country can preserve its liberties if its rulers are not warned from time to
time that their people preserve the spirit of resistance? Let them take arms.
-- Thomas Jefferson to William Stephens Smith, 1787

The Democratic Party Elites Gave
Us President Trump:
“They Clung To Failed Corporate
Democratic Policies That Have
Devastated This Country For The
Past Two Decades”
“Clinton Practically Ran As An Avatar Of
The Billionaire Class, Albeit A Potentially
Benevolent Caretaker Of The Masses If
They Just Stood With Her”
09 NOV 2016 by KEVIN GOSZTOLA, Shadowproof Press
Hillary Clinton’s presidential campaign, her network of super political action
committees, and the liberal establishment relished a matchup against Donald
Trump. However, her campaign failed to put forward an alternative for voters that
would combat a candidate that tapped into the vast amount of disillusionment
among citizens.

Tsunamis of voters unaccounted for in state polls, who do not identify with either the
Democratic or Republican Parties, made President Trump a reality.
Clinton’s concession speech indicated the campaign and many of its supporters are
unwilling to confront the hubris of her presidential run. Yet, citizens, especially those on
the left, must in order to find the clarity to move onward with fights for social, economic,
racial, and environmental justice.
The Democratic Party rigged parts of the party’s primary for Clinton, and it helped stave
off a decisive challenge from Senator Bernie Sanders.
The senator addressed the material conditions of the working class, including people of
color. He warned the Democrats of wealth inequality, destructive free trade agreements,
and some of the negative effects of global capitalism on the common man or woman. He
connected with disaffected people who the Clinton campaign effectively wrote-off and
performed well in states that Clinton lost in the general election.
However, the Democratic Party elites survived and coerced Sanders and his supporters
into falling in line at their national convention. The party leadership enforced unity in
Philadelphia to make it appear as if all was well when that was not the case.
Most progressive groups, like all presidential elections, demobilized or essentially
became mechanisms for the Clinton campaign to mobilize voters from August to Election
Day.
This allowed the message of “Never Trump” to dominate as the only challenge to Trump,
and without a real vision for lifting up the many Americans enticed by Trump’s campaign,
the nation ended up with an end result similar to Senator John Kerry’s campaign, which
ran primarily on the fact that he was not President George W. Bush.
It did not help the Clinton campaign that she had a reputation for supporting regime
change wars, which have greatly destabilized parts of the world. Her fingerprints were all
over the Libya disaster. She voted for the Iraq War, which created the conditions for the
rise of the Islamic State. And, although it is questionable whether Trump really ever
opposed the Iraq invasion, he insisted he was against the Iraq War during debates to
undermine Clinton and fueled the perception that Clinton was somehow responsible for
ISIS. Trump held himself out as someone who would not plunge the country into
reckless military engagements.
Clinton’s closing argument included the following, “Is America dark and divisive or
helpful and inclusive? Our core values are being tested in this election, but everywhere I
go, people are refusing to be defined by fear and division. Look, we all know we’ve come
through some hard economic times, and we’ve seen some pretty big changes. But I
believe in our people. I love this country, and I’m convinced our best days are ahead of
us if we reach for them together.”
That may have sounded good in the office of a campaign’s headquarters, but there was
nothing specific in this buzzword-laden pablum.

Multiculturalism does not help anyone pay their mortgage or find a job. As wrong as it is
for millions of white Americans to take out their frustrations on people of color, the
system failed them and keeps failing them.
Additionally, establishment politicians like Clinton wrote off many of these people,
believing if they focused on emphasizing diversity they would overcome the painful
intertwined realities of class and race in the U.S. They were wrong.
Let us go back to the belief that a candidate like Trump would be perfect for Hillary
Clinton. In April 2015, a strategy memo for the DNC was drafted by the campaign two
months before Trump announced his candidacy. The goal was to “make whomever the
Republicans nominate unpalatable to a majority of the electorate.”
“Force all Republican candidates to lock themselves into extreme conservative positions
that will hurt them in a general election,” the campaign recommended. “Undermine any
credibility/trust Republican presidential candidates have to make inroads to our coalition
or independents.”
It advocated against marginalizing “more extreme candidates.” The campaign wanted to
make “Pied Piper candidates,” like Trump, Senator Ted Cruz, and Ben Carson, into
representatives of the Republican Party. “We need to be elevating the Pied Piper
candidates so that they are leaders of the pack and tell the press to (take) them
seriously.” (The memo was attached to an email published by WikiLeaks.)
In the same month, Clinton campaign manager Robby Mook pushed for a primary
schedule, where the red states held their primaries early. It would increase “the
likelihood the Rs nominate someone extreme.”
Essentially, the Clinton campaign engaged in steps that would help ensure Trump was
the Republican presidential nominee.
Their acts enabled the rise of Trump, and they lost to the opponent they wanted to face
because they made the same mistakes Democrats make time and time again.
They clung to failed corporate Democratic policies that have devastated this country for
the past two decades, and in some ways, this election can be viewed as a referendum
on those policies.
And they treated the candidate who had answers for Americans as “unrealistic,” a
“hapless legislator,” an “Obama betrayer,” and a socialist independent who was not a
real Democrat. As in, he was not one of them, and they did not want him in their club.
On June 26, Sanders warned Democrats what happened with Brexit in Britain could
happen.
He shared what he saw on the campaign trail. He noted the tens of thousands factories
closed over the past 15 years. “More than 4.8 million well-paid manufacturing jobs have
disappeared” as a result of trade agreements. Forty-seven million Americans live in
poverty. Millions have no health insurance or are underinsured. Just as many struggle
with student debt. “Frighteningly, millions of poorly educated Americans will have a

shorter life span than the previous generation as they succumb to despair, drugs and
alcohol.”
“Meanwhile, in our country the top one-tenth of 1 percent now owns almost as much
wealth as the bottom 90 percent. Fifty-eight percent of all new income is going to the top
1 percent. Wall Street and billionaires, through their “super PACs,” are able to buy
elections,” Sanders added.
“On my campaign, I’ve talked to workers unable to make it on $8 or $9 an hour; retirees
struggling to purchase the medicine they need on $9,000 a year of Social Security;
young people unable to afford college,” Sanders shared. “I also visited the American
citizens of Puerto Rico, where some 58 percent of the children live in poverty and only a
little more than 40 percent of the adult population has a job or is seeking one.”
It is important to note the Clinton campaign engaged in a calculated act of deception by
supporting the Service Employees International Union’s “Fight for 15” while refusing to
support a $15 minimum wage.
All the states with minimum wage ballot initiatives passed wage increases yesterday.
The campaign could have mobilized so more states had this sort of thing on the ballot.
The possibility of more economic security may have increased enthusiasm. But the
Clinton campaign did no such thing.
“The notion that Donald Trump could benefit from the same forces that gave the Leave
proponents a majority in Britain should sound an alarm for the Democratic Party in the
United States,” Sanders concluded. “Millions of American voters, like the Leave
supporters, are understandably angry and frustrated by the economic forces that are
destroying the middle class.”
“In this pivotal moment, the Democratic Party and a new Democratic president need to
make clear that we stand with those who are struggling and who have been left behind.
We must create national and global economies that work for all, not just a handful of
billionaires.”
Efforts to process what unfolded on Election Day must recognize the warning of Sanders
and millions of his supporters went unheeded.
Clinton practically ran as an avatar of the billionaire class, albeit a potentially benevolent
caretaker of the masses if they just stood with her.
Had more in the establishment media and institutions of power taken the time to reflect
on what transpired in the Democratic primary, they would have feared the worst and
taken more steps to prevent a Trump primary by trying to shift the dynamic of her
campaign.
Lest one forget, the Clintons are New Democrats.
They aligned with business forces in the early 1990s.
They stood with conservative Democrats, who broke with labor, civil rights, and
other liberal causes. They pushed the North American Free Trade Agreement

(NAFTA). They backed welfare repeal, bills which fueled the rise of mass
incarceration, and signed a 1997 budget that slashed millions for social programs
like Medicare and Medicaid.
They put corporate interests over environmental protections. They encouraged
the deregulation of industry, which greatly boosted Wall Street. Altogether, the
Clintons enabled the right as it decimated the liberal class and expanded
unfettered capitalism. (For more, read Lance Selfa’s book, “The Democrats: A
Critical History.”)
Finally, the outcome confirms what many expressed months ago.
The Democratic Party was willing to do whatever it took to nominate Hillary
Clinton, even if it meant working against the very forces behind Bernie Sanders,
which could help them succeed against Donald Trump, because the last thing
they wanted was a major shift toward more socially democratic policies.
Also, Clinton was next in line. Whether voters viewed her as a weak candidate or
a dishonest and untrustworthy politician did not matter. They would go to battle
for her and gladly lose this war.

Manifesto Of The Communist
Party
“The Executive Of The Modern State Is
But A Committee For Managing The
Common Affairs Of The Whole
Bourgeoisie”

Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels

By Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, 1848

Introduction:
A spectre is haunting Europe — the spectre of communism. All the powers of old Europe
have entered into a holy alliance to exorcise this spectre: Pope and Tsar, Metternich and
Guizot, French Radicals and German police-spies.
Where is the party in opposition that has not been decried as communistic by its
opponents in power? Where is the opposition that has not hurled back the branding
reproach of communism, against the more advanced opposition parties, as well as
against its reactionary adversaries?
Two things result from this fact:
I. Communism is already acknowledged by all European powers to be itself a power.
II. It is high time that Communists should openly, in the face of the whole world, publish
their views, their aims, their tendencies, and meet this nursery tale of the Spectre of
Communism with a manifesto of the party itself.
To this end, Communists of various nationalities have assembled in London and
sketched the following manifesto, to be published in the English, French, German,
Italian, Flemish and Danish languages.

Chapter I. Bourgeois and Proletarians
[Part 1]
The history of all hitherto existing society is the history of class struggles.
Freeman and slave, patrician and plebeian, lord and serf, guild-master and journeyman,
in a word, oppressor and oppressed, stood in constant opposition to one another, carried
on an uninterrupted, now hidden, now open fight, a fight that each time ended, either in a
revolutionary reconstitution of society at large, or in the common ruin of the contending
classes.
In the earlier epochs of history, we find almost everywhere a complicated arrangement
of society into various orders, a manifold gradation of social rank. In ancient Rome we
have patricians, knights, plebeians, slaves; in the Middle Ages, feudal lords, vassals,
guild-masters, journeymen, apprentices, serfs; in almost all of these classes, again,
subordinate gradations.
The modern bourgeois society that has sprouted from the ruins of feudal society has not
done away with class antagonisms. It has but established new classes, new conditions
of oppression, new forms of struggle in place of the old ones.
Our epoch, the epoch of the bourgeoisie, possesses, however, this distinct feature: it
has simplified class antagonisms.

Society as a whole is more and more splitting up into two great hostile camps, into two
great classes directly facing each other — Bourgeoisie and Proletariat.
From the serfs of the Middle Ages sprang the chartered burghers of the earliest towns.
From these burgesses the first elements of the bourgeoisie were developed.
The discovery of America, the rounding of the Cape, opened up fresh ground for the
rising bourgeoisie. The East-Indian and Chinese markets, the colonisation of America,
trade with the colonies, the increase in the means of exchange and in commodities
generally, gave to commerce, to navigation, to industry, an impulse never before known,
and thereby, to the revolutionary element in the tottering feudal society, a rapid
development.
The feudal system of industry, in which industrial production was monopolised by closed
guilds, now no longer sufficed for the growing wants of the new markets. The
manufacturing system took its place.
The guild-masters were pushed on one side by the manufacturing middle class; division
of labour between the different corporate guilds vanished in the face of division of labour
in each single workshop.
Meantime the markets kept ever growing, the demand ever rising. Even manufacture no
longer sufficed. Thereupon, steam and machinery revolutionised industrial production.
The place of manufacture was taken by the giant, Modern Industry; the place of the
industrial middle class by industrial millionaires, the leaders of the whole industrial
armies, the modern bourgeois.
Modern industry has established the world market, for which the discovery of America
paved the way.
This market has given an immense development to commerce, to navigation, to
communication by land. This development has, in its turn, reacted on the extension of
industry; and in proportion as industry, commerce, navigation, railways extended, in the
same proportion the bourgeoisie developed, increased its capital, and pushed into the
background every class handed down from the Middle Ages.
We see, therefore, how the modern bourgeoisie is itself the product of a long course of
development, of a series of revolutions in the modes of production and of exchange.
Each step in the development of the bourgeoisie was accompanied by a corresponding
political advance of that class.
An oppressed class under the sway of the feudal nobility, an armed and self-governing
association in the medieval commune: here independent urban republic (as in Italy and
Germany); there taxable “third estate” of the monarchy (as in France); afterwards, in the
period of manufacturing proper, serving either the semi-feudal or the absolute monarchy
as a counterpoise against the nobility, and, in fact, cornerstone of the great monarchies
in general, the bourgeoisie has at last, since the establishment of Modern Industry and

of the world market, conquered for itself, in the modern representative State, exclusive
political sway.

“The Executive Of The Modern State Is But A Committee For Managing The
Common Affairs Of The Whole Bourgeoisie.
The executive of the modern state is but a committee for managing the common affairs
of the whole bourgeoisie.
The bourgeoisie, historically, has played a most revolutionary part.
The bourgeoisie, wherever it has got the upper hand, has put an end to all feudal,
patriarchal, idyllic relations. It has pitilessly torn asunder the motley feudal ties that
bound man to his “natural superiors”, and has left remaining no other nexus between
man and man than naked self-interest, than callous “cash payment”.
It has drowned the most heavenly ecstasies of religious fervor, of chivalrous enthusiasm,
of philistine sentimentalism, in the icy water of egotistical calculation.
It has resolved personal worth into exchange value, and in place of the numberless
indefeasible chartered freedoms, has set up that single, unconscionable freedom —
Free Trade.
In one word, for exploitation, veiled by religious and political illusions, it has substituted
naked, shameless, direct, brutal exploitation.
The bourgeoisie has stripped of its halo every occupation hitherto honored and looked
up to with reverent awe.
It has converted the physician, the lawyer, the priest, the poet, the man of science, into
its paid wage labourers.
The bourgeoisie has torn away from the family its sentimental veil, and has reduced the
family relation to a mere money relation.
The bourgeoisie has disclosed how it came to pass that the brutal display of vigor in the
Middle Ages, which reactionaries so much admire, found its fitting complement in the
most slothful indolence. It has been the first to show what man’s activity can bring about.
It has accomplished wonders far surpassing Egyptian pyramids, Roman aqueducts, and
Gothic cathedrals; it has conducted expeditions that put in the shade all former
Exoduses of nations and crusades.
The bourgeoisie cannot exist without constantly revolutionising the instruments of
production, and thereby the relations of production, and with them the whole relations of
society.
Conservation of the old modes of production in unaltered form, was, on the contrary, the
first condition of existence for all earlier industrial classes.

Constant revolutionising of production, uninterrupted disturbance of all social
conditions, everlasting uncertainty and agitation distinguish the bourgeois epoch
from all earlier ones.
All fixed, fast-frozen relations, with their train of ancient and venerable prejudices and
opinions, are swept away, all new-formed ones become antiquated before they can
ossify.
All that is solid melts into air, all that is holy is profaned, and man is at last
compelled to face with sober senses his real conditions of life, and his relations
with his kind.
The need of a constantly expanding market for its products chases the
bourgeoisie over the entire surface of the globe.
It must nestle everywhere, settle everywhere, establish connections everywhere.
The bourgeoisie has through its exploitation of the world market given a cosmopolitan
character to production and consumption in every country.
To the great chagrin of Reactionists, it has drawn from under the feet of industry the
national ground on which it stood.
All old-established national industries have been destroyed or are daily being destroyed.
They are dislodged by new industries, whose introduction becomes a life and death
question for all civilised nations, by industries that no longer work up indigenous raw
material, but raw material drawn from the remotest zones; industries whose products are
consumed, not only at home, but in every quarter of the globe.
In place of the old wants, satisfied by the production of the country, we find new wants,
requiring for their satisfaction the products of distant lands and climes.
In place of the old local and national seclusion and self-sufficiency, we have intercourse
in every direction, universal inter-dependence of nations.
And as in material, so also in intellectual production. The intellectual creations of
individual nations become common property. National one-sidedness and narrowmindedness become more and more impossible, and from the numerous national and
local literatures, there arises a world literature.
The bourgeoisie, by the rapid improvement of all instruments of production, by the
immensely facilitated means of communication, draws all, even the most barbarian,
nations into civilisation.
The cheap prices of commodities are the heavy artillery with which it batters down all
Chinese walls, with which it forces the barbarians’ intensely obstinate hatred of
foreigners to capitulate.

It compels all nations, on pain of extinction, to adopt the bourgeois mode of production; it
compels them to introduce what it calls civilisation into their midst, i.e., to become
bourgeois themselves.
In one word, it creates a world after its own image.
The bourgeoisie has subjected the country to the rule of the towns. It has created
enormous cities, has greatly increased the urban population as compared with the rural,
and has thus rescued a considerable part of the population from the idiocy of rural life.
Just as it has made the country dependent on the towns, so it has made barbarian and
semi-barbarian countries dependent on the civilised ones, nations of peasants on
nations of bourgeois, the East on the West.
The bourgeoisie keeps more and more doing away with the scattered state of the
population, of the means of production, and of property.
It has agglomerated population, centralized the means of production, and has
concentrated property in a few hands.
The necessary consequence of this was political centralization. Independent, or but
loosely connected provinces, with separate interests, laws, governments, and systems
of taxation, became lumped together into one nation, with one government, one code of
laws, one national class-interest, one frontier, and one customs-tariff.
The bourgeoisie, during its rule of scarce one hundred years, has created more massive
and more colossal productive forces than have all preceding generations together.
Subjection of Nature’s forces to man, machinery, application of chemistry to industry and
agriculture, steam-navigation, railways, electric telegraphs, clearing of whole continents
for cultivation, canalization of rivers, whole populations conjured out of the ground —
what earlier century had even a presentiment that such productive forces slumbered in
the lap of social labour?
We see then: the means of production and of exchange, on whose foundation the
bourgeoisie built itself up, were generated in feudal society. At a certain stage in the
development of these means of production and of exchange, the conditions under which
feudal society produced and exchanged, the feudal organisation of agriculture and
manufacturing industry, in one word, the feudal relations of property became no longer
compatible with the already developed productive forces; they became so many fetters.
They had to be burst asunder; they were burst asunder.
Into their place stepped free competition, accompanied by a social and political
constitution adapted in it, and the economic and political sway of the bourgeois class.
A similar movement is going on before our own eyes.
Modern bourgeois society, with its relations of production, of exchange and of property,
a society that has conjured up such gigantic means of production and of exchange, is
like the sorcerer who is no longer able to control the powers of the nether world whom
he has called up by his spells.

For many a decade past the history of industry and commerce is but the history of the
revolt of modern productive forces against modern conditions of production, against the
property relations that are the conditions for the existence of the bourgeois and of its
rule.
It is enough to mention the commercial crises that by their periodical return put
the existence of the entire bourgeois society on its trial, each time more
threateningly. In these crises, a great part not only of the existing products, but
also of the previously created productive forces, are periodically destroyed.
In these crises, there breaks out an epidemic that, in all earlier epochs, would have
seemed an absurdity — the epidemic of over-production.
Society suddenly finds itself put back into a state of momentary barbarism; it
appears as if a famine, a universal war of devastation, had cut off the supply of
every means of subsistence; industry and commerce seem to be destroyed; and
why?
Because there is too much civilisation, too much means of subsistence, too much
industry, too much commerce.
The productive forces at the disposal of society no longer tend to further the
development of the conditions of bourgeois property; on the contrary, they have become
too powerful for these conditions, by which they are fettered, and so soon as they
overcome these fetters, they bring disorder into the whole of bourgeois society,
endanger the existence of bourgeois property.
The conditions of bourgeois society are too narrow to comprise the wealth created by
them.
And how does the bourgeoisie get over these crises? On the one hand by enforced
destruction of a mass of productive forces; on the other, by the conquest of new
markets, and by the more thorough exploitation of the old ones.
That is to say, by paving the way for more extensive and more destructive crises, and by
diminishing the means whereby crises are prevented.
The weapons with which the bourgeoisie felled feudalism to the ground are now turned
against the bourgeoisie itself.
But not only has the bourgeoisie forged the weapons that bring death to itself; it has also
called into existence the men who are to wield those weapons — the modern working
class — the proletarians.
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Data That Helps Explain The
Trump Vote:
“The Great Recession Decimated
Low-Skill Blue-Collar And Clerical
Jobs”
“Over 95% Of Jobs Created During
The Recovery Have Gone To Workers
With At Least Some College
Education”
“Workers With A High School Diploma
Or Less Added Only 80,000 Jobs”
JUNE 30, 2016 Center on Education and the Workforce [Excerpts]
Over 95 percent of jobs created during the recovery have gone to workers with at least
some college education, while those with a high school diploma or less are being left
behind.
America’s Divided Recovery: College Haves and Have-Nots reveals that those with at
least some college education have captured 11.5 million of the 11.6 million jobs created
during the recovery.
While jobs are back, they are not the same jobs lost during the recession. The Great
Recession decimated low-skill blue-collar and clerical jobs, whereas the recovery added
primarily high-skill managerial and professional jobs.
Graduate degree holders gained 3.8 million jobs, Bachelor’s degree holders gained 4.6
million jobs, and Associate’s degree holders gained 3.1 million jobs, compared to
workers with a high school diploma or less, who added only 80,000 jobs.
Workers with at least some postsecondary education now make up 65 percent of the
total employment. Bachelor’s degree. holders now earn 57 percent of all wages.
Among industries, consulting and business services added the largest number of jobs in
the recovery (2.5 million).

Management added the largest number of jobs of any occupation since the recession
began (1.6 million), and healthcare professional and technical occupations added the
second most jobs (1.5 million)

OCCUPATION PALESTINE

Nedal Eshtayah/APA Images via ZUMA Wire
November 11, 2016
A Palestinian protester uses a slingshot to hurl stones towards Israeli security
forces during clashes following a demonstration against the expropriation of
Palestinian land by Israel in the village of Kfar Qaddum, near Nablus, in the
occupied West Bank;

Zionist Navy Opens Fire On Gaza
Fishermen As Usual;
Soldiers Fire At Farmers As Usual
November 10, 2016 IMEMC News

Israeli navy ships opened fire, on Thursday morning, at several Palestinian fishing boats,
near Gaza city and in central Gaza, while Israeli soldiers opened fire on farmers in their
lands, northeast of Khan Younis, in the southern part of the Gaza Strip.
Eyewitnesses said the Israeli navy ships fired many live rounds at the Palestinian fishing
boats, near Gaza city and near the Nusseirat refugee camp, in addition to Deir al-Balah
in central Gaza. The attacks led to property damage, but did not lead to casualties.
In addition, soldiers stationed on military towers across the border fence, fired many live
rounds at Palestinian farmers, northeast of Khan Younis, forcing them to leave in fear of
additional escalation.
Also on Thursday morning, Israeli soldiers shot and injured a Palestinian child from near
‘Atara military roadblock, between Birzeit and Atara towns, north of the central West
Bank city of Ramallah.

Palestinian Villages Get Two
Hours Of Water A Week:
Israel Implements A Policy Of Water
Cuts Each Summer, But This Year It
Reached An Unprecedented Peak
“The Cost Of Drinking Water Has
Skyrocketed, With Some Families
Spending Up To 30 Percent Of Their
Meagre Incomes To Purchase It”
29 October 16 By Eloise Bollack, Al Jazeera
Enas Taha, a resident of the Palestinian village of Kafr al-Deek in the occupied West
Bank, has become desperate.
"Since the (water) crisis started in June, the municipality has been able to supply water
for only one hour twice a week," Taha told Al Jazeera. "I am checking the weather
forecast every day; they announced rain three weeks ago, but it has not come yet. The
only thing I can do is to pray to God."
Many West Bank communities are facing similar problems, amid an acute water
shortage that has lasted for months.

In the Salfit, Jenin and Hebron governorates, some villages have gone as long as 40
days in a row without running water.
In mid-July, residents in the Bethlehem area staged a sit-in for days to protest against
the shortages, sparking clashes between Palestinian youths and Israeli forces.
"It is a very stressful situation. I have to consider and prioritise every single drop of water
I use," Taha said. "We have barely enough to drink, cook, shower and use the bathroom.
Sometimes I don't do the laundry or clean the house for weeks. It is hot and dusty. This
is exhausting."
Some Palestinians have joked that the water bill collector comes to their homes more
often than water. As demand rises, the cost of drinking water has skyrocketed, with
some families spending up to 30 percent of their meagre incomes to purchase it.
Israel implements a policy of water cuts each summer, but this year, it reached an
unprecedented peak. In early June, Israeli water company Mekorot informed the
Palestinian Water Authority (PWA) of summertime supply cuts totalling more than 50
percent - and the cuts, while not as dramatic, remain in effect today, more than a month
after the official end of summer.
"We are in regular contact with (Mekorot) to find a solution, but they constantly give us
different excuses, such as the increase in demand, rising temperature, etc," Deeb
Abdelghafour, the PWA's director of the water resources department, told Al Jazeera.
The notion that the region is suffering from water scarcity is a myth, he added:
"We have been facing shortages for decades, and the reason is not natural, but
man-made - meaning the Israeli occupation and Israeli control over water
resources in the Palestinian territories."
Israeli officials have stated that water resources are shared equally in Israel and the
occupied Palestinian territories. Israel's Coordinator of Government Activities in the
Territories, a unit in the Israeli army, noted that Israel provides 64 million cubic metres of
water to the Palestinians annually, even though it is only obliged to provide 30 million
under the Oslo accords.
However, disparity is evident in the lush gardens, parks and swimming pools in illegal
Israeli settlements.
The key difference is that Palestinian villages in the West Bank are not connected to the
national water grid, relying instead on local underground supplies.
Palestinians living in remote areas have been hit the hardest by the ongoing water crisis,
as access roads are often poor and the additional costs of delivery result in higher
prices. "We need special 4x4 trucks to drive on the unpaved roads, and it can take up to
two hours to reach the communities," said Hafez Hureini, a resident of at-Tuwani village
and leader of the South Hebron Hills Popular Committee.
Over the summer, Israeli media reported that illegal Jewish settlements in the West
Bank were also suffering from daily disruptions to water supplies, prompting the Israeli

government to establish a new drilling site, Ariel 1, which would provide 250 cubic
metres of water per hour.
Abdelrahman Tamimi, director of the Palestinian Hydrology Group for Water and
Environmental Resources Development, said that this was not where water was needed
the most.
"The wells should be drilled where there is important demand, such as north and south
of Jenin, south of Hebron, or northwest of the Jordan valley. Why in Ariel, I wonder, as a
hydrologist? There is already a well there; they can simply improve its capacity … (This
measure) was definitely not designed to supply Palestinian communities," Tamimi told Al
Jazeera.
In the meantime, Israel has accused Palestinians of tapping into pipes, with the
Israeli Water Authority asserting that 5,000 cubic metres of water is stolen every
day by Palestinians.
"We are aware there is water theft … However, we should ask ourselves why are
the people stealing water? Simply because they are thirsty," Abdelghafour said.
At the same time, increased water demands owing to growing Israeli and Palestinian
populations is stretching the limits of existing water infrastructure. Most of the water
network was installed in 1967, when Israel occupied the West Bank. Today, the
diameters of the pipes are inadequate, and the system is reaching the end of its life
cycle.
"Even to upgrade infrastructure in Area A and B is a headache," Abdelghafour said.
"They (Israel) impose long and complicated procedures in order to issue permits to
import the smallest pieces or equipment."
Data released by the Israeli Water Authority shows that a large expansion in agriculture
in the settlements has led to an estimated rise of 20 to 40 percent in water consumption
this year. "The (Palestinian Authority) has no solution for the water crisis. In my opinion,
Israel has used this summer to put more pressure on us to purchase desalinated water,
so they can allocate groundwater for the settlements and their future expansion," Tamimi
said.
Since 2005, five desalination plants have been built in Israel, now producing
approximately 50 percent of the country's water supply.
"We don't want to substitute water from desalination plants for our historical rights to all
shared water resources," Abdelghafour said. "Once we have our basic rights, based on
equitable allocation of resources and international law, then we can think of other
development options, such as desalination or treatment of waste water."
To check out what life is like under a murderous military occupation commanded
by foreign terrorists, go to:
http://www.palestinechronicle.com/
The occupied nation is Palestine. The foreign terrorists call themselves “Israeli.”
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