
We print below two presentations,
edited for publication, given at a
New York Spartacist League forum
held September 16. The talks are by
guest speaker Ruth, a New Orleans
resident who was working as a nurse
at the time of Hurricane Katrina, and
Barry James, a longtime cadre of the
Spartacist League. 
Ruth: New Orleans and New York
have both just passed anniversaries
of our respective urban tragedies and
lives lost. There was a ton of books,
movies, documentaries out, includ-
ing Spike Lee’s, on New Orleans. I read
and watched as many of them as I could
stand to. They were all very good in con-
veying the visuals and the voices of the
tragedy in New Orleans. 

One thing that was missing completely,
or was only touched on, I would like to
drive home. You might have had the
impression that the Feds were dithering
and doing nothing for those four days that
the people were on the rooftops. The Feds
were not “dithering.” Well, maybe Bush
and Brown were dithering. The Army
was cordoning off New Orleans. The
National Guard, the cops—every level of
law enforcement that wasn’t themselves
deserting or out looting—was putting up
a blockade around the city. 

It seems the first thing they teach in
Law Enforcement 101 is to get control
of the situation. This means preventing
civilians from rescuing anybody. So peo-
ple should die rather than be rescued by
civilians. If you remember the Oakland,
California, pancaking of the expressway
many years ago by an earthquake, the
people from the neighborhood, being
human beings, who are just naturally

inclined to help others in distress, came
out and began pulling people out of cars.
The first thing the cops did when they got
there was to put a stop to this. The same
thing that happened in New Orleans.

What happened was that the press,
which I like to call the prostitute press,
had repeated and spread these lies that
New Orleans had broken down into chaos
after the storm, that looters and killers
were out raping women and children, slit-
ting throats, murdering, pillaging, shoot-
ing down helicopters that were there to
help them, breaking into hospitals for
drugs. You didn’t have to ask what color
these supposed rapists and killers were. It
was assumed they were black. Nobody
had to confirm if in fact any of this was
actually going on. It became the reason
for not going to the rescue: “You can’t go
in there to rescue people, they’re just a
bunch of murderers and rapists.” 

After it was all over and these were all
found to be vicious, racist, murderous
lies, nobody stepped up and took it back.
Nobody retracted it. Everybody just went
on about his way. There’s a black Demo-

cratic mayor, Ray Nagin, and his police
chief, who had assisted in spreading this
panic. After the fact, the mayor fired the
police chief for making him look so bad
by spreading these stories. Another rea-
son for the firing was the police chief
was apparently bent on prosecuting or
pursuing the police who had done a mas-
sive amount of looting. 

One of the more notorious examples
was that they emptied Sewell Cadillac of
every last Cadillac, and also the vintage
Corvette collection. When we got back
to town in October there were still cops
driving around in these Cadillacs. And
this issue has been so thoroughly white-
washed, there had to have been very
high-level people involved, because it’s
been completely laid to rest. And now
Sewell Cadillac makes a joke about it.
They have billboards around town adver-
tising their Cadillacs that say: “Driven
by New Orleans’ Finest.” I’m not kid-
ding. I couldn’t make this stuff up.

And by the way, the looting trials have
come up. They’re handing out 12- to 15-
year sentences to looters. Let me tell you

who the “looters” were. The 20,000
people you saw sweltering in the
Convention Center, the reason they
didn’t die of thirst in the three, four,
five days they were standing there
was, the way one person put it,
“because of the young people with
their cars.” “Young people with their
cars” went off to the Wal-Mart, com-
peted with the local police forces for
the goods and brought back water to
the people who were waiting. Those
were the “looters.” Obviously there
were a few people running around

with televisions; nothing on the order of
what the cops did.

FEMA, Cops Block
Rescue Efforts

Back to the blockade. As soon as the
hurricane hit, from all over the country
came armadas, caravans, flotillas, peo-
ple to the rescue. People towing boats,
private helicopter companies, medical
mobile vans, crews of doctors, crews of
nurses, fleets of ambulances, ice trucks,
Red Cross vehicles, food, water, blankets,
cots. Humane Society people with vans
full of cages. More than you can imagine,
pouring in from all over the country.
Stopped at the border. Not allowed to
get in.

When one of the Memorial Hospital
physicians managed to get out after his
horrific few days in the hospital, bringing
some patients out with him, he found on
the causeway fleets of ambulances lined
up, just sitting there. And he says, “What
are you doing here?”  “We’re here to res-
cue patients.” “How long have you been
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Black Liberation Through
Socialist Revolution!

THE RUSSIAN REVOLUTION OF 1917
FROM THE KORNILOV COUP TO THE OCTOBER REVOLUTION

SEE PAGE 4

New Orleans Racist
Atrocity––One Year After

Race, Class and the 
Fight for a Workers America

Left: In wake of Hurricane Katrina, SWAT teams roll past New Orleans Convention
Center as desperate survivors wait for transportation out of city. Right: One year
later, the Ninth Ward remains devastated, part of rulers’ drive to keep black New
Orleanians from returning.

AP Laforet/NY Times
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I have been a long time supporter of the
policies and program of the International
Communist League and reader of Work-
ers Vanguard and Australasian Spartacist.
I know on occasions WV has over the years
mentioned even written quite at length
about global warming and environmental
issues but given the prominence of green
movements around the world and their
not inconsiderable political influence in
governments and exposure in the corpo-
rate media, I feel more critique is war-
ranted sometimes in WV. In today’s Aus-
tralian Newspaper (a prominent mouth
piece of Australian corporate capitalism)

there is a long article on Al Gore’s opin-
ions on global warming and his belief in
its authenticity. I would like to make the
following points, both questions and state-
ments. Why has a section of the capitalist
class and the corporate media become
converts to some degree of GW? To what
degree is GW some form of latterday
malthusianism? Scientific evidence from
drilling in Greenland ice caps and other
geological evidence has shown enormous
climate change in the past (the ice ages,
etc) and even in historic time there was a
warm period from about the seventh to
the eleventh century and also the mini ice
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NEW YORK CITY—The Spartacist
League joined a September 21 picket line
protest of some 125 people outside the
Mexican Consulate in New York City,
which was called under the slogans “Pro-
test Repression in Oaxaca, Mexico—De-
fend the Striking Teachers!” The teachers,
joined by workers, students and activists,
have occupied large parts of Oaxaca City,
including government buildings, since
June 14, when tens of thousands of work-
ers forced 3,000 police to flee the city
center. In addition to demanding better
wages, the teachers and their supporters
have demanded the ousting of the gov-
ernor of Oaxaca state, Ulises Ruiz of the
Institutional Revolutionary Party (PRI). 

The threat is posed of a bloody military
crackdown to oust the strikers. A spokes-
man for Felipe Calderón of the right-wing
National Action Party (PAN), who was
named the winner of the recent presiden-
tial elections by a dubious “electoral insti-
tute,” has declared that the “challenge to
authority” posed by the teachers and their
supporters in Oaxaca is the country’s
“main problem.” The PAN and the PRI
have called for the federal government to
put an end to the Oaxacan teachers’ plan-
tón (encampment). As for the bourgeois-
populist Party of the Democratic Revolu-
tion (PRD), while its national leadership
has called for negotiations, a Oaxaca PRD
leader has backed repression. 

The main organizer of the New York
protest was the centrist Internationalist
Group (IG). Endorsers included teachers

and professors at the City University of
New York organized in the Professional
Staff Congress union, some CUNY stu-
dent groups and several left organizations,
ranging from the International Socialist
Organization to Progressive Labor Party
to the League for the Revolutionary Party
(LRP). The Spartacist League endorsed
the protest and carried such placards as:
“For Workers Revolution in Mexico and
the U.S.!” and “No Illusions in the Capi-
talist PRD—For a Revolutionary Workers
Party!” Our comrades chanted, “Capital-
ism means strikebreaking and war—Work-
ers revolution is what we’re for!” and
“Stop the anti-immigrant attacks! Down

with the Republicans and Democrats!” 
Speakers from the various reformist

and centrist organizations used plenty of
leftist rhetoric while taking pains not to
differentiate themselves programmatically
from each other. Walter Daum of the LRP
and Jan Norden of the IG, both pseudo-
Trotskyist organizations, denounced the
PRD and gave lip service to the need for
a revolutionary workers party in Mexico
and for socialist revolution. But the Spar-
tacist League speaker was the only one
who put forward the strategic perspec-
tive for workers revolution in Mexico—
Trotsky’s concept of permanent revolu-
tion—and raised some crucial questions
pertaining to the workers’ struggles. Our
speaker began by stating:

“The Spartacist League, U.S. section
of the International Communist League,
stands with the teachers and other work-
ers and oppressed of Oaxaca against
murderous state repression. This is part
of widespread social and class struggle
in Mexico. The ICL salutes the victory
last month of the militant four-month
strike against government union-busting,

a strike by the miners and steel workers
union in Lázaro Cárdenas. Our comrades
of the Grupo Espartaquista de México
have intervened in these struggles, and in
the protests over the presidential elec-
tions, putting forward a program of per-
manent revolution. For Mexico, to achieve
national liberation from the yoke of
U.S. imperialism, to achieve the liber-
ation of the oppressed women, indige-
nous peoples and the peasantry, capitalist
rule must be smashed through workers
revolution, part of international socialist
revolution.” 

Our spokesman took out the IG for its
refusal to defend corporatist unions in
Mexico—i.e., those historically affiliated
to the former ruling PRI—against the
bosses and state repression. While these
unions are run by a corrupt, gangster-
ridden bureaucracy, they have increas-
ingly come into conflict with the capital-
ists and their state, as seen for example,
in the strike in Lázaro Cárdenas by the
SNTMMSRM union (see “Mexico in
Turmoil,” WV No. 876, 15 September).
Yet the IG denounces these unions as “the
class enemy” of the workers. Our com-
rade noted, “The only unions that they
defend in Mexico are the unions which
support the PRD.” Thus does the IG con-
ciliate the bourgeois-nationalist PRD,
serving to reinforce the nationalist con-
sciousness that ideologically chains the
Mexican proletariat to the bourgeoisie. 

As in the U.S., the struggle to forge a
revolutionary internationalist workers party
in Mexico demands a fight for the politi-
cal independence of the proletariat from
the bourgeois state and all bourgeois par-
ties. The SL speaker noted, “Our com-
rades of the GEM fight to break the work-
ers, including the Oaxacan teachers, from
their illusions in the bourgeois-nationalist
PRD, in the populist López Obrador.” He
concluded with the call: “For workers
revolution in Mexico and the U.S.! Down
with state repression in Oaxaca! Victory
to the teachers strike!” ■
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viewpoint of the WV Editorial Board.
We reserve the right to respond to letters

either at the time of publication or at a
later point. In order to facilitate the print-
ing of letters, which we do not edit,
please keep them to 500 words or less.
Letters can be sent to Workers Vanguard,
Box 1377 GPO, New York, NY 10116
or e-mailed to vanguard@tiac.net.
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Letter

On Global Warming

Defend Striking Teachers in Oaxaca, Mexico!

continued on page 13

Capitalism: Wages Falling, 
Profits Rising

Today in the U.S., the share of wages and
salaries in total economic output is at the
lowest level since the government began col-
lecting data in the late 1940s, while the
share of corporate profits is at the highest
level in four decades. While liberal Demo-
crats and reformist leftists put the onus for
the deterioration in workers’ living stan-
dards on the economic policies of the Bush
White House, Karl Marx explained that both
the ever-increasing concentration of produc-

tion and the immiseration of the laboring masses are inherent in the capitalist system
itself. This brutally exploitative and irrationally destructive system must be overthrown
through workers revolution and replaced by a planned, socialist world economy. 

Hand in hand with this centralisation, or this expropriation of many capitalists by
few, develop, on an ever-extending scale, the cooperative form of the labour-process,
the conscious technical application of science, the methodical cultivation of the soil, the
transformation of the instruments of labour into instruments of labour only usable in
common, the economising of all means of production by their use as the means of pro-
duction of combined, socialised labour, the entanglement of all peoples in the net of the
world-market, and with this, the international character of the capitalistic régime.
Along with the constantly diminishing number of the magnates of capital, who usurp
and monopolise all advantages of this process of transformation, grows the mass of
misery, oppression, slavery, degradation, exploitation; but with this too grows the
revolt of the working-class, a class always increasing in numbers, and disciplined,
united, organised by the very mechanism of the process of capitalist production itself.
The monopoly of capital becomes a fetter upon the mode of production, which has
sprung up and flourished along with, and under it. Centralisation of the means of pro-
duction and socialisation of labour at last reach a point where they become incompati-
ble with their capitalist integument. This integument is burst asunder. The knell of cap-
italist private property sounds. The expropriators are expropriated.

—Karl Marx, Capital, Vol. 1 (1867)

TROTSKY LENIN

WV Photos

NYC, September 21: Spartacists join rally for striking Oaxaca teachers out-
side Mexican consulate.
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Amenaza de represión masiva ante repudio a dudosa victoria electoral del PAN

3 DE SEPTIEMBRE—El 1º de septiembre, día del último in-

forme de gobierno de Fox, el gobierno panista transformó gran

parte de la Ciudad de México en una zona de excepción, movi-

lizando a miles de militares y policías —incluyendo a los del

gobierno perredista de la ciudad—, temeroso del descontento

social y de clases que ha estremecido al país durante los últimos

varios meses. Había policías sobre los puentes de las avenidas

que llevan al Palacio Legislativo de San Lázaro y francotiradores

en azoteas e incluso dentro del mismo Palacio; tanquetas con

cañones de agua patrullaban las calles y todas las estaciones del

Metro que llevan a San Lázaro fueron cerradas; el Palacio Le-

gislativo estaba rodeado de vallas metálicas de más de dos metros

de altura y resguardado por soldados con armas desenfundadas.

El periódico perredista La Jornada informó el día anterior, con

base en entrevistas con diversos funcionarios, que las autoridades

federales estaban formando grupos de “disuasión” (unos mil

200 efectivos) entrenados por miembros de los Halcones (quienes

perpetraron la masacre estudiantil de 1971) con el objetivo de

desarticular grupos opositores al gobierno del PAN.

Después de que el PRD anunció que sus legisladores tratarían

de impedir que Fox diera su discurso, el gobierno estaba listo

para disparar contra cualquiera que se acercara a Fox. Sin em-

bargo, cuando los congresistas del PRD ocuparon la tribuna de

Lá testa poco antes de que Fox hablara, éste pre-

mera vez en la historia que a un presidente mexicano se le impide

presentar en vivo su informe anual ante el Congreso.

El PAN está resuelto a imponer a su candidato, Felipe Calde-

rón, a cualquier costo —arremetiendo tanto contra las masas de

obreros y pobres que apoyan al PRD como contra sus propios

oponentes burgueses—. La movilización masiva de las fuerzas

armadas del estado el 1º de septiembre representa un peligro

mortal para el movimiento obrero y la izquierda. Cualquier arre-

metida del gobierno contra el PRD burgués será usada para ir

tras los sindicatos y la izquierda y representa un ataque contra

los derechos democráticos de todos. A pesar de nuestras dife-

rencias políticas, en el caso de una arremetida militar defendemos

al PRD y a sus partidarios.

La sociedad mexicana está cada vez más polarizada, con la bur-

guesía misma dividida y temerosa de que el descontento genera-

lizado —hasta ahora eficientemente canalizado hacia el apoyo al

PRD populista burgués— se transforme en una erupción social.

Tras las elecciones presidenciales del 2 de julio ha habido inmensas

manifestaciones en apoyo al perredista Andrés Manuel López

Obrador (AMLO) —una de las cuales, el 30 de julio, movilizó a

más de dos millones de personas en la Ciudad de México, en la

que ha sido la manifestación política más grande en la historia del

país— en protesta contra la dudosa victoria electoral de Felipe

Calderón del derechista PAN (quien, según el Instituto Federal

0 58 or ciento de ventaja sobreAMLO)
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OAKLAND—On September 15, some
100 people rallied outside the Alameda
County Courthouse in downtown Oak-
land in support of death row political
prisoner Mumia Abu-Jamal. The protest
was called by the Labor Action Commit-
tee to Free Mumia Abu-Jamal (LAC)
under the slogans, “Mumia Abu-Jamal Is
Innocent! For Labor Action to Free
Mumia! End the Racist Death Penalty!”
The Partisan Defense Committee—a
class-struggle legal and social defense
organization associated with the Sparta-
cist League—endorsed the rally on the
basis of these slogans, for which we have
historically struggled. We fought to make
this rally a genuine united-front action:
bringing together diverse organizations in
the urgent fight to free Mumia, with full
debate over contending strategies and
political programs.

A Black Panther Party spokesman in
his youth, an outspoken journalist known
as “the voice of the voiceless” and a sup-
porter of the MOVE organization, Mumia
was convicted in a political, racist frame-
up on demonstrably false charges of
killing Philadelphia police officer Daniel
Faulkner on 9 December 1981. More than
five years ago, Mumia submitted to court
the confession of Arnold Beverly that
he, not Mumia, shot and killed Faulk-
ner. But court after court has refused to
even consider the Beverly confession and
the mountains of supporting evidence of
Mumia’s innocence (see the July 2006
PDC pamphlet, The Fight to Free Mumia
Abu-Jamal—Mumia Is Innocent!). 

As Mumia’s legal appeals reach their
final stages, the PDC is fighting to revi-
talize mass protest centered on the labor
movement, understanding that the only
pressure that will have an impact on the
capitalist rulers and their courts is the fear

of the social consequences of executing
this innocent man or entombing him for
life. On campuses and at union work-
places, the Spartacist League and Sparta-
cus Youth Club distributed the PDC flyer
mobilizing for the rally (see “For Class-
Struggle Defense to Free Mumia Now!”
WV No. 875, 1 September). Based on the
slogans, “There is no justice in the capi-
talist courts! For class-struggle defense to
free Mumia now! Abolish the racist death
penalty!”, the PDC contingent made up
about a third of the rally. Despite the
urgency of Mumia’s cause, it is painfully
clear that the LAC, along with So-
cialist Action (SA) and its Mobilization to
Free Mumia Abu-Jamal, as well as other
endorsers, did virtually nothing to build
this rally.

PDC representative Kathy Ikegami, the

rally’s first speaker, stressed that “the
racist capitalist rulers—both Democrats
and Republicans—are united in their
determination to see Mumia dead because
they see in him the spectre of black revo-
lution. It’s a warning to all who challenge

U.S. imperialism at home and abroad.”
She continued:

“The fight to free this innocent man has
reached a critical juncture. Since the
PDC and Spartacist League took up
Mumia’s case in 1987, we have fought
for class-struggle defense to free Mumia.
We have advocated pursuing all possible
legal proceedings in his case but place
no faith whatsoever in the so-called jus-
tice of the courts. 
“In 1995 millions marched for Mumia
and stopped his execution. So where is
that movement today? It was demobi-
lized and demoralized by reformist left-
ists who deliberately subordinated the
call to free Mumia to the calls for a ‘new
trial’ appealing to bourgeois liberals who
see Mumia’s case as an isolated ‘mis-
carriage of justice’ rather than the con-
scious political frame-up it is. These are
counterposed strategies. The fight to free
Mumia means a class-struggle fight in

opposition to the capitalist state—its
courts, its cops, its military. The ‘new
trial’ slogan builds illusions in the very
justice of the courts that have upheld the
racist frame-up for 24 years. It means
giving up the fight to mobilize the social
power of labor to free Mumia!” 

Reformists, Labor Fakers
Demobilized Support for Mumia

Ikegami noted that the LAC “called
this rally calling to ‘Free Mumia’ though
they have marched in lockstep with those
calling for a ‘new trial’ since their incep-
tion in 1999. They obscure the class
nature of the capitalist state, they deep-
six any critical mention of the Demo-
cratic Party, they provide a ‘labor’ face to
the political program of seeking ‘justice’
from the capitalist state enemy.” Most
subsequent speakers took umbrage at our
exposure of the liberal-reformist strategy
of reliance on the capitalist state. The
LAC’s Carole Seligman, a supporter of
Socialist Viewpoint, complained, “Our job
is not to denounce each other, not to split
hairs, not to polemicize against each other
at a public rally for Mumia.” On the con-
trary, political debate is crucial to revers-
ing the demobilization of mass support for
Mumia and raising the consciousness of
those fighting for his freedom.

In his speech, Jeff Mackler, national
secretary of SA and a coordinator of
the Mobilization to Free Mumia Abu-
Jamal, launched a demagogic attack on
the PDC. Equating our opposition to the
“new trial” slogan with opposing Mumia’s

“Labor Action Committee”: 
No Labor, No Action

continued on page 14
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Workers Vanguard Subscription Drive

Local Quota Week %
(in points) Four

Bay Area 650 385 59%

Chicago 450 411 91%

Los Angeles 325 201 62%

New York 975 623 64%

At Large 250 153 61%

National Total 2,650 1,773 67%

Subscribe Now!
August 16 to October 4

W
V

 P
h

o
to ❑ $10/21 issues of Workers Vanguard ❑ New       ❑ Renewal

(includes English-language Spartacist and Black History and the Class Struggle)
international rates: $25/21 issues—Airmail     $10/21 issues—Seamail

❑ $2/6 introductory issues of Workers Vanguard (includes English-language Spartacist)

❑ $2/4 issues of Espartaco (en español) (includes Spanish-language Spartacist)

Name

Address

Apt. #              

City                                                   State                            Zip

Phone (           ) E-mail
877

Make checks payable/mail to: Spartacist Publishing Co., Box 1377 GPO, New York, NY 10116

WV Photos

Left: Jack Heyman, chair of united-front rally for Mumia Abu-Jamal at Alameda Courthouse. Right: Partisan Defense Committee contingent.

PDC: For a Class-Struggle Fight to
Free Mumia!
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We print below, edited for publica-
tion, the first part of a class given by
comrade Diana Coleman as part of
a series of educationals on Leon
Trotsky’s The History of the Russian
Revolution (1932), which was held in
January of this year as a Spartacist
League young cadre school. The
class covering the period from the
February Revolution through the July
Days, given by comrade T. Marlow,
appeared in WV Nos. 874 (4 August)
and 875 (1 September).

The first chapter of Trotsky’s Les-
sons of October (1924) is called “We
Must Study the October Revolution,”
and the opening line is: “We met with
success in the October Revolution, but
the October Revolution has met with
little success in our press.” Well, we
have an even bigger problem in these
years since the collapse of the Soviet
Union, as our left-wing opponents
who cheered capitalist counterrevo-
lution have effectively renounced any
claim to the heritage of October, our
contacts have never heard of the Rus-
sian Revolution, and our own young
members have been heard to say, “We are
the party of the Russian Revolution—but
I don’t know much about it myself.” We
can rectify the last part of that, anyhow.
So as comrade Marlow told me, he got
the bad part where the Bolsheviks are
having all this trouble and I got the good
part where they win. The two things I
have found most useful to read in addi-
tion to Trotsky’s History of the Russian
Revolution are Lenin’s Collected Works,
Volumes 24, 25, and 26, as well as Alex-
ander Rabinowitch. He is an honest guy
who, to his own surprise, came to the con-
clusion that the Bolsheviks actually inter-

acted with the masses and went in for
lively debate. 

In Lessons of October Trotsky tried to
grapple with the underlying political rea-
sons for the failure of the 1923 German
Revolution. He compared the German
events and the Russian October. Trotsky
details the fights that Lenin waged after
February of 1917 in order to rearm the
party. It was only these fights that made
the victory in October possible. In speak-
ing of the differences in the Bolshevik
Party, Trotsky says: “The fundamental
controversial question around which
everything else centered was this:
whether or not we should struggle for
power; whether or not we should assume
power.” 

Trotsky defined the Bolshevik ten-

dency as, in essence, “such a training,
tempering and organization of the prole-
tarian vanguard as enables the latter to
seize power, arms in hand” and the social-
democratic (Menshevik) tendency as
“the acceptance of reformist oppositional
activity within the framework of bour-
geois society and an adaptation to its
legality—i.e., the actual training of the
masses to become imbued with the invi-
olability of the bourgeois state.” The
struggle between these tendencies makes
itself most strongly felt on the eve of
revolution. Trotsky further made the
point that there is an intimate connection

between the question of power and the
question of war. 

So these are the questions I kept in
mind for this class: the seizure of power,
the interimperialist war, and, of course,
the party, the party and again the party.
Miliukov, the leading representative of
the Russian bourgeoisie such as it was,
recognized the role of the Bolsheviks as a
party when he said: “They knew where
they were going, and they went in the
direction which they had chosen once
for all, toward a goal which came nearer
and nearer with every new, unsuccessful
experiment of compromisism” (quoted in
Trotsky’s History). Yes, but it took strug-
gle, external and internal, because, as
Trotsky says, the party is a living organ-
ism that develops in contradictions. Actu-

ally, I think Trotsky’s History of the
Russian Revolution is very helpful in
understanding dialectical materialism and
contradictions. 

The Bolsheviks 
and the World War

In terms of the interimperialist war,
the Bolshevik position of revolutionary
defeatism was absolutely crucial to bring-
ing off the October Revolution. The politi-
cal battles Lenin waged from 4 August
1914, when German Social Democratic
parliamentary deputies voted in favor of
war credits, to his struggle against the
centrist elements, led by German Social
Democrat Karl Kautsky, that participated
in the international antiwar conferences
in Zimmerwald and Kienthal were criti-
cal. What Lenin hammered on was the
imperialist nature of the war and the revo-
lutionary tasks it demanded; that is, to
turn the imperialist war into a revolution-
ary civil war against the bourgeoisie and
for socialism. 

Another key point was that the great-
est danger to the proletariat and to the
chances of revolution was the centrists
with all their phrases about “peace cam-
paigns” and “peace without annexations”
and, as Lenin said, their real program:
“peace with the social-chauvinists” (see
“The Tasks of the Proletariat in Our
Revolution,” 10 April 1917). So it was
the call for a total break with the Sec-
ond International and for the forma-
tion of a Third International that was
the most controversial aspect of Lenin’s
program. 

With Lenin’s return to Petrograd in
April of 1917, the Bolsheviks reaffirmed
their intransigent opposition to the impe-
rialist war now being waged by the new
“democratic” capitalist government in
Russia. Lenin denounced “revolutionary”
defensism as “the worst enemy of the
further progress and success of the Rus-
sian revolution.” Certainly the Bolsheviks
attempted to find a “bridge” to the defens-
ist sentiments of the masses. Lenin
worked hard to patiently explain the
Bolshevik position to the working masses
(honest defensists, he called them), who
in reality had nothing to gain from the
imperialist war, contrasting them with

the bourgeoisie, intellectuals and
social-patriots, who knew quite well
that it is impossible to give up annexa-
tions without giving up the rule of
capital. 

However, there was a bigger ques-
tion at issue here—dual power. The
working masses had overthrown the
tsar and created the soviets: incipient
organs of proletarian state power.
So the proletariat had in hand a con-
quest worth defending. In Russia
there was dual power and a class war
was raging; the Bolsheviks had to
have a tactical approach that took into
account the very real possibility of the
seizure of state power by the working
class. 

The Aftermath of 
the July Days

I’ll take up where comrade Marlow
left off. The period following the July
Days was what Trotsky called “the
month of the great slander.” Lenin
and Zinoviev went into hiding; Trot-
sky, Lunacharsky, Kamenev, Raskol-
nikov (a Bolshevik sailors’ leader and
author of Kronstadt and Petrograd in
1917) and many others were jailed.
In The Bolsheviks Come to Power
(1976), Alexander Rabinowitch quotes

a Left Menshevik who described the
streets of Petrograd on July 5 as “a coun-
terrevolutionary orgy” and said that it
was one of the saddest days of his life (a
very Menshevik comment). Neverthe-
less, it was the Mensheviks and Social
Revolutionary (SR) soviet leaders who
were leading the charge in the anti-
Bolshevik repression. The Bolsheviks
were also blamed for the collapse of the
military offensive, a ridiculous charge. 

The ever-present Sukhanov, a Left
Menshevik often quoted by Trotsky in
his History, couldn’t understand why
Lenin wouldn’t present himself for a
government inquiry into who was
responsible for the July unrest. There
was some sentiment to this effect in the
Bolshevik Party too, but a look at the
fate of Luxemburg and Liebknecht, who
were murdered in the counterrevolution-
ary terror unleashed by the Social Demo-
cratic government in Berlin in 1919,
makes clear exactly what Lenin was wor-
ried about. However, the repression fol-
lowing the July Days was shallow and
temporary. In The Bolsheviks Come to
Power, Rabinowitch has a chapter called
“The Ineffectiveness of Repression.” He
writes: “Kerensky’s flaming hard-line
rhetoric notwithstanding, almost none of
the major repressive measures adopted
by the cabinet during this period either
was fully implemented or successfully
achieved its objectives.” 

Disarming the workers and the Petro-
grad garrison units loyal to the Bol-
sheviks wasn’t very successful. Some
army personnel were transferred to the
front, but contrary to plan, the units
were not dissolved. Although many Bol-
shevik leaders were arrested, many were
released during the Kornilov days and
none were ever brought to trial be-
cause the revolution intervened. In any
case, there were still some 32,000 Bolshe-
viks loose in Petrograd. Raskolnikov says: 

“The events of July 3-5 and the cam-
paign of savage repression which fol-
lowed them thoroughly exposed the
counterrevolutionary and anti-democratic
position of the bourgeois government of
Kerensky. The Mensheviks and SRs, tan-
gled in the nets of the coalition, discred-
ited themselves finally and irreparably.
“But our persecuted Party, surrounded by
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Petrograd, 1917: Meeting at railway station to encourage formation of Red Guard
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Above: Fake papers used by Lenin to evade
arrest after July Days. While in hiding, Lenin
wrote The State and Revolution, first pub-
lished in 1918 (left).



the aureole of martyrdom, emerged from
these trials even better steeled than before,
with its influence and the number of its
supporters increased to an unprecedented
degree.”

—Kronstadt and Petrograd in
1917 (1925) 

In his History, Trotsky comments that
in October many local Bolshevik leaders
would look at the workers they were
leading, remember how they held up
in July, and assign tasks accordingly.
Lenin’s April Theses gave the party a
correct, principled orientation, and the
July Days and their aftermath steeled
the party, but neither of these resolved
the disagreements among the party tops,
which reached their sharpest expression
during the most decisive moment of the
revolution—in the days of October. 

Kornilov’s Attempted Coup

The Kornilov events signaled an abrupt
shift in the situation to the benefit of
the Bolsheviks and the working class.
Kornilov: the man with the heart of a lion
and the brains of a sheep. Kornilov
had been a monarchist of the “Black
Hundred” (pogromist) type. Eisenstein’s
movie October, which is good despite its
anti-Trotsky slander, depicts the previ-
ously dismantled statue of the tsar repeat-
edly leaping back into place during the
Kornilov insurrection: a quite apt image.
Kornilov was a monarchist, but Miliukov,
the epitome of the liberal bourgeoisie,
wanted some version of the monarchy,
too. One thing that interested me in
Trotsky’s History was the two successive
chapters titled “Kerensky’s Plot” and
“Kornilov’s Insurrection.” I guess the first
time I read the book I didn’t understand
how much Kerensky was plotting with

Kornilov. It was clear that, had the
Bolsheviks not mobilized the workers,
Kerensky would have just sat there para-
lyzed as Petrograd was invaded as part of
a coup plot that Kerensky had originally
thought was going to make him dictator.
The Bolsheviks and the workers would
have been slaughtered.

During the Kornilov events, Trotsky
relates how sailors from the revolutionary
Kronstadt garrison asked, “Isn’t it time to
arrest the government?” Trotsky’s answer
was: “No, not yet.... Use Kerensky as a
gun-rest to shoot Kornilov. Afterward we
will settle with Kerensky.” The fact that
the Kronstadt sailors now listened more
carefully to the Bolsheviks than in the
July Days showed the maturing of the
workers’ and soldiers’ political under-
standing. Trotsky said the same thing in
another way when he said that Kerensky
and Kornilov were “two variants of one
and the same danger…the one chronic
and the other acute” and that you had to
“ward off the acute danger first, in order
afterwards to settle with the chronic one.” 

Trotsky makes some thought-provoking
remarks when he talks about aspects of
bonapartism in the Russian Revolution.
He says that Kerensky was not the repre-
sentative of the soviets in the government
like the SR leader Chernov or the Men-

shevik Tseretelli, but the living tie
between the bourgeoisie and the democ-
racy: the “personal incarnation of the
Coalition itself.” Kornilov was a different
kind of bonapartist. 

Meanwhile, Lenin was arguing against
the right-wing deviation in the Bolshevik
Party, which manifested itself in drawing
closer to the Menshevik and SR soviet
majority and, in part, to “defense of the
fatherland.” Lenin said: “Even now we
must not support Kerensky’s govern-
ment. This is unprincipled. We may be
asked: aren’t we going to fight against
Kornilov? Of course we must! But this is
not the same thing; there is a dividing
line here, which is being stepped over by
some Bolsheviks who fall into compro-
mise” (“To the Central Committee of the
RSDLP,” 30 August 1917). 

So here we see military defense of, but
not political support to, the Provisional

Government. In the same letter, Lenin
explained how this was to be used like
an effective united front: “We shall fight,
we are fighting against Kornilov, just as

Kerensky’s troops do, but we do not sup-
port Kerensky. On the contrary, we
expose his weakness.” Lenin continues:
“It would be wrong to think that we have
moved farther away from the task of the
proletariat winning power. No. We have
come very close to it, not directly, but
from the side.” Lenin kept the proletarian
seizure of power in mind at all times.

By August 30, the Kornilov insurrec-
tion disintegrated: the railroad workers
wouldn’t move him, his troops were won
over by Bolshevik agitators, workers tore
up the train tracks, etc. Throughout this
whole period all these right-wingers were
always saying, “If only I had one good
regiment!” Except that they never did.
The Bolsheviks gained greatly from these
events. In his 1922 memoir, Sukhanov
spoke candidly about the role of the
Bolsheviks in the Soviet “Committee for
Struggle Against the Counterrevolution”
which included SRs, Mensheviks, as well
as Bolsheviks:

“At that time theirs [the Bolsheviks’]
was the only organization that was large,
welded together by elementary disci-
pline, and united with the democratic
rank-and-file of the capital. Without

them the Military Revolutionary Com-
mittee was impotent; without them it
could only have passed the time
with makeshift proclamations and flabby
speeches by orators who had long since
lost all authority. With the Bolshe-
viks, however, the Military Revolution-
ary Committee had at its disposal the full
power of all organized worker-soldier
strength, of whatever kind.” 

—N. N. Sukhanov, The Russian
Revolution 1917 (1955)

That’s right: if you want to fight right-
wing reaction you need Bolsheviks! 

Kornilov’s Defeat and 
the Rise of Bolshevism

Alexander Rabinowitch, sort of puz-
zled, says of Kerensky: 

“One might have expected that at this
point, having suffered so badly at the
hands of the right and having witnessed
the enormous power of the left, the
prime minister would have taken pains to
retain the support of the latter. Yet,
obsessed more than ever by fear of the
extreme left and still intent on somehow
strengthening the war effort, Kerensky
now behaved almost as if the Kornilov
affair had not happened.... Kerensky
began laying plans to form an authori-
tarian government oriented toward law
and order—a right-socialist-liberal coali-
tion cabinet in which the influence of the
Kadets would be stronger than ever.”

—The Bolsheviks Come to Power

Rabinowitch thinks Kerensky was stupid,
but what were Kerensky’s choices? Lenin
put it clearly when he said, “Kerensky is
a Kornilovite; by sheer accident he has
had a quarrel with Kornilov himself, but
he remains in the most intimate alliance
with other Kornilovites” (“Heroes of
Fraud and the Mistakes of the Bolshe-
viks,” September 1917). In any case, by
this time the masses were fed up not only
with Kornilov, the Kadets and Kerensky,
coalitionism in general was discredited
too. 

Everything was shifting to the left, and
the situation of the country was getting
worse by the minute: famine was threat-
ening, capitalists were deliberately sab-
otaging industry, soldiers were starving,
Riga had been fairly deliberately aban-
doned to German imperialism and Petro-
grad was threatened. Even the Menshe-
vik and SR compromisers were saying
that a coalition with the Kadets was no
longer thinkable. Of course, the Kadets
hadn’t changed any, so why had it been
thinkable before? 

Lenin had withdrawn the slogan “All
Power to the Soviets” in the aftermath of
the July Days as Bolsheviks were being
hounded and jailed, not least by the
Menshevik and SR soviet majority. He
now began to think it was necessary to

look to the factory committees, instead
of the soviets, as the organs of workers
power. But between September 1 and 3
he wrote “On Compromises.” Seeing the
soviets revitalized by the struggle against
Kornilov and the Menshevik and SR
compromisers at least talking about “no
coalition,” he offered this compromise to
them: 

“The compromise on our part is our
return to the pre-July demand of all
power to the Soviets and a government
of S.R.s and Mensheviks responsible to
the Soviets. 
“Now, and only now, perhaps during
only a few days or a week or two, such a
government could be set up and consoli-
dated in a perfectly peaceful way….
“The Bolsheviks, without making any
claim to participate in the government
(which is impossible for the internation-
alists unless a dictatorship of the prole-
tariat and the poor peasants has been
realised), would refrain from demanding
the immediate transfer of power to the
proletariat and the poor peasants and
from employing revolutionary methods
of fighting for this demand.” 

Instead, with new elections to the
soviets and full freedom of propaganda
the Bolsheviks would peaceably fight for
their ideas. Not surprisingly, the Menshe-
vik and SR compromisers made clear that
they were not up for this, which was an
important lesson for some Bolsheviks and
many workers. The slogan “All Power to
the Soviets” was again suspended, but in
the next few days the Bolsheviks won a
majority in the Petrograd Soviet, and, fol-
lowing that, in a number of other soviets
also. The slogan therefore received a new
meaning: all power to the Bolshevik
soviets. So now the soviets really repre-
sented the interests of the working class,
as the proletariat was becoming not
merely a class in itself, but a class for
itself. In this situation the slogan had
decisively ceased to be a slogan of peace-
ful development. The party was launched
on the road of armed insurrection through
the soviets and in the name of the soviets.

Lenin’s Struggles with 
the Central Committee

The seizure of power was clearly on
the order of the day, or I should say, it
should have been on the order of the day.
From mid-September onwards, Lenin
began pounding away at this: that the
Bolsheviks should get on with it and do
it! In “The Bolsheviks Must Assume
Power,” written between September 12
and 14, Lenin says: “The point is to
make the task clear to the Party. The
present task must be an armed upris-

ing in Petrograd and Moscow (with its
region), the seizing of power and the
overthrow of the government. We must
consider how to agitate for this without
expressly saying as much in the press.” 

Let me touch on other things before I
get into the political debates over the sei-
zure of power. The April Theses called
for a break with the centrists of Zimmer-
wald and the formation of a Third Inter-
national. This was not accepted at the
April Bolshevik Party conference, where
Lenin cast the only vote against partici-
pation in a projected Zimmerwald anti-
war conference in May. In “The Tasks of
the Proletariat in Our Revolution,” he
wrote: “It is not as yet known in Russia
that the Zimmerwald majority are noth-

ing but Kautskyites.” Lenin went on:
“The Zimmerwald bog can no longer be
tolerated. We must not, for the sake of
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We print below, edited for publica-
tion, the first part of a class given
by comrade T. Marlow, which was one
in a series of educationals on Leon
Trotsky’s The History of the Russian
Revolution (1932) held in January of
this year as a Spartacist League young
cadre school. 

It was in the course of the year 1917
that Leon Trotsky, co-leader with V. I.
Lenin of the October Revolution, came
over to the Bolshevik Party. Trotsky had
declared his political solidarity with
the Bolsheviks to the party’s leaders
upon his return to Russia in May 1917.
Having facilitated the fusion of the
Inter-Borough Group of United Social
Democrats (known as the “Mezhray-
ontsi”) with the Bolshevik Party, Trot-
sky formally joined the Bolsheviks as
part of this fusion in July.

Trotsky titled the first chapter of
his History of the Russian Revolution
“Peculiarities of Russia’s Develop-
ment”; his summary of the 1917 Feb-
ruary Revolution is “The Paradox of
the February Revolution.” These two
themes continue throughout the events that
occurred in Russia in 1917, which culmi-
nated in the October Revolution. The first
goes back to Trotsky’s brilliant prognosis,
Results and Prospects (1906), which fore-
cast not only the possibility, but the neces-
sity for the Russian proletariat to seize
power, leading behind it the mass of the
peasants. This work, begun in 1904, was
completed shortly after the 1905 Revolu-
tion, which shook the rotting edifice of the
tsarist monarchy to its core. But it did not
overthrow the monarchy. That task would
have to wait until 12 years later, which is
the second of Trotsky’s themes. Its comple-
tion in the conquest of state power by the
Bolsheviks occurred a mere eight months
after the February Revolution deposed Tsar
Nicholas Romanov and his dynasty.

A key outgrowth of 1905 was the cre-
ation of the soviets (workers councils).
These were formed spontaneously by the
insurgent workers and had not been called
f b f

though from under the earth, and imme-diately became incomparably more pow-erful than all the other organisationswhich later tried to compete with them(the municipalities, the co-operatives,and in part the trade unions). As for thepeasantry, a class by its very nature scat-tered, thanks to the war and revolution itwas exactly at that moment organised asnever before. The war had assembled thepeasants into an army, and the revolutionhad given the army a political character!No fewer than eight million peasantswere united in companies and squadrons,which had immediately created their revo-lutionary representation and could throughit at any moment be brought to their feetby a telephone call.”
The politicization of the peasants—

driven at bottom by their desire for a
sweeping agrarian revolution—was criti-
cal. Without the support, overt or tacit, of
the peasants, the proletarian revolution
could not hope to succeed and survive in
backward Russia, with its overwhelm-
ingly agrarian population.

Wa  d R

dynasty, Russia could not have avoided
participation in the interimperialist con-
flict. Trotsky placed Russia’s participa-
tion in WWI somewhere between that of
France (a full-blown imperialist power)
and China (with its comprador bourgeoi-
sie subservient to the big powers). In his
History, he adds:

“Russia paid in this way for her right tobe an ally of advanced countries, toimport capital and pay interest on it—that is, essentially, for her right to be aprivileged colony of her allies—but atthe same time for her right to oppressand rob Turkey, Persia, Galicia, and ingeneral the countries weaker and morebackward than herself.”
Russia did not do well in the war.

There were some successes against the
Austrians, but as Trotsky notes, this was
less due to the skill of the Russians than
to: “The disintegrating Hapsburg monar-
chy had long ago hung out a sign for an
undertaker, not demanding any high qual-
ifications of him ”

Council of Ministers: “The contempo-
rary demands of military technique are
beyond our powers; in any case we can-
not keep up with the Germans” (quoted
in Trotsky’s History). Two years later,
in the aftermath of the revolutionary
upheaval and repression of the July
Days, and the failure of then-Minister
of War Kerensky’s June offensive, this
same general would rail: “People fol-
lowed the old banners as sacred things
and went to their deaths…. But to
what have the red banners brought us?
To the surrender of armies in whole
corps.” The decrepit generals and the
bourgeoisie would blame Russia’s col-
lapse on the Bolsheviks, whom they
slanderously claimed were acting as
paid agents of Germany.

By Trotsky’s reckoning, some 15
million men, mostly peasants, were
mobilized for the war, out of which
5.5 million were counted as killed,
wounded or captured; some 2.5 mil-
lion were killed. Trotsky encapsulated
the situation as follows: “‘Everything
for the war!’ said the ministers, depu-
ties, generals, journalists. ‘Yes,’ the
soldier began to think in the trenches,
‘they are all ready to fight to the last

drop...of my blood’.”
The extraordinary casualty rates were

due both to incompetent military com-
mand and a pervasive lack of supplies,
including weapons and ammunition, and
even boots. Meanwhile, the capitalists were
making huge profits selling (often infe-
rior) goods to the government, paid for by
exactions on the working class and also
by more and more loans from the City of
London and the French Bourse (stock
market). Rodzianko, Lord Chamberlain
under Tsar Nicholas II, later President of
the State Duma (Russian Parliament), and
one of the leaders of the Russian big bour-
geoisie, got rich by providing low quality,
essentially useless wood to be used for
rifle stocks. As an aside, one might note
that Halliburton has a long line of prede-
cessors! Trotsky speaks of the “shower of
gold” coming from the top that funded
the lavish parties of the rich, while the
lo l
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VAAPRussian workers demonstration calling for eight-hour workday, 1917. Banner in rearreads “Long Live the Soviet of Workers Deputies.”

Peasants
demonstrate in
Siberia, 1917.
Banners call to
open the way for
women, hail the
democratic
republic and
demand
confiscation of
church land for 
use of starving
peasants.
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Above: Counter-
revolutionary
General Kornilov.
Left: Kornilov’s
troops being
disarmed.
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As if going through adolescence weren’t
already difficult enough, the capitalist
class and its state continue to make things
worse by intervening in the most intimate
and fraught part of coming of age: sex.
From repressive legislation to “abstinence
only” moralism masquerading as sex edu-
cation, the church and the state seek to
instill fear and loathing about sex in young
people. Attacks on the rights of youth to
engage in sex and to have access to con-
traception and abortion serve as a spear-
head for broader anti-woman and anti-
sex assaults.

In July, the U.S. Senate passed the
Child Custody Protection Act. If it be-
comes law, a person who helps a minor
escape parental notification laws by tak-
ing her across state lines to obtain an
abortion will face federal charges for,
according to George W. Bush, “jeopar-
diz[ing] the lives of young women” (New
York Times, 26 July). The law would
intensify the witchhunting climate and
increase the powers of the state to go
after young women and abortion pro-
viders, who already face anti-abortion
harassment and murderous terror.

The Spartacus Youth Clubs oppose this
law and all laws restricting abortion rights
for women, including teenagers. As we
wrote in “Defend Abortion Rights! Free
Abortion on Demand!” (WV No. 750, 19
January 2001): 

“Abortion is a politically explosive issue
because it raises the question of the
equality of women. This simple and safe
medical procedure provides women with
some control over whether or not to have
children. For this reason it is viewed as a
threat to the institution of the family
which is a crucial prop for the system of
capitalist exploitation.” 

In California, Proposition 85, an
amended version of the Proposition 73

“squeal rule” law that was defeated at the
polls last year, is on the ballot for Novem-
ber. It would mandate that parents be
notified 48 hours in advance of a minor
having an abortion. These squeal rules not
only violate a young woman’s privacy, but
also give parents control over life-shaping
decisions that young women should be
allowed to make on their own. The SYCs
uphold the right to abortion as a neces-

sary measure for women’s health and
well-being. It is only by the twisted logic
of the church and state that a teenager is
better off being forced to have a baby. 

A 7 May article in the New York Times
Magazine by Russell Shorto called
“Contra-Contraception” details the cam-
paign against contraception not only by

the Catholic church, but also increasing
numbers of fundamentalist Protestants
who have embraced the Vatican’s view
that both contraception and abortion are
verboten because they prevent procrea-
tion. As Marxists, we understand that both
contraception and abortion are simply

means of birth control, which should be
made freely accessible through the fight
for free, quality health care for all.

The morning-after pill (Plan B), highly
effective in preventing pregnancy for
up to 72 hours after unprotected sex, has
been declared safe by scientists across
the board. Yet its approval for over-the-
counter sales by the Food and Drug
Administration was blocked for three

years under pressure from religious and
political forces. Even now, women under
18, who have the hardest time getting
contraception, will not be able to get the
morning-after pill without a prescription!

The Holy Trinity: 
Family, Church and State 

The very important development of
the human papillomavirus (HPV) vac-
cine, which would protect women from a
virus that is the primary cause of cervi-
cal cancer, was accompanied by an out-
cry from Christian right-wingers like
Bridget Maher of the Family Research
Council who howled: “Giving the HPV
vaccine to young women could be poten-
tially harmful, because they may see it as
a licence [sic] to engage in premarital
sex.” In other words, these “pro-life” reac-
tionaries would rather see young women
die than have sex. Similar to religious
nuts who say that AIDS is a “punishment”
for promiscuity or homosexuality, most
of what passes for sex education these
days presents pregnancy or some loath-
some disease as the punishment for teen-
agers who “disobey” the no-sex-before-
marriage rule. Using fear and ignorance
to try to prevent youth from acting on
the biological urge to experience sexual
pleasure is as old as the claim that mas-
turbation causes blindness.

Why is the ruling class so worried
about what we do in our bedrooms?
Because they seek to strengthen the insti-
tution of the family, a key prop for capi-

talism. This institution is also the main
source of the oppression of women and
youth. The institution of the family arose
with the advent of private property as a
mechanism for transmitting wealth to
“legitimate” offspring through inheritance.
Guaranteeing the paternity of the heir
required that the woman, not the man, be
chaste before marriage and monogamous
during it. The oppression of women is
rooted in this social subordination, which
is also expressed in the foisting of the
burden of child-rearing and housework
onto women in individual family units.

The institution of the family also serves
as the bedrock of social conservatism,
which the bourgeoisie uses to instill obe-
dience to authority. This is why it is
upheld as the norm even for the working
class, which has little or no property to
hand down. Together with religion, the
family promotes a puritanical morality
based on the repression of anything that
deviates from the family ideal—from pre-
marital to gay sex. Adults are driven to
be fearful and docile, and children obedi-
ent and often guilt-ridden. This helps
ensure that the capitalists have pliant
workers to exploit and youth willing to
die for “God and country” in imperialist
wars.

Birds Do It, Bees Do It, 
Teens Do It

One cannot deny that teenagers have
sex, just as one cannot deny the obvious
changes that a person’s body goes
through during puberty. Despite centu-
ries of church- and state-imposed deter-
rents, from the threat of burning eternally
in hell to hellish punishments on earth
like death by stoning, promiscuous and
gay sex have been prevalent throughout
the ages.

Abstinence until marriage, then one
partner for life is a “norm” that is at odds
with the makeup of the human animal:
just look at the themes of the most popu-
lar TV shows, hit songs, novels, movies
and Web sites, not to mention the fact that
prostitution is a thriving business. In a
very insightful chapter of the book Why
Is Sex Fun? The Evolution of Human
Sexuality, Jared Diamond (author of Guns,
Germs, and Steel) uses a comparison
between humans and other animals to
make the point that sex among humans
has a social purpose other than procrea-
tion. As opposed to most other group-
living mammals who engage in sex only

during the females’ blatantly advertised
period of ovulation: 

“In fact, we humans are the ones whose
scarcely detectable ovulations make us
members of a small minority in the ani-
mal world ....
“We’re also bizarre in our nearly con-
tinuous practice of sex, a behavior that is
a direct consequence of our concealed
ovulations. Most other animal species
confine sex to a brief estrous period
around the advertised time of ovulation.” 

What people choose to do for fun with
their own bodies, with or without the aim
of procreation, should be no business of
the capitalist state. As we say in the Pro-
grammatic Statement of the Spartacist
League/U.S.: “We oppose all laws which
enable the bourgeois state to regulate the
consensual sexual activity of youth and
to exercise social control under the guise
of ‘protecting children’.” The SYCs take
no position on what age a person should
or should not have sex. We are opposed
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the Zimmerwald ‘Kautskyites,’ continue
the semi-alliance with the chauvinist
International of the Plekhanovs and
Scheidemanns.” 

In May the Bolshevik Central Commit-
tee passed a motion that they would walk
out of Zimmerwald if the Zimmerwald-
ists called for any discussion with Second
International social-patriots. This battle
continued; in August Lenin was denounc-
ing Kamenev for speaking out in public
in favor of going to a proposed Stock-
holm antiwar conference, which was to
be a nasty mélange of Russian compro-
misers, Kautskyites and outright social-
patriots. This demonstrated that every-
thing Lenin said as to why they should
get out of Zimmerwald was true. Trotsky
said the road to Stockholm was the road
to the Second International. It is impor-
tant to remember that in the very heat of
the struggle, Lenin did not for a single
moment forget the task of creating a new
Communist International. It wasn’t until
after the October Revolution that the
Third International was founded.

Let me talk a little about the Demo-
cratic Conference, which went on from
September 14-22, and the Pre-Parliament
that followed on October 7. I won’t go
into all the ins and outs of the Democratic
Conference, since it’s kind of boring.
This was a totally rigged conference in
which the Mensheviks and SRs saw to
it that conservative and outright bour-
geois forces were preponderant. Through
the channel of the Democratic Confer-
ence and the Pre-Parliament, the politi-
cal awareness of the masses was to
be directed away from the soviets, as
“temporary” and dying institutions, to the
Constituent Assembly and a bourgeois
republic. Lenin was still in hiding, chaf-
ing at the refusal of the Bolshevik Central
Committee to get on with the insurrec-
tion. In his spare time he was writing The
State and Revolution, which he made
Kamenev promise to complete and print
if he were to be assassinated. 

Just as the Democratic Conference
closed, Lenin wrote for the Bolshevik

newspaper an article referring to it as a
“hideous fraud” and a “pigsty” and com-
paring it to the Duma (Russian parlia-
ment under the tsar). The second part of
Lenin’s article took on the errors of the
Bolsheviks and argued that when the
nature of the conference became clear,
the Bolsheviks should have walked out
in protest. In a comradely but direct way,
the article specifically takes up Kamenev
and Zinoviev, their enthusiasm for the
conference and their weak speeches.
Lenin stated that 99 percent of the
Bolshevik delegation should have left the
Democratic Conference and gone to the
factories and barracks to discuss with the

masses the lessons of this farcical con-
ference and the rottenness of the Men-
shevik and SR compromisers. It is
revealing that although Lenin wanted
this article, titled “Heroes of Fraud and
the Mistakes of the Bolsheviks,” to be
published in the Bolshevik paper, it was
censored by the Editorial Board so that it
was only called “Heroes of Fraud,” and
all direct criticisms of the Bolsheviks
were edited out. We can assume Lenin
was furious and worried. 

Within a few days, Lenin had con-
cluded that the Bolsheviks never should
have gone to the Democratic Conference
and was arguing furiously for a boycott
of the upcoming Pre-Parliament, as was

Trotsky. They were not immediately suc-
cessful. The majority of the large frac-
tion who had gone to the Democratic
Conference was in favor of going to the
Pre-Parliament—you have to keep your
eye on those parliamentary fractions,
something that comrades used to remind
me of when I ran for office. Lenin
demanded to know: Who was the parlia-
mentary fraction to decide these ques-
tions in any case? He was on the war-
path, despite the comparatively narrow
scope of the question, because it was
another attempt by the rightist leaders
in the party to turn the party onto the
road of “completing the democratic revo-

lution.” In reality the quarrel revived
the April disagreements and initiated the
disagreements of October. Actually, as
comrade George Foster has pointed out,
the differences with Kamenev and Stalin
went back to 1912.

Toward the Proletarian
Conquest of Power

The question was whether the party
should accommodate its tasks to the
development of a bourgeois republic, or
set itself the goal of the conquest of
power by the proletariat. The deeper one
went into the rank and file of the party,
the more members were for the boycott
of the Pre-Parliament. The Kiev city-

wide conference, calling for the boycott,
stated: “There is no use wasting time
in chattering and spreading illusions”
(quoted in Trotsky’s History). Thus, the
party promptly corrected its leaders. In
the end, the Bolsheviks only went to the
Pre-Parliament to denounce the whole
thing in a ten-minute-long speech by Trot-
sky and then walked out.

The Bolshevization of the masses was
proceeding apace all over the country, as
were the peasant seizures of land—a real
peasant war in the countryside. This was
a necessary component of the revolution.
The Menshevik and SR compromisers
were appalled, but consoled themselves
with the thought that this was just
the ignorant “dark masses.” “Their Bol-
shevism,” wrote Sukhanov scornfully,
“was nothing but hatred for the coalition
and longing for land and peace” (quoted
in Trotsky’s History). As though this
were so little! Hatred for the coalition
meant a desire to take power from the
bourgeoisie. Land and peace was the
colossal program which the peasant and
soldier masses intended to carry out
under the leadership of the workers. 

The agitation for the Second Congress
of Soviets was wildly popular with the
masses because everyone knew it would
have a Bolshevik majority. Consequently,
it was unpopular with the Menshevik and
SR compromisers, who kept trying to
put off the congress. Like any form of
representative government, the soviets
were not perfect; especially in times of
rapid shifts in consciousness they lagged
behind the masses. By September you see
Lenin writing very specific articles like
“The Impending Catastrophe and How To
Combat It” in which he lays out the
socialist tasks that the proletariat must
take on, even with the understanding that
Russia was a backward country: nation-
alization of the banks and workers con-
trol of industry. He wrote: “It is impos-

sible…to go forward without advancing

towards socialism, without taking steps

towards it (steps conditioned and deter-
mined by the level of technology and cul-
ture: large-scale machine production can-
not be ‘introduced’ in peasant agriculture
nor abolished in the sugar industry).” 

[TO BE CONTINUED]

to arbitrary “age of consent” laws, which
conflate consensual sex with violent
crimes. We advocate the concept of effec-

tive consent, which means that as long as
both parties consent to the act, nobody,
least of all the state, has any right to tell
them they can’t do it.

That “age of consent” laws are used
to punish youth, and not to protect chil-
dren, is shown graphically by the case of
Matthew Koso, who was sentenced ear-
lier this year to 18 to 30 months in prison
by a Nebraska judge for “first-degree
sexual assault.” His crime? Koso, who is
now 23, began having sex with his then
13-year-old girlfriend when he was 21.
After she became pregnant, they were
married with the consent of her mother
under Kansas law. This made no differ-
ence to the judge who complained about
“the repetition of offenses” because Koso
was breaking the law by sleeping with his
wife! Now he sits in prison while she is

left to care for their baby. Free Matthew

Koso!

It is not only the sex police that make
life miserable for youth, but also the
“guardians” of moral order who denounce
homosexuality because it strays from the
bourgeois model of “one man on one
woman for life.” As shown in a recent
survey by the Gay, Lesbian and Straight
Education Network, anti-gay attacks are
a daily part of life for gay, lesbian and
transgender youth: nearly two-thirds re-
ported feeling unsafe at school, over a
third experienced physical harassment
and nearly a fifth were assaulted because
of their sexual orientation. Religious
reaction paves the way for murderous
anti-gay terror, such as the brutal killings
of Matthew Shepard in 1998 and Gwen
Araujo in 2002. The SYCs oppose all
forms of anti-gay bigotry and fight for
full democratic rights for gay people. 

Bourgeois triumphalism over the sup-

posed “death of communism” in the wake
of the destruction of the Soviet Union
has fueled a massive growth in religious
reaction and anti-science superstition. The
Christian fundamentalists want to force
their stifling morality on everyone, taking
their anti-evolution, pro-prayer and “absti-
nence only” campaigns to the schools.
Youth should be given comprehensive,
science-based sex education. Instead the
federal government has spent hundreds of
millions of dollars on “abstinence” pro-
grams. As Marx once said, “ignorance
never helped nor did anybody any good.”
Take a look at Lubbock, Texas, a district
with an “abstinence only” sex education
policy, the subject of a documentary called
The Education of Shelby Knox. It shows a
popular preacher telling high school youth
that if they have sex they “will get hurt
physically, mentally, emotionally, spiri-
tually and financially.” Many students,
including Shelby herself, pledge to stay
“pure” until marriage. 

So teen sex has been stamped out in
this community, right? Wrong. Lubbock
has some of the highest rates of teen preg-
nancy and sexually transmitted diseases
(STDs) in the nation. What happened?
The policies of Lubbock and other heav-
ily religious communities do not keep sex
from happening (in a delicious twist, the
film ends with the head of the school dis-
trict resigning because he was caught hav-
ing an affair with an employee). Instead,
they promote a climate of ignorance and
fear, which greatly increases the risk of
unwanted pregnancies and STDs. This
moral crusade against sex reveals its
deadly nature when you look at the rapid
spread of HIV and AIDS here and in other

countries that promote abstinence pro-
grams. The horrific statistics underline our
call for the separation of church and state. 

Democrats Pander to 
Anti-Abortion Reaction

Liberals and feminists tout Hillary Clin-
ton as a great defender of women’s rights
for joining anti-abortion Democrat Harry

Reid in promoting the so-called “Preven-
tion First Act.” This proposal was intended
to find common ground with anti-abortion
bigots, asking them to “put their money
where their mouths are” and to support
increased access to birth control and sex
education. Clinton and the Democrats are
aiding the crusade against abortion rights

by appealing to the wing of the bourgeoi-
sie who want to rid this country of it alto-
gether. That’s because they agree on the
same goal—the regimentation of youth

First session
of Petrograd
Soviet after
Bolsheviks
won a majority
in early
September
1917.
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Anti-sex, anti-youth hysteria: Meeker’s
Epidemic (2002), distributed by pub-
lisher of “abstinence only” curricula,
promotes argument that sex kills.

February 7:
Convicted of
“sexual assault”
for sleeping with
his teenage
wife, Matthew
Koso says
goodbye to her
before being
imprisoned.
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here?” “Three days.”  The Feds wouldn’t
let them in.

Methodist Hospital in New Orleans
East—a primarily, maybe 90 percent
black area—is part of a nationwide chain
of for-profit hospitals. The nationwide
chain sent in helicopters, sent in buses to
evacuate their patients. FEMA confis-
cated the helicopters. Ochsner Hospital
had its own helicopter and was making
plans to get their sickest patients out by
helicopter. FEMA confiscated their heli-
copter. Methodist Hospital went out and
got another fleet of helicopters after their
first ones were stolen by the Feds, and
managed this time to evade them. (The
first time they didn’t understand that they
had to evade them to get into town.) And
they evacuated their own patients.

So the Feds weren’t just “dithering.”
They weren’t doing nothing. They were
doing something. They were doing what
they do.

Things were pretty chaotic, and as it
turned out there was a way into the city—
across the causeway and down River
Road to uptown New Orleans. That is the
way that the few rescuers who did get in
managed to make it, along with Sean
Penn the movie star, the Wal-Mart trucks,
the television crews, news cameras and
the subsequent footage that wound up
turning the tide when the rest of the world
saw the plight that people were in.

Memorial Hospital, owned by Tenet
Corporation, is the hospital uptown where
a doctor and two nurses have been
arrested for murder. I get questions about
this. A lot of patients died at Memorial
Hospital, and they were indeed killed.
Not by their heroic caregivers—killed by
the Feds. Killed by the bourgeois state. A
recent series in the New Orleans Times-
Picayune interviews a bunch of the peo-
ple who stayed throughout, and the sto-
ries they tell are hair-raising. There was a
fellow whose mother was a patient. He
had hired a sitter to stay with her, he was
evacuating. “You stay with her, hell or
high water.” The last cell-phone message
the sitter got out to the son was, “Come
and get us, people are dying, the nurses
are scared, help us.” 

So this guy, who’s just an ordinary
guy, manages to join up on the causeway
with a flotilla of other average, ordinary
guys who came with their boats of every
description—you name it, rowboats,
canoes, motorboats, yachts. He told them
what he knew about his mother and
Memorial Hospital. They teamed up and
they managed to get through and begin
evacuating people from two points at
Memorial Hospital, the front door and
the back door. 

Before long, the cops—I use this
generically, a lot of the law enforcement
agencies were working together, borrow-
ing each others’ forces—came to the
front door and spoke to the doctor in
charge and said, “You have to shut down
this rescue operation. The sun is going
down, it’s getting dark, and we can’t
guarantee your safety.” “We can’t guar-

antee your safety”! The doctor tells the
story: “I stood at the front door and I

talked to the cops and I agreed with them
and I engaged them and we went on in a
long conversation, while quietly out the
back door the rescue operation contin-
ued.” Five hundred people were evacu-
ated from that hospital by private means,
private citizens. By the time the Feds
finally came in there was a very small
number left to be rescued. That’s a pri-
vate hospital.

Charity Hospital, downtown, didn’t
have any rescuers coming. They were far-
ther into the city, and nobody was there
but poor black patients without means.
The doctor in charge there—his name
was Ben Deboisblanc, a good New
Orleans name—told the story. Patients
were dying after the power failure, as they
were at Memorial. Temperatures outside
were 95 degrees, inside the building they
were easily 105. He had one unreliable
telephone line out and a battery-powered
radio that worked some of the time. That
was it for contact with the outside world.
At one point he heard over his radio,
“Charity Hospital has been evacuated.”
The staff were crushed. They thought,
“Oh my god, they think we’re evacuated,
they’re never going to come for us.” 

So they managed to get hold of some
national news organization and explained
their plight: “We’re here, nobody’s rescu-
ing us.” This national news organization
lines up a private helicopter company to
go to Charity Hospital. They never made
it. We can only assume they met the same
fate as the other helicopters that were sent
in. So the staff at Charity had to evacuate
their patients in anything that would float,
across the street, one by one to Tulane
Hospital, up to their roof to wait for res-
cue. More people died on the roof.

Yet another physician was interviewed
by the Discovery Channel. He’d been at
the Superdome and he’d been at the Con-
vention Center, treating patients as best as
he could, having no water, no food, no
medications, no supplies. He was asked
by the interviewer, “Did you treat or see
any gunshot wounds?” “No.” “Any stab-
bings?” “No.” “Any trauma of any kind?”
“No.” I think you remember the stories.
There was one suicide, some people died
in their wheelchairs. But basically the
hysteria was nothing but hysteria. 

When the National Guard finally came

—this would have been Friday or Sat-
urday, after the hurricane hit on Mon-
day—they finally came to save the peo-
ple at the Convention Center. What is the
first thing that they did? Well, what is
the first thing that you would do if you
were a bourgeois state going to save
people who’ve not had water or food,
who are dying in their wheelchairs?
Well, of course, you would search them
for weapons. They searched 19,000 peo-
ple at the Convention Center and came
up with 16 weapons. At the Superdome,
they searched 39,000 people and confis-

cated 50 weapons. Can you imagine the
time it took to search those people?
Shaking them down?

The tide was turned when the national
news coverage embarrassed the bour-
geois state into doing something.

Rulers to Black People: 
Stay Out 

I’d like to fast-forward to the present
time to make the one other point that I
would like to drive home, about the
recovery. A lot of people have asked me,
why are you rebuilding? I’ve got this
T-shirt I made up, “We’re Rebuilding and
Don’t Try to Stop Us.” A lot of people and
forces and entities are trying to stop us.

I wrote several letters to Workers Van-
guard over the past year about the
extraordinary, naked lengths to which the
bourgeois and petty-bourgeois forces
have gone to keep black people from
returning. This was an unprecedented
situation. It’s never happened before that
a modern city got completely evacuated.
There was nobody there but law enforce-
ment. At this moment, a light bulb went
on over the head of the bourgeoisie. Rub-
bing its hands, it said, “Oh boy, this is our
chance. We can keep the black people
from coming back.” “Black people/crimi-
nals”—all the same in their minds.

Well, I’m happy to report a year later
that these forces have lost some ground.
By hook and by crook and willy-nilly,
people have come back. Over half the
population is back, and a lot more are
nearby, poised to come home. People
love New Orleans. You know how people
love New York, you can’t get them to
live anywhere else? They just love New
York? Well, New Orleans is another city
like that.

So there are people living, like in my
neighborhood, where there’s a bunch of
FEMA trailers that are not hooked up to
electricity. There are people staying with
their brother in St. Charles Parish, they’re
staying with their cousin in Slidell,
they’re staying on the West Bank with
friends, they’re staying part-time in their
FEMA trailer and part-time somewhere
else. They’re nearby, they voted in the
April election. They want to find a way
home, so they’re positioning themselves
to come back.

The position of the racist powers that
be originally was, “Okay, we don’t want
anything repopulated” in New Orleans
East, Gentilly, Mid-City, Central City,
certainly the Ninth Ward, Gert Town—
all but basically the unflooded and
wealthy 20 percent along the river. “We
don’t want any of it repopulated, it’s
too low. Take it for a given that we’re
not going to fix the canal walls.” And
that was the line they drew and where
they wanted it. Nagin, the mayor, is
kind of a weather vane. He blows which-
ever way the weather is, but basi-
cally, he’ll tell you, he’s the candidate
of capital. He dithered, and the dither-
ing was to the benefit of people like
me. It was a big struggle but we finally
got electricity—took us five months.
It took us ten months and we finally
got mail.

But now, I think the bottom line is, the
ruling class has kind of drawn a line,
saying, “Okay, those people are already
here, we can’t stop them, they’re already

rebuilding, they’re grandfathered in, they
got their apartments. But we’re really
drawing the line in these few places:
people are not coming back to the proj-
ects, people are not coming back to the
Ninth Ward, and we are not rebuilding
Charity Hospital.” So that’s their line in
the sand that they have drawn, and they
are going to fight to the death—not their
own death, somebody else’s death. So,
the line has moved.

The Ninth Ward

I’ve got to say something about the
Ninth Ward, because people do ask me,
“Well, isn’t it just going to flood again?”
Well, why should it? Fix the canal walls!
An article in Time magazine [28 August]
that criticizes New Orleanians for not
getting their act together and conforming
to the “smaller footprint” that is being
dictated, says, “91% of Americans live
in places at a moderate-to-high risk of
earthquakes, volcanoes, tornadoes, wild-
fires, hurricanes, flooding, high-winds
damage or terrorism, according to an
estimate calculated for Time by the Haz-
ards and Vulnerability Research Institute
at the University of South Carolina.” 

Sure, New Orleans is below or at sea
level. All the ports in the world are—
that’s why they are built there [laughter].
But who is it who just decided, “We’re
not going to let people back in New
Orleans”? The urban planners are furious
that the rebuilding is going on willy-nilly
and that their plans have not been put into
effect yet. Here’s Time magazine: “Worst
of all, Mayor Ray Nagin and the city
council are still not talking honestly about
the fact that New Orleans will have to
occupy a much smaller footprint in the
future. It simply can’t provide city services

New Orleans...
(continued from page 1)
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Abandoned by racist rulers, some Hurricane Katrina survivors were rescued
through heroic efforts of individuals.

April 4:
Demonstrators

push past
security guards

in effort to
reclaim their
homes at St.

Bernard public
housing project.
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Barry James, Spartacist League: The
continuing racist atrocity that is New
Orleans in the aftermath of Katrina
exposes the naked class- and race-hatred
of the American ruling class for the
working class and dispossessed. It is
truly repugnant that Bush, one year later,
could return to New Orleans and call for
the return of “soul” and for the “saints to
come marching back,” along with his
tone-deaf nostalgia, to once again sit on
the racist patrician Mississippi Senator
Trent Lott’s porch and look out over
the Gulf. Not for nothing did Nina
Simone sing and rage against the Jim
Crow South—“Mississippi Goddam”! If
Katrina has removed the fig leaf of
Bush’s last shred of credibility, it’s the
task of the revolutionary Marxists of the
Spartacist League to place the blame no
less squarely on the Democratic Party
and the capitalist system itself. 

Nothing that happened then or since
was an accident or acts of some isolated
criminals, though criminals they are. The
forced displacement and dispersal of
black New Orleanians must be reversed.
In many cases, the displaced do not have
the means to return. There are no jobs,
no housing, no schools and no health
care. By every measure—police brutality,
incarceration rates, education, hospital
care—New Orleans before the storm was
a place of brutal exploitation and oppres-
sion, worse statistically but not dissimilar
to other American cities with large black
populations. 

We place no faith in illusory appeals to
the capitalist state or any capitalist party
to change the priorities of the capitalist
system. An urgent necessity is a class-
conscious and combative labor move-
ment. Such a movement requires the
ouster of the pro-Democratic Party labor
tops. The reality of black oppression will
not change short of proletarian socialist

revolution. We are for black liberation
through socialist revolution and a social-
ist planned economy. 

The response to Katrina by the govern-
ment at all levels was profoundly racist
and anti-working-class. To the extent
working-class and poor whites got the
shaft—and they did—it only underscores
that attacks on the working class are
wrapped in the envelope of raw racism.
This is how this racist ruling class treats
what it deems a surplus population. It was
not an idle rant of a neocon when a Loui-
siana Congressman said that Katrina and
God had done what the New Orleans rul-
ing elite could not: drive out the residents
of New Orleans housing projects.

Business and real estate interests and
politicians of both parties saw in Katrina
an opportunity to shrink the city to an
adult Disneyland on the Mississippi. The
government’s deadly delay and downright
obstruction in assisting the victims of the
hurricane is in stark contrast to the speed
with which the crony capitalist looters of

Iraq infamy have swooped in to extract
massive profits in New Orleans. And the
black Democratic political layer in New
Orleans, very often drawn from the Cre-
oles, are widely viewed as the junior part-
ners of New Orleans business interests
and in full accord with the plan to push
out poor black people. Our job is to fan
the flames of class hatred and sear into
the consciousness of the working class
the horrific magnitude of racist oppres-
sion and the desperate necessity for class
struggle against capitalism and its ulti-
mate overthrow.

Here’s what a black longshoreman
involved in rescue work in the immediate
aftermath told me. He said rescuers in heli-
copters were “passing over the poor, black
people that they left stranded on rooftops,
in attics, on streets.... It was common citi-
zens who did the right thing. They com-
mandeered some boats, went out there and
started gallantly and frantically rescuing
people.” He added, “At the time of a
tragedy, there was segregation.... ‘All for

one and one for all’? That didn’t exist
here” [see “We All Gave, but We Received
Nothing,” WV No. 868, 14 April].

Recall the two pictures, virtually the
same yet with distinctly different cap-
tions. In one instance, a black person
is supposedly “looting”; in the other, a
white is availing himself of life’s neces-
sities in harsh conditions. When I asked
this longshoreman about media reports of
looting, here’s what he told me. He said
that he spent 24 hours straight rescuing
people, seeing floating bodies of babies,
children and adults. A producer for the
Oprah show sticks a mike in his face and
asks him what he’s been doing. Long-
shoreman: I commandeered some boats
to rescue people. Producer: What do you
mean commandeered? Longshoreman: I
stole them.

FEMA and the federal, city and state
governments ignored, created and exac-
erbated by their prevarication a beyond-
desperate situation. For two days, water
from broken levees poured into the city
before any significant action was taken
to stem that tide, while tens of thousands
of poor and black people were trapped
without any means of escape. Then they
blamed the victims, heaping scorn and
demonizing an entire population that
could not evacuate. 

The big players in the white elite are
determining how to rebuild the city. These
are dominated by real estate interests who
are widely viewed as having decisive
influence over Mayor Ray Nagin, who
was re-elected with the white vote and
supported Bush’s election in 2000. One
of these real estate investors is James
Reiss, the chair of the Regional Transit
Authority and responsible for the buses
that were not used to evacuate stranded
residents. The Society for the Prevention
of Cruelty to Animals was more attentive
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across its old boundaries, and its old boun-
daries cannot realistically be defended
against a major storm anytime soon.”  Who
accepts this? Who decided this?

Everybody except the black people in
the Ninth Ward, and a few others of us,
accepts that “you can’t rebuild the Ninth
Ward.” Nobody is saying that you can’t
rebuild Lakeview. Lakeview was flooded
just as badly as the Ninth Ward, just as
deep, washed away just as many homes.
But there’s a few differences. Every-
body’s kids in Lakeview are in private
schools, they’ve got money. The Ninth
Ward is the working poor. They are two-
thirds of the workers at Harrah’s Casino,
which has benefits. They are the dock
workers, they are the schoolteachers,
they are the bus drivers, they are the
chefs, the cooks, the musicians. 

But they’re poor—they’re the working
poor. But here’s the interesting point: the
Ninth Ward has a higher elevation than
Lakeview. More of its houses are already
built up on piers. People who have been
to New Orleans have seen these shotgun
houses built up on piers because of his-
toric flooding. The Ninth Ward has a
higher rate of home ownership and a
higher rate of home insurance. The differ-
ence is, Lakeview is 99-point-something
percent white, and the Ninth Ward is

99-point-something percent black. So,
for all the forces like Nagin, etc. who say
that this is not a race issue—you do the
math. Charity Hospital clientele is over-
whelmingly black. Projects, maybe 98
percent black. Bus ridership is being
slashed. Who rides the buses? Ninety-five
percent black. 

The Ninth Ward is the only place that
has been totally denied electricity and,
for the most part, water. So they can’t
even gut and rebuild. They’re just totally
denied the means to do so. So that’s the
Ninth Ward that “everybody” agrees—
everybody in the bourgeoisie agrees—
should not be rebuilt.

Crony Capitalism

The Democratic and Republican politi-
cians have had the same program on this.
They’re behind the Louisiana Recovery
Authority and the “Bring New Orleans
Back Commission,” which are holding up
the billions of dollars of aid that were
voted finally by Congress. Congressional
trips come down and say, “What hap-
pened to all the billions of dollars we sent
you? We still see miles of devastation.”
Well, the money is in the hands of FEMA.
And it’s now in the hands of the Loui-
siana Recovery Authority, and their con-
ditions for releasing it to the homeowners

and the people who want to rebuild is,
“You have to come up with a plan.” Each
and every neighborhood has to come up
with a plan that is acceptable to the Loui-
siana Recovery Authority. And urban
planning basically means, “What part of
your territory do you agree will not be
repopulated?” That is the question, the
condition and the premise of the urban
plan. 

The head of the Louisiana Recovery
Authority is Norman Francis. I think he’s
a Democrat. He’s president of Xavier
University and the black cover for all of
this. Some of the Spartacist comrades
were in the room at an NAACP meeting
in New Orleans not long ago where Nor-
man Francis got up and said, “You can’t
just be handing out this money willy-nilly
to these people.” And people were getting
up from the audience saying, “Well, wait
a minute—you’re putting up way too
many obstacles. Have you tried to go
through the application process to get this
money? Do you know how hard it is?”
And Norman Francis stood there and told
them, “You can’t just be giving it out—if
you went to a bank and you wanted a lot
of money, you wouldn’t expect to get all
that money without a lot of paperwork,
now would you?” 

Bush came to town shortly thereafter.

And Norman Francis got a private audi-
ence with him. This is Norman Francis’s
account: “We’ve got to quicken up the
pace on the money, but I told the presi-
dent directly, that if we’re putting $10.2
billion out on the street, then we’d better
make sure we do it right. There are
plenty of hustlers out there that will be
ready to take it” [Times-Picayune, 29
August]. This is a variation on an old
theme. Remember when welfare recip-
ients were given coupons and food
stamps, because “if you give them cash,
they’ll go out and spend it on liquor and
fast cars and lottery tickets. So you can’t
just be handing money out to people.” 

Well, where is the money going? They
already handed out the money in Mis-
sissippi. Louisianans are saying, “How
come we can’t have ours?” It went to
Northrop Grumman, it went to Belfor, it
went to Halliburton’s sub-sub-sub-sub-
subcontractors who, by the way, disap-
pear on payday when the Mexican and
migrant workers show up for their pay.
So that money’s already been passed out.

The Spartacist League has been com-
ing down, talking to people. Barry inter-
viewed the longshoreman, if you remem-
ber the article in Workers Vanguard [No.
868, 12 April]. The longshoremen who
rescued people by boat also told the
story of having to duck and hide from
the cops who were trying to prevent him
from doing so. The comrades have been
going to the hiring halls, have been get-
ting out on the campuses and selling
Workers Vanguard, putting out the only
program, putting out the only words that
are correctly characterizing this situation
and calling it what it is: a racist atrocity.
And the SL is the only group putting for-
ward a program that would make any
difference and have the chance to change
this situation. Because band-aids aren’t
going to work. Democrats and Republi-
cans—not a dime’s worth of difference.
So thanks to the Spartacist League for
making it an issue, not only in New
Orleans, but everywhere else. This word
has to be spread all over the place. And
the SL is doing it.

Break with the Democrats!  For a Revolutionary Workers Party!

continued on page 10

AP

In midst of flood, white couple was
described by Agence France-Presse pho-
tographer as “finding food,” while young
black man was described by AP photog-
rapher as “looting.”

MSNBC Howie Luvzus

MSNBC’s Countdown video caught New Orleans cops looting at Wal-Mart after hurricane. Sewell car dealership
billboard jokes about suspected police theft of some 200 cars.

AFP



10 WORKERS VANGUARD

to animals than any government agencies
were to people.

The Prelude and the Storm

It has long been the plan to rid the city
of public housing projects and poor resi-
dents. The plan is to abandon whole parts
of the city and justify it in terms of ecol-
ogy and science. Low-lying poor neigh-
borhoods, known as the backswamps,
would be returned to parks or retention
ponds to protect the property holdings of
the rich. The view of the ruling elite is that
they want the black entertainers but not the
black working or plebeian class. 

The whole tack of the “Bring New
Orleans Back” commission is to rebuild
the city “with better services and fewer
poor people.” Because of vocal opposi-
tion to the plan that called for a mora-
torium on rebuilding in certain areas,
Nagin initially backed off supporting the
proposal. The real estate developers are
counting on capitalist market forces—no
insurance coverage, racist redlining and
refusal to refinance mortgages, aided by
new FEMA flood maps—to make the dis-
persal irreversible. Likewise, the Loui-
siana Recovery Authority believes that
economic factors will shrink the city.
Governor [Kathleen Babineaux] Blanco, a
Democrat, who’s reflecting the ambient
racist hostility of the rest of Louisiana
toward New Orleans, has engineered a
state takeover of the schools, most of
which remain closed. The bulk of the rest
have been made into restricted charter
schools. Like Bush, she has sponsored tax
breaks for the oil companies in the name
of economic recovery. 

It would be naive not to assume a crass
political motive for Washington’s rejec-
tion of funds for Louisiana. New Orleans
was a black majority, Democratic strong-
hold that often decided the balance of
power in statewide elections. With the dis-
persal of so much of the black population,
Louisiana as a whole might well shift to
the Republican column. The attack on
black voting rights has been a sustained
theme of the Bush administration.

A model for gentrification may be
River Garden, a supposed public/private,
mixed-income, Clinton-era development,
which replaced the demolished St. Tho-
mas housing project. Again, Katrina was
a perfect storm to enable the real estate
interests to acquire prime real estate near
the central business district and adjacent
to the French Quarter. On June 14, the
Department of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment and the Housing Authority of
New Orleans approved a plan to demolish
four public housing projects within three
years. Of the 49,000 public housing resi-
dents before Katrina, only 1,000 are

back in New Orleans. Ominously, New
Orleans passed an ordinance requiring the
gutting, mold remediation and boarding
up of houses by August 29. If owners
didn’t comply, the city threatened to per-
form the job and place a lien on the prop-
erty. Remember that 80 percent of New
Orleans, or some 250,000 dwellings,
were flooded. In this way the city may
accomplish, using eminent domain, what
the New Orleans commission wanted to
do all along.

Thousands of unionized jobs have
been lost with the closure of Charity
Hospital, the virtual elimination of the
public school system and the gutting
of the large United Teachers of New
Orleans, and the shrinking of bus routes
driven by members of the Amalgamated
Transit Union. Katrina has become a pre-
text for government-supported union-
busting. FEMA originated under Jimmy
Carter and was planned by Reagan as
an agency that would run concentra-
tion camps for government-designated
“undesirables” in the event of a so-called
national emergency. Thus it should come
as no surprise that, at a nearly empty
FEMA trailer park in Morgan City, resi-
dents were prohibited from talking to the

press without the presence of a FEMA
representative!

If you visited New Orleans today,
you’d be struck by how utterly destroyed
and without city services whole swaths
of the city are. The failure to rebuild, or
make it possible for people to rebuild, in
this lost year is part of the mechanism by
which black people have been kept out
of the city. As Douglas Brinkley, author
of The Great Deluge [2006], put it: “The
crucial point is that the inaction is delib-
erate—the inaction is the action.”

Capitalism is a profit-driven system.
From the standpoint of meeting human
need, it’s irrational. The Netherlands’
complex of flood-control levees was
strengthened in 1953 after a storm killed

hundreds. So the technology and pump-
ing systems exist. The racist American
ruling class does not have the intention or
the will to do it. Contrast this to the tiny
Cuban deformed workers state and its
meager resources exacerbated by imperi-
alist blockade. Though located in hurri-
cane alley, it manages, through social
organization, to spare its population the
tribulations visited upon the black popu-
lation of New Orleans. In the storm’s
aftermath, Bush rejected the offer of aid
from Cuba—hurricane-hardened medical
doctors and rescue teams.

“Doing Katrina Time”

The American Civil Liberties Union
(ACLU) National Prison Project has
issued a report on the inhuman abuse
meted out to prisoners in the hurricane at
Orleans Parish Prison (OPP). It is a dev-
astating window on the capitalist system
of injustice. The ACLU believes that
the prisons can be reformed, even as
they demonstrate in this report that all
attempts at reform have been rebuffed in
practice. This flows from their (and our
reformist opponents’) view of the capital-
ist state as a neutral body that can be pres-
sured to serve the interests of the working

class and oppressed. For Marxists, the
capitalist state—which at its core consists
of the cops, the military, the prison system
and the courts—is the instrument for
organized violence to ensure the rule of
the capitalists over the proletariat. Down
through history, it has been shown that
the working class cannot reform the bour-
geois state and use it in its own interests
but must smash it and create its own state. 

Before Katrina, the OPP held 6,500
prisoners. In the U.S., a country with the
highest national incarceration rate in the
world and where 12 percent of all black
males in their late 20s are in prison, New
Orleans had the highest incarceration rate
of any large city. Orleans Parish is almost
67 percent black, but 90 percent of the
inmates are black. Sixty percent of the
OPP detainees were men and women who
were jailed for traffic or parking viola-
tions, public drunkenness or failure to pay
a fine. Most of the detainees were pre-

trial, meaning they had never been con-
victed of anything. Moreover, at the time
of the storm some significant number
were enrolled in school, drug or alcohol
treatment or GED programs as a condi-
tion of probation. Immigrant prisoners
who had been rounded up in la migra
raids faced the same hellish conditions.
One attorney for them said: “It’s easier to
visit my clients on death row than it is to
visit an INS detainee at Orleans Parish
Prison.”

The brutality before the storm in this
place was legend. Women shackled during
labor, juveniles punched and kicked in
the face, mental patients in five-point
restraints dying of dehydration. The daily
racist brutality and dehumanization gen-
erated many lawsuits. Here you have the
proper analog for the notorious American-
run facility in Iraq, Abu Ghraib.

When the levees broke, the prisoners
were put in lockdown and maced for ask-
ing to be let out of their cells. Women had
to climb to the third level of bunks to
escape the water. They had to urinate and

defecate over the sides of their beds. Pris-
oners spent days in toxic waters as the
prison guards left them to die. Detainees
then opened the jail gates. Some prison-
ers managed to pound their way out to
a rooftop, where they hung a banner:
“HELP NO FOOD DYING.” There were
three boats to evacuate 7,000 people.
Waiting for evacuation, the prisoners
were bunched together like cattle and
forced to stand in water up to their necks. 

When the prisoners finally made it to
the I-10 overpass, their ordeal was not
over. They were placed in rows and
seated back to back. The guards used
taser guns on them if they stretched.
They were forced to urinate and defecate
on their clothes where they sat while
SWAT teams called them racist epithets,
crackheads, whores and bitches. Juvenile
detainees were maced for asking for
water in the broiling sun. So hellish were
the conditions that some detainees were
relieved to arrive at the notorious Angola
state prison, a former slave plantation—
not so former.

The flooded OPP opened quickly after
the storm despite health concerns. The
OPP was too profitable an enterprise to be
out of commission long. The city of New
Orleans was paying the OPP roughly
$100,000 per day for housing prisoners.
Federal prisoners, including so-called
illegal immigrants, are even more prof-
itable and were returned to the prison
quickly. The prompt return of the prison
population was a source not only of
income for the prison but also of prison
labor, really akin to the pervasive prison
labor system that flourished in the South
after Reconstruction. The current sheriff
wants to make prisoners available for
work ordinarily done by city workers.
The prisoners personally receive effec-
tively no wages. Many prisoners await
trial to this day for minor offenses. It’s
called doing Katrina time. 

This penal servitude is both an affront
and another threat to labor in the South.
The return of the chain gang shows the
link between black and labor rights. The
need to organize and unionize the South
will be a monumental battle. Prisoners
are powerless. ILA longshoremen and
Avondale shipyard workers are not.
Unlocking that power through the fight
for a class-struggle opposition to the pro-
capitalist labor bureaucrats, advancing
the consciousness of the working class, is
the task of the revolutionary party. Either
the South will be organized through
social struggle—which can only be
achieved if the labor movement con-
sciously addresses black oppression—or
the features of the South will become
increasingly dominant across the land. 

“End of Racism” Mythology

Katrina’s aftermath did not generate
massive nationwide social protest at all,
and certainly not the necessary protest by
the labor movement, due to the accom-
modation of its leadership to the racist,
capitalist status quo. Even as Katrina
exposed the realities of race and class and
their inevitable intertwining in capitalist
America, there is in the air the so-called
“end of racism” ideology that seeks to
blunt the hard truth of racist oppression.
In a CNN poll after the hurricane, only
12 percent of whites thought race was a
factor in the government’s virtually non-
existent response in the immediate after-
math of Katrina. Five times that many
blacks thought race was decisive. This
split reflects a similar gulf in conscious-
ness evident after the O. J. Simpson ver-
dict in 1995.

Mayor Nagin can be heard on the
radio fulminating that the mistreatment
by the government was due to being
poor, not to being black. This is also the
line of the NAACP, one of whose youth-
ful supporters told us that racism was not
the main issue, class was. While Nagin is
simply toeing the line out of Washington,
there clearly is an adaptation to it from
mainstream black organizations, local
politicians and ostensible leftists. The
question of class is fundamental in capi-
talist America; this is not in contradic-

New Orleans...
(continued from page 9)

Thousands
of Mexican

workers flocked
to Gulf Coast

following
Katrina for

cleanup and
construction

work, laboring
under brutal
conditions.
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tion to the centrality of black oppression
to American capitalism.

At a New Orleans AFL-CIO Labor
Day picnic, on the other hand, we found
that black workers were more clear-eyed
and vocal about the treatment meted out
to black New Orleanians. This may be
because not a few of them spent days on
the roofs of their flooded homes waiting
to be rescued. One black longshoreman
told us, “They wouldn’t have done this to
any other city.” In fact, the attacks on the
working class and the population as a
whole are presaged and “justified” by the
gutting of advances and the diminution
of the rights of black people. 

The demise of the Soviet Union has
spawned bourgeois triumphalism. The
destruction of the USSR was a historic
defeat for the proletariat that has thrown
back consciousness and allowed the
imperialist bourgeoisies to step up attacks
domestically and internationally. The per-
nicious false consciousness that the “play-
ing field has been leveled” must be com-
batted at every turn. 

It’s a sign of the times that we are
obliged to make the case for the strategic
centrality of the black question in the
struggle for workers revolution in this
country. One measure of how bad things
are in America is that former Presi-
dent Clinton was dubbed the first black
president, though he had ostentatiously
returned to Little Rock during his 1992
campaign to oversee the execution of a
brain-damaged black man and proudly
ended “welfare as we know it.” The rise of
a mealy-mouthed black Democratic poli-
tician, Barack Obama, is seen to be repre-
sentative of a “color-blind” America. 

This so-called end of racism is related
to and intimately linked to the bourgeois
triumphalism attendant on the demise of
the Soviet Union that was supposed to
mean the “end of history” and the “death
of communism.” This points to the rela-
tionship between black oppression and

the Russian question. Put another way,
the achievement of substantial legal equal-
ity for black people, beginning after
World War II, was also heavily motivated
by U.S. imperialism’s felt need to look
good internationally—not least in its
competition with the Soviet Union in the
Third World. 

The civil rights movement represented
a major social upheaval which broke
up the reactionary Cold War consensus.
Struggles against women’s oppression
and anti-gay bigotry were able to exploit
openings created by the civil rights move-
ment, which broke the back of Jim Crow
in the American South. The civil rights
struggles fed burgeoning protest against
the Vietnam War and opened the door to
some significant labor struggles in the
U.S. The civil rights movement is not a
distant, remote factor. Not least, today’s
“culture wars” are being fought against
some holdovers from this period. And the
ruling class is intent on reversing the
gains of the civil rights movement, how-
ever minimal they may be now, to widen
and deepen the wedge of attack against
the working class. 

Black and Red 

America’s rulers foster racial divisions
in the North and South in order to obscure
the divisions between the classes that are

fundamental to capitalist society and to
head off united working-class struggle.
The special oppression of black people as
a race-color caste is a cornerstone of
American capitalism. The mass of the
black population is kept at the bottom of
this capitalist society. At the same time,
doubly oppressed black workers form a
strategic component of the American pro-
letariat. Won to a revolutionary program,
black workers will play a leading role
in the struggle to emancipate the black
masses and all working people by sweep-
ing away the entire system of capitalist
exploitation.

We fight for revolutionary integration.
We understand that the struggle for inte-
gration of black people into American
society on the basis of full economic,
social and political equality can only be
realized through a proletarian revolution
that uproots the capitalist system and
ushers in an egalitarian socialist society.

We seek to mobilize the labor move-
ment to fight every manifestation of racist
rollback without defending the miserable
status quo. We fight for open admissions
and free higher education for all. We

demand a massive public works program
in New Orleans at union wages with
union protection. We fight for quality
integrated housing and schools and for
free, quality health care for all. 

When the civil rights movement swept
into the North, the bankruptcy of the lib-
eral perspective of its leaders was quickly
revealed as it collided head on with the
cold, hard realities of American capi-
talism. The pro-Democratic Party pres-
sure politics of the civil rights lead-
ers meant inevitably an acceptance of
the terms of oppression. As we said in
one of our founding documents [“Black
and Red—Class Struggle Road to Negro
Freedom” (1966)]:

“The vast majority of black people—
both North and South—are today work-
ers who, along with the rest of the
American working class, must sell their
labor power in order to secure the neces-
sities of life to those who buy labor
power in order to make a profit…. Ulti-
mately their road to freedom lies only
through struggle with the rest of the
working class to abolish capitalism and
establish in its place an egalitarian,
socialist society.”

The loss of unionized industrial jobs,
which was accelerated by the deindustri-
alization of the Northeast and Midwest
beginning in the 1970s, has been accom-
panied by a massive increase in home-
lessness and disease in the inner cities.

Crucially, there has been skyrocketing
incarceration of young black (and His-
panic) men carried out largely through
the “war on drugs.” This war on the
ghetto masses, which we see being played
out by the National Guard occupation in
New Orleans right now, is part of an all-
sided intensification of state repression,
capped by the speedup on death row
(“legal lynching”) and by “extralegal”
street executions in the ghettos and bar-
rios by the cops. After the drive to elimi-
nate welfare picked up speed in the
1980s, we called this “Genocide U.S.A.”
These ominous developments make all
the more urgent what we said in “Black
and Red”:

“The fight for full employment at decent
wages is not just the key to better housing,
schools, etc., but a fundamental and neces-
sary defense. If Black people are forced
out of any economic role and become
lumpenized as a group they will be in a
position to be used as a scapegoat and
could be totally wiped out during a future
social crisis—just as the Jews in Germany
were—without affecting the economy.
The fight must be fought now to maintain
Negroes as part of the working class.”

Katrina and the 
Democratic Party Vultures

The one-year anniversary events in New
Orleans saw the Democratic Party politi-
cians descending like vultures. The Dem-
ocratic Party is giving voice to concerns
that Katrina, evoking scenes of a Third
World country, is injurious to America’s
international reputation. This is not to say
the Democrats will do one whit more for
black people. Katrina was a public rela-
tions debacle for a superpower seeking to
project its military might in the service of
“freedom.” 

Democratic governor Blanco is best
remembered for her callous response to
the survivors of the flooding. Promoting
the false image of wanton marauding and
“looting,” she warned that the National
Guard troops being deployed were battle-
hardened veterans of the war in Iraq,
whose weapons were “locked and loaded,”
and said they would be prepared to “shoot
and kill.”

The shell game through which the
Democratic Party—the historic party of
the Confederate slavocracy—is portrayed
as the “friend” of blacks and labor has

been essential to preserving the rule of
racist American capitalism. The U.S. is
ruled by the dictatorship of a single
class, the bourgeoisie, alternately admin-
istered by the Democrats and Republi-
cans, two wings of the same property
party. It was U.S. imperialism’s Demo-
cratic Party that first prosecuted the
bloody counterrevolutionary war in Viet-
nam and initially oversaw the capitalist
state’s physical annihilation of the Black
Panther Party. The Democratic Party
supported the invasion of Afghanistan
and the “war on terror,” which they
maintain they can conduct more effec-
tively and vigorously than the Republi-
cans. This “war on terror” national unity
is a deadly threat to immigrants, blacks
and labor and means the shredding of
democratic rights domestically and the
projection of imperialist military might
abroad. If some Democrats today are
opposing the Iraq war (like ex-Marine
Congressman Jack Murtha), it is for the
express purpose of deploying U.S. forces
elsewhere in the “war on terror.” Actu-
ally, it is because the Democrats sell
themselves as the friends of labor and
blacks that they are in many cases the
preferred party for the bourgeoisie to use
to mobilize for war.

On certain social questions like abor-
tion and gay marriage, some Democrats
meekly support more enlightened posi-
tions. The main difference between them
and the Republicans is that while the
Republicans unabashedly enforce the
interests of big business, the Democrats
lie and do the same thing. When the
Transport Workers Union [TWU] struck
in December, one of the most important
unions in the country waged some much-
needed class struggle. Gubernatorial can-
didate Eliot Spitzer got the injunctions to
criminalize them. Hillary Clinton is a pro-
ponent of the union-busting Taylor Law.
Yet both these Democratic pols are sup-
ported by the TWU’s Toussaint leadership
and are considered “friends of labor.”

Some of you may have seen the power-
ful documentary by Spike Lee, When the
Levees Broke: A Requiem in Four Acts.
The interviews and footage are an in-
delible record of a racist travesty. Lee is
quoted as saying that “what happened
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Assault of the
Louisiana Colored
Volunteers on the

Confederate
breastworks at Port
Hudson, Louisiana,

27 May 1863, the
first major battle in
which black troops

took part.
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defeated Radical
Reconstruction
governor’s forces,
including black
militia. Obelisk
commemorating
race-terrorists’
victory stands in
New Orleans to
this day.
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in New Orleans was a criminal act...the
levees were a Band-Aid here.... Some-
body needs to go to jail.” Though Lee is
not heard in the documentary, his point
of view emerges in the steady parade
of black politicians (Ray Nagin, former
mayor of New Orleans Marc Morial and
Al Sharpton among them) who are given
a pass and allowed to preen as crusaders
for justice for black people.

During “Giuliani time,” the New York
police pumped 41 rounds at Amadou
Diallo in the vestibule of his own apart-
ment building. Sharpton channeled indig-
nation at this police terror into the false
hope of using the “independent” Civilian
Complaint Review Board to right police
misconduct. Such boards make cosmetic
changes in order to perpetuate what is a
police state in the ghettos and barrios.

Ray Nagin is in the line of black
Democratic mayors that includes former
Philadelphia mayor Wilson Goode. On 13
May 1985, Goode and his administration
in collaboration with Reagan’s federal
government burned to death eleven mem-
bers of the black MOVE commune,
including five children. Nagin, at the
behest of New Orleans’ business inter-
ests, delayed evacuation. He knew from
the very beginning that at least one-fifth
of the population would not be able to
leave. He isolated himself away from his
command center during the storm and hid
in a hotel, in a bunker, when a small
group of people stranded at the Super-
dome marched to his hotel to ask for pro-

visions. And that’s not the half of it. Now
he has the unmitigated chutzpah to say: 

“I think the opportunity has presented
itself for me to kind of go down in his-
tory as the mayor that guided the city
of New Orleans through an incredible
rebuild cycle, and really eliminated a lot
of the pre-Katrina problems that we had
with blight, with crime, with the public-
school system.”

Organize the South!

With their legalistic, pro-Democratic
policies, the AFL-CIO leaders are inca-
pable of undertaking the kind of militant
mass organizing drive needed to unionize
workers throughout the South, where the
racist cops and KKK lynchers have been
instrumental in keeping unions out. The
AFL-CIO is investing $700 million of
its pension fund for affordable housing
and hospitals in New Orleans. Change to
Win, the other coalition, is assisting with
workers’ centers. All well and good—but
the purpose of unions is to mobilize the
workers in struggle against the capitalists.
It’s necessary to unleash the social power
of the working class, beginning with
existing beachheads of integrated union
power in the South—from the mainly
black longshoremen in the southeastern
and Gulf ports to shipyard workers and
Teamsters truckers. 

The fundamental starting point for a

serious union organizing drive must be
the understanding that this capitalist
society is divided between two hostile
classes—the workers who have to sell
their labor power and the capitalists who
own the means of production—whose
interests are irreconcilably opposed. The
labor bureaucracy openly supports the
capitalist system and is duly rewarded
for this with certain social and political
privileges. The union tops stand for col-
laboration with the bosses, not class
struggle against them.

The harsh anti-labor laws and practices
in the South today are rooted in the black
chattel slavery of the Old South before
the Civil War. The re-establishment of
legalized racial segregation following the
betrayal of Radical Reconstruction by the
Northern bourgeoisie in league with the
Southern landed aristocracy entailed the
suppression of any attempt to organize
labor, white as well as black. The anti-
union “right to work” laws, which are
extant all across the South, were passed
after the Second World War and have per-
petuated the South as the main regional
bastion of social and political reaction in
the United States. These laws are an out-
growth of an entrenched apparatus of
oppression—the post-Civil War “Black
Codes,” “anti-vagrancy laws,” the share-
cropping system of debt peonage and
prison chain gangs.

In the 1990s, New Orleans Avondale
shipyard workers were thwarted in their
attempt to form a union for six years by
repeated management appeals to the
bosses’ courts. Unions can only be built
and defended and unionization extended
across the South in class struggle against

the employer and the apparatus of the
capitalist state. Given the heavy weight of
“right to work” laws across the South,
making a dent even in one locale will be
difficult. What will break the back of these
laws will be generalized social struggle
across the region, if not the country.

Some 30,000 immigrants have moved
into the Gulf Coast since the storm, and
they are subject to frequent ICE [Immi-
gration and Customs Enforcement] raids
that are called “Operation Community
Shield.” Much of the gutting of houses
and clearing of trees has been performed
by immigrant Mexican laborers who
sleep in tents or in the moldy structures
they work in daily. They have no access
to health care and their health and safety
is of no concern to their employers. In
October 2005, Nagin ranted that New
Orleans was being “overrun by Mexican
workers.” Similarly, in a January state-
ment calling for a spring Katrina protest
for the “right of return,” Jesse Jackson
echoed this chauvinist sentiment: “Why
must people here look at people coming
in from out of the country to do the
work? That is humiliating. There are no
jobs that cannot be done by the people
who once lived here.” Feeding off this, in
early October the NAACP and the AFL-
CIO held a joint press conference to
denounce business owners who were hir-

ing non-union workers from out of state.
The answer to non-union labor is to
unionize all workers regardless of where
they are from. 

It is particularly important to combat
anti-immigrant chauvinism in the work-
ing class and especially among black
workers, while the immigrant-derived
proletariat must grasp that anti-black
racism remains the touchstone of social
reaction in this country. Our team at the
AFL-CIO picnic reported the following:
“An older black woman jumped into
my argument with a white woman who
argued that racism wasn’t really an issue
in what had happened; we convinced her
to back down and say we had a point.
However, then the white woman and the
black woman agreed that the problem
facing them now is that immigrants are
coming in and taking all the jobs, and I
had to argue hard with both of them.” 

A number of lawsuits have been filed
on behalf of these mainly Hispanic work-
ers fighting against the contractors’ re-
fusal to pay overtime or any wages at all.
These piecemeal efforts, however admir-
able and supportable, only underscore the
necessity for labor to fight for full citizen-
ship rights for all immigrants. This is a
crucial part of mobilizing the power of
labor in struggle to organize the South.
Effective resistance to the immiseration
of American working people requires
unity in struggle between the trade unions
and the black, Hispanic and Asian poor. 

The role of a Leninist vanguard party
must be to advance the consciousness of
the working class. There is another tradi-
tion in Louisiana, one of black and labor
power. The largest slave revolt in U.S.
history, inspired by the Haitian revolu-
tion, took place in Louisiana in 1811.
Some of the first black troops to fight on
the side of the Union in the Civil War
were raised from the free black popula-
tion of New Orleans. During the civil
rights movement of the 1960s, the Dea-
cons for Defense and Justice organized a
group of black veterans in Bogalusa and
Jonesboro and used armed self-defense
to protect CORE voter registration work-
ers. The Spartacist League publicized the
Deacons’ critical role in defending black
rights against the racist nightriders.

And there is the strategic port of New
Orleans which, while heavily impacted
by containerization, is a reservoir of
union strength with an important history.
When the longshore union locals first
affiliated to the International Longshore-
men’s Association [ILA], there was a seg-
regated union structure, which was main-
tained. The ILA locals on the Gulf were
not integrated until 1983. However, on
the Southern waterfront the primarily
black unions are dominant. In 1968, when
Martin Luther King was assassinated, the
black ILA in New Orleans called a three-
day protest strike and the white long-
shoremen announced they weren’t going
to work without their black brothers. In
1972, Louisiana students demanded an
anti-racist boycott of Rhodesian chrome
and ILA dock workers refused to unload

a ship. Several years later, in 1977, black
and white longshoremen in New Orleans
staged a militant wildcat strike that shut
down all shipping in the port, while the
ILA international struck only container-
ized cargo.

Finish the Civil War!

It’s been noted that to this day Haiti
and Haitians have never been forgiven by
the imperialist ruling classes for the slave
revolt led by Toussaint L’Ouverture. The
past is not really past in the U.S. either
when it comes to the struggle for black
freedom and the Civil War. There is in
Katrina’s aftermath—in the racist con-
tempt and dispersal of its black working
class and dispossessed—more than an
echo of the racist Redemption campaign
of the former slave aristocracy against
Radical Reconstruction. 

Reconstruction went through several
phases in Louisiana, and it’s a rich and
intricate history. I want to highlight the
last period. One historian of the period,
Ted Tunnell, put it: “The history of New
Orleans was the story of its strategic loca-
tion near the mouth of the greatest river
system on the North American continent”
[Crucible of Reconstruction, 1984]. Thus
it was that in April of 1862 Union war-
ships slipped past Confederate forts and
fought the Confederate fleet guarding the
city. The Union Army advanced overland
and took over New Orleans on May 1.
The North controlled the South’s largest
city from that day forward and Recon-
struction was underway.

New Orleans was a metropolis in the
midst of a Louisiana plantation and vil-
lage culture. There was a modest base of
immigrants and yeoman farmers (with no
slaves), the largest free black population
in the South, if not the country, and some
sugar planters who came to believe their
profit interests might be better served by
the North. The Union Army under the
leadership of Generals Banks and Butler
were the armed force that made it pos-
sible for Reconstruction to unfold. Within
this mix there was an intense and volatile
contention of ideas and clash of forces
about the extent and meaning of black
freedom and, importantly, black suffrage.
Moreover, these forces profoundly influ-
enced Lincoln himself.

The free blacks, or gens de couleur,
were not of one mind, reflecting their
intermediate position in society. They
were light-skinned descendants of French
settlers or wealthy mulatto immigrants
from Haiti. They were bricklayers, cigar
makers, carpenters and shoemakers. They
were markedly better off than the slave,
but their rights were constricted. But from
this layer came some of the first black
soldiers to fight for the Union Army, a
fact related to their (uniquely) already
having had their own militia. At the time,
some held the view that their fate was
“indissolubly bound up with that of the
Negro race,” and that “we have no rights
which we can reckon safe while the
same are denied to the field hands on the
sugar plantations.” Because Reconstruc-

New Orleans...
(continued from page 11)
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Bogalusa, Louisiana, 1966: Charles Sims of Deacons for Defense and
Justice, which organized armed self-defense against racist nightriders.
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May 1983: ILA mobilized as part of 10,000-strong march in Norfolk, Virginia, in
defense of school busing.



age in Europe in the seventeenth century.
Many factors cause climate change such
as the elliptical orbit of the earth around
the sun, the wobbling of the earth on its
axis and others such as volcanic and sun-
spot activity. I am well aware as you are
of the vast increase in carbon dioxide in
the atmosphere since the industrial revo-
lution which is the cause of the phenome-
non called the greenhouse effect. WV has
in the past run excellent articles support-
ing evolution and debunking creationism
and intelligent design and often defend-
ing the gains of the enlightenment so why
not a similar critique of environmentalism.

I know it is the view of the ICL (and
mine too) that untrammeled capitalism is
the main cause of the despoliation of the
earth. Engels first noted this when he
wrote about the working class in England
in the nineteenth century. The difference
between creationism and evolution is that
the latter is absolutely scientifically valid
and creationism is just religious cant and
superstition but global warming does have
an element of scientific truth. The fact
that so many well meaning people today
believe that the number one issue today is
to save the planet and their solution to it
is to pressure capitalist governments to
solve the problem and that we should
return to a more technically simple exis-
tence may be because of this. WV could
occasionally publish articles (or an arti-
cle) highlighting the marxist position on
this issue. To me much of environmental-
ism is secular apocalypticalism and can
be easily manipulated by the ruling class
for its own ends when it suits them. 

Comradely regards 
D.B.

WV replies:

Reader D. B. raises a number of im-
portant issues that deserve fuller treat-

ment than can be given in this immedi-
ate response. For a summary of our Marx-
ist position on the general topic of envi-
ronmentalism, we direct our readers to
our most recent extensive article on the
subject, “In Defense of Science and Tech-
nology—An Exchange on Eco-Radicals
and HIV Denialists” (WV No. 843, 4
March 2005), which is available on our
Web site. Our fundamental difference
with the environmentalist movement is
our view that overcoming ecological
problems such as air and water pollution,
or dealing with the problem of global
warming, fundamentally raises the need
to get rid of the irrational, profit-driven
capitalist system and set up an interna-
tionally planned, socialist economy. This
in turn requires workers revolutions to
expropriate the means of production which
today are owned by the capitalist class.

Because environmentalists accept the
capitalist system as inevitable, they are
reduced, at best, to impotent appeals to
the capitalists to stop degrading the envi-
ronment. More often than not, the poli-
cies advocated by environmentalists to
supposedly protect the environment and
conserve energy by discouraging “over-
consumption” dovetail with capitalist aus-
terity policies. In the aftermath of the
1991 Gulf War against Iraq, we wrote an
article on the world oil market, which
stated: “The ecology activists are right in
one important respect: the massive burn-
ing of hydrocarbons—whether oil or coal
—is in the long term bad for the earth’s
atmosphere. The answer, however, is not
to save oil by cutting the living standards
of North American and European work-
ing people” (“The World Oil Racket,” WV
No. 535, 27 September 1991).

A collectivized economy based on
international planning would make pos-
sible a qualitative development of the
world’s productive forces, doing away
with economic scarcity and laying the
basis for the elimination of classes and
for the withering away of the state. It

would also permit the development and
full utilization of renewable sources of
energy and other industrial technologies. 

There is broad agreement today among
scientists that human beings contribute
significantly to global warming, espe-
cially through the burning of fossil fuels.
Still debated—understandably, given the
complex nature of the issue—are the
questions of how grave the consequences
of global warming will be and how rap-
idly they might manifest themselves. The
possible consequences evoked by a num-
ber of scientists are extremely serious:
rising sea levels and coastal flooding, cli-
mate shifts causing populated areas to
become arid or inundated, destruction of
forests, extinction of many animal and
plant species. An extreme projection is that
if the oceans warmed sufficiently, huge
amounts of methane now frozen under the
sea could be released, possibly causing
mass extinctions.

That some capitalist spokesmen like
Al Gore have expressed alarm about glo-
bal warming is hardly surprising given
the possible economic and social disrup-
tion it threatens. Yet much bourgeois
hand-wringing over this issue is pure
cynicism. British Petroleum, which is
under criminal investigation for a major
oil spill on Alaska’s North Slope this
March, earlier won plaudits from envi-
ronmentalists for its vague promise to
limit emissions of so-called greenhouse
gases like carbon dioxide from its instal-
lations around the world. 

Regarding the question of Malthusian-
ism—that is, the idea that much of man-
kind is condemned to perpetual poverty
because the earth is permanently over-
populated compared to its resources—we
noted in the article referenced above:

“Moreover, the development of commu-
nism will be accompanied by a corollary
downward drift in the present population
hypertrophy. Evidence of this can already
be seen under capitalism in the industri-
ally advanced countries of the world—
e.g., Japan, North America and Western

Europe—where economic and techno-
logical advancement has effected, not
through fiat, a substantial reduction in
the birthrate. Under communism, both
the division between town and country
and economic dependence on the family
will virtually disappear. No longer will
poor peasants or agricultural workers be
compelled to have more children in order
to ensure enough manpower to work the
land. Human beings will have far greater
mastery over both their natural and
social environments.

“Additionally, communist society will be
based on a thoroughly different set of
social values from those that exist today.
The liberation of women from patri-
archal domination will mean complete
and unhindered access to birth control
and contraception. Communism will ele-
vate the standard of life for everyone
to the highest possible level. By elimi-
nating scarcity, poverty and want, com-
munism will also eliminate the great-
est driving force for the prevalence of
religion and superstition—and the atten-
dant backwardness, which defines the
role of women as the producers of the
next generation of working masses to be
exploited. A prolonged, mild population
shrinkage based on increasing material
abundance and progressive social ideals
will go a long way toward ensuring that
there are enough resources to guarantee
the well-being of all.” 

The organization of industrial produc-
tion under capitalism necessarily leads to
degradation of the environment because
capitalist firms are motivated solely by
the need to maximize profits. Environmen-
talists, through their promotion of schemes
to “save the environment” under capital-
ism, help perpetuate the very system that
is at the heart of the problem.

Readers particularly interested in these
questions may wish to consult our pam-
phlet Enlightenment Rationalism and the
Origins of Marxism as well as the follow-
ing articles: “Eco-Radicalism and Bour-
geois Politics” (WV Nos. 695 and 696, 28
August and 11 September 1998) and “The
Evolution Wars: Religious Reaction and
Racist Oppression—Hail Charles Dar-
win!” (WV No. 854, 16 September 2005).■

Letter...
(continued from page 2)

tion began early and the slaves were given
their freedom, it came to pass that black
men were in the uniform of the Union
Army. And as one black New Orleanian
paper put it at the time: “From the day
that bayonets were placed in the hands of
the blacks…. This war has broken the
chains of the slave, and it is written in the
heavens that from this war shall grow the
seeds of the political enfranchisement of
the oppressed race.”

The radical unionists and the unity of
free blacks and freed slaves placed enor-
mous pressure on Lincoln to grant suf-
frage to the freedmen. The emancipated
slave had entered the political arena. The
Radical Reconstruction Louisiana consti-
tution abolished slavery and led to black
suffrage and blacks holding office.

The planter aristocracy refused to
make their peace with this state of affairs.
In September 1874, the (Klan-like) White
League routed the Metropolitan Police
and black militia of the Reconstruction
governor. In 1891 an obelisk monument
to this race terror was built to honor the
Battle of Canal Street, later the Battle of
Liberty Place. There was affixed an
inscription in praise of the victory of
white supremacy. This incident couldn’t
have more contemporary relevance. It
speaks to what we call the unfinished
business of the Civil War. And to this day,
the American South is a low-wage bastion
and a reservoir of social backwardness to
the detriment of the entire working class. 

The period known as Radical Recon-
struction (of course it was not limited
to Louisiana) was the most egalitarian
period in U.S. history. It was finally
brought to a close when the Northern capi-
talists looked at the devastated South and
saw an opportunity—not for building a
radical democracy but for exploiting
Southern resources, and the freedmen,
profitably. The Compromise of 1877 sealed
this betrayal of black freedom and, with the
withdrawal of the Union Army from the
South, a new system of racist exploitation

was established by restricting the rights of
freedmen across the board. In 1896, the
Supreme Court codified “separate but
equal” segregation as the law of the land in
Plessy v. Ferguson. Plessy was a black New
Orleanian who refused to vacate his seat on
a railway car. The Jim Crow system thus
came to infect the whole country.

America has evolved tumultuously from
a slave republic, through the Civil War
and the abolition of chattel slavery. Yet
we live with that legacy of slavery. The
struggle against black oppression and for

working-class liberation will go forward
together in this country or not at all. For
the working class to become an instru-
mentality of its own liberation, it must
become a class-for-itself. It must oppose
every manifestation of oppression and
consciously fight the special oppression
of black people. To quote Marx at the
time of the Civil War: “Labor cannot
emancipate itself in the white skin where
in the black it is branded.” The ulti-
mate reconstruction in this county will
come with a socialist revolution led by

the multiracial proletariat. 
The Spartacist League, U.S. section of

the International Communist League,
seeks to impart the consciousness of this
black centrality to the working class. We
seek to forge in struggle the revolutionary
workers party that will lead the American
workers revolution, which alone can pro-
vide a decent life for all through a social-
ist planned economy. If you want a future
without imperialist war, racist oppression
and capitalist exploitation, we would ask
you to join us. Finish the Civil War! ■
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JOIN THE CAMPAIGN!

Funds are urgently needed for legal defense!
Make a contribution today, payable to “National Lawyers Guild
Foundation” (earmarked for “Mumia”) and mail to: Committee to
Save Mumia Abu-Jamal, P.O. Box 2012, New York, NY 10159.

Organize protest! Pass motions in your unions, campus, community and
religious organizations demanding Mumia’s freedom. Get your union or
organization to make a contribution and join rallies and protests for Mumia.
Publicize Mumia’s case in your union or organization’s newsletter.

Spread the word! Contact the PDC for copies of The Fight to Free Mumia
Abu-Jamal—Mumia Is Innocent! This pamphlet arms activists in the struggle for
Mumia’s freedom by presenting the political basis of the state vendetta against

Mumia and the explosive evidence which completely destroys
the more than two-decades-long frame-up of this eloquent

fighter for black freedom. It is available for $1. Get the
PDC button: “Free Mumia Abu-Jamal! Abolish the Racist
Death Penalty!”—$1 each. Order the PDC video, From
Death Row, This Is Mumia Abu-Jamal—$10 for DVD, 
$15 for VHS. Bundles of the 4-page brochure, Mumia Is

an Innocent Man: Free Mumia Abu-Jamal!—$2 for 25
copies. Order from/make checks payable to Partisan

Defense Committee at our New York City address below.

Partisan Defense Committee �  e-mail: partisandefense@earthlink.net �  Web site: www.partisandefense.org

P.O. Box 99, Canal Street Station, New York, NY 10013-0099  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .(212) 406-4252

P.O. Box 802867, Chicago, IL 60680-2867  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .(312) 563-0442

P.O. Box 29574, Los Feliz Station, Los Angeles, CA 90029-0574  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .(213) 380-8897

P.O. Box 77462, San Francisco, CA 94107-0462  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .(510) 839-0852



legal efforts, Mackler ranted, “If there is
a single person out here who is against
the motion that had been brought to the
court by Mumia Abu-Jamal and by his
legal team…if you are against the new
trial, you are a goddamned fool.”

This tirade by Mackler, who has for
years been a prime mover of rallies calling
for a “new trial,” willfully and ignorantly
conflated political demands around which
to mobilize mass support for Mumia and
legal actions pursued by Mumia in the
courts. Since he is quite familiar with
the PDC’s legal work on Mumia’s behalf
extending back to the late 1980s, including
years spent on his legal team, Mackler’s
charge against the PDC is both absurd
and cynical. Our legal assistance included
tracking down a mountain of evidence
that Mumia is innocent, notably the Bev-
erly evidence, which makes it clear that
Mumia’s case consists of a conscious,
racist political frame-up of an innocent
man. Since this doesn’t sit well with liber-
als, Mackler and SA have all but disap-
peared the Beverly evidence. 

Even as the PDC’s Rachel Wolkenstein
and Jonathan Piper served on the legal
team, we fought against illusions in or
reliance on the capitalist courts. At the
Oakland rally, Mackler said that he holds
“no illusions in the criminal justice sys-
tem.” Utterly belying that claim, Mack-
ler hailed the December U.S. Court of
Appeals ruling that Mumia’s appeal could
go forward on only three of the more than
two dozen legal issues Mumia raised as a
“major court victory” that would “stun
the Pennsylvania legal establishment”
(Socialist Action, December 2005). Mack-
ler’s article called the possibility that the
court would reinstate Mumia’s death pen-
alty, which is what the prosecution is gun-
ning for, “the worst—but least expected
—scenario.” That same month the state of
California executed Tookie Williams in
the face of a massive public outcry! In
denying clemency to Williams, California
governor Arnold Schwarzenegger pointed
to Williams’ praise of Mumia, among
others, in his book Life in Prison.  Tookie
Williams’ execution was a real signal that
the state intends to see Mumia dead.

Mackler’s speech captured in a nutshell
SA’s deeply reformist outlook. But in run-

ning Mackler for U.S. Senate in explicit
opposition to both the capitalist Democrats
and the bourgeois Greens, whose candi-
date is Todd Chretien of the International
Socialist Organization, SA has drawn a
crude class line, and on that basis the
Spartacist League has extended Mackler
critical support (see WV No. 876, 15 Sep-
tember). As Mackler ended his speech, our
contingent chanted: “Vote for Jeff Mackler
against Democrats and Greens!” But when
presented with the SL’s statement of sup-
port, Mackler turned green around the gills
and vociferously declared that he rejected
the support of our revolutionary Marxist
organization. Well, if Mackler drops his
opposition to the Greens, we’ll drop our
critical support to him.

The LAC barely distributed its own rally
flyer, which was not even posted on the
LAC Web site (which hasn’t been updated
since February 2005!). LAC rally chair
Jack Heyman, a longtime member and for-
mer official of International Longshore
and Warehouse Union (ILWU) Local 10,
provided some thin labor veneer for the
“labor action” rally. Heyman mobilized no
union presence. For his part, Mackler
thanked the LAC for calling “this impor-
tant rally at this important time”—for
which Mackler’s two organizations mobi-
lized all of two people. Meanwhile, Todd
Chretien did not even bother to show up to
the rally that he had endorsed.

In his remarks as rally chair, Heyman
echoed recent WV polemics, declaring,
“It’s dangerous to say Mumia is just one
legal decision from a new trial and free-
dom.” And Jason Wright, the speaker
from the International Bolshevik Ten-
dency (BT), which along with Heyman
has been a key player in the LAC since its
inception, criticized “comrade Mackler”
over the call for a “new trial.” But these
comments were just window-dressing for
Heyman and the BT’s years of building
protests, committees and coalitions in
which “unity” means a nonaggression
pact with those who call for a new trial. It
also means charging the PDC and SL
with “sectarianism” for our fight against
the liberal illusions codified in that call.
But as Trotsky once quipped about
Stalin’s venomous lies, even slander
should make some sense. Just a week after
the PDC endorsed the Oakland rally, the
BT Web site featured a brazenly lying and
pathetic piece titled “On Recent Spartacist
League Polemics” that denounced the

SL’s purported “desire to avoid working
with us in defense of Mumia Abu-Jamal”! 

Heyman and his BT friends have long
insisted in the face of our criticisms that
they oppose the call for a “new trial.” But
the LAC was born waving the “new trial”
banner. This bogus outfit was launched
in January 1999 in explicit “solidarity
with the Mobilization to Free Mumia
Abu-Jamal,” one of the most persistent
proponents of the “new trial” slogan.
Among the LAC’s first acts was to issue an
international appeal to build rallies in
April 1999 around two central demands:
“Stop the execution of Mumia Abu-
Jamal” and “A new and fair trial for
Mumia Abu-Jamal.” 

On September 15, Heyman spoke of
the 24 April 1999 West Coast port shut-
down by the ILWU and underlined that
the ILWU “marched in 1999 with 25,000
other people.” As the PDC spokesman at
the rally noted, the port shutdown in sup-
port of Mumia was a powerful example of
“the kind of social power that must be
mobilized in a class-struggle fight to free
Mumia,” but “Heyman himself under-
mined this action by tying it to appeals
for a ‘new trial’”—the demand pushed by
the organizers of the rally that same day.
While drawing large numbers, the April
1999 rallies were a crucial point in the
demobilization of Mumia’s supporters.
Tailoring their demands to what would be
acceptable to bourgeois liberals, who
viewed Mumia’s case as an aberration in
an otherwise fair and impartial justice
system, meant rejecting the very rea-
sons millions internationally had rallied
behind Mumia: revulsion against the
injustices inherent in capitalism—pov-
erty, racial oppression, war. 

The LAC initiated a May 2000 “Labor
Conference for Mumia” that appealed to
the Clinton Justice Department to “launch
an official investigation into Mumia’s
case” and resolved to lobby delegates to
the Democratic National Convention to
pass a motion calling for a new trial.
This groveling appeal to the “Demo-
cratic” Party of U.S. imperialism could
not be a clearer example of the irrec-
oncilable gulf between the strategy of
mobilizing the independent power of the
working class and that of reliance on the
agencies of the capitalist class enemy.
The labor fakers and reformist socialists
at that conference also adopted a motion
calling for “A Broad Labor Campaign to
Win Justice for Mumia.” The puny efforts
they put into building their own Septem-
ber 15 rally expose their “broad labor
campaign”—and the LAC itself—as the
frauds they are.

The BT and the Fight Against
Black Oppression 

While in recent years the BT has made
a show of taking up Mumia’s cause, a
defining feature of this dubious organiza-
tion since its inception in the early 1980s
by embittered ex-SL members has been
its contempt for the fight for black libera-
tion. While the BT has always pursued
an unnatural obsession with our organi-
zation, it had not one article about
Mumia in its journal 1917 until 1996,
and published next to nothing on the
black question in the U.S., the strategic
question of the American socialist revo-
lution, for the first six years of its exis-
tence. These were the Reagan years of
rampant cop terror in the ghettos and an
upsurge in racist mob attacks and
KKK/Nazi terror. 

The BT did, however, sneer at SL-
initiated labor/black mobilizations against
Klan/Nazi fascists in the 1980s, our
launching of Labor Black Leagues and
our declared aspiration to become a 70
percent black party as “community organ-
izing,” a “retreat from the working class”
and as “accommodating backward con-
sciousness.” And there was the bombing
of the Philadelphia MOVE commune in
May 1985—eleven black men, women
and children burned to death. While much
of the reformist left cringed from the ele-
mentary duty to defend MOVE, we sought
to sear this atrocity into the memory of
the working class and to that end held
a rally in New York City in solidarity
with MOVE. 

The BT’s response was not to protest
the MOVE bombing but to ridicule our
rally in solidarity with the victims! In
1917 (Winter 1986), published more than
half a year after the MOVE massacre, the
BT wrote, “In its capacity as convenor of
a memorial meeting for the MOVE vic-
tims the SL thought it impolitic to differ
with its guests. Accordingly SL speakers
confined their remarks to denouncing the
authors of the hideous massacre on Osage
Avenue and advocating the struggle for
socialism via construction of a mass-
based Spartacist League.” The BT saw
the occasion as the time to denounce a
spokesman for the victims of racist gov-
ernment slaughter and to attack the SL for
not turning the memorial meeting into a
political free-for-all against MOVE!

Before it had ever published an article
on Mumia, the BT did make a press splash
at the height of the emergency protests
during the summer of 1995—in the pages
of the Wall Street Journal. On 16 June
1995 this capitalist mouthpiece ran an
article titled, “Not Much Left: ‘The Move-
ment’ Is Pretty Still Nowadays,” smearing
all the organizations defending Mumia.
First and foremost, the WSJ went after the
PDC and SL, picking up the BT’s slanders
of the SL as a deranged “cult.” It is strik-
ing that the reporter located materials of
the organization that had written the least
about Mumia in order to attack the orga-
nization that had made his case an inter-
national cause. The PDC flyer for the Sep-
tember 15 rally commented, “The intent
of the Wall Street Journal in smearing
Mumia’s supporters was transparent
enough. How and why the minuscule BT
was so readily wielded as a tool for the
WSJ is not.”

With the fight for Mumia’s life and
freedom at a critical hour, mass protests
based on labor’s social power are urgently
needed. Unions representing millions of
workers worldwide are on record in sup-
port of Mumia. But those millions need
to be mobilized in class-struggle action

to demand Mumia’s freedom. That they
have not been mobilized is centrally the
responsibility of the pro-capitalist union
misleaders, aided and abetted by such
pseudo-socialists and labor fakers as
make up the LAC. As the PDC speaker
at the September 15 rally emphasized:
“What is required is political struggle to
unchain labor’s power. This struggle is
totally linked to the fight to forge a Lenin-
ist vanguard party to lead the work-
ing class in socialist revolution. Such
a party must act as the champion of
all the exploited and oppressed, recogniz-
ing that the fight for black liberation is
key to the struggle for workers revolu-
tion. Free Mumia now! Abolish the racist
death penalty!” ■

and the maintenance of the institution of
the family as a key prop for capitalism. 

Democrats and Republicans alike have
led the onslaught against many of the
gains won for working people and the
oppressed through the massive social
struggles that began with the civil rights
movement and continued with the mass
radicalization of youth against the Viet-
nam War in the 1960s and ’70s. The first
significant assault on abortion following
Roe v. Wade took place under the admin-
istration of Democrat Jimmy Carter, the
country’s first “born again Christian” pres-
ident. In 1977 he signed into law the Hyde
Amendment, which eliminated abortion
coverage from the Medicaid health plans
of 23 million poor women. 

Liberals and feminists look to the racist,
repressive capitalist state to “protect”
women. We Marxists understand that it
requires class and social struggle not only
to defend abortion rights, but to make
abortion free and accessible to anyone in
need, including poor or working-class
women. Bourgeois women will generally
have the means to get safe abortions re-
gardless of legality. The Spartacist League
and the SYCs advocate a strategy of mass,
labor-backed mobilizations to defend clin-
ics against the anti-abortion bigots and
terrorists. We call on the working class to
fight for abortion rights. This is because
the fight for free abortion on demand,
free health care and childcare is part of

the fight against the state, family and
religious institutions that keep the work-
ing class shackled to capitalist exploita-
tion. This is part of our fight for socialist
revolution to destroy this rotten and reac-
tionary class-divided society. 

The SYCs call for women’s liberation
through socialist revolution. We under-
stand that women’s liberation is a mate-
rial act, requiring the destruction of the
capitalist system and the establishment
of a socialist, planned economy. As noted
in “The Russian Revolution and the Eman-
cipation of Women,” Spartacist (English-
language edition) No. 59 (Spring 2006):
“One of the tasks of the socialist revolu-
tion is the full replacement of the institu-
tion of the family with communal child-
care, dining halls and laundries, and paid
maternity leave, free health care and
special efforts to draw women fully into
social and political life.” 

Technology and modern medicine en-
able humanity to increasingly control the
forces of nature and use them to the
advantage of human beings. Abortion and
birth control give women greater control
over their own reproduction, and there are
simple measures that greatly reduce the
risk of STDs. While these advances allow
sex to be a safe and enjoyable act for both
men and women, it is only with the
destruction of capitalism that humanity
will be able to fully avail itself of these
advances and be freed from state repres-
sion and religious bigotry. And only then
will youth be able to do what they please
sexually, with whom they please, free of
state and parental control. ■

Sex...
(continued from page 7)

Oakland...
(continued from page 3)
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all imperialist sanctions against the
Khartoum regime. 

In addressing the Darfur situation, Bill
Fletcher Jr., a longtime AFL-CIO spokes-
man, described the dilemma for himself
and other black liberals, writing in “Dar-
fur: What Should the U.S. Do?” (National
Newspaper Publishers Association, 12
July): “What does one ask of an adminis-
tration that lied us into a war and occupa-
tion of Iraq; threatens Cuba, Venezuela,
Iran, Syria and North Korea with possible
military action?” Nevertheless, Fletcher
does look to Bush, a man intensely and
justly hated by black people, to stop the
slaughter in Darfur, although without
directly utilizing U.S. military forces.
Fletcher writes: “The Darfur crisis must
be resolved by Africans.… If the Bush
administration wishes to help, then let
them support the African Union finan-
cially and diplomatically. Provide the AU
with sufficient logistical support to deploy
more peacekeepers.” 

But who are these “peacekeepers”?
The AU deployment in Darfur is currently
mainly made up of forces from Rwanda
and Nigeria. These countries and the
other states making up the AU are them-
selves ruled by monumentally brutal and
corrupt  neocolonial regimes. Their mili-
tary forces routinely rape, torture and
massacre tribal villagers, committing
atrocities similar to those being commit-
ted in Darfur, although without the same
kind of publicity. It is grotesque to view
the bloody capitalist regimes that rule
every country in Africa as part of the
answer for Africa’s oppressed. Further-
more, the AU is and can only be a shill for
the interests of the far more powerful
imperialist countries.

In order to gain public support for esca-
lating imperialist intervention in Sudan,
the “save Darfur” campaign describes
what is happening there as genocide. But
what is happening in Darfur is not geno-

cide, an emotion-laden term that has fre-
quently been inflated to cover all national,
racial and ethnic atrocities. One of the
few liberal publicists who argues against
using that label for Darfur is Jonathan
Steele, who commented in a British
Guardian column (19 September) that
“Darfur is not Rwanda” but a brutal civil
war. Furthermore, he pointed out, “the
[anti-Khartoum] rebels also committed
atrocities,” something that has rarely been
reported in the Western media. Despite
this recognition, Steele pushes the line in
favor of more AU “peacekeepers” to
Sudan. 

Neither the Bush gang nor the Demo-
crats are eager to engage in a serious
intervention in Sudan. As U.S. forces are
stretched to the limit in the brutal wars
against Iraq and Afghanistan, Democrats
and Republicans both prefer to grand-
stand about “Muslim atrocities” in Sudan
while subcontracting any intervention to
other countries or coalitions. However,
they do find it convenient to cynically
stoke outrage over Darfur to serve their
ideological purposes. 

Furthermore, the calls for intervention
into Darfur have from the outset been
characterized by the anti-Communist
demonization of China, which has signifi-
cant investments in Sudanese oil, as sup-
posedly responsible for the carnage in
Sudan. As Trotskyists, we stand for the
unconditional military defense of the Chi-
nese deformed workers state, where capi-
talist rule was overthrown by the 1949
social revolution, against imperialist and
domestic counterrevolution. 

In the dwindling days before the mid-
term elections, the Democrats are using
the events in Darfur in part to appeal to
their black constituency. Denouncing the
Bush administration for taking so long to
assemble an international “peacekeeping”
force, Virginia Democratic Congressman
Jim Moran thundered, “Would we be this
complacent if the genocide wasn’t in
Africa? Would the administration act any
differently if claims of ethnic cleansing
were in Europe or the Middle East?” 

What about the Palestinians?! For dec-
ades, the Palestinians have been the vic-
tims of mass expulsion and a brutal mili-
tary occupation at the hands of Israel. As
everyone knows, the Zionist state has
been the recipient of massive U.S. finan-
cial and military aid, while Washington
supports Israel diplomatically in forums
like the UN. And the Democrats have
been just as staunch supporters of Israel,
and in many cases even more so, than the
Republicans. 

The U.S. imperialist government,
whether administered by Democrats or
Republicans, actively supports the murder-
ous oppression of peoples in various Third
World countries when carried out by
its allies and client regimes, and is itself
the perpetrator of mass murder, most
recently in the war against Serbia in 1999
and the occupations of Afghanistan and
Iraq today. Notwithstanding the Demo-
crats’ attempts to capitalize on anger at the
Republicans over Darfur, racist indif-
ference to black life is a constant thread
throughout the history of U.S. involve-
ment with Africa. More fundamentally, the
systematic oppression and impoverish-
ment of the black population has always
been rooted in the bedrock of American
capitalism. This was flagrantly demon-
strated for all to see by the Democrats’
and Republicans’ abandonment of masses
of poor blacks to die a year ago in
New Orleans (see article, page one). It
is necessary to remember the imperial-
ist “humanitarian” missions undertaken
under Democratic administrations, includ-
ing Clinton’s U.S.-led UN intervention to
“help” starving black Somalis. Troops bru-
talized the population, massacring at least
1,000 Somalis at the battle of Mogadishu
in October 1993. The Somalis’ killing
of 18 soldiers in that battle led to the
U.S.’ ignominious withdrawal the fol-
lowing year, after it was made crystal
clear that “humanitarianism” had simply
been window-dressing for racist imperial-
ist aggression. 

Washington’s humanitarian credentials
are clearly threadbare today under the

justly hated and feared Bush regime (cur-
rently engaged with the Democrats in
negotiating acceptable means of torture),
so aside from practicality, liberals find
international coalitions and bodies like the
UN the appropriate vehicle to “help” des-
perate Darfur. But the UN is—as Bolshevik
leader V. I. Lenin defined its predecessor,
the League of Nations, after World War I
—an imperialist den of thieves, joined in
the UN by their semicolonial victims.
Throughout its history, the UN has served
as a fig leaf for U.S. imperialism, including
the 1950-53 “police action” against the
North Korean deformed workers state,
which took the lives of upwards of three
million Koreans; the 1960 military inter-
vention into the Congo under whose cover
the CIA and Belgian imperialists assassi-
nated nationalist leader Patrice Lumumba;
and the starvation sanctions against Iraq. 

The dominant members of the UN
besides the U.S. are those very European
nations—Britain, Germany, France—that
along with Belgium historically bled,
enslaved and exploited Africa, carving it
up to suit their imperialist interests. Brit-
ain itself conquered Sudan through the
slaughter of hundreds of thousands of
people. Calling on the imperialists to
bring peace and freedom to Darfur is like
expecting the fox not only to protect the
henhouse but to deliver the feed. 

Only a revolutionary, proletarian strug-
gle to bring down imperialism itself can
pose the road forward for the besieged
peoples of Africa. The key to ending the
horrific conditions in Darfur and else-
where in Africa is a series of workers
revolutions, in the imperialist countries as
well as in key proletarian centers on
the African continent, especially the
industrial powerhouse of South Africa as
well as Egypt. It is the multiracial U.S.
proletariat that has the power to bring
down the American imperialist beast
through socialist revolution. The Sparta-
cist League/U.S. fights to forge the inter-
nationalist, revolutionary workers party
that is necessary to provide the leadership
to accomplish that historic task.■
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If You Stand For—

1 Full rights for black people and for
everyone else in jobs, housing and
schools! Defeat the racist assault on
affirmative action! For union-run minor-
ity job recruitment and training pro-
grams! For union hiring halls! Open up
the universities to all—for open admis-
sions, free tuition and a full living sti-
pend for all students. Free, quality, inte-
grated public education for all!

2 A fighting labor movement—picket
lines mean don’t cross! Defeat police
scabherding and strikebreaking through
mass pickets and union defense guards!
For sit-down strikes against mass layoffs!
Fight union-busting; keep the capitalist
courts out of the unions! Organize the
unorganized, unionize the South! Jobs for
all—for a shorter workweek at no loss in
pay with full cost-of-living escalator
clause! Cops, prison guards and security
guards out of the unions!

3 Fight for women’s rights! Defend
abortion clinics! Free abortion on de-
mand; free, quality 24-hour childcare!
Equal pay for equal work! For free, qual-
ity health care for all!

4 Full citizenship rights for all immi-
grants; everyone who made it into this
country has the right to stay and live
decently! Stop deportations! No to rac-
ist “English only” laws! Down with
anti-Hispanic, anti-Semitic, anti-Arab and
anti-Asian bigotry!

5 Defend the separation of church and
state! Full democratic rights for homosex-
uals! Down with the anti-sex witchhunt—
cops and courts out of the bedroom!
Down with all laws against consensual
activities such as “crimes without vic-
tims” like pornography, gambling, drugs
and prostitution!

6 Mass labor/black/Hispanic mobiliza-
tions drawing on the power of the unions
against the racist terrorists. Stop the
Nazis! Stop the KKK!

7 Abolish the racist death penalty! Free
Mumia Abu-Jamal! Free all victims of
racist capitalist repression! No faith in the
capitalist courts! No to gun control! De-
fend victims of cop terror and racist police
frame-up! No illusions in civilian review
boards or community control of the police!
Down with the racist and anti-labor “war
on drugs”! For decriminalization of drugs!
For class-struggle, non-sectarian legal and

social defense; support the work of the
Partisan Defense Committee!

8 Unconditional opposition to every
attempt to abolish welfare! Down with
slave-labor, union-busting “workfare”
schemes! Fight any and every attempt
of the government to take away or cut
back even more social programs such
as Social Security, Medicare, Medicaid,
public health and aid to education and
housing! For a massive program of pub-
lic works—high-quality integrated hous-
ing, schools, libraries, hospitals for the
working people and the poor!

9 Down with the chauvinist poison of
protectionism! For international working-
class solidarity! Support revolutionary
struggles of working people abroad!
Defend the deformed workers states—
Cuba, Vietnam, China and North Korea
—against capitalist restoration and impe-
rialist attack! For proletarian political
revolution to oust their Stalinist bureauc-
racies! For labor action against U.S.
imperialist war moves and military adven-
tures! For the right of independence for
Puerto Rico! U.S. troops out of Puerto
Rico and the Caribbean!

10 Down with the Democrats and Repub-
licans! For a revolutionary workers party

that champions the cause of all the op-
pressed! Finish the Civil War! Those who
labor must rule! For a workers govern-
ment to take industry away from its racist,
incompetent and corrupt owners! Rebuild
America on a socialist planned economy!

—Join the 
Labor Black Leagues!
Membership pledge: $3/year unemployed;
$10/year employed. For more information:

CHICAGO (312) 563-0441

Labor Black Struggle League
Box 6938, Chicago, IL 60680

LOS ANGELES (213) 380-8239

Labor Black League for Social Defense

Box 29574, Los Feliz Station

Los Angeles, CA 90029

NEW YORK (212) 267-1025

Labor Black League for Social Defense

Box 2502, Church St. Station

New York, NY 10008

OAKLAND (510) 839-0851 

Labor Black League for Social Defense

Box 29497

Oakland, CA 94604

Join the 
Labor Black Leagues!

The first Labor Black Leagues were
formed as a result of the Spartacist League-
initiated, 5,000-strong labor/black mobi-
lization that stopped the Ku Klux Klan
from marching in Washington, D.C. in
November 1982. We stand for mobilizing
the masses of minority and working peo-
ple in militant integrated struggle against

the brutal system of racist oppression
that is capitalist America. Initiated by
and fraternally allied with the Spartacist
League, a multiracial revolutionary Marx-
ist organization, the Labor Black Leagues
are part of the revolutionary movement
of the workers and oppressed against the
bosses and for socialism. 
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Many people around the world, not least
black people in the U.S., are understandably
horrified by what is happening in the Dar-
fur region of western Sudan. The conflict
has resulted in mass slaughter and the driv-
ing of almost two million people from their
homes. Its most proximate cause is the
unleashing of the janjaweed militias, based
on nomadic Muslims, by the central govern-
ment in Khartoum against guerrilla forces
based on a farming population that is also
Muslim. A major drought in the mid 1980s
had already exacerbated competition for
land resources between nomadic herders
and settled farmers. Underlying the current
conflict are the effects of murderous British
colonial rule, which carved Sudan out of a
myriad of peoples, setting the stage for
years of ethnic and religious bloodletting. 

However, the outrage of the U.S. black
population over the carnage in Darfur is
being cynically manipulated by some of
the most reactionary forces in American
politics today: Christian rightists, neocons
and Zionists. As we noted in “U.S./UN
Hands Off Sudan!” (WV No. 870, 12 May),
the forces in the unholy alliance making up
the “save Darfur” movement “reduce the
complex conflict in western Sudan to
‘Arabs’ oppressing ‘Africans’ in order to
whip up anti-Arab and anti-Muslim chau-
vinism, which has greatly intensified since
the launching of the reactionary ‘war on
terror’ after the September 11 attacks.” 

This alliance includes such prominent
Democrats as Madeleine Albright, secre-
tary of state in the Clinton administration,
who joined other Democrats, Republicans
and other notables in addressing a rally of
tens of thousands in New York’s Central
Park on September 17, part of a “Global
Day for Darfur.” In 1998, the Clinton

White House launched aerial bombings in
Sudan and Afghanistan on the pretext of
harboring Al Qaeda terrorists, killing
dozens and destroying Sudan’s only phar-
maceutical factory. In a September 22
interview on Fox News, Clinton boasted
that these attacks proved “how hard” he
had tried to kill Osama bin Laden. Al-
bright was a leading architect and spokes-
man for the UN-endorsed economic sanc-
tions against Iraq in the 1990s, which
resulted in the deaths of one and a half

million people, many of them children and
the elderly. While most black people
oppose the brutal U.S. occupation of Iraq,
leaders of the “save Darfur” movement

include some of the most die-hard parti-
sans of “staying the course” in Iraq.

At this month’s UN general assembly,
George W. Bush, Tony Blair and other
imperialist leaders, along with their
mouthpieces like UN Secretary-General
Kofi Annan, were united in calling for a
new UN “peacekeeping operation” to
back up the 7,000 African Union (AU)
troops already there. There are already
10,000 UN troops in Sudan, ostensibly
to police a peacekeeping agreement be-
tween rebellious forces in the south of
the country, which has a black African
population, and the reactionary Muslim
Arab regime in Khartoum, whose blood-

soaked rule has meant the death and
imprisonment of thousands of labor activ-
ists, Communists and other opponents. 

But any imperialist intervention in
Sudan, including under the UN flag or
through the agency of the AU, only deep-
ens the misery of all the peoples of
the region and strengthens imperialism at
the expense of oppressed peoples around
the globe. The International Communist
League demands: All UN/African Union
forces out of Sudan! As Congress threat-
ens to impose new economic and other
sanctions under the “Darfur Peace and
Accountability Act,” we call for ending
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No to UN/Imperialist
Intervention in Sudan!

Darfur: Colonialism’s Murderous Legacy

continued on page 15
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Abolish the Racist Death Penalty!

RALLY!

Sponsored by 
the Partisan Defense Committee 

and the Labor Black Leagues
e-mail: partisandefense@earthlink.net

www.partisandefense.org

Mumia Abu-Jamal’s 
Life Is in Danger—

Mobilize Now!

BAY AREA
Saturday, Oct. 21, 2 p.m.

YWCA, Ehmann Hall
1515 Webster St., Oakland

(at 15th St., 2 blocks from 12th St./
City Center BART Station)

More info: (510) 839-0852

CHICAGO
Friday, Oct. 13, 7 p.m.

United Electrical Hall
37 S. Ashland

(at Monroe)

More info: (312) 563-0442

UCLA Downtown 
Labor Center

675 S. Park View St.
(4 blocks west of Westlake/

MacArthur Park Red Line Station)

More info: (213) 380-8897

NEW YORK
Saturday, Oct. 28, 3 p.m.

Salem United Methodist Church
2190 Adam Clayton 

Powell Jr. Blvd.
(at 129th St., 2, 3 train to 125th St.

or A, C, D to 125th St.)

More info: (212) 406-4252

Mumia Abu-Jamal Is an Innocent Man!

LOS ANGELES
Thursday, Oct. 19, 6:30 p.m.

AFP AP

Left: Demonstrators in Mogadishu, Somalia, gunned down by UN “peacekeepers,” part of invasion force led by U.S.
under Clinton. Right: Madeleine Albright, Clinton’s secretary of state, addresses NYC Save Darfur Coalition rally,
September 17.
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