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U.S. Beefs Up Racist Border Gontrols

Mexico: Down With

“Drug Wars” Mllltarlzatlon'

The massacre last month of 16
people, mostly teenagers, in Ciu-
dad Judrez, Mexico, was just the
latest bloody evidence of the “drug
wars” that have claimed nearly
20,000 lives in that country since
2001. Last year, some 2,700 peo-
ple were killed in Judrez alone,
making this one of the most vio-
lent cities on the planet. Shootouts hap-
pen frequently in Mexican cities, many
carried out in broad daylight, as drug
cartels and their police adjuncts battle
over control of the booming trade, which
mainly supplies the U.S. market. The car-
tels often torture and decapitate rivals in
the trade, placing their heads next to pos-
ters with threatening messages. Videos of
such sadistic handiwork are regularly
posted on YouTube. One man, nicknamed
“El Pozolero” (the Stewmaker), admitted
he had dissolved some 300 bodies in acid
over ten years to dispose of them for the
Tijuana Cartel.

The gruesome reality of narcoviolencia
has provided President Felipe Calderén
of the right-wing National Action Party
(PAN) a pretext to systematically rein-
force the repressive apparatus of the bour-
geois state. Calderén has deployed some
45,000 army troops throughout the coun-
try, along with thousands of federal police.
In many cities, including northern indus-
trial centers like Tijuana, Nogales, Ciudad
Juérez, Reynosa and Nuevo Laredo, the
army assumed police powers.

If anything, the deployment of the mili-
tary has led to an increase in the bloodlet-
ting along with intensified repression of
the working class and the urban and rural
poor. At stake in the drug wars is control
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For Workers Revolution on
Both Sides of the Border!

Military convoy in Ciudad Juarez, June 2009. Nearly 2,000 soldiers poured
into the city as part of military mobilization in Mexican “drug wars.”

of what is up to a $25 billion a year busi-
ness (about the same as remittances from
the U.S.) that plays a central role in
the capitalist economy, directly involving
an estimated 150,000 people and linked
to some 78 percent of legal business
activities, according to Proceso magazine
(15 March 2009). Joaquin “El Chapo”
Guzman Loera, leader of the Sinaloa Car-
tel, has even made the Forbes magazine
list of billionaires. And from the govern-
ment ministries on down to the cops,

Mexico’s capitalist state apparatus is
thoroughly interpenetrated with the drug
cartels.

From the beginning of his regime, Cal-
derén has moved to bolster the bourgeois
state, including through increasing reli-
ance on the military. As he took office in
2006, Calder6on was faced with social
upheaval as millions protested his fraud-
ulent electoral victory against Andrés
Manuel Lépez Obrador of the bourgeois-
populist Party of the Democratic Revolu-
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tion (PRD). Miners as well as
teachers and indigenous commu-
nities in Oaxaca and peasants in
the State of Mexico protested gov-
ernment repression and attacks on
their livelihoods. One of the Calde-
rén government’s first measures
was to hike military pay by 45
percent in February 2007 in order
to assure the army’s allegiance. Backed
by massive U.S. military aid, the regime
has relied on the increasing militari-
zation of the country to push through
attacks on trade unions and yet more aus-
terity measures.

While social unrest has subsided over
the last couple of years, Mexico remains
a deeply unstable society, with the work-
ing class and the poor further ravaged
by the world economic recession. In
describing the militarization that has
been reinforced under the “war on drugs,”
our comrades of the Grupo Espartaquista
de México noted in Espartaco No. 31
continued on page 8
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Left: Sheriff’'s deputies arrest Latino immigrant workers in California, February 2009. Right: National Guard soldier
monitoring Arizona-Mexico border in 2006.



Feds Let South Dakota
Reservation Freeze

A fierce ice storm hit the impoverished
Cheyenne River Reservation in South
Dakota on January 20, cutting off electrical
power for most of the 10,000 Native
Americans there. The Cheyenne River
Sioux Tribe, its emergency fund of
$175,000 already drained by earlier storms,
was left virtually defenseless. Desperate
families waited for days in the dark with-
out food—some without water as well—
before minimal relief finally began to
arrive. With windchills reaching 20 degrees
below zero, many were without power
for up to several weeks. The tribe’s chair-
man, Joseph Brings Plenty, declared: “We
could have had quite a few people perish
in this.”

The plight of the South Dakota reser-
vation has been particularly highlighted
by MSNBC'’s Keith Olbermann, whose
appeal to his viewers raised some $250,000
in relief funds in 48 hours. For their part,
government relief agencies doled out aid
with an eyedropper, recalling the racist
indifference shown the largely black and
poor population of New Orleans follow-

ing Hurricane Katrina. On January 31, the
Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe declared a
state of emergency and requested federal
disaster relief funds, medical supplies and
generators. The reservation was granted
an insufficient number of emergency gen-
erators, forcing tribal leaders to beg for
more. As for federal relief funds, what
they mainly got was the runaround. A
spokesman for the South Dakota Depart-
ment of Public Safety announced—
almost two weeks after the start of the
crisis—that federal funds could not be
allocated until the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) got around
to surveying the situation. He stated, “It
may be two or three weeks before FEMA
can assess the damage.” Adding insult to
injury, the Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe
was the first Native tribe to officially
endorse Barack Obama for president.
This crisis highlights the wretched
poverty of Native Americans living on
reservations like Cheyenne River, for whom
disaster can be just one storm away. The
statistics tell a shameful story of discrimi-

TROTSKY

Students and Capitalist Society

A Leninist vanguard party is built through
the fusion of the most politically conscious
workers with intellectuals who have been
won over to the side of the working class.
In his 1910 article, “The Intelligentsia and
Socialism,” Leon Trotsky examined the role
of intellectuals in capitalist society, refuting
the view expressed in Austrian Social Demo-
crat Max Adler’s 1910 pamphlet “Socialism
and the Intellectuals”
lectuals are predisposed to socialism. In par-

that the mass of intel-

LENIN

ticular, Trotsky focused on students, who tend
to be polarized to radicalism or reaction under the influence of social struggle, draw-
ing on their differing roles in the defeated European democratic revolutions of 1848.

Among the workers the difference between “fathers” and “sons” is purely one of

age. Among the intelligentsia it is not only a difference of age but also a social differ-
ence. The student, in contrast both to the young worker and to his own father, fulfils no
social function, does not feel direct dependence on capital or the state, is not bound
by any responsibilities, and—at least objectively, if not subjectively—is free in his
judgment of right and wrong. At this period everything within him is fermenting, his
class prejudices are as formless as his ideological interests, questions of conscience
matter very strongly to him, his mind is opening for the first time to great scientific
generalisations, the extraordinary is almost a physiological need for him. If collec-
tivism is at all capable of mastering his mind, now is the moment, and it will indeed do
it through the nobly scientific character of its basis and the comprehensive cultural

content of its aims....

Throughout their entire history—in its best, most heroic moments just as in periods
of utter moral decay—the students of Europe have been merely the sensitive barometer
of the bourgeois classes. They became ultra-revolutionary, sincerely and honourably
fraternizing with the people, when bourgeois society had no way out but revolu-
tion. They took de facto the place of the bourgeois democratic forces when the politi-
cal nullity of these prevented them from standing at the head of the revolution, as
happened in Vienna in 1848. But they also fired on the workers in June of that same

year, in Paris, when bourgeoisie and workers found themselves on opposite sides of
Here we have militant idealism—sometimes just like that of a fighting

the barricade....

cock—which is characteristic not of a class or of an idea but of an age-group; on the
other hand, the political content of this idealism is entirely determined by the historical
spirit of those classes from which the students come and to which they return. And this

is natural and inevitable.

—Leon Trotsky, “The Intelligentsia and Socialism” (1910)
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Massive storm cut off power and water for thousands on Cheyenne River

Reservation in January.

nation and neglect. Unemployment at the
Cheyenne River Reservation is a stagger-
ing 80 percent. At the neighboring Stand-
ing Rock Reservation, which was also
severely hit by the storm, per capita
income is about $7,730 a year. Standing
Rock’s average male life expectancy of
47 years is just two and a half years bet-
ter than in Afghanistan!

This is part of the legacy of racist Ameri-
can capitalism’s bloody origins. Take the
Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA). The BIA
Web site touts that its mission is to
“enhance the quality of life, to promote
economic opportunity, and to carry out
the responsibility to protect and improve
the trust assets of American Indians,
Indian tribes, and Alaska Natives.” This
sick lie has long been the target of humor
and anger, including the line “B.LA., I'm
not your Indian anymore” in the late Floyd
Red Crow Westerman song “B.I.A.,” a hit
during the period of Native American
activism in the late 1960s and early ’70s.

U.S. capitalism was born in the geno-
cidal extermination of Native Americans
and the enslavement of black Africans. As
we wrote in “Genocide ‘Made in USA™”
(WV No. 581, 30 July 1993):

“From the governor of New Netherlands,
who introduced scalping to North Amer-
ica as a means by which Indian-hunting
bounty seekers could claim their pay-
ments, to the 1838 “Trail of Tears,” where
thousands died as the entire 14,000-strong
Cherokee nation was force-marched from
their home in Georgia to the barren Okla-
homa plains, to the final massacre at
Wounded Knee, South Dakota in 1890
when the U.S. Army assassinated 300
unarmed men, women and children—the
westward march of U.S. capitalism was
guided by the spirit of General Sheridan’s
notorious remark: ‘There are no good
Indians but dead Indians’.”

We dealt in depth with the oppression
of Native Americans in the three-part series
“Marxism & the American Indian Ques-
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tion” (Young Spartacus Nos. 27,28 and 31;
December 1974, January and April 1975),
where in the second part we wrote: “With
the destruction of aboriginal tribal soci-
ety, Indians became social refuse and
wards of the state. Although the federal
government finally granted citizenship
rights to Indians in 1924, the state main-
tains an essentially custodial relationship
to the reservations, holding the land ‘in
trust.” Until the New Deal’s Indian Reor-
ganization Act (IRA) of 1934, the reser-
vations were ruled autocratically by the
agents of the Bureau of Indian Affairs.”

Under the IRA, the government intro-
duced limited self-rule on the reserva-
tions, creating a layer of Native bureau-
crats. Later, it attempted to “free” Native
Americans by terminating tribal status
and thereby ending the federal assistance
programs and tax exemptions, the eco-
nomic margin upon which many survived.
Through this, the capitalist class sought
to rid itself of the burden of either devel-
oping the reservations or integrating Native
Americans into bourgeois society and the
labor force.

We fight to build a Leninist work-
ers party, a tribune of the people that
champions the rights of Native Americans.
As we concluded in Young Spartacus
No. 28:

“Capitalism confronts the Indians, who
are cynically termed the ‘Vanishing
American,” only with the prospects of
either oppressive urban lumpenization or
the abominable reservation, with its
squalor, cultural deprivation, high infant
mortality, chronic alcoholism and ram-
pant teenage suicide. Only the destruction
of capitalism through proletarian revolu-
tion and the inauguration of the era of
socialist development can insure the all-
sided voluntary integration of the Ameri-
can Indian into society on the basis of the
fullest equality and meet the special
needs created by well over a century of
injustice and oppression.”®

CHICAGO

Wednesday, March 3, 5:30 p.m.
The Revolution Betrayed

University of lllinois at Chicago
Room 603, Student Center East
750 S. Halsted Street

(Exit Halsted Street at UIC-Halsted stop on
CTA Blue Line)

Information and readings: (312) 563-0441
chicagosyc@sbcglobal.net

TORONTO

Wednesday, March 10, 6 p.m.

For Women'’s Liberation
Through Socialist Revolution!
University of Toronto
Sidney Smith Hall, Room 1080
100 St. George Street

Information and readings: (416) 593-4138
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Thursday, March 4, 6:30 p.m.
Independence for Quebec!
Marxism and the
National Question
UBC, Student Union Building, Rm. 224
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Budget Cuts Slam Workers, Poor
Chicago: Transit Jobs Under the Ax

CHICAGO—At the direction of the Dem-
ocratic Party administration of Mayor
Richard Daley, the Chicago Transit Author-
ity (CTA) imposed sweeping layoffs and
service cuts on February 7 to close a
major budget shortfall. More than 1,000
union drivers, repairmen, servicers and
skilled workers—over one-tenth of the
entire workforce—have already been laid
off or are slated to lose their jobs in
the coming week. The drastic measures
include slashing 18 percent of bus serv-
ice, affecting 119 of 150 routes, and 9
percent of rail service. Some one mil-
lion people ride CTA buses and almost
650,000 ride the trains on an average
workday. Particularly hard hit are the
poorest black and Latino neighborhoods
on the South and West Sides, where
working people are heavily dependent on
mass transit to make it to their jobs. Wait-
ing times on these routes already are the
longest and the buses are the oldest.

Boss Daley, the CTA and the bourgeois
press are carrying out a major media blitz
to blame the Amalgamated Transit Union
(ATU) Locals 241 (bus) and 308 (rail)
and 15 craft unions representing Chicago
transit workers for the severity of the cuts.
Union members are pilloried for refusing
to swallow massive concessions: wage
freezes, increased health care payments
and unpaid furlough days. With the econ-
omy in shambles, the message for work-
ers everywhere has been “sacrifice or else”
as the bosses make workers pay for the
capitalist economic crisis. Capitalist Dem-
ocratic Party politicians, whether in the
White House, the Statehouse or City Hall,
together with the Republicans have gone
after the unions and gutted public serv-
ices used by the working class and poor.

Starting from the top, President Barack
Obama forked out billions to the Wall
Street bankers and engineered the bailout
of the auto giants by tearing up union
gains won through decades of hard strug-
gle—with the active assistance of the
venal sellouts atop the United Auto Work-
ers. At the same time, the Obama admin-
istration has ratcheted up U.S. imperialist
military operations in Afghanistan while
continuing the occupation of Iraq. Lay-
offs, speedups, imperialist depredations
abroad—these are the workings of a sys-
tem of exploitation dedicated to squeezing
profits for the tiny class of capitalist rul-
ers out of the blood and sweat of those
who labor.

To effectively fight the bosses’ attacks,
the unions must rely on their own strength,
operating with the basic understanding
that the interests of capital and labor
are counterposed and irreconcilable. The
ATU locals have a lot of social power,
with the ability to shut down mass transit
in Chicago, and could spearhead a strug-
gle for the fighting unity of all city labor.
The multiracial union membership is also
a living link to the dispossessed ghetto
masses. In “Segregation City,” many blacks
and Latinos are consigned to a life of
poverty, military service or prison. A fed-
eral civil rights lawsuit filed earlier this
year exposed the huge gap between fund-
ing for commuter trains from Chicago’s
middle-class, white suburbs and for bus
and rail service in the inner city, where
people often spend hours in the darkness
and frigid cold making multiple connec-
tions to get to work or school. Champion-
ing demands addressed to the needs of
the poor and oppressed—from the fight
for free mass transit to free, quality health
care for all—would win the ATU plenty
of allies.

But this class-struggle perspective
could not be further from the outlook of
the ATU and other trade-union tops. From
their embrace of Democratic Party candi-
dates in the just-finished Illinois primary
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elections to their support to Obama in
2008, the ATU bureaucrats act as what
American socialist leader Daniel De Leon
over a century ago called “the labor lieu-
tenants of capital,” tying the unions to
the capitalist system of exploitation and
oppression. Their allegiance to the sup-
posed “lesser evil” Democrats has facili-
tated the bourgeois rulers’ assaults on the
American working class and poor: the
dismantling of millions of heavily union-

=

Pk LEE

|
|
|
i
|

while at the same time fighting for equal
pay for equal work with no second-class
union membership. In the face of mass
layoffs, what is posed is a fight for jobs for
all—for a shorter workweek with full-
time pay and benefits for everyone.

Even if the grievance had won, it
would have represented no victory. Under
the watch of the ATU misleaders over the
years, Chicago transit workers have been
subjected to one “divide and conquer”

WV Photo

Demonstration outside Chicago transit headquarters against layoffs and service

cuts, January 20.

ized manufacturing jobs, cuts in social
programs and rampant cop terror in the
ghettos and barrios. To advance its cause,
labor must break with the capitalist par-
ties—Democrat and Republican.

A comrade of the Spartacist League
laid out these basic Marxist truths while
intervening at a CTA public hearing on
Chicago’s South Side on 3 November
2009. Turning his back to the CTA board
members, our comrade declared that “the
only people worth addressing here are
those who are here to protest these vicious
cuts.” He continued:

“Why do we continue to bleed? It’s
because of the allegiance of working
people and minorities to the Democratic
Party. It’s the other party of war and
racism, the other party of the capital-
ist system, the other party of the profit
system, the other party of layoffs and
segregation. And we should know that
here in Chicago, where they have run
things for 60 years. Obama in office has
not changed that in the least, in fact,
Obama and the Democrats went after
the auto workers, they used the auto bail-
out to gut the union and that’s what
they intend to do to the transit union,
to all the public workers in the state of
Illinois.”

Far from mobilizing the unions’ mus-
cle to stop the layoffs and other attacks,
the ATU bureaucrats surrendered in ad-
vance of a fight. Union leaders offered up
their own “menu” of cost-cutting meas-
ures, which were rejected by the CTA.
Earlier, ATU bureaucrats had filed a
grievance demanding that part-time and
temporary workers be laid off first. Local
308 president Robert Kelly said in a state-
ment: “The ATU locals always under-
stood, unfortunately, that our members
would be laid off and our dispute was
only about using seniority with the CTA
to determine who would be laid off first.”
According to Medill Reports (3 Decem-
ber 2009), this sentiment was echoed by
Kelly’s counterpart in Local 241, Darrell
Jefferson: “If anyone is gonna go, it has
to be part-timers.” Predictably, an arbitra-
tor in short order tossed out the union
grievance on February 3, paving the way
for the layoffs to begin four days later.

The union must defend seniority rights,

scheme after another, including the intro-
duction of part-time work and wage tiers.
Two years ago, the union bureaucrats
helped roll out an “apprentice” program
where ex-convicts are hired for a limited
time as servicers at paltry wages with no
benefits, while having to pay full union
dues but getting no union rights or pro-
tections (see “Down With Racist, Anti-
Union ‘Ex-Offender Apprentice’ Scheme!”
WV No. 923, 24 October 2008). A further
barrier to unity in struggle is the division
of transit workers into two separate ATU
locals and multiple craft unions. The
bosses want to drive a wedge into the
workforce so they can more easily roll
back the wages and working conditions
of all union members.

Jefferson has announced plans to ask
Local 241 members to strictly follow
CTA operating rules if negotiations to
reverse the service cuts continue to stall.
Instead of a united mobilization, he is

proposing a voluntary job action that
would make it much easier for the com-
pany to victimize individual workers. For
the ATU tops such tactics are a means to
avoid hard class struggle, but some work-
ers—and the CTA—are taking it seriously
enough. The transit bosses are poised to
file anti-union injunctions in the event
of any perceived work “slowdown” and
already have moved to fire one bus opera-
tor who distributed a flyer encouraging
her co-workers to refuse to work over-
time. Local 241 is defending this union
activist by relying once again on arbitra-
tion, which places the fate of the union
and its members in the hands of a “third
party” who is in reality on the side of the
class enemy. As an elementary act of soli-
darity, it is crucial for transit unions, and
the rest of city labor, to fight against all
CTA reprisals.

In raising the prospect of a slowdown,
the ATU bureaucrats want nothing more
than the opportunity to tinker with the
terms of “sacrifice.” This is shown by their
lash-up with Democratic Party front man
Jesse Jackson Sr., who at a press con-
ference at his Rainbow PUSH Coalition
headquarters on February 13 said, “There
will either be fair negotiations, or they’ll
be slow roll or no roll.” “Fair negotia-
tions” simply means “fair” layoffs or con-
cessions. If labor struggle does break out,
Jackson, who postures as a friend of labor
and blacks in order to better serve the
bosses, will be there to douse the flames.
In 2000, a union official brought Jack-
son into L.A. during a convulsive tran-
sit strike, where he set about preaching
“reconciliation” to the striking workers
so that the local Democrats could ram
through a giveback contract deal.

Now, more than two weeks after the
bulk of the layoffs, Jefferson is threaten-
ing, through the press, to call a strike vote
at the next union meeting on March 1.
Jefferson is walking a tightrope between
the anger of the union ranks and his loy-
alty to the Democratic Party. Many in
ATU Local 241 well remember that when
2,000 workers came to a mass union meet-
ing and authorized a strike in March 2006,
Jefferson squandered the members’ desire
to act in defense of the union and quickly
submitted his membership’s future to
binding arbitration.

Following massive job losses in con-
struction and manufacturing, as the New
York Times headlined, “Most U.S. Union
Members Are Working for the Govern-
ment, New Data Shows” (22 January).

continued on page 9
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The BT on Haiti: Postscript to 1Giocy

A couple of years ago, we were e-mailed
a compendium of internal communiqués
among adherents of the International
Bolshevik Tendency (BT). While these
were kind of crackpot, though revealing of
what passes for political discussion in the
BT, our attention was drawn to the follow-
ing proclamation by the organization’s
supreme leader, Bill Logan: “Our orienta-
tion is towards a fusion with the IG [Inter-
nationalist Group], a prerequisite to which
is obviously some programmatic move-
ment on their part.”

It appears that the BT finds such “move-
ment” in the IG’s recent declaration that
the Spartacist League has “gone over
from bending under pressure from the
ruling class to outright apology for impe-
rialism” (“‘Spartacist League Backs U.S.
Imperialist Invasion of Haiti,” 30 Janu-
ary). A February 9 article posted on the
BT’s Web site, “Imperialist Troops Out of
Haiti!” concurs with “the IG’s assessment
of the SL’s scandalous capitulation over
imperialist intervention in Haiti.” We refer
readers to our article “Haiti: IG Conjures
Up Revolution Amid the Rubble” (WV
No. 952, 12 February) for our answer to
the IG’s “assessment.” As for the BT, its
cynicism is, as always, breathtaking.

The BT’s initial statement on Haiti,
dated January 29, two weeks after the
quake, did not demand “Imperialist troops
out of Haiti!” And when there was a
genuine U.S.-led and UN-sponsored inva-
sion of Haiti in 2004, which included a
contingent of 500 troops from Canada,
where the BT is centered, the BT’s news-
paper 1917 did not call for “Imperialist
troops out of Haiti!” (In fact, we could find
only one passing reference to that invasion
on the entirety of the BT’s Web site.)

The BT couldn’t give a damn about
imperialist repression of the Haitian
masses, an indifference that is matched
by their general sneering contempt for
special oppression, whether it be the
national subjugation of Quebec to the
Canadian imperialist state or the vicious
segregation and state repression of the
black ghetto masses in the U.S. The dev-
astation of Haiti is simply a convenient
opportunity for these renegades to prac-
tice what has always made them tick:
trying to “get” the Spartacist League.
This time around they perceive the added
advantage of furthering their amorous
advances toward the IG.

In some ways the political appetites
and sensibilities of the BT and IG are at
variance. The IG declared that the earth-
quake provided an immediate opening
for a workers revolt in Haiti, a grotesque
fantasy, which, as we pointed out, was
animated by their adaptation to Third
World nationalism. The BT’s sensibilities
are those of First World social democrats
who promote illusions in the “humani-
tarian” pretensions of imperialism. This
same outlook was explicitly expressed by
the British Workers Power group. In a
January 21 Web posting, “Haiti—Aid or
Colonisation?” Workers Power raised the
utterly delusional demand for the “troops
to disarm and be placed at the disposal of
civilian agencies—or leave Haiti,” adding

that “all military vehicles and equipment
that can be of use should be placed under
civilian control.”

For its part, the BT points to the Red
Cross and Médicins Sans Fronti¢res (Doc-
tors Without Borders) as the true source of
aid for the desperate Haitian people. But
these outfits are nothing other than agen-
cies for imperialism. The self-declared
purpose of the American Red Cross is to
“carry out responsibilities delegated to it
by the federal government”—i.e., U.S.
imperialism. For its part, Médicins Sans
Frontieres was initiated as the “humani-
tarian” arm of French imperialism. One of
its founders, Bernard Kouchner, is now
the French government’s minister of for-
eign affairs.

the sizable Haitian proletariat in the dias-
pora can play a key role.” These workers
can be a vital link to class struggle by the
powerful North American proletariat. To
infuse the multiracial U.S. working class
with an understanding of its role as the
gravedigger of U.S. imperialism requires
a political struggle against the pro-
capitalist labor misleaders who chain the
working class to its capitalist exploiters,
centrally through political support to the
Democratic Party. Yet the sizable Haitian
proletariat in North America goes unmen-
tioned in the IG’s article on the earth-
quake and in the BT’s polemic against us.
This speaks to their mutual ties to “pro-
gressive” labor fakers in the U.S. And
here, despite their otherwise different

Part II1,” International Information Bul-
letin No. 16, November 1983, which is
available to the public).

But when Logan grotesquely tried to
pass himself off as a workers leader from
New Zealand at an October 2007 Bay
Area “Labor Conference to Stop the
War,” Norden went along for the ride. As
a Spartacist spokesman intervened at the
event to expose Logan as a revolting and
dangerous fraud, the BT’s and IG’s favor-
ite labor bureaucrat, Jack Heyman of
ILWU Local 10, tried to interrupt our
speaker and defended Logan against what
he called “personal slanders.” Norden sat
silent through all this and then took the
floor, where his only mention of Logan
was a brief, oh-so-comradely criticism of

More Gas from the Swamp

U.S. troops from B2nd Airborne Di

Spartacist League Backs U.S.
Imperialist Invasion of Haiti
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BT participants in Bay Area demonstration, 25 January. Party for Sociatism and Liberation/ANSWER, tike
many other teft organizations, atso calls for imperiatist troops out of Haiti.

Imperialist Troops Out of Haiti!

In a stunning and almost inexplicable move, the Spartacist League/U.5., leading section of the
International Communist League {ICL), has announced its opposition to calling for the removal of
U.S. troops from Haiti (Workers Yanguard [Wv] No. 951, 29 January). The core of the 5L's
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on the ground with the capacity—e.g., trucks, planes, ships—to organize the
transport of what food, water, medical and other supplies are getting to Haiti’s

But it is no secret that the “trucks, planes, ships" of the U.S. military cccupation are not being
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dicts the Trotskyist tradition it claims to uphold, is contained in

rnatives facing Haiti today. The U.S. military is the only force

Statements by IG (left) and BT (right) against SL on Haiti. Will the “celebrant” Bill Logan officiate at the wedding?

As we noted in “Haiti Earthquake
Horror: Imperialism, Racism and Starva-
tion” (WV No. 951, 29 January), the grim
reality is:

“There are no good alternatives facing
Haiti today. The U.S. military is the only
force on the ground with the capacity—
e.g., trucks, planes, ships—to organize
the transport of what food, water, medi-
cal and other supplies are getting to
Haiti’s population. And they’re doing it
in the typical piggish U.S. imperialist
manner. We have always opposed U.S.
and UN occupations in Haiti and every-
where—and it may become necessary to
call for U.S./UN out of Haiti in the near
future—but we are not going to call for
an end to such aid as the desperate Hai-
tian masses can get their hands on.”

Devastated by two centuries of colonial
and imperialist subjugation, Haiti had
virtually no industrial proletariat even
before the earthquake hit, and hardly any
infrastructure. As our article underlined,
“The key to the liberation of Haiti lies in
proletarian revolution throughout the
hemisphere, in which the mobilization of
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appetites, there is some real political
“unity” between the IG and BT.

The Ties That Bind

In the BT’s communiqués, the organi-
zation’s second-in-command, Tom Riley,
points to the enthusing by both the BT
and IG over the 2008 antiwar West Coast
port shutdown by the International Long-
shore and Warehouse Union (ILWU) as
the potential ticket for regroupment.
Riley ridicules the IG’s view of its role in
spurring this action, writing, “I think the
IG has really convinced themselves that
them showing up at that Bay Area confer-
ence selling that pamphlet on Labor
Strikes Against the War was instrumental.
This isn’t just cynicism but actual delu-
sion.” Nonetheless, he argues that the
“ICL/IG differences on the ILWU labour
action are an opening for us” and counsels
“the MAIN thing we want to do however
is not ridicule them but start pulling at the
threads of the Logan Q and the origins of
ILWU action.”

By the “threads of the Logan Q,” Riley
means that, for any prospect of unity,
the IG will have to embrace BT leader
Bill Logan as their own “dear leader.” A
proven, massive liar and a sociopath,
Logan was expelled from our interna-
tional tendency in 1979 for crimes “against
communist morality and its substrate ele-
mentary human decency.” These included
Logan using his organizational position
as chairman of our Australian section to
break up couples and to try to force
a young woman to get an abortion and,
failing that, to give up her baby. At the
time of Logan’s expulsion, IG leader Jan
Norden, who was then a leading mem-
ber of our organization, powerfully and
rightly indicted Logan as “a criminally
sociopathic individual who should be
removed from all working-class organ-
izations” (see “On the Logan Regime

Logan’s description of a 1930s Austra-
lian labor boycott of pig iron to Japan as
an example of working-class struggle
against war. In other words, the IG joined
Heyman and the BT in legitimizing the
twisted Logan as part of the workers
movement (see “Labor Opportunists,
Renegades Embrace Bill Logan,” WV No.
901, 26 October 2007).

Such is the price for entry into the Bay
Area reformist swamp, where the likes
of Heyman specialize in providing “mili-
tant” working-class cover for politics
that have shackled the unions to the class
enemy, particularly the Democratic Party.
This is what played out on May Day
2008. The West Coast port shutdown that
day was a powerful demonstration of the
kind of working-class action that needs
to be mobilized against the wars and
occupations of U.S. imperialism. But the
ILWU International tops channeled it into
“loyal to America” patriotism and support
for Democratic Party contender Barack
Obama as the future Commander-in-
Chief of U.S. imperialism. Any mention
of the war in Afghanistan, championed by
Obama, was deep-sixed.

Today, the BT begs to differ with the IG
that we have undergone a “qualitative
degeneration” over Haiti. They gently
chide IG leaders for “their willfully blind
allegiance to everything the SL did prior
to their own departure in 1996.” For the
BT, our “qualitative degeneration” took
place in 1983, when we raised the con-
junctural demand “Marines Out of Leba-
non, Now, Alive” to intersect widespread
revulsion over the deaths of 240 U.S.
Marines and direct it against the U.S.
imperialist rulers. The BT charged us with
“social-patriotism” because we didn’t
cheer the bombing of the Marine barracks
as an act of “anti-imperialism.”

On the front page of WV our Lebanon
slogan was coupled with the call, “U.S.
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FROM THE ARCHIVES OF MARXISM

On 1902 Martinique Volcano
by Rosa Luxemburg

The following article by revolutionary
Marxist leader Rosa Luxemburg was
written shortly after a massive volcanic
eruption in May 1902 that killed some
40,000 people on the Caribbean island of
Martinique, which remains to this day a
colony of French imperialism. The article,
which originally appeared in the Social
Democratic paper Leipziger Volkszeitung
(15 May 1902), appears here as trans-
lated in The Rosa Luxemburg Reader
(Monthly Review Press [2004]). It con-
veys the hypocrisy of the European Great
Powers, with the blood of millions on their
hands, rushing to the aid of Martinique.

Throughout the article Luxemburg refers
to various wars and revolutions. These
include the Opium Wars of Western inter-
vention into China in the mid 19th cen-
tury; the Paris Commune of 1871, in which
the proletariat briefly governed the city
before being crushed by the French army
with the support of German forces, with
over 20,000 slaughtered; and the Boer
Wars of 1880-81 and 1899-1902, when
the British imperialists brutally crushed
independent Afrikaner states in southern
Africa that in turn lorded it over the black
African masses. Other such references
are explained by brackets in the text.

* * *

Mountains of smoking ruins, heaps of
mangled corpses, a steaming, smoking
sea of fire wherever you turn, mud and
ashes—that is all that remains of the
flourishing little city which perched on
the rocky slope of the volcano like a flut-
tering swallow. For some time the angry
giant had been heard to rumble and rage
against this human presumption, the blind
self-conceit of the two-legged dwarfs.
Great-hearted even in his wrath, a true
giant, he warned the reckless creatures
that crawled at his feet. He smoked,
spewed out fiery clouds, in his bosom
there was seething and boiling and explo-
sions like rifle volleys and cannon thun-
der. But the lords of the earth, those who
ordain human destiny, remained with
faith unshaken—in their own wisdom.

On [May] 7th, the commission dis-
patched by the government announced to
the anxious people of St. Pierre that all
was in order in heaven and on earth. All
is in order, no cause for alarm!—as they
said on the eve of the Oath of the Tennis
Court in the dance-intoxicated halls of
Louis XVI, while in the crater of the revo-
lutionary volcano fiery lava was gather-
ing for the fearful eruption. All is in order,
peace and quiet everywhere!—as they
said in Vienna and Berlin on the eve of
the March eruption fifty years ago [the
outbreak of the 1848 European revolu-
tions]. The old, long-suffering titan of
Martinique paid no heed to the reports of
the honorable commission: after the peo-
ple had been reassured by the governor on
the 7th, he erupted in the early hours of
the 8th and buried in a few minutes the

governor, the commission, the people,
houses, streets and ships under the fiery
exhalation of his indignant heart.

The work was radically thorough. Forty
thousand human lives mowed down, a
handful of trembling refugees rescued—
the old giant can rumble and bubble in
peace, he has shown his might, he has
fearfully avenged the slight to his primor-
dial power.

And now in the ruins of the annihilated
city on Martinique a new guest arrives,
unknown, never seen before—the human
being. Not lords and bondsmen, not blacks
and whites, not rich and poor, not planta-
tion owners and wage slaves—human
beings have appeared on the tiny shat-
tered island, human beings who feel only
the pain and see only the disaster, who

only want to help and succor. Old Mt.
Pelee has worked a miracle! Forgotten are
the days of Fashoda [in 1898, Britain and
France nearly went to war over a conflict
in Fashoda, Sudan], forgotten the con-
flict over Cuba, forgotten “la Revanche”
—the French and the English, the Tsar and
the Senate of Washington, Germany and
Holland donate money, send telegrams,
extend the helping hand. A brotherhood
of peoples against nature’s burning hatred,
a resurrection of humanism on the ruins
of human culture. The price of recalling
their humanity was high, but thundering
Mt. Pelee had a voice to catch their ear.
France weeps over the tiny island’s
forty thousand corpses, and the whole
world hastens to dry the tears of the
Mother Republic. But how was it then,
centuries ago, when France spilled blood
in torrents for the Lesser and Greater
Antilles? In the sea off the east coast of
Africa lies a volcanic island—Madagas-
car: fifty years ago there we saw the dis-
consolate Republic who weeps for her
lost children today, how she bowed the

obstinate native people to her yoke with
chains and the sword. No volcano opened
its crater there: the mouths of French can-
nons spewed out death and annihilation;
French artillery fire swept thousands of
flowering human lives from the face of
the earth until a free people lay prostrate
on the ground, until the brown queen of
the “savages” was dragged off as a trophy
to the “City of Light.”

On the Asiatic coast, washed by the
waves of the ocean, lie the smiling Philip-
pines. Six years ago we saw the benevo-
lent Yankees, we saw the Washington
Senate at work there [a reference to the
1898 Spanish-American War, in which
the U.S. took possession of the Philippines
and Cuba—the war had taken place four
years previously, not six]. Not fire-spewing
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View of

St. Pierre,
destroyed
by Mt. Pelée
eruption.

mountains—there, American rifles mowed
down human lives in heaps; the sugar
cartel Senate today sends golden dollars
to Martinique, thousands upon thousands,
to coax life back from the ruins, sent can-
non upon cannon, warship upon warship,
golden dollars millions upon millions to
Cuba, to sow death and devastation.
Yesterday, today—far off in the Afri-
can south, where only a few years ago a
tranquil little people lived by their labor
and in peace, there we saw how the Eng-
lish wreak havoc, these same Englishmen
who in Martinique save the mother her
children and the children their parents:
there we saw them stamp on human bod-
ies, on children’s corpses with brutal sol-
diers boots, wading in pools of blood,
death and misery before them and behind.
Ah, and the Russians, the rescuing,
helping, weeping Tsar of All the Russians
—an old acquaintance! We have seen you
on the ramparts of Praga, where warm
Polish blood flowed in streams and turned
the sky red with its steam [in 1831, the
Tsarist army bloodily suppressed a Polish

International Institute of Social History

uprising in Praga, a suburb of Warsaw].
But those were the old days. No! Now,
only a few weeks ago, we have seen you
benevolent Russians on your dusty high-
ways, in ruined Russian villages eye to
eye with the ragged, wildly agitated,
grumbling mob; gunfire rattled, gasping
muzhiks fell to the earth, red peasant
blood mingled with the dust of the high-
way. They must die, they must fall because
their bodies doubled up with hunger, be-
cause they cried out for bread, for bread!

And we have seen you too, oh Mother
Republic, you tear-distiller. It was on
May 23 of 1871: the glorious spring
sun shone down on Paris; thousands of
pale human beings in working clothes
stood packed together in the streets,
in prison courtyard, body to body and
head to head; through loopholes in the
walls, mitrailleuses thrust their blood-
thirsty muzzles. No volcano erupted, no
lava stream poured down. Your cannons,
Mother Republic, were turned on the
tight-packed crowd, screams of pain rent
the air—over twenty thousand corpses
covered the pavements of Paris!

And all of you—whether French and
English, Russians and Germans, Italians
and Americans—we have seen you all
together once before in brotherly accord,
united in a great league of nations, help-
ing and guiding each other: it was in
China. There too you forgot all quarrels
among yourselves, there too you made a
peace of peoples—for mutual murder and
the torch. Ha, how the pigtails fell in rows
before your bullets, like a ripe grainfield
lashed by the hail! Ha, how the wailing
women plunged into the water, their dead
in their cold arms, fleeing the tortures of
your ardent embraces!

And now they have all turned to Mar-
tinique, all one heart and one mind again;
they help, rescue, dry the tears and curse
the havoc-wreaking volcano. Mt. Pelee,
great-hearted giant, you can laugh; you
can look down in loathing at these benevo-
lent murderers, at these weeping carni-
vores, at these beasts in Samaritan’s cloth-
ing. But a day will come when another
volcano lifts its voice of thunder: a vol-
cano that is seething and boiling, whether
you need it or not, and will sweep the
whole sanctimonious, blood-splattered
culture from the face of the earth. And
only on its ruins will the nations come
together in true humanity, which will know
but one deadly foe—blind, dead nature.®

Out of Grenada, Dead or Alive” (see WV
No. 341, 4 November 1983). We did not
give military support to any of the con-
tending forces in the bloody civil war in
Lebanon, and there was no known force
there fighting against the U.S. imperial-
ists. In Grenada, we had a side: with
the Cubans and others who were fight-
ing against the U.S. imperialist invaders.
During the same period we raised the call
“kill the invaders” against CIA counter-
revolutionary bands who sought to over-
throw the leftist Sandinista regime in
Nicaragua; we hailed the Soviet Red
Army and called on it to mop up the
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imperialist-backed Islamic reactionaries
in Afghanistan; and we supported the
suppression of Solidarnos¢ imperialist-
sponsored counterrevolution in Poland.
None of this was inspired by glorying
in dead bodies, but by our proletarian
revolutionary internationalist commitment
to ending imperialist barbarism. As we
wrote in “Marxism and Bloodthirstiness”
(WV No. 345, 6 January 1984), “We are
for the victory of just causes. Necessarily
and above all, the centrality of just causes
is the shattering of the exploiting and
oppressing classes and the victory of
socialism” (emphasis in original). In con-

trast, as we noted at the time, the BT’s
bloodthirstiness was a convenient posture
against us and inversely proportional to the
distance from where the blood was being
shed. The founding members of the BT
are, after all, an assortment of embittered
ex-members of our organization who got
cold feet about our Soviet defensism in
the early 1980s when the winds of Cold
War II were blowing.

Though the IG has gone some distance
down the road to forgiving and forgetting
the crimes of BT leader Bill Logan, Logan
himself has opined that “some current
members of the IG would not manage

the personal transformation required by
a fusion.” Perhaps Logan could apply
his well-documented expertise in sadistic
and cult-like practices for such a “per-
sonal transformation.” Today, the BT
leader advertises himself as a “profes-
sional celebrant”—a New Age equival-
ent of a faith healer—who specializes
in “bereavement,” “betrayal,” “partnership
break-up,” “sexuality issues” and other
ceremonies derived from the “Anglican
and Presbyterian influences of my child-
hood.” If all goes well in the BT’s “re-
groupment” waltz with the IG, Logan can
officiate at the wedding.m



The following article, based on a
November 2009 educational presen-
tation in London, is reprinted in
slightly edited form from Workers
Hammer No. 209 (Winter 2009-
2010), newspaper of the Spartacist
League/Britain, section of the Inter-
national Communist League (Fourth
Internationalist).
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The 1917 Russian October Revo-
lution was the greatest victory for the
working people of the world, a defin-
ing event of modern history. For the
first time ever the proletariat seized
state power and created a workers
state based on soviets, or workers
councils, under the Bolshevik Party’s
leadership. As the founder of Ameri-
can Trotskyism, James P. Cannon, put
itin 1939:

“The Russian Bolsheviks on Novem-
ber 7, 1917, once and for all, took the
question of the workers’ revolution
out of the realm of abstraction and
gave it flesh and blood reality.”
—Struggle for a Proletarian
Party, 1943
The Soviet government decreed land
to the peasants and pulled Russia out
of World War I, an interimperialist
war. It demanded an immediate
peace without annexations, including
freedom for the colonies subjugated

by the imperialists. It also recognised
the right to self-determination of all
the non-Russian peoples oppressed
under tsarist/capitalist rule.

The Bolshevik Revolution was not
made solely for Russia, but for the
working masses of the whole world,
occurring at a time when the Indian
subcontinent, China and Africa were
either colonies or semicolonies of
the imperialist powers. The Bolshe-
vik Revolution became a beacon to
the oppressed masses of all coun-
tries, not least in the colonial world.
Revulsion against the imperialist
rulers as a result of the slaughter in
World War I led to a wave of revolu-
tionary and pre-revolutionary strug-
gles in many countries. This wave
ended with the defeat of the German
Revolution of 1923.

Only in Russia in October 1917
did this upsurge result in the working
class taking state power, because
uniquely among the socialist organ-
isations of their time, the Bolsheviks
had a programme for working-class
power. At the outbreak of WWI on 4
August 1914, the German Social Democ-
racy (as well as the Labour Party and
most other parties in the Second Interna-
tional) passed definitively into the camp
of social-chauvinism by supporting their
“own” bourgeoisie in war. WWI was a
watershed, provoking a profound realign-
ment in the revolutionary workers move-
ment internationally. Prepared by years
of struggle and a decisive split with
the Russian opportunists—the Menshe-
viks—Lenin and the Bolsheviks emerged
as the leadership of an international
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Trenches, published
in Latvia by
Bolsheviks in the
army during World |
War I. Right: Austrian |
and Russian soldiers |
fraternizing at

the front, 1917.

movement to recapture the banner of
revolutionary Marxism.

From 1914 onwards Lenin hammered
away at two related themes: the need to
split from the social traitors of the Sec-
ond International and to fight for a new,
Third International; and the call to turn
the imperialist war into a civil war
against the capitalist system. Lenin’s
programme for the working classes of all
the warring countries was revolutionary
defeatism—i.e., the defeat of one’s own
bourgeoisie is the lesser evil; turn the
guns around—the main enemy is at

no credit
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Moscow, 1918: Red Army soldiers celebrating first anniversary of Russian Revolution
under banner hailing “Communism.”

October 1917:
oishevik Revo

l L.Y. Leonidov
Lenin and Trotsky in Red Square on second anniversary of Bolshevik Revolution.

home! Following the Bolshevik Revolu-
tion, in 1919 the Third (Communist)
International was founded and, under
Lenin and Trotsky’s leadership, it sought
to forge vanguard parties to fight for
proletarian revolutions worldwide.

Social-chauvinism is integral to the
programme of parties like the Labour
Party. Old Labour governments have loy-
ally served the aims of British imperial-
ism, from the bloody partition of India in
1947, leading to communalist slaughter
on a mass scale, to sending troops into
Northern Ireland in 1969, to introducing
vile racist virginity tests for Asian
women in Britain in the 1970s. Social-
chauvinism is alive and well today, as
seen in the reactionary strikes against
foreign workers, under the slogan “Brit-
ish jobs for British workers,” led by the
Socialist Party [affiliated with Socialist
Alternative in the U.S.] and trade-union
bureaucrats and tacitly supported by
most of the Labourite left. In building a
party modelled on Lenin’s Bolsheviks,
our strategic task is to expose such ref-
ormist organisations as an obstacle to
building a revolutionary party.

Despite the grim poverty of Russia at
the time of the October Revolution, the
young workers state granted far-reaching
measures of equality. It eliminated laws

discriminating against women and
gave women in Russia a level of
equality and freedom that has not
yet been attained by the most eco-
nomically advanced ‘“democratic”
capitalist countries today. Just over
a month after the revolution, two
decrees established civil marriage
and allowed for divorce at the
request of either partner; all laws
against homosexual acts and other
consensual sexual activity were also
abolished. The Bolshevik position
was based on the following princi-
ple, as explained in a pamphlet by
Grigorii Batkis, director of the Mos-
cow Institute of Social Hygiene, The
Sexual Revolution in Russia (1923):
“It declares the absolute non-
interference of the state and society
into sexual matters, so long as
nobody 1is injured, and no one’s
interests are encroached upon.”
This is light years ahead of the con-
sciousness of liberals and fake left-
ists today, who go ballistic over our
defence of Helen Goddard and of
Roman Polanski. Both are behind
bars because of “age of consent”
laws, under which the bourgeois
state accords to itself the right to
regulate the sexual activity of youth.
Today’s reactionary political climate
is shaped largely by counterrevolution
in the former Soviet Union in 1991-92.
The USSR remained a workers state

(although degenerated), despite the rise
to power of the Stalinist bureaucratic
caste that began in 1923-24, rejecting
the revolutionary internationalist pro-
gramme of the Bolsheviks under Lenin
and Trotsky. We upheld the Trotskyist
programme of unconditional military
defence of the Soviet Union and the
deformed workers states of Eastern
Europe and called for proletarian
political revolution against the Stalinist
bureaucracy, and we have a proud
record of fighting against the capitalist
reunification of Germany in 1989-90
and against counterrevolution in the
former Soviet Union.

The message behind today’s rejoic-
ing by the capitalist politicians and
liberals over counterrevolution in the
Soviet Union and Eastern Europe is:
“never again” should the working
class hold state power. While organisa-
tions such as the Socialist Workers
Party (SWP) are dumping any remain-
ing claim to base themselves on the
Bolshevik Revolution, we in the ICL
uniquely uphold the programme of the
Bolshevik Party in that revolution. To quote
James Cannon again,

“We are, in fact, the party of the Russian
revolution. We have been the people, and
the only people, who have had the Rus-
sian revolution in their program and in

their blood.”
—Struggle for a Proletarian Party

There are many lessons from the revo-
lution but the central one that I want to
highlight—an issue that set the Bolshe-
viks apart from their competitors at the
time, the Mensheviks and Social Revolu-
tionaries (SRs)—was the need to combat
illusions in bourgeois democracy. Break-
ing such illusions was central to the fight
for the dictatorship of the proletariat.
Ever since October 1917, social demo-
crats and reformists, beginning with the
Mensheviks, have denounced the Octo-
ber Revolution, arguing that the Bolshe-
viks should not have led the proletariat
to seize power. Instead, they argue that
the Russian proletariat should have sup-
ported the liberal bourgeoisie—in the
name of “democracy.” The main accusa-
tion levelled against the Bolsheviks is
that they violated bourgeois democracy.
What they actually violated was the
rule of the landlords and capitalists,
based on private property—exactly what
bourgeois democracy exists to protect.
Bourgeois democracy is a facade to con-
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Petrograd, June 1917: Bolshevik banner (right) reads: “Down With Counter-
revolution! Down With the Ten Capitalist Ministers! All Power to the Soviets of
Workers, Soldiers and Peasants Deputies! We Demand Immediate Convo-

cation of a Constituent Assembly!”

ceal the reality of capitalist rule which is
the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie.

The State Is Not Neutral

Lenin’s pamphlet, The State and Revo-
lution, written on the eve of the October
Revolution, codifies a central lesson of
the revolution: that the proletariat cannot
use the bourgeois state to achieve a peace-
ful transition to socialism. Rather, the pro-
letariat must smash the old state machin-
ery, create a new state and impose its
own class rule—the dictatorship of the
proletariat—to suppress and expropriate
the capitalist exploiters.

The role of the reformists today, as it
was in 1917, is to reinforce illusions in
“democratic” imperialism. For groups
like the SWP and Socialist Party, the
solution to everything from how to com-
bat the fascist British National Party to
ending the British and U.S. imperialist
occupations of Iraq and Afghanistan is to
appeal to the capitalist state. This is worse
than grotesque: these bloody imperialist
occupations are not aberrations, but part
of the normal workings of “democratic”
imperialism. The imperialist rulers have
carried out mass murder and torture on
an immense scale in their drive to secure
world markets; much of the wealth that
laid the foundations of British capitalism
was acquired from the trade in African
slaves. From the Indian subcontinent to
Africa and beyond, British colonial rule
killed tens of millions, subjugating entire
populations. As Karl Marx put it in
Capital, capitalism was born “dripping
from head to foot, from every pore, with
blood and dirt.”

The Paradox of the
February Revolution

The February Revolution of 1917 that
overthrew the tsarist monarchy was car-
ried out overwhelmingly by the working
class with the peasants, organised in the
army, also playing a key role. The spark
was a demonstration by women workers
on February 23 (on the old calendar,
which in the new calendar is March 8,
International Women’s Day). On Febru-
ary 25 there was a general strike in Petro-
grad followed by a mutiny in some regi-
ments and the creation of the Soviet of
Workers’ Deputies. By February 28 the
tsar’s ministers were arrested. The para-
dox of the February Revolution was that
while workers had toppled the monarchy,
power was handed over to the bourgeoi-
sie in the form of the Provisional Gov-
ernment. This bourgeois government
existed side by side with the soviets in
what was known as “dual power.” The
central question in Russia following the
February Revolution was this: whether to
cede power to the bourgeoisie or whether
the proletariat should take the power.

Tsarist Russia was the weakest link in
the imperialist chain as the Russian bour-
geoisie were entirely dependent on the
European powers. The particular condi-
tions in Russia were described by Trotsky
as “combined and uneven development.”
A vast mass of hundreds of millions
of peasants—who had no mechanised
agriculture, were only a generation away
from serfdom and were hungry for land
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—co-existed with urban centres contain-
ing a small but concentrated proletariat.
Particularly in Petrograd the proletariat
was based in large-scale modern fac-
tories. This meant that the proletarian
revolution could not hope to succeed and
survive in backward Russia without the
support of the mass of poor peasants.
The soviets, which had previously aris-
en in the 1905 Revolution, were revived
in the February Revolution, but they now
included soldiers, who were mainly peas-
ants and who would otherwise have been
difficult to organise. Soldiers’ soviets
became the organised form of the armed

to defend “democratic” Russia against
German imperialism. In other words the
war aims of the Russian bourgeoisie
would continue. During Lenin’s exile the
Bolshevik leaders in Russia began to
bend in the direction of the Mensheviks’
defensism. Trotsky was scathing in his
History of the Russian Revolution about
a Pravda article in early March which
said: “Our slogan is pressure upon the
Provisional Government with the aim of
compelling it...to make an attempt to
induce all the warring countries to open
immediate negotiations...and until then
every man remains at his fighting post!”
Lenin vehemently opposed this line in
Pravda, saying in a March letter: “I shall
prefer even an immediate split with any-
one in our party, whoever it may be,
to making concessions to the social-
patriotism of Kerensky and Co.”

Lenin Fights to Rearm the Party

On his return to Russia in April, Lenin
led a sharp fight to reorient the Bolshe-
vik Party. Few events had such signifi-
cance for the fate of the revolution as
the Bolshevik Party conferences held
in April, where the issue at stake was
the question of the working class taking
power. As Trotsky noted in Lessons of
October (1924): “The fundamental con-
troversial question, around which every-
thing else centred, was this: whether or
not we should struggle for power;
whether or not we should assume power.”

Lenin’s “April Theses” make clear that
not the slightest concession to “revolu-
tionary defensism” is permissible. He
abandoned his slogan of the ‘“demo-
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Troops fire on workers demonstration during Petrograd July Days.

military units that were now at the dispos-
al of the working class.

Between February and October there
was continual conflict between the Pro-
visional Government and the soviets.
Describing the instability of dual power,
the first minister of war in the Provi-
sional Government, Alexander Guchkov,
complained: “The government, alas, has
no real power; the troops, the railroads,
the post and telegraph are in the hands
of the Soviet. The simple fact is that
the Provisional Government exists only
so long as the Soviet permits it” (quoted
in History of the Russian Revolution,
Leon Trotsky, 1930). Dual power could
only be resolved either by revolution or
counterrevolution.

With the overthrow of the autocratic
rule of the tsar, democratic illusions
became widespread. Upon his return
from exile in the spring of 1917 Lenin
described Russia as the “freest of all the
belligerent countries in the world,” and
there was freedom of expression and
intense public debate, especially in the
soviets about the way forward for the
revolution. But the fundamental nature of
Russia as an imperialist power had not
changed and for Lenin, the question was
to maintain the Bolsheviks’ revolution-
ary defeatist position on WWI—the task
remained that of “turning the imperialist
war into a civil war.”

The soviets in February were domi-
nated by the SRs and Mensheviks, who
maintained that the February Revolution
had achieved the main task of overthrow-
ing the monarchy and now the task was

cratic dictatorship of the proletariat
and peasantry” in favour of a direct
struggle for proletarian power. Lenin’s
theses included a recognition that the
seizure of power by the proletariat would
place on the order of the day not only the
democratic tasks in Russia, but also the
socialist tasks. Also included was a
sweeping programme for nationalising
land and banks under a soviet govern-
ment and the creation of a new revolu-
tionary international.

Even before April Lenin was irrecon-
cilably opposed to class collaboration
and to the Russian bourgeoisie. His old
slogan had nothing in common with the
Mensheviks, whose programme was that
the Russian Revolution needed to be
led by the bourgeoisie and supported by

General Kornilov’s
troops being
disarmed after
attempted
counterrevolutionary
coup in August 1917.

the proletariat, for a period of years or
decades. In contrast Lenin saw the vital
necessity for the peasants, who needed to
rise up and overthrow the landlords, to
ally with the proletariat in the coming
revolution. He also saw the revolution in
Russia as the opening shot in the Euro-
pean and international revolution. But
Lenin’s formula for a joint dictatorship
of the proletariat and peasantry was
flawed, not least because the peasantry is
not an independent class but an atomised
petty-bourgeois layer.

Faced with the reality of dual power
Lenin fought for the same programmatic
conclusions as Trotsky advocated in his
theory of “permanent revolution.” From
1905 Trotsky understood that the reali-
sation of the tasks of the bourgeois-
democratic revolution in backward Rus-
sia was conceivable only under the
dictatorship of the proletariat, leaning on
the peasantry. Moreover, the seizure of
power by the working class in Russia
would place on the order of the day not
only democratic, but also socialist tasks.
This would give a powerful impetus to
international socialist revolution, which
was necessary for the development of
socialism in Russia. Trotsky in turn came
over to Lenin on the party question, mak-
ing clear on his return to Russia in May
1917 that he no longer favoured unity
between the Bolsheviks and Mensheviks.

In contrast to both Lenin and Trotsky,
the right wing in the Bolshevik Party at
the time—exemplified by Kamenev—
still had in mind a consolidation of the
new bourgeois democracy. Kamenev and
Zinoviev would oppose the seizure of
power in October.

Fake Socialists Join the
Kerensky Government

When the SRs and Mensheviks openly
joined the Provisional Government in
May, this was a political betrayal of the
working masses in the soviets, but
entirely in keeping with the SR and
Menshevik programme. The Kerensky
government was a bourgeois govern-
ment; the presence of the Mensheviks
and SRs was designed to fool the work-
ers that their concerns could be met
through the bourgeois state. These de-
fensist “socialists” still dominated the
soviets and when the All-Russian Con-
gress of Soviets opened in June it voted
to approve Kerensky’s new offensive at
the front.

But the mood in Petrograd was chang-
ing in favour of the Bolsheviks. When a
demonstration in early June was banned
by the Menshevik/SR-led Soviet, the
Bolsheviks stood down. The Soviet lead-
ership then called a demonstration on
June 18, but the workers came out en
masse under Bolshevik slogans, includ-
ing: “Down with the ten capitalist minis-
ters!” “Down with the offensive” and
“All power to the soviets!” By the start of
July Petrograd was in semi-insurrection
—a delegation from a machine gun unit
met workers from the Putilov factory
to tell them they had received an order
on July 4 to go to the front, but had
decided instead to go “not to the German
front, against the German proletariat, but
against their own capitalist ministers.”

By June the Bolsheviks had a near
majority in the Petrograd factories and in
some garrisons but it was far from clear

continued on page 10




Mexico...

(continued from page 1)

(Spring 2009) that “the massive mobiliza-
tion of the bourgeois state—a machine of
repression that serves the purpose of pro-
tecting private property and the regime
of the capitalists—has nothing to do with
‘protecting’ the population; it is a deploy-
ment of force to warn the impoverished
masses in the face of the brutal economic
crisis.” This was clearly seen on 10 Octo-
ber 2009 when thousands of federal police
and soldiers occupied Mexico City’s main
electricity plant in order to smash the
union, which was an obstacle to the attempt
to privatize the electrical industry (see the
GEM leaflet reprinted in “Defend SME
Electrical Workers Union!” WV No. 945,
23 October 2009).

The labor movement on both sides
of the border must oppose the “war on
drugs,” “war on terror” and other cam-
paigns that aim to bolster the capital-
ist state’s repressive powers. In Mexico,
even though it is the raids against the big-
name traffickers in their mansions that
grab the headlines, the drug wars have
meant the sowing of murderous terror in
poor neighborhoods throughout the coun-
try, like Tepito in downtown Mexico City,
a favorite target for police raids. In the
United States, the “war on drugs” has for
decades served the racist capitalist rulers
in carrying out the mass incarceration of
black people and, increasingly, Latinos
and immigrants.

The Spartacist League/U.S. and the
GEM, sections of the International Com-
munist League, call for the decriminaliza-
tion of drugs. We oppose all laws against
“crimes without victims”—from drug use
to prostitution, gambling and pornogra-
phy—which at bottom serve to maintain
social order on behalf of the capitalist rul-
ing class. By removing the superprofits
that come with the illegal, underground
nature of the drug trade, decriminaliza-
tion would also reduce the crime and
other social pathology associated with it.

As Marxists, we also oppose measures
by the bourgeois state that restrict or
prevent the population from bearing arms.
In the U.S., the Democratic Party in par-
ticular has for years sought to restrict this
right, which is supposed to be guaranteed
by the Second Amendment to the Consti-
tution. Hysteria about Mexican drug vio-
lence is now being wielded to go after
gun dealerships in Arizona and Texas that
purportedly arm the cartels, despite the
fact that these mom-and-pop operations
are hardly the places where the narco-
traficantes are getting the grenade launch-
ers, antitank rockets and other military-
grade hardware they use! In Mexico,
where gun control is much more strin-
gent, the drug wars serve as a pretext to
further clamp down on the population’s
rights. Gun control laws are meant to
ensure that the army, police and crimi-
nals—often one and the same—have a
monopoly on arms. No to gun control!

“Drug Wars”: Made in U.S.A.
Under both Democratic and Republi-

can administrations, U.S. imperialism has

used the “war on drugs” as a means to
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increase its grip on its Latin American
“backyard.” “Plan Colombia,” begun in
2000, funneled billions of dollars to the
blood-drenched Colombian government,
whose murderous campaign against left-
ist guerrillas was long wrapped in the
“anti-drugs” banner. With both the Penta-
gon and CIA railing that the drug trade
threatens to turn Mexico into a “failed
state,” the U.S. has increased military aid
to Mexico by a factor of seven through
the $1.4 billion “Plan Mérida.” Initiated
under George W. Bush, the program has
been continued and supplemented under
Barack Obama, who made a point of trav-
eling to Mexico last spring, as did Secre-
tary of State Hillary Clinton, to lecture
Calderdn about his handling of the crisis.
Down with Plan Mérida and all U.S. mili-
tary aid to Mexico!

The Obama administration has also
seized upon the hysteria over drugs to fur-
ther tighten the border with Mexico. The
economic recession that has thrown mil-
lions of both native- and foreign-born
workers out of their jobs in the U.S.
has also resulted in a sharp decrease in
both legal and undocumented immigra-
tion. Meanwhile, the administration has
boosted the number of Border Patrol
agents and is stepping up the deportation
of imprisoned “illegal” aliens. Along with
anti-black racism, anti-immigrant chau-
vinism has long been wielded by the capi-
talist rulers to divide the working class
and weaken its struggles against exploi-
tation. We demand: Full citizenship rights
for all immigrants! No deportations!

While Washington spokesmen decry
the chaos wrought by the drug wars, it is
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Tens of thousands of unionized electrical workers and their supporters protest
against closure of Mexico City power plant, October 2009.

rural Mexico, and especially for indige-
nous communities in the most remote and
arid regions, drug cultivation provides the
only source of livelihood. As an article in
the Nation (3 August 2009) put it, “Today,
with remittances, oil prices and tour-
ism depressed, the narco trade is proba-
bly Mexico’s largest single earner of hard
currency.”

As the NAFTA “free trade” rape of
Mexico was being negotiated nearly 20
years ago, the SL/U.S. issued a joint state-
ment with the GEM and the Trotskyist
League of Canada that declared: “There is
a burning need for an internationalist
proletarian opposition which stands with
the working class and impoverished peas-

February 13: Demonstrators protest against drug violence in Ciudad Juarez,
demand resignation of President Calderon. Military deployment has led to
increased bloodletting, repression of workers and poor.

the imperialist economic domination of
Mexico that laid the basis for the spi-
raling violence. Beginning in the 1980s,
the International Monetary Fund and
other imperialist agencies dictated “debt
restructuring” programs to Mexico and
throughout the Third World that axed
agricultural subsidies as well as social
welfare programs. The effect was to wreck
small agricultural production, touching
off a massive influx of ruined peasants to
the cities, creating a fertile ground for the
rise of the drug trade and other sectors of
the “informal economy.”

This trend qualitatively accelerated
with the imposition of the NAFTA “free
trade” agreement. In the 16 years since
NAFTA was signed, the Mexican coun-
tryside has been devastated, including
through the removal of protection against
U.S.-produced corn and beans, the main-
stays of the diet of the poor and the key
staples grown by poor peasants. In Ciu-
dad Judrez and other areas along the bor-
der, many peasants sought work in “free
trade” magquiladora plants, where U.S.
and other manufacturers pay miserable
wages. But for most of those who came
into the cities, finding work was hopeless.
Furthermore, the current recession has
severely restricted the traditional safety
valve of migration to the U.S., and remit-
tances from Mexicans living in e/ Norte
—a major source of foreign currency and
a lifeline for millions, especially in the
countryside—have plummeted.

Under these circumstances, in much of

antry of Mexico against the imperialist
assault. The Canadian, U.S. and Mexican
sections of the International Communist
League are dedicated to building a revolu-
tionary vanguard that can unite the work-
ing masses of the continent in common
class struggle” (WV No. 530, 5 July 1991).

This proletarian internationalist per-
spective stands in sharp contrast to
the pro-imperialist U.S. and Canadian
labor bureaucracies, whose opposition to
NAFTA was based on chauvinist protec-
tionism. It also stands in opposition to the
nationalist populism pushed by the Mexi-
can trade-union misleaders, which ties
the workers to the Mexican bourgeoisie.
Mexico’s small reformist left follows suit,
mainly through its support to the bour-
geois PRD. Key to the emancipation of
the proletariat on both sides of the Rio
Bravo (Rio Grande) is the fight for its
political independence from all bourgeois
parties.

The only road to the liberation of
Mexico’s impoverished urban and rural
masses is that of permanent revolution—
the perspective laid out by Leon Trotsky,
co-leader with V. 1. Lenin of the Bolshe-
vik Party that led the October 1917 pro-
letarian revolution in Russia. To solve
the tasks of agrarian revolution and all-
around social and economic moderniza-
tion requires the seizure of power by
Mexico’s proletariat at the head of all the
exploited and oppressed. Expropriating
the agricultural and industrial capitalists,
a Mexican workers and peasants govern-

ment would lay the basis for building a
planned economy and would immediately
face the need to extend socialist revolu-
tion to the U.S. imperialist colossus.

The emancipation of the working class
and the oppressed in Mexico is indis-
solubly linked to that of workers in the
U.S., where the millions of immigrants
from Mexico and elsewhere are a key
component of the multiracial proletariat.
This underscores the crucial need to build
Leninist-Trotskyist parties throughout the
Americas, as part of the fight to reforge
the Fourth International.

Narcoviolencia and
State Terror

While brutally enforcing the impe-
rialists’ economic dictates, Mexico’s capi-
talist rulers became increasingly tied into
the booming drug trade. The regime of
Carlos Salinas (1988-94), the second-to-
last presidency of the Institutional Revo-
lutionary Party (PRI), was marked by cor-
ruption that was blatant even by Mexican
standards and a shift from the traditional
populism that marked decades of PRI
rule. Along with the privatization of key
sectors of the economy, Mexico was
swept by drug-related corruption. During
Salinas’s first year in office, his national
police chief was found with $2.4 million
in drug money in the trunk of his car.
Beginning with the Salinas family itself,
politicians moved closer to the drug lords,
who were becoming more powerful as
Pablo Escobar’s Medellin Cartel in
Colombia was being destroyed.

The institutionalization of drug-related
corruption under the PRI actually served
to control the kind of violence that has
swept through Mexico in recent years.
But the situation changed after the right-
wing clerical PAN under Vicente Fox
came to power in 2000 and Washington
began to put intense pressure on the
Mexican government to crack down on
the drug trade. In his term of office,
nearly 80,000 people were arrested on
drug trafficking charges, most of them
low-level dealers but also 15 cartel lead-
ers, scores of “lieutenants” and 428 sicarios
(hit men). In going after the cartels, Fox
began extraditing Mexican citizens to the
U.S., something that had been anathema
to the PRI nationalists. The campaign
destroyed the equilibrium between the
different cartels and also between them
and the government, touching off increas-
ingly violent clashes.

Many of those killed in the drug vio-
lence have been agents of the gov-
ernment—policemen, soldiers, etc.—who
hired themselves out to one or another
cartel. Even before the current drug wars,
Mexican police commonly moonlighted
as criminal enforcers or kidnappers. Now
each cartel boasts its own paramilitary
force with sophisticated weaponry and
professionally trained leadership. Like
the infamous Los Zetas, these forces are
recruited from elite soldiers and police
squads. (The cartels pay much more than
the government.)

Mexico’s rulers have marshaled the
fears and outrage among the popula-
tion over the drug wars into support for
increased repression, including further
cracking down on democratic rights. For
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Calder6n, the “war” against the drug
trade has also provided a chance to purge
the government apparatus by installing
PAN cronies in place of PRI leftovers.

It is the bourgeois state that is the
biggest force for violence. While the cops
in Mexico—and not only in Mexico—are
plenty corrupt, the brutal violence they
employ stems from the role they play,
along with the military, courts and pris-
ons, as a core component of the capitalist
state. This murderous apparatus of repres-
sion cannot be reformed to act in the inter-
est of the workers and the poor. It must
be smashed through socialist revolution
and replaced with a new state to impose
working-class rule—the dictatorship of
the proletariat—to expropriate and sup-
press the capitalist exploiters.

Ciudad Juérez:
City Under Siege

The key staging ground for Calderén’s
drug war is Ciudad Judrez, an impor-
tant industrial city of 1.5 million peo-
ple whose scores of maquiladoras have
attracted thousands of migrants from the
interior of Mexico. Long infamous for the
unsolved brutal murders of hundreds of
young women workers (see “Capitalism
and Anti-Woman Terror,” WV No. 812, 24
October 2003), Judrez is also a key locus
of the drug trade due to its proximity
to the U.S.—across the border from EIl
Paso. Narco News Bulletin online (17
April 2009) described the army’s “Joint
Operation Juarez” as a “situation of de
facto martial law” in which the planned
deployment of 8,500 soldiers and 2,300
militarized police amounted to one offi-
cer for every 130 residents, and about
92 troops per square mile. The article
reported:

“Soldiers have disarmed 380 transit
police and will accompany them as they
carry out their duties. Thirteen current
and retired military officers have taken
control of Juarez’s police force: Ret.
Gen. Julian David Rivera Breton, who
made a name for himself in Chiapas
when he was one of the military officials
in charge of anti-Zapatista operations
there, is the new police commissioner.”
The troops are scheduled to stay until at
least December. The new police officers,
replacing those purged, were trained in
urban combat at an army base and will
carry military-issue German-made assault
rifles.

The workers and poor of Judrez are
direct targets of the military deployment.
As of last June, the Chihuahua State
Human Rights Commission was looking
into 2,500 reported torture cases involv-
ing military personnel and federal police.
Longtime activist G€minis Ochoa, leader
of the Che Guevara Street Vendors Union,
was killed in the midst of organizing a
demonstration against the army’s abuse
of vendors. At least seven university pro-
fessors have been murdered; all were
involved in labor or social activism. Last
May, Dr. Manuel Arroyo Galvan, a pro-
fessor of sociology at the Autono-
mous University of Ciudad Judrez active
around the rights of maquiladora work-

ers, was shot six times in the head in
downtown Judrez.

Mexico, like other Latin American
countries dependent on U.S. imperialism,
has never been a stable bourgeois democ-
racy. Its military (the third-largest in Latin
America) is not primarily designed for
foreign combat but to repress the pop-
ulation, as the 15-year-long campaign
against the Zapatistas in Chiapas makes
clear. However, unlike in much of Latin
America, the Mexican army has done the
bidding of the civilian government since
the end of the Mexican Revolution. Under
the PRI, the state’s bloody arm was seen
in the killing or disappearance of thou-
sands of leftists, militant workers and peas-
ants. In the Tlatelolco massacre of 2
October 1968, government forces killed
some 1,000 student protesters in Mexico
City. In the broader guerra sucia (dirty
war) against the left from the late 1960s

Frontera NorteSur (4 September 2009),
an Internet journal published by New
Mexico State University at Las Cruces,
noted, “As the body count mounts,
the violence increasingly resembles the
‘social cleansing’ carried out by death
squads in Honduras, Brazil and other
Latin American nations.” Critics of the
government and social activists have been
among those targeted. Journalists in the
north of Mexico are regularly intimidated
and threatened for exposing government
corruption. In southern Mexico, support-
ers of the Zapatistas have been tortured
under the pretext of the drug war, as have
indigenous activists in Guerrero, a state
long known for murderous state repres-
sion against leftists. Proceso magazine
(22 March 2009) called the permanently
militarized areas in that state a “coun-
terinsurgency strategy camouflaged as
federal action against the cultivation of
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Spartacist banner at L.A. demonstration for immigrant rights, March 2006.

through the early 1980s, at least 2,000
people were disappeared or killed. Today
the Mexican ruling class faces little threat
from the left, which mainly operates
under the PRD’s umbrella.

The dramatically increased role the
military is now playing will only expand
the numbers of victims of state terror.
Army officers have been put in charge
of several local or state police forces.
Troops man checkpoints on the streets
and highways while soldiers patrol cities
in trucks with automatic weapons pointed
at all and sundry. Many cities under occu-
pation are industrial centers with histo-
ries of militant workers struggles. Army
abuses—including illegal searches and
arrest without cause, rape, sexual abuse,
torture and death—reported to the Na-
tional Human Rights Commission have
surged from 182 in 2006, when Calderén
deployed the military, to 1,230 in 2008.
When residents of Monterrey, Ciudad
Juérez, Nuevo Laredo, Reynosa and Vera-
cruz protested against the military last
year, they were denounced in the bour-
geois media as being tools of the cartels.

drugs.” Elsewhere in Mexico, rumors
have circulated about vigilante groups
linked to the police, an ominous echo of
the guerra sucia.

No lllusions in PRD Populism!

The “war on drugs” has been endorsed
by politicians across the spectrum of
bourgeois politics in Mexico. Harking
back to when the country’s rulers offered
some social programs and populist rhet-
oric along with brute force, leading
PRDers like Lépez Obrador blame the
violence and chaos on Mexican neolib-
eral regimes, especially those of the PAN,
for their corruption and gutting of state
institutions. But when a rumor circulated
that traffickers were planning to kill
Calderon, the PRD closed ranks behind
the Commander-in-Chief, with Senate
PRD leader Carlos Navarrette declaring
that “the Mexican state must make use of
all its resources and strength” (EIl Impar-
cial, Hermosillo, 11 August 2009). The
PRD has for a number of years carried
out the “war on drugs” in Mexico City—
for example, the raids in Tepito.

Chicago...

(continued from page 3)

The bosses are now gunning for the pub-
lic sector unions. Daley has already
forced most city unions to accept unpaid
furlough days, and those that did not were
hit with layoffs and reduced hours. The
unemployment rate in Chicago has spiked
over 10 percent. Economic times are
tough. But it is necessary to fight; not
fighting will only assure greater misery in
the future. The solid six-day transit strike
in Philadelphia last November held off
the worst of an offensive by the transit
bosses and local Democrats, although the
union misleaders gave ground on the key
issue of pensions.

The ATU bureaucrats sell the lie that
effective labor action, including strikes, is
impossible or illegal. During an earlier
CTA “doomsday” budget crisis in 2007,
these misleaders helped foist a rotten
binding arbitration contract on the work-
force, burying the union’s strike weapon.
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In fact, the unions were built through class
struggle, often in defiance of bourgeois
law and the capitalist state—the cops,
courts and military—that enforces it. The
way forward lies in replacing the bureau-
crats with a class-struggle leadership in
the unions.

In the lead-up to the February 7 cuts,
there were rallies outside CTA headquar-
ters on January 18 and 20. ATU officials
participated in the January 20 rally with
only a token presence of workers. The
earlier rally was organized by a host of
reformist “socialist” groups—including
the International Socialist Organization
(ISO), Socialist Alternative (SAIt), and the
Party for Socialism and Liberation (PSL)
and its front groups “NoCTAcuts.org”
and ANSWER Chicago. The strategy pre-
sented at both rallies was the same: pres-
suring the racist capitalist rulers for a few
more crumbs for working people.

Along these lines, the PSL rolled out a
variation of their usual slogan of “Money
for jobs, not for war” while other leftist
fakers (ISO, SAIlt) endorsed the January

18 demonstration, which included the call
to “Tax the rich, not working people.”
The aim of such reformist pipe dreams
is to conceal the reality that the bour-
geois state and its political representa-
tives exist to defend capitalist rule and
profit, not to provide for the well-being of
the downtrodden.

Like the trade-union bureaucrats, whom
they serve as water boys, the reformists
determine their politics by what is “prac-
tical” under capitalism. In their drive for
ever-greater profits, the capitalist rulers
have looted the wealth of this country,
sabotaged its vital infrastructure and un-
leashed the catastrophe of joblessness.
The capitalist system deserves to perish.
As our comrade at the November 3 pub-
lic hearing observed, until the working
class takes control of the resources of this
society, “we are not going to have a just
and rational society.” He concluded: “And
in order to get there, we’ve got to have a
workers party to fight against this capital-
ist system, a workers party to fight for a
workers government.” H

Echoing the reactionary anti-drug hys-
teria is the reformist Militante group, co-
thinkers of the International Marxist Ten-
dency of the late Ted Grant. When the
government was planning to lessen penal-
ties for possession of small portions of
drugs—a supportable if minimal reform
—NMilitante denounced Calderén from
the right, claiming in a 2 May 2009 arti-
cle on its Web site that “the PAN govern-
ments have tried to legalize drugs with
the objective of undermining the political
and organizational capacity of the Mexi-
can youth.” This is of a piece with the
Grantites’ long history of retrograde social
positions internationally, including hail-
ing anti-drug vigilantism in France, where
black African and North African youth
are specially targeted by the cops (see
the 1994 Spartacist pamphlet, Militant
Labour’s Touching Faith in the Capital-
ist State).

In the U.S., International Socialist
Review (July/August 2009), published by
the International Socialist Organization
(ISO), opined that through decriminaliza-
tion, “The billions of dollars wasted on
the war on drugs in Mexico could go to
rebuild the Mexican economy in order to
provide the education and jobs that the
Mexican people so desperately need. In
the United States, the money could be put
toward drug treatment instead of incar-
ceration.” One might think that the ISO
was smoking some peculiar stuff here.
But the dream that the imperialists who
ruthlessly exploit workers at home and
abroad and their bagmen south of the
border would open jail-cell doors and
“rebuild” an economy they systematically
loot is illustrative of reformism’s entire
framework: the notion that the bourgeois
state can be pressured to serve the inter-
ests of the exploited and the oppressed.

The ISO’s reformist plea was a faint
echo of the plan offered by the PRD’s
Loépez Obrador, who appealed last March
in an open letter to Hillary Clinton: “We
think that it is a mistake to confront the
problem of the lack of safety and of vio-
lence with an iron hand, with the military,
with jails, with more severe laws and
longer prison terms. The solution to the
scourge of criminal behavior must come
by retaking control of the state, by chang-
ing the current economic model and by
guaranteeing better living and working
conditions to the population.”

Bourgeois-populist parties like the
PRD cannot fundamentally better the liv-
ing and working conditions of the work-
ers and peasants. When in power, their
job is to administer the capitalist profit
system and enforce its needs against
the working people, occasionally adding
some social programs to try to maintain
class peace. And when faced with work-
ers, students and others fighting for their
rights and livelihoods, the PRD no less
than the PRI and PAN uses organized
state violence.

Offered as an alternative to neoliberal-
ism, populist appeals serve to reinforce
the chains binding the combative Mexi-
can proletariat to the capitalist order. By
preaching the common interests of “the
people,” populist nationalism obscures
the irreconcilable class divide between
the working class and the bourgeoisie that
exploits its labor for profit. As the GEM
wrote in defending the SME electrical
workers union:

“The proletariat has unique class inter-
ests and enormous social power based on
its role in the productive process; this
means it is called upon to play the lead-
ing role in championing the aspirations
of all the poor and oppressed through
its own emancipation and the establish-
ment of a workers and peasants gov-
ernment. The working class does not
lack the will to fight; but as long as it
remains dominated by the politics of bour-
geois nationalist populism, it will be de-
railed towards illusions in the democratic
reform of capitalism.”
The GEM fights to break militant work-
ers and radical youth from the PRD and
all forms of bourgeois nationalism. As
the North American sections of the ICL,
the GEM, SL/U.S. and TLC are dedi-
cated to the struggle to forge Trotskyist
workers parties that will lead the fight
for socialist revolution from the Yukon to
the Yucatin.m
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that this support existed in the country-
side or at the front. On more than one
occasion in July the Bolsheviks had to
restrain the workers in Petrograd from
taking power because, without support
in the countryside, they risked losing
power again. After initially opposing the
July demonstrations, the Bolshevik lead-
ership decided that it was better to go
with them. And when this wave broke,
a period of severe counterrevolutionary
repression followed. Bolsheviks were
killed; Trotsky was arrested and Lenin
went into hiding. The repression how-
ever was useful in helping the workers
to understand the true nature of the
supposedly “democratic” government of
Kerensky, the Mensheviks and the SRs,
which was in fact the dictatorship of the
bourgeoisie. The Mensheviks and SRs
emerged discredited from the July Days,
whereas the Bolshevik Party emerged
with increased support. The credibility of
the Bolsheviks would also be enhanced
by their role in the Kornilov episode that
was to follow.

Military Defense Against
Kornilov; No Political Support
to Kerensky

Kornilov, the commander-in-chief of the
armed forces, was a monarchist general
of the “Black Hundred” type (Great Rus-
sian chauvinists who carried out pogroms
against Jews). When he attempted a coup
in August, the Bolsheviks quickly mobi-
lised workers from the Petrograd facto-
ries to repulse him, in contrast to Ke-
rensky who would have sat back while
Petrograd was invaded. A victory for Kor-
nilov would have meant not only a
slaughter of the Bolsheviks and the work-
ers and soldiers in the soviets but would
also have been fatal for many of the com-
promisers as well. The failed coup by
Kornilov showed that bourgeois democ-
racy, as represented by the Provisional
Government, was not viable in the his-
toric sense in Russia in 1917. The real
choices were represented by the Bolshe-
viks on one hand, and Kornilov and the
forces of reaction on the other.

The Bolsheviks formed a military bloc
with Kerensky against Kornilov, but gave
him no political support. In fact they
used the military bloc as a way of under-
mining Kerensky’s remaining political
support. When Kronstadt sailors asked
Trotsky if they shouldn’t arrest the gov-
ernment, he replied: “No, not yet.... Use
Kerensky as a gun-rest to shoot Kornilov.
Afterwards, we will settle with Keren-
sky.” Putting it another way he said
Kerensky and Kornilov were “two vari-
ants of one and the same danger...the one
chronic and the other acute” and one
must: “Ward off the acute danger first,
in order afterwards to settle with the
chronic one.”

Lenin continued to fight against the
conciliators in his own party who wanted
to use the military bloc with the Provi-
sional Government as an excuse to slide
over into a political bloc with the Men-
sheviks and SRs, leading to a defensist
policy on the war. The pressure on the
Bolsheviks to adapt to defensism was

greatly increased by the German capture
of Riga on August 20. A conspiracy was
entered into by the Kerensky government
and the Anglo-French imperialists to sur-
render Petrograd to the Germans and in
this way to suppress the revolution. Rod-
zianko, the former head of the State Duma,
said: “Petrograd appears threatened”
adding “I say, to hell with Petrograd.”
Occupation by the German army would
have meant an end to the soviets and to
dual power. Baltic sailors had been fight-
ing to protect the approaches to Petrograd,
the centre of the revolution, which was
necessary. But Lenin was clear that the
Bolsheviks must not become defensists,
writing: “We shall become defencists only
after the transfer of power to the prole-
tariat. ... Neither the capture of Riga nor the
capture of Petrograd will make us defenc-
ists.” From prison, Trotsky said: “The fall
of Riga is a cruel blow. The fall of Peters-
burg would be a misfortune. But the fall of
the international policy of the Russian
proletariat would be ruinous.” The Korni-
lov coup fizzled by the end of August. The
Bolsheviks never abandoned their defeat-
ist posture towards the Russian bourgeois
government and even in this tricky situa-
tion maintained their internationalism.

Lenin’s Fight for the
Seizure of State Power

In September the Bolsheviks obtained
a majority in the Petrograd Soviet and,
unlike in July, Bolshevik support among
the masses outside the cities was grow-
ing rapidly. With land wars raging in the
countryside, in which the peasants were
seizing land, Lenin recognised that the
time had come for the overthrow of the
Kerensky government and the seizure of
power by the proletariat. From mid-
September on Lenin fought relentlessly
to put the insurrection on the order of the
day. The task he said was “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.”
The Democratic Conference that took
place at this time was a parliamentary
diversion from the seizure of power, as
was the Pre-Parliament.

The crucial upcoming event was the
Second Congress of Soviets, which was
very popular with the masses because it
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was sure to have a Bolshevik majority
and which the Mensheviks and SRs kept
trying to put off. Trotsky and [Yakov]
Sverdlov thought that the seizure of
power could coincide with the congress
of the soviets; Lenin feared this was a
smokescreen for not organising an insur-
rection, which was understandable given
the opposition in the Central Committee
to the seizure of power. On October 10 a
crucial meeting of the Bolshevik Central
Committee, which Lenin managed to
attend although he was still in hiding,
voted for insurrection by a majority of
ten to two. Zinoviev and Kamenev who
were against went so far as to publish a
letter in Maxim Gorky’s newspaper on
October 18, a gross breach of discipline
that alerted the class enemy to the
planned insurrection. Lenin called for
their expulsion from the party but they
were saved by the revolution itself.

Despite Lenin’s worries, an insurrec-
tion was in fact being organised through
the means of the Military Revolutionary
Committee (MRC). The MRC arose
from a joint motion by the Mensheviks
and SRs to disguise the fact that they
were planning to move the Petrograd
garrison to the front. To their surprise the
Bolsheviks voted for the MRC, knowing
they would have a majority in it, and
when it was set up the Mensheviks boy-
cotted it. A body that was legally identi-
fied with the soviets was an ideal vehicle
for the Bolsheviks to prepare the seizure
of power under the slogan of defending
the upcoming congress of the soviets.

A decisive event towards the seizure
of power was when the Petrograd Soviet,
at the behest of the Bolsheviks, invali-
dated an order by Kerensky to transfer
two-thirds of the Petrograd garrison to
the front. Trotsky noted: “The moment
when the regiments, upon the instruc-
tions of the Military Revolutionary Com-
mittee, refused to depart from the city, we
had a victorious insurrection in the capi-
tal, only slightly screened at the top by
the remnants of the bourgeois-democratic
state forms. The insurrection of October
25 was only supplementary in character”
(Lessons of October).

When the soldiers’ section of the Pet-
rograd Soviet voted to transfer authority
from army headquarters to the MRC, the
Soviet had power in all but name.

The First Proletarian
Socialist Revolution

On October 24 Kerensky foolishly
tried to shut down the Bolshevik news-
paper. The MRC immediately sent a
detachment to reopen it and also to start
taking over the telephone exchange and
other key centres. Even at this point
Lenin was frustrated with the lack of
progress of the insurrection and went in
disguise to Smolny, the Bolshevik head-
quarters, to oversee preparations person-
ally. The battleship Aurora was still fir-
ing on the Winter Palace when the
Second Congress of Soviets opened.

The October Revolution was no coup
d’état. The seizure of power was based
on the support of the majority of the pro-
letariat. The actual military plans were
not made public, but the masses of work-
ers and soldiers were fully aware that the

Bolsheviks intended to take power. Days
before the revolution, the Bolsheviks
organised rallies throughout Petrograd
attended by hundreds of thousands who
knew that the upcoming Congress of
Soviets would decide the question of
power. Workers raised their hands and
dedicated themselves to defence of the
proletarian power based on the soviets.

At the opening session of the Congress
of Soviets, the Mensheviks and the right-
wing SRs were enraged that the Bolshe-
viks had taken power and walked out,
some declaring that they were going to
the Winter Palace to die with the Provi-
sional Government. Trotsky vehemently
denounced these deserters, saying: “All
these so-called Socialist compromisers,
these frightened Mensheviki, Socialist
Revolutionaries, Bund—Ilet them go!
They are just so much refuse which will
be swept away into the garbage-heap of
history!” (quoted in Ten Days That Shook
the World, John Reed, 1919).

The Bolshevik Party refused to cede
power to the conciliators who would
hand it back to the bourgeoisie. The
Mensheviks and SRs immediately started
organising a counterrevolutionary upris-
ing against the Bolsheviks. Based in the
Petrograd city Duma, the “All-Russian
committee for salvation of the country
and the revolution” tried to organise an
insurrection using the Cossacks but it
was quickly repulsed.

Consistent with their opposition to
the seizure of power, the conciliators in
the Bolshevik Party leadership around
Kamenev argued for a coalition govern-
ment but they backed down when it
became clear that there was nobody to
form a coalition with. This layer would
re-emerge after Lenin’s death and the
defeat of the German Revolution of
1923, when a bureaucratic caste began to
coalesce around J. V. Stalin in 1923-24.

One particular question that the Men-
sheviks and SRs seized on was the
Bolsheviks’ dispersal of the Constituent
Assembly after the October Revolution.
During the spring and summer of 1917
the Bolsheviks had called for a Constitu-
ent Assembly, at a time when the Provi-
sional Government refused to convoke
one out of fear of sparking a peasant
uprising. After the seizure of power this
stage had passed but the Bolsheviks
didn’t simply call off the elections to it
because a Bolshevik majority could have
strengthened the authority of the soviets
among the backward masses, especially
in the countryside. But the election list
system did not reflect the dramatic shift
towards the Bolsheviks that had taken
place in recent months and this, com-
bined with the nature of parliamentary
elections, gave the petty bourgeoisie a
disproportional weight of the vote. Faced
with a Constituent Assembly dominated
by the bourgeois Kadets as well as the
SRs and Mensheviks, the Bolsheviks
rightly demanded that it recognise the
soviet power; the assembly refused and it
was soon dissolved. I should note that for
the good reformists of the SWP the Rus-
sian Revolution was all about democracy
and so their account is that the Bolsheviks
won the masses by promising bread, peace
and land. The small detail they leave out is
that in order to grant this, all that was
needed was the smashing of the bourgeois
state and overthrow of the Provisional
Government, followed by the establish-
ment of the dictatorship of the proletariat.

I want to conclude with Lenin’s open-
ing remarks at the second session of the
Congress of Soviets. He was met with
tumultuous applause. When he spoke, his
now-famous words were: “We shall now
proceed to construct the socialist order!”
There was a three-point agenda: an end
to the war, land to the peasants, and
establish a socialist dictatorship. One of
the tasks that the Bolsheviks proceeded
with after the revolution was regrouping
revolutionaries across the world into a
new international, as a necessary instru-
ment to spread the revolution to the
advanced countries of Europe, and to
bring about world socialism. Our fight
for Leninist-Trotskyist parties worldwide
is a continuation of this task.®
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and offered it to a number of journalists
and civil liberties organizations. The most
receptive response came from EFF law-
yers, who were already pulling together a
lawsuit against AT&T based on the
Times’s revelations. The EFF showed
Klein’s documents to an Internet expert,
J. Scott Marcus, who confirmed that the
NSA technology was designed to sweep
up a massive amount of data and had
probably been deployed in 15 or 20 loca-
tions, likely diverting “well over half” of
AT&T’s total domestic wire traffic.

Klein knew it was critical to have his
information publicized in order to pro-
vide some protection against government
and company blowback. As soon as his
sworn statement was filed in the EFF suit,
AT&T lawyers went to court seeking to
gag Klein and force him to return all
his evidence on the ground that what he
knew constituted “trade secrets” and “state
secrets.” Vaughn Walker, the conserva-
tive judge hearing the EFF case, rejected
AT&T’s claims, ruling that there were
no “secrets” because the cat was already
out of the bag—the fact that AT&T had
turned over its lines to the NSA was
already being widely publicized.

Klein tried without luck to find some-
one on the intelligence committees in Con-
gress who would investigate the NSA’s
domestic spying. An attorney for Senator
Dianne Feinstein promised to call Klein
back, but never did and would not return
Klein’s calls. In the end, no one in Con-
gress called on Klein to testify about what
he knew. Klein also pushed to get his
story into the bourgeois media, but the
government leaned hard on the press to
keep quiet. The New York Times, which
had sat on the original wiretapping story
for over a year, dithered for months
before finally running Klein’s revelations
in April 2006. The Los Angeles Times
quashed a story based on Klein’s revela-
tions after discussions with both the White
House and Senator Feinstein’s staff! As
Klein remarks, “The two of them appar-
ently had no problems discussing my
evidence with each other in private, but
deliberately kept it from the public’s
view.” To its credit, Wired.com published
Klein’s material on its Web site, and later
Klein would be featured on liberal radio
and TV shows including Frontline, Count-
down and Democracy Now!

NSA: “No Such Agency”

The NSA is by far the largest and at the
same time the most secretive of U.S. spy
agencies, three times the size of the CIA.
It was founded in 1952 by secret order
of Democratic president Harry Truman,
mainly to spy on the Soviet Union dur-
ing the Cold War. During the late 1960s
and early ’70s, the NSA went through
a massive expansion as the government
targeted radicals, Vietnam antiwar activ-
ists and black militants based on “watch
lists” of citizens given to the NSA by the
FBI, CIA and other agencies. After the
Watergate scandal in the early 1970s and
under the impact of the social struggles
of that period, some of this sordid his-
tory was publicly exposed through the
investigation and hearings of the Senate’s
1975-76 Church Committee.

The spying continued, but with some
new window-dressing to add an appear-
ance of legality. In 1978, the Carter
administration signed the Foreign Intelli-
gence Surveillance Act (FISA), a special
secret court to vet requests for “national
security” wiretaps. While FISA is often
invoked by liberals as a check on the
nation’s secret police, it has in fact never
been anything more than a rubber stamp.
In its first 27 years, it denied only five of
nearly 20,000 wiretap applications!

America’s rulers long viewed the tele-
phone companies as a key military “asset.”
Klein recounts how the high-rise AT&T
building on Thomas Street in Manhattan,
which was built in 1974, “was reputedly
designed for nuclear war and evoked a
gloomy Kafkaesque world: There were
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no windows, as the outside was clad in
giant pink granite slabs, while the internal
structure had tons of reinforced concrete
and, said the rumors, special shielding
against the electromagnetic pulse from
high-altitude nuclear detonations that
could fry unprotected electronics and
electrical equipment.” As far back as
1919, Western Union handed over to a
secret government spy outfit called the
Black Chamber all international cables
sent by foreign embassies in Washington.
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izing the NSA wiretaps and also giving
the phone companies immunity from law-
suits for their part in the surveillance.

In November 2007, Klein went to
Washington with the EFF to help lobby
against these laws, and again was given
the cold shoulder by the Congressional
Democratic leadership. The notable excep-
tion was Connecticut Senator Christopher
Dodd, who made a point of reading
Klein’s evidence into the Congressional
Record from the Senate floor as part
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The NSA was already pressuring the
telephone companies to open up their
lines in early 2001, before the September
11 attacks. Former Qwest CEO Joseph
Nacchio has disclosed that in February
2001 Qwest lost its bid for a fat govern-
ment contract after he refused the NSA’s
demands for access to Qwest’s customer
calling records and to install monitoring
equipment on the phone lines.

By the time that Room 641A was being
built, the Bush administration was launch-
ing the notorious Total Information Aware-
ness (TIA) program, run by convicted
Contragate criminal John Poindexter. As
Poindexter put it, the TIA would give the
government “instant access to informa-
tion from Internet mail and calling records
to credit card and banking transactions
and travel documents, without a search
warrant” (New York Times, 9 November
2002). TTIA prompted a public outcry, and
Congress made a show of cutting off
funding for it, but TIA’s methods simply
migrated to the NSA and other agen-
cies. One NSA program, “Novel Intelli-
gence from Massive Data” (NIMD), is
based on software called the Glass Box,
which tracks and mimics the techniques
of human NSA analysts. In his 2008
book, The Shadow Factory, James Bam-
ford explained that NIMD aims to allow
computers to crunch the data in all of
our computer records in order to “create
a society where everyone’s words and
actions would be screened by secret sur-
veillance machines programmed to watch-
list anyone who matches a complex algo-
rithm created by a secret agency.”

The NSA’s data feeds into the gov-
ernment’s digital “clearinghouse” of po-
tential “terrorists,” called the Terrorist
Identities Datamart Environment (TIDE),
which has grown to over half a million
names. Nonetheless, in the aftermath of
the Christmas 2009 “underwear bomber”
incident, President Obama has fretted that
the government’s spy agencies are still
not doing enough “to connect the dots”
and demanded that the “no fly” list be ex-
panded even further.

Down With the “War on Terror”!

Wiring Up the Big Brother Machine
vividly illustrates the role of the Demo-
cratic Party in endorsing the NSA’s war-
rantless data sweeps. In 2007 and 2008,
House Speaker Nancy Pelosi and Senate
leader Harry Reid were instrumental in
getting Congress to pass legislation in
support of Bush’s executive orders author-
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ment’s “war on terror” and in defense of immigrant rights.

of an unsuccessful filibuster to stop the
wiretap legislation.

Whatever objections Congressional
Democrats raised when the extent of the
domestic spying program became clear
during the last years of the Bush admin-
istration, they were mainly over the un-
focused character of the NSA spying
operations. Such objections had the
character of the corrupt police chief in
the movie Casablanca who suddenly
announces he is “shocked” to find gam-
bling going on in Rick’s café. Far from
having been a plot by the Bush gang,
government spying on the population—
be it by the NSA, FBI, CIA or other such
agencies, past and present—has been car-
ried out by Republican and Democratic
administrations alike.

Contrary to the claims of reformist
“socialists” and liberals that Barack Obama
would represent some kind of “change”
from the Bush regime, Obama made clear
in his presidential campaign that he sup-
ported the shredding of civil liberties.
After his swearing in as imperialist
Commander-in-Chief in January 2009,
his Justice Department asked Judge
Walker to dismiss the EFF suit against
AT&T on the ground that AT&T was only
doing what the government asked it to
do. “In effect,” as Klein notes, “Congress
had endorsed the infamous Nuremberg
defense at the postwar trials of Nazi war
criminals who said that they were ‘just
following orders’.”

While the Bush administration was
brazen and open about its attacks on the
Bill of Rights, the Democrats prefer that
domestic spying be done behind closed
doors, like the FBI’s “black bag” break-
ins during the Kennedy and Johnson
administrations in the 1960s. In fact, it
was during the administration of Demo-
crat Bill Clinton that the ground was laid
for Bush’s attacks on civil liberties. In
the 1990s, the NSA had already begun
scanning international e-mails without
warrants through its Echelon program.
In response to the 1995 Oklahoma City
bombing of a federal office building,
Clinton launched an assault on immigrant
rights, including secret trials, while virtu-
ally eliminating the right of habeas cor-
pus appeals for death row inmates.

Just as the Democrats were up to their
necks in the Bush administration’s pro-
gram of open torture—with House Speaker
Nancy Pelosi getting a 2002 “virtual tour”
of CIA detention sites that included
descriptions of waterboarding and other

torture techniques—they have also been
neck deep in the government’s internal
spying programs. The Democrats have
always been staunch supporters of the
“war on terror,” voting for the USA
Patriot Act and other attacks on demo-
cratic rights. Indeed, both capitalist par-
ties aim to cow the population into
accepting blatant attacks on their rights
as necessary for “national security.” The
difference between the Democrats and
Republicans is not what they do, but how
they do it. With their posture as friends of
labor and minorities, the Democrats have
generally been the bourgeoisie’s preferred
party of war, better equipped than the
Republicans to sell U.S. imperialism’s
atrocities as exercises in “human rights”
and “democracy.”

An important pillar of support to the
government’s shredding of democratic
rights has been the defense of the reac-
tionary “war on terror” by the pro-capitalist
labor bureaucracy, including the CWA’s
leadership. In his book, Klein notes how
the CWA “originated in the 1930s as a
literal company union which evolved
into one that was forced to actually lead
strikes for better pay, benefits, and just
plain respect from the arrogant manage-
ment.” Part of the CWA bureaucracy’s
sordid history included playing an impor-
tant role in U.S. imperialism’s Cold War
drive against the Soviet Union. For exam-
ple, the American Institute for Free Labor
Development (AIFLD)—which worked
with the CIA to destroy militant, left-led
unions, especially in Latin America—was
the brainchild of Joe Beirne, the CWA’s
longtime president.

Whether carried out by Democrats or
Republicans, the extensive attacks on
the population’s civil liberties serve to
strengthen the apparatus of the capitalist
state, which at its core is a machinery
of repression and violence against those
the bourgeois rulers exploit and oppress.
Wiring Up the Big Brother Machine...
And Fighting It is an important contribu-
tion in exposing the government’s spy-
ing apparatus, which the working class
has every interest in opposing. As we
wrote in “Government Wiretapping: Big
Brother Is Listening” (WV No. 909, 29
February 2008):

“What the government is able to get
away with will ultimately be determined
by the level of social struggle. What is
necessary is a fight to forge a new, class-
struggle leadership in the labor move-
ment. This must be linked to the fight to
build a revolutionary, multiracial workers
party that acts as the tribune of the peo-
ple and stands for the political independ-
ence of the working class against the
capitalist state and its parties—an inter-
nationalist beacon, capable of mobiliz-
ing the social power of the proletariat on
behalf of all the oppressed. In the course
of such political struggle, we seek to win
the working class to the understanding
that only a fight to smash the capitalist
state through socialist revolution and to
establish workers rule can emancipate

labor and rid the planet of the horrors of
U.S. imperialism.”®
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WORKERS VANGUARD

Phone Worker Exposes
Government Spying Network

Every time you send an e-mail or a text message,
search Google or read a Web page, there is a good chance
that National Security Agency (NSA) computers are
tracking you, all as part of the government’s “war on ter-
ror.” In Utah and Texas, the NSA is building data ware-
houses as big as small towns to house copies of literally
trillions of private citizens’ Internet posts and down-
loads. According to American intelligence expert James
Bamford, whose 1982 book The Puzzle Palace was the
first major account of the NSA, “once vacuumed up and
stored in these near-infinite ‘libraries,” the data are then
analyzed by powerful infoweapons, supercomputers run-
ning complex algorithmic programs, to determine who
among us may be—or may one day become—a terrorist”
(New York Review of Books, 5 November 2009).

That we know the extent of the government’s massive
cybersnooping is largely thanks to retired Bay Area AT&T
worker Mark Klein. In 2006, Klein came forward with
detailed revelations of how the NSA had tapped into
AT&T’s fiber-optic Internet cables to offload a copy of
the entire data flow. Klein’s revelations became Exhibit
A in a civil liberties lawsuit filed by the Electronic Fron-
tier Foundation (EFF) to expose and stop the illegal gov-
ernment data mining. The upshot was that Congress
stepped in to bless the NSA wiretaps in 2007 and 2008,
killing the EFF lawsuit with bipartisan support, includ-
ing from then-Senator Barack Obama.

Last year, Klein published his own account of how he
discovered the NSA spying operation. His short book,
Wiring Up the Big Brother Machine...And Fighting
It, details his courageous efforts to bring the snooping
operations to light, and the government’s counterattack
to keep the lid on the story and keep the wiretaps run-
ning. Wiring Up the Big Brother Machine, which con-
tains a foreword by James Bamford, is a fascinating and
chilling read that details the collusion between the NSA
and the telecommunications industry in spying on the
population.

The NSA’s wholesale downloading of telecom traffic
is a graphic example of how the capitalist rulers have
used the “war on terror” domestically to target whomever
they want as a potential “terrorist.” Abroad, the “war on
terror” has been a pretext for imperialist rampage, from
the occupations of Afghanistan and Iraq to the aerial
bombardment of Pakistan. In our 2003 amici curiae
(friends of the court) brief on behalf of Jose Padilla, a
U.S. citizen seized and detained by the government as an
“enemy combatant,” the Spartacist League and the Parti-
san Defense Committee described the “war on terror’:
“Like the ‘war against communism’ and the ‘war against
drugs,” this ‘war’ is a pretext to increase the state’s police
powers and repressive apparatus, constricting the demo-
cratic rights of the population.”

We have repeatedly warned that the repressive meas-
ures enacted in the wake of the September 11 attacks, ini-
tially directed at Muslims and immigrants, would lead to
an assault on political dissent and the rights of all, par-
ticularly those of black people and the labor movement.
As Marxists, we expect that the capitalist state, whether
administered by Democrats or Republicans, will con-
tinue to eavesdrop on what the rulers term “persons of
interest”—not least those who oppose the blood-soaked
capitalist order and its brutal repression. Illegal or not,
spying, harassment and repression are the norm for the
capitalist state, which exists to defend capitalist rule and
profits. As we wrote in “NSA/FBI Spying and the War on
Our Rights” (WV No. 861, 6 January 2006): “Short of the
overthrow of capitalist rule, none of the rights and gains
that working people hold dear are secure. What’s needed
is a thoroughgoing socialist revolution led by a multi-
racial workers party to establish the rule of the working
class and usher in a society based on production for
human needs not profit.”

Secret Room 641A

At the time of the September 11 attacks, Klein worked
in downtown San Francisco as an AT&T technician. He
was a Communications Workers of America (CWA)
unionist with over 20 years experience who had walked
the picket lines during phone strikes in 1983 and 1986.
One day in 2002, Klein and his co-workers got a com-
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pany e-mail saying that an NSA agent would be coming
to their workplace. Klein, who had been a Vietnam anti-
war activist in the late 1960s and knew of the NSA’s his-
tory of illegal spying, grew suspicious when he heard that
the NSA was training a management-level technician for
a “special job.” Several months later, in January 2003,
Klein was taken on a tour of AT&T’s downtown hub on
Folsom Street. There he saw that there was a secret room
being built on the sixth floor, labeled 641A, which was
to house special equipment of some kind. During a com-
pany downsizing, Klein was transferred to work in the
seventh floor Internet room directly above the secret
NSA chamber.

Reading like a Len Deighton spy novel, Wiring Up the
Big Brother Machine details how Klein pieced together
one clue after another until he cracked what Big Brother
was up to in Room 641A. A light bulb went on after a retir-
ing co-worker gave Klein some technical documents show-

Mark Klein

ing that a splitter cabinet in the seventh floor Internet
room was connected to panels in the secret room below.

It was obvious to Klein that the splitter—a special
glass prism—was being used to split the light beams in
the fiber-optic cables into two signals—one signal carry-
ing the message to its normal destination, the other car-
rying a copy to the NSA computers a floor below. Klein
writes: “The important fact is that each separate signal
contains all the information, nothing is lost, so in effect
the entire data stream has been copied.... What screams
out at you when examining this physical arrangement is
that the NSA was vacuuming up everything flowing in
the Internet stream: e-mail, web browsing, Voice-Over-
Internet phone calls, pictures, streaming video, you name
it.” Klein learned from a co-worker that similar splitter
cabinets were being used in other cities, including Seat-
tle, San Jose, Los Angeles and San Diego.

The next big piece in the puzzle came when Klein
found out that the NSA’s secret room included a piece of
equipment called a Narus STA 6400. “I looked it up, and
it turned out this was a very sophisticated and special-
ized product that not only was perfectly suited for sort-
ing through the data stream in real time looking for
things, but it was already being marketed specifically to
telecommunications and other companies for intelligence
and police spying.” Klein quickly realized the hair-raising
implications of the splitter/Narus setup:

“The Narus enables them to look at the content of every
data packet going by, not just the addressing information.
It is the dream machine for a police state, one that even
George Orwell could not imagine. Not only does it enable
the government to see what millions of people are saying
and doing every day, but it can build up a database which

reveals the connections among social groups—who’s call-
ing and e-mailing whom.”

Big Brother’s Cover-Up Machine

It was a relief for Klein when he got the chance to take
a retirement package at the end of 2004. “I realized I was
wiring up the Big Brother Machine, and I was not happy
about it—I had not signed up to be a spy for the NSA,
but to maintain the public telecommunications system.
But what could I do? It was apparent that the orders for
this came from very high up.” Fearful of a government
backlash, Klein bided his time after retirement, waiting
for “some change in the political winds that would enable
me to come forward.”

The chance opened up in December 2005 when the
New York Times broke the story that for three years Presi-
dent George W. Bush had authorized eavesdropping on
phone calls and e-mails of “hundreds, perhaps thousands
of people inside the United States without warrants.” Klein
pulled together the information he had on Room 641A,
including a summary memo he had written back in 2004,

continued on page 11

Declan McCullagh
Left: Entrance to secret room 641A in AT&T’s central office on Folsom Street in San Francisco (right).
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