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Under Humanitarian

uise

Imperialists Escalate
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Left: French aircraft carrier Charles de Gaulle off coast of Libya, April 12. Right: NATO bombing near residence of Libyan leader Muammar
el-Qaddafi in suburb of Tripoli, March 29.

APRIL 25—With the month-long aerial
bombing campaign by NATO failing to
topple the regime of bourgeois strongman
Muammar el-Qaddafi, the imperialist pow-
ers are taking new steps to ratchet up
death and destruction in Libya. In rapid
succession last week, Britain, France and
Italy—North Africa’s former colonial rul-
ers—dispatched military officers to Ben-
ghazi to shore up the opposition forces
that have acted as the imperialists’ ground
troops and whip them into shape. Today
Italy announced that it would join in the
bombing raids. The Obama administra-
tion, which claims to have ruled out
“boots on the ground” in Libya, on April
22 ordered additional firepower into the
skies in the form of remotely piloted Pred-
ator drones armed with Hellfire missiles.

The murderous purpose of the imperi-
alists’ “humanitarian” mission in Libya
was highlighted early today when at least
two large bombs destroyed a building in
central Tripoli containing a library fre-
quented by Qaddafi and another where he
had recently hosted an African Union
delegation. This was the second attempt
to assassinate Qaddafi by air attack in
three days. Last week, missiles struck his
personal compound, recalling the 1986
U.S. bombing of Libya, during which his
infant daughter was killed in a similar
assassination attempt.

The escalation of the war against Libya
further exposes the lies spread by the
imperialists and their media mouthpieces
to justify the bombing campaign. Pre-

sented as a short-term action to establish
a “no-fly zone” and “protect civilians”—
the terms of the United Nations Security
Council resolution giving cover to the ter-
ror bombing—the intervention is a drive
by the imperialists to impose their diktat
on this oil-rich country. From the outset,
NATO was bombing Libyan government
forces and, soon afterward, such Qaddafi
strongholds as his hometown of Surt (Sirte).
The only civilians at risk there were those
near exploding NATO ordnance.

Since the Obama administration handed

Defend Libya

off control of military operations to NATO
in late March, U.S. warplanes have con-
tinued to fly hundreds of sorties along
with their British and French partners.
With drone attacks now taking place in
Misurata, the site of fierce urban fighting,
greater U.S.-inflicted carnage is in the
offing. In Pakistan, where the White
House has leaned heavily on CIA-directed
drone aircraft to launch missile attacks
against Taliban fighters, more than 1,500
people, overwhelmingly civilians, have
been slaughtered by Predators since August
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2008. The most recent such strike on
April 22 claimed 25 lives, among them at
least five children.

Before the imperialist attack on Libya,
the country was being torn apart by a low-
level civil war between the Qaddafi gov-
ernment, which had been playing ball with
the imperialists, and an imperialist-backed
opposition. In the fight between these two
bourgeois forces the proletariat had no
side. But once the U.S.-led bombing began,
the civil war became subordinated to impe-
rialist military intervention. As we declared
in “War Against Qaddafi’s Libya: Impe-
rialist Terror and Lies” (WV No. 977, 1
April): “In the present conflict, the workers
of the world have a side: military defense
of semicolonial Libya against imperial-
ism and the opposition forces, which are
acting on the imperialists’ behalf.”

For Marxists, military defense of Libya
against the imperialists does not imply
the slightest political support to Qaddafi’s
bloody capitalist rule. It is necessary to op-
pose every military occupation and attack
waged by the imperialists to further their
domination of the planet. Every setback
they suffer weakens the class enemy of
the world proletariat and assists the strug-
gles of working people and the oppressed.
It is the proletariat in Egypt, Tunisia and
elsewhere in North Africa and the Near
East that has the potential social power
and class interest to lead all of the impov-
erished and oppressed in socialist revolu-
tion against all the murderous regimes of

continued on page 10
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The bourgeois press recently let out that,
with Mexico’s permission, the Department
of Homeland Security has been secretly
flying Predator B drones across the bor-
der for the past two years—at times quite
a distance into Mexican territory—to spy
on Mexico’s drug cartels. Starting in
February, these missions have expanded
deeper into Mexico, with the Predators
supplemented by the Pentagon’s Global
Hawk drones, which fly at around 60,000
feet and scan almost 40,000 square miles.
The Predators are unarmed versions of
the killing machines used by the Penta-
gon in Pakistan, where they have killed
hundreds of villagers in the name of
attacking suspected “terrorists.”

The New York Times (15 March) report-
ed that on March 3, Mexican president
Felipe Calder6n and U.S. president Barack
Obama agreed to continue expanding the
use of spy drones and to open a sec-
ond counternarcotics “fusion” center in
Mexico staffed with both Mexican and
American agents. Citing unnamed Mexi-
can and U.S. officials, the Times added,
“The American assistance has been kept
secret because of legal restrictions in Mex-
ico and the heated political sensitivities
there about sovereignty.” The U.S. has also
been training thousands of Mexican troops
and cops, upgrading Mexico’s security and
intelligence technology and carrying out its
own eavesdropping operations in Mexico.

The pretext for all this U.S. imperial-
ist encroachment is the narcoviolencia in

Down With the

“War on Drugs”!

U.S. Spy Drones
over Mexico

Mexico that has left over 34,000 dead over
the past four years, as Mexican drug car-
tels and their police adjuncts battle over
control of the lucrative trade (see ‘“Mexico:
Down With ‘Drug Wars’ Militarization!”
WV No. 953, 26 February 2010). As with
the “war on terrorism,” the “war on
drugs” is wielded globally by Democrats
and Republicans alike to extend U.S.
imperialism’s bloody reach and to bolster
the repressive forces of its dependent
semicolonial regimes, especially those in
its Latin American “backyard.” A Hondu-
ran newspaper recently announced that
Washington is planning to open a new
military base in Honduras, near the border
with Nicaragua, to “fight drug traffick-
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Capitalism and
“Freedom of the Press”

As explained by Bolshevik leader V. 1. Lenin
in a document presented at the founding
congress of the Communist International,
the mass media in capitalist “democracies”
serve as an auxiliary to bourgeois class rule.
This is seen, for example, in the retailing of
the Qaddafi regime’s supposed mass slaugh-
ter of civilians to justify the imperialist at-
tack on Libya and in the propaganda bar-
rage against teachers and others in the drive

LENIN

against public workers unions.

“Freedom of the press” is another of the principal slogans of “pure democracy.” And
here, too, the workers know—and socialists everywhere have admitted it millions of
times—that this freedom is a deception while the best printing-presses and the biggest
stocks of paper are appropriated by the capitalists, and while capitalist rule over the
press remains, a rule that is manifested throughout the world all the more strikingly,
sharply and cynically the more democracy and the republican system are developed, as
in America for example. The first thing to do to win real equality and genuine democ-
racy for the working people, for the workers and peasants, is to deprive capital of the
possibility of hiring writers, buying up publishing houses and bribing newspapers. And
to do that the capitalists and exploiters have to be overthrown and their resistance sup-
pressed. The capitalists have always used the term “freedom” to mean freedom for the
rich to get richer and for the workers to starve to death. In capitalist usage, freedom of
the press means freedom of the rich to bribe the press, freedom to use their wealth to
shape and fabricate so-called public opinion. In this respect, too, the defenders of
“pure democracy” prove to be defenders of an utterly foul and venal system that gives
the rich control over the mass media. They prove to be deceivers of the people, who,
with the aid of plausible, fine-sounding, but thoroughly false phrases, divert them from
the concrete historical task of liberating the press from capitalist enslavement. Gen-
uine freedom and equality will be embodied in the system which the Communists are
building, and in which there will be no opportunity for amassing wealth at the expense
of others, no objective opportunities for putting the press under the direct or indirect
power of money, and no impediments in the way of any workingman (or groups of
workingmen, in any numbers) for enjoying and practising equal rights in the use of
public printing-presses and public stocks of paper.

—V.1. Lenin, “Theses and Report on Bourgeois Democracy and
the Dictatorship of the Proletariat” (March 1919)
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ing,” while Texas Congressman Michael
McCaul is pushing legislation that would
designate seven Mexican drug cartels as
“foreign terrorist organizations.”

For Latin America as a whole, none of
this is new. In 1989, George H.W. Bush
sent over 20,000 U.S. troops to invade
Panama, where they killed hundreds and
arrested President Manuel Noriega on
charges of running drugs. Through Plan
Colombia, launched by Bill Clinton in
2000, billions of dollars have been fun-
neled to the blood-drenched Colombian
government, whose murderous campaign
against leftist guerrillas has long been
wrapped in the “anti-drugs” banner. Wash-
ington crows that, through Plan Colom-
bia, that regime has been able to establish
a police presence in each of the country’s
1,099 municipalities for the first time
ever. Colombia has become the most dan-
gerous country for trade unionists in the
world, with 51 murdered last year alone,
and is second only to the Sudan in the
number of internal refugees.

In Mexico, the “war on drugs” has simi-
larly meant an increase in state repression
and the terrorization of workers and the
poor, as seen by the massive military pres-
ence on urban streets. The U.S. has
boosted its military aid to Mexico seven
times over with the $1.4 billion “Plan
Meérida,” initiated in 2007 by George W.
Bush and extended by Obama last year.

The program provides for the purchase of
aircraft, surveillance software and other
services provided by U.S. defense con-
tractors. It has also allowed the Mexican
state to modernize its police forces and
expand maritime interdiction capabilities.
Mexico now has Latin America’s third-
largest military—one built for domestic,
not foreign, deployment.

North of the border, the anti-drug witch-
hunt has meant a sharp buildup of local
police forces, increasingly armed with
high-tech weaponry and facing ever fewer
legal restraints, and the mass incarcera-
tion of black people as well as of rising
numbers of Latinos and immigrants. The
narcoviolencia in Mexico has also become
a rallying cry of the Republican Party
for further clamping down on the border.
The Democratic Obama White House
has already surpassed the second Bush
administration in deporting immigrants,
with nearly 800,000 expelled in the past
two years. As we pointed out in our arti-
cle on the Mexican drug wars, the impo-
sition of the 1994 North American Free
Trade Agreement (NAFTA) massively
deepened the impoverishment of the
Mexican countryside, driving the desper-
ately poor either north of the border or
into the drug trade in order to survive.

The Spartacist League/U.S. and the
Grupo Espartaquista de México, sections
of the International Communist League,
oppose the military buildup and call for
the decriminalization of drugs. By remov-
ing the super-profits from the illegal drug
trade, decriminalization would also reduce
the crime and other pathology that come
with it. But such a simple, democratic
measure is anathema to the U.S. rulers,
for whom laws against drug use and other
“crimes without victims,” such as prosti-
tution, gambling and pornography, at bot-
tom serve to maintain social order on
behalf of the capitalist rulers. In the U.S.,
it is the duty of revolutionary Marxists to
promote proletarian internationalism by
opposing all American military aid to
Mexico and Colombia and fighting for
full citizenship rights for all immigrants.
Down with Plan Mérida! Down with Plan

Letter

On the Libyan Opposition

21 March
To the editor:

Apropos of the Libyan civil war, you
declare in the latest issue of Workers Van-
guard that “Marxists presently have no
side in this conflict.” This is absurd. The
civil war began with a mass civil uprising
that the Qaddafi regime brutally crushed
in Tripoli and then moved to extirpate in
other cities as well. Are you neutral when
unarmed protesters are shot down in the
streets? Do you take no side when the
most elementary democratic rights are
violated? In your statement on the US,
UK, and French intervention, you refer to
the Benghazi opposition as a “cabal of
pro-imperialist ‘democrats,” CIA stooges,
monarchists, and Islamists.” What about
the thousands of ordinary workers fight-
ing for their lives against the nationalist
regime? Are they less worthy of support
than the Egyptian, Yemeni, or Bahraini
masses? This is a travesty of Marxism.
You people have really lost your way.

Daniel Lazare

WYV replies:

What began as an uprising against the
bonapartist bourgeois regime of Muam-
mar el-Qaddafi quickly turned into a civil
war between the Tripoli-centered govern-
ment and an imperialist-backed opposi-
tion in the eastern areas, heavily over-
laid by tribal and regional divisions. For
Marxists, the question of extending mili-
tary support in civil wars and other con-
flicts is determined by whether the vic-
tory of one side or the other would further
the cause of the working class and the
oppressed. As we explained at the time in

“Imperialists Hands Off Libya!” (WV No.
976, 18 March), from this class stand-
point neither the Qaddafi regime nor the
Benghazi-based opposition—a motley
crew of former officials of the Qaddafi
regime, monarchists, Islamists and tribal
leaders who early on appealed for impe-
rialist intervention—merited support. But,
as the article noted, the world proletariat
would have a side in opposing any inter-
vention into Libya by the imperialists.

Indeed, immediately after NATO forces
began their attack on Libya, the Inter-
national Communist League declared in
a March 20 statement: “The civil war in
Libya has now been subordinated to the
fight of a neocolonial country against im-
perialism” (“Defend Libya Against Impe-
rialist Attack,” WV No. 977, 1 April). In
this war, it is the duty of Marxists to stand
for the military defense of Libya against
imperialism and the opposition forces
that are acting as the imperialists’ ground
troops, while not giving Qaddafi an ounce
of political support. Daniel Lazare, who
writes for the Nation and other publica-
tions, does not say where he stands on the
imperialist war against Libya.

The ICL statement continued: “Every
step taken by the workers of the imperial-
ist countries to halt the depredations and
military adventures of their rulers is a step
toward their own liberation from capitalist
exploitation, impoverishment and oppres-
sion.” We also note that militant opposition
to imperialist intervention is a prerequisite
for the working class in Egypt, Tunisia and
throughout North Africa and the Near East
to emerge as a revolutionary force under
its own class banner.®
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PARIS, April 18—In a blatant display of
contempt for anyone deemed insuffi-
ciently “assimilated” into (white, Catho-
lic) French society, a new law makes it
illegal for women to appear in any public
area while wearing the full Muslim veil—
burqa or nigab. With this law, the French
capitalist ruling class is fraudulently try-
ing to pass itself off as the great liberator
and protector of Muslim women. But this
law is no blow against women’s oppres-
sion; it is an anti-democratic outrage that
sets up fully veiled women for harass-
ment, arrest and worse. In barring them
from appearing in public, it amounts to a
state-enforced French version of purdah
(seclusion in the home).

Careful not to mention the Islamic cov-
ering by name, the new law simply states
that “no one shall, in any public space,
wear clothing designed to conceal the
face.” But the law is commonly known
for what it is: the anti-burga law. So far,
in the week since it went into effect on
April 11, four women in the Paris region
have been fined.

The vote on the law took place last fall
with virtually no dissent. With the govern-
ment of Nicolas Sarkozy gearing up for
massive attacks on workers’ pensions, the
racist campaign against the veil clearly
served to divide and weaken the multi-
ethnic working class. And by voting for or
abstaining on the bill, the reformist work-
ers parties—the Socialist Party, Commu-
nist Party and Left Party—demonstrated
that they would not stand in Sarkozy’s way.

As the Ligue Trotskyste, French sec-
tion of the International Communist
League, observed in Le Bolchévik No.
192 (June 2010), “The French reformists
snap to attention when ‘secularism’ is in-
voked, even when it’s by the government
in its racist campaigns against the popu-
lation with a Muslim background.” The
article noted that the left capitulated to
the government’s 2003 campaign against
the veil, which was launched in order to
head off renewed struggle in defense of
pensions for teachers, for whom “secular-
ism” is a sacred principle. The state per-
secution of Muslim women—among the
most oppressed in society—is poison to
workers struggles and must be combated
by the workers movement.

The Sarkozy government has launched
a massive propaganda offensive against
the tiny number of women in France—
estimated at just 2,000—who wear the
full-face veil. Some 100,000 posters and
400,000 flyers were printed for distribu-
tion at government offices and schools,
as well as airports and other entry points
into the country. A new Web site, “Un-
covered Face,” was launched and govern-
ment circulars explained in painstaking
detail the need to “solemnly reaffirm the
values of the Republic and the require-
ments of living together.” Public sector
workers, for example, are told not to
serve fully veiled women and to demand
that they either unveil or depart the prem-
ises. Police are to be called if the women
prove recalcitrant.

As to what is considered “facial con-
cealment,” bandages and motorcycle rid-
ers’ helmets are okay but, along with
burgas and nigabs, hoods, masks and
pretty much any other attire that prevents
the face from being easily seen are ver-
boten. To be sure, this law is not going to
be used to go after bundled-up skiers in
the French Alps, street-corner Santas or
those attending costume balls. It is aimed
first and foremost at Muslim women, but

NEW YORK CITY

Wednesday, May 4, 7:30 p.m.

Black Liberation Through
Socialist Revolution!
Trotskyism vs. Black Nationalism
CCNY, Room NAC 1/209
138th St. and Amsterdam Ave.
(Take #1 train to 137th St.-City College)

Information and readings: (212) 267-1025
nysl@tiac.net

29 APRIL 2011

Spartacus Youth Club Class Series

Visit the ICL Web Site: www.icl-fi.org

France:
Down With Racist
Anti-Veil Law!

'\_{(—r‘{ r‘ Q‘Fﬂk
,:

b,
(" iV

o

April 11: Woman wearing full Islamic veil is arrested in Paris on first day

racist law went into effect.

also at their husbands, brothers and sons,
who are implicitly portrayed as woman-
hating bigots. While women face fines
of up to 150 euros [$220] and may be
forced to attend “citizenship” classes,
those who are said to “force” another to
conceal her face can be threatened with
huge fines of between 30,000 and 60,000
euros.

Moreover, in banning hoods, this law
gives a green light and legal cover for
further police harassment and attacks on
young men in the suburban ghettos (ban-
lieues) for whom the hooded sweatshirt
is standard dress. Even wearing a mask
on a political demonstration—like those
with Sarkozy’s face, which is quite com-
mon these days—could well expose ac-
tivists to more police repression.

As fighters for the liberation of
women, we Marxists oppose the veil—be
it a full nigab or merely a headscarf—as
a symbol and instrument of women’s
oppression. We stand in solidarity with
those women who fight to escape the
tyranny of this oppressive “tradition” and
all other forms of reactionary religious
traditionalism, from the bride price and
arranged marriage to female genital muti-
lation. But the French government’s ban
on the nigab and burga in public places,
like its earlier ban on the headscarf or
hijab in the schools, has nothing to do
with sexual equality or integrating Mus-
lim women into society. In France and
elsewhere in Europe, the oppressed Mus-
lim minority suffers the daily humilia-
tions of racism, segregation and police
violence. The numerous and varied laws
targeting Muslim women are an expres-
sion of this. We unambiguously oppose
these racist and discriminatory laws,
which have, for example, seen Muslim
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girls and women expelled from schools
and driven from workplaces, further iso-
lating them from society and deepening
their oppression.

With breathtaking arrogance, the Sar-
kozy government portrays itself as the
best defender of secularism and the sep-
aration of church or mosque and state.
The principle of secularism, as it arose
during the French Revolution, came out
of the fight to rip the emerging bourgeois
society from the stranglehold of the Catho-
lic church. Today’s racist crusade against
Muslim women has absolutely nothing to
do with the separation of church and
state, which Marxists uphold. The fact is
that the French state is a far cry from
secular: one-fifth of all primary and sec-
ondary education, which is financed by
the state, has traditionally fallen under the
control of the Catholic priests. In uphold-
ing the genuine separation of church or
mosque and state, we oppose such state
subsidies for churches, mosques, etc. and
all state funding of religious schools, as
well as religious instruction in the public
schools.

In its opposition to women wearing the
veil, the reformists of Lutte Ouvriere (LO)
imbibe the “values” of the French rulers,
waving the banner of bourgeois “secular-
ism.” Indeed, LO was in the forefront of
the 2003 campaign against two high
school girls, Alma and Lila Lévy, who
were expelled from their school in a Paris
suburb for wearing the headscarf. These
expulsions paved the way for right-wing
president Jacques Chirac’s 2004 law ban-
ning young women in headscarves from
the high schools, a law that LO welcomed.

More recently, LO was quick to laud
the commission—initiated by Commu-
nist Party deputy André Gérin—that pro-
posed the new anti-veil bill. LO opined
that “it doesn’t seem to be an extraordi-
nary measure to ask someone to enter
public buildings with their face exposed.
Even banks oblige their clients to do
that!” (Lutte Ouvriére, 30 January 2010).
A few months later, Lutte Ouvriere (9
July 2010) complained about the “hypoc-
risy” of the government because of its
“policy of concessions to ‘law-and-order’
and anti-Muslim prejudice” even as it
repeated LO’s support to the law against
the headscarf in schools. Speaking of “law
and order,” LO was elected on Gérin’s
slate in 2008, constituting the majority of
the Vénissieux municipal council near
Lyons, where it has regularly voted for

the municipal budget, including funds for
the municipal police!

As for the reformist New Anti-Capitalist
Party (NPA), while it opposed the new
anti-veil law, one of its prominent na-
tional leaders, Pierre-Frangois Grond, is
a teacher who was a leader of the reac-
tionary campaign to kick Alma and Lila
Lévy out of school. Meanwhile, in the
2010 regional elections, the NPA fielded
a woman wearing a headscarf on one of
its electoral lists, flying in the face of
the obligation for Marxists to combat
religious backwardness. These consum-
mate opportunists, who will tail anything,
are presently locked in a rip-roaring fight
over whether they should capitulate to
bourgeois “republican secularism” or to
religion. So far they’re doing both.

The anti-veil law is part of a larger
ruling-class offensive against immigrants
and their descendents, Muslims in par-
ticular, who face daily police harassment,
threats of being stripped of their French
citizenship and deportation. Last fall,
Roma (Gypsies) were tossed on airplanes
and deported to Romania. More recently,
the French and Italian governments have
been engaged in a racist contest over who
can best keep Tunisian immigrants out of
their country. The “anti-terror” and anti-
Muslim hysteria launched by the govern-
ment and aided by its left “opposition”
fuels racist reaction and emboldens the
likes of the fascist National Front. A
deadly danger to the multiracial working
class, the National Front significantly
increased its percentage of votes in recent
county assembly elections. Struggling for
class unity, workers must oppose all the
racist laws targeting immigrants and fight
for full citizenship rights for all.

The capitalist rulers would have us
believe that a tiny, vulnerable Muslim
minority represents the main threat to the
rights of women. In fact, it is the rule of
the bourgeoisie which upholds the reac-
tionary institution of the family, the cen-
tral force that oppresses women the world
over. The family is the vehicle for trans-
mitting property from one generation to
the next and the mechanism for raising
new generations of workers. Bourgeois
family law is thus tightly bound up with
defense of private property, and women’s
inequality is always reflected in the legal
and social codes of every capitalist soci-
ety. Reactionary ideology and religious
obscurantism can never be combated
by reactionary bourgeois laws. Women’s
oppression originates in class society and
can only be eradicated through the de-
struction of capitalist rule, laying the
basis for replacing the functions of the
family with socialized childcare and house-
work in an egalitarian socialist society.

To achieve this goal, it is necessary to
build a revolutionary workers party that
will fight in the interests of all workers
and thus against racist terror and the
oppression of women. For women’s lib-
eration through socialist revolution!m
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Lucy Parsons on the Origins of May Day

“The Haymarket Martyrs™

1926 Article from
Labor Defender

What is celebrated internationally on
May 1 as a workers’ holiday was born in
the raw class struggle of labor against capi-
tal, originating 125 years ago in Chicago
with the fight for an eight-hour day and
the 4 May 1886 police riot against work-
ers protesting in Haymarket Square. Anar-
chist labor organizers were framed up on
conspiracy charges, and four were executed
the following year; a fifth killed himself
in jail just before the scheduled execution.
The article reprinted below was written
four decades later by Lucy Parsons, the
wife and comrade of Albert Parsons, who
was one of those hanged by the State of
Illinois in November 1887. The article
appeared in the November 1926 issue
of Labor Defender, journal of the Inter-
national Labor Defense, a class-struggle
defense organization associated with the
American Communist Party. In the arti-
cle, “Bradstreet” refers to a financial pub-
lication of the time.
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Does this rising generation know that
those who inaugurated the eight-hour day
were put to death at the command of
capital?

Lucy Parsons Project
Lucy Parsons

Until forty years ago men, women, and
children toiled ten and often twelve hours
a day in factories for a mere pittance and
children from eight to nine years of age
had to work to help to keep up the family.

The Knights of Labor, a powerful
organization, claiming 500,000 members,
had never agitated for a reduction of the
hours of labor. Then who were the pio-
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neers of the eight-hour movement?

Those martyrs who were strung from
the gallows in Chicago on November 11,
1887, the much lied about and abused
Anarchists.

I will verify this statement. Until 1885
there had never been a concerted action
for the reduction of the hours of labor. If
eight hours was mentioned in some of our
meetings (they were never really men-
tioned), why, that was only a dream to be
indulged in by fools; the bosses would
never tolerate such a thing, was the reply.

In 1885 a convention was held in Chi-
cago, composed largely of delegates from
Canada. They passed a resolution calling
upon the workers of this country and Can-
ada to unite in a demand for a reduction
of the hours of daily toil to eight a day
on the first of May, 1886, and to strike
wherever it was refused. Albert R. Parsons
brought the matter up before the Trade
and Labor Assembly of Chicago, the first
central body ever organized in this city, a
body which he himself organized and of
which he was elected president three con-
secutive times. The matter was hotly de-
bated and finally rejected on the ground
that the bosses would never tolerate it.

The Central Labor Union, composed of
German mechanics, took the matter up
and endorsed it. At the same time they
passed a resolution requesting August
Spies, editor of the Chicago Arbeiterzei-
tung, the daily German paper, and Albert
R. Parsons, editor of the Alarm, to sup-
port it in their papers and speeches; they
were both splendid orators.

Thus it was that the eight-hour move-
ment got under way. Many other cities
agitated for it, but Chicago was the storm
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center of the movement owing to the zeal
and courage of the men and women of
this city who worked day and night for
it. The result was that when May 1, 1886,
arrived, it found Chicago well organized
and demanding the eight-hour day, strik-
ing by the thousands where the demand
was refused. It was a veritable holiday for
the workers.

The bosses were taken completely by
surprise. Some were frightened and threat-
ening; some were signing up; others
were abusing those “scoundrels” who had

brought all this trouble upon “our” city
and declaring that they would be made
examples of, that they ought to be hung
and the like.

Bradstreet declared (see Bradstreet of
that date) that stocks had slumped on the
New York market owing to the strike
situation in Chicago.

The police were unspeakably brutal,
clubbing and shooting; factory whistles
blew, but few responded.

I was chairman of the Women’s Organ-
ization Committee and know personally
how that great strike spread. I have never
seen such solidarity. I only wish I could
describe it in detail, those stirring times.
It would make the blood course swiftly
through the veins of the rebels of today,
but lack of space forbids.

In the afternoon of May 3, the McCor-
mick Reaper Works employees were hold-
ing a meeting at the noon hour, discuss-
ing the strike and declaring for the
eight-hour day—they were then working
twelve hours—when wagon loads of po-
lice dashed down upon them and began
clubbing and shooting without a word of
warning. An afternoon paper stated there

were five killed and many injured at this
meeting.

August Spies who was addressing the
meeting, returned to the Arbeiterzeitung
office and issued the circular calling the
Haymarket meeting for the next evening,
May 4. I will allow Mayor Harrison, who
was the first witness for the defense, to
describe that meeting:

“I went to the meeting for the purpose of
dispersing it in case I should feel it
necessary to do so for the safety of the
city...there was no suggestion made by
either of the speakers looking toward
calling for immediate use of force or vio-
lence. I saw no weapons at all upon any
person. In listening to the speeches I
concluded that it was not an organization
to destroy property...”

For holding that peaceable protest meet-
ing, five of as fine young men as ever
lived, all labor organizers, were condemned
and judicially murdered on November 11,
1887, in Chicago, Illinois.

There was a riot at the Haymarket
meeting, it is true, but it was a police riot.
Mayor Harrison further testified that,
when the meeting was about to adjourn,
he went to the police station, half a block
distant, and ordered Captain Bondfield to
send the reserves to the other stations, as
the meeting was about to adjourn and was
quiet. Instead of Bondfield obeying the
orders of the Mayor, as soon as the Mayor
started home, Bondfield rushed a com-
pany of police at double quick, with drawn
clubs, upon the meeting of peaceably
assembled men, women and children. At
the onrush of these violators of the peo-
ple’s constitutional rights someone hurled
a bomb. Who threw that bomb has never
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Frank Leslie’s lllustrated Newspaper
Police gun down workers in Chicago’s Haymarket Square on 4 May 1886.

become known. Neither the police nor
the capitalists wanted to know; what they
wanted was to get hold of the labor organ-
izers and make “examples” of them as
they said openly they would do.

The trial, so-called, lasted sixty-one
days. The jury reached their verdict in less
than three hours, condemning seven men
to the gallows and one to prison for four-
teen years. I herewith give a few, just a
few, samples of the rulings of the judge who
presided at the trial in selecting the jury.

James H. Walker said he had formed
an opinion as to the guilt or innocence of
the defendants, which opinion he still
held. Now the judge takes him in hand.

“Do you believe that you can listen to
the testimony and the charge of the court
and decide upon that alone, uninfluenced
and unbiased by the opinion that you
now have?”

“No, I don’t.”

“That is what I asked you.”

“I said I would be handicapped.”

“Do you believe that you can fairly and
impartially render a verdict in accor-
dance with the law and the evidence in
this case?”

“I shall try to do it, sir.”

“But do you believe that you can sit here
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and fairly and impartially make up your
mind from the evidence whether that evi-
dence proves that they are guilty beyond
a reasonable doubt or not?”

“I think I could but I would feel that I
was a little handicapped in my judgment.
I am prejudiced, sir.”

“Well, that is a sufficient qualification
for a juror in this case. Of course, the
more a man feels that he is handicapped
the more he will guard against it.”

W.B. Allen, another juror. The judge

asked:
“I will ask you whether what you have
formed from what you have read and
heard is a slight impression or an opin-
ion, or a conviction?”
“It is a decided conviction.”
“Have you made up your mind as
to whether these men are guilty or
innocent?”
“Yes, sir.”
“Would it be difficult to change that con-
viction or impression perhaps?”’
“It would be hard to change my
conviction.”

Seven years later Governor John P. Alt-
geld reviewed the whole case. He, having
been a judge before he was elected gov-
ernor, was amply competent to review the
case in a legal manner. He took the testi-
mony and proved from it that our com-
rades were absolutely innocent. In his
masterly State Paper, Altgeld’s “Reasons”
(I can only take a few extracts from it
here, the document is printed in the Life
of Albert R. Parsons in full) Governor

Novosti

Petrograd, 1917: May Day demonstration six months before Bolshevik-led
revolution that smashed capitalist rule. Banner in middle reads: “Arms for the

People/Long Live the International.”

Altgeld says:
“The state has never discovered who
threw the bomb which killed the police-
men and the evidence does not show any
connection between the defendants and
the man who did throw it...and again it
is shown here that the bomb was, in all
probability, thrown by someone seeking
revenge, that is, a course had been pur-
sued by the authorities which would
naturally cause this; that for a number of
years prior to the Haymarket affair there

had been labor troubles, and in several
cases a number of laboring people, guilty
of no offense had been shot down in
cold blood by the Pinkerton’s men, and
none of the murderers were brought to
justice...

“All facts tend to show the improbability
of the theory of the prosecution that the
bomb was thrown as the result of a con-
spiracy on the part of the defendants
to commit murder; if the theory of the
prosecution were correct, there would

Attack on Minority Women

have been many more bombs thrown and
the fact that only one was thrown shows
that it was an act of personal revenge...
The record of the case shows that the
judge conducted the trial with mali-
cious ferocity and forced eight men to be
tried together who should have been tried
separately.”

Albert R. Parsons was not arrested im-
mediately after the Haymarket meeting.
He left Chicago and stayed with his friend,
D.W. Hoan, father of the present mayor of
Milwaukee, at Waukesha, Wisconsin. The
day the trial began he came into court and
surrendered, stating that he was innocent
of bomb-throwing and only wanted a
chance to prove his innocence. But he too
was murdered along with the other four.

Parsons, Spies, Lingg, Fischer and
Engel. Although all that is mortal of you
is laid beneath that beautiful monument
in Waldheim Cemetery, you are not dead.
You are just beginning to live in the hearts
of all true lovers of liberty. For now, after
forty years that you are gone, thousands
who were then unborn are eager to learn
of your lives and heroic martyrdom, and
as the years lengthen the brighter will
shine your names, and the more you will
come to be appreciated and loved.

Those who so foully murdered you,
under the forms of law—Iynch law—in a
court of supposed justice, are forgotten.

Rest, comrades, rest. All the tomorrows
are yours!'H

Congress Bans Abortion Funds for D.C.

For weeks this spring, Republicans and
Democrats competed over how deeply to
cut the U.S. government budget, finally
agreeing on April 8 to the largest cuts in
U.S. history, a massive $38 billion in the
next six months. The Republicans, with a
majority in the House of Representatives,
took advantage of the “budget crisis” to
further the assault on abortion rights.
Their key demands included reinstating
the recently lifted ban against the Dis-
trict of Columbia using its own money to
fund elective abortions through Medicaid
and banning federal funding for Planned
Parenthood.

While the latter has been temporar-
ily set aside, the Obama White House
okayed the ban on local D.C. funding for
abortions, sacrificing black women and
others who are dependent on such aid
on the altar of the anti-abortion bigots.
The Democrats also agreed to ax $17
million from Title X, which provides
federal money for birth control and re-
productive health to Planned Parenthood
and other organizations nationwide.

From the time of the 1973 Roe v. Wade
decision, the Democrats as well as the
Republicans have instituted one measure
after another to limit access to abortion.
The new measure will redound most
harshly against impoverished black women
who cannot afford to pay for this simple
and safe medical procedure, which we
say should be freely available on demand.
The one-quarter of the city’s population
that depends on Medicaid is overwhelm-
ingly black and Latino. As soon as the ban
took effect on April 13, Medicaid funding
was immediately cut off for 28 women
scheduled to receive abortions that week.

Barring the city from funding abortions
from its own budget is another measure
of the boundless contempt the ruling-
class parties have for the mostly black
residents of Washington, D.C., who have
never been accorded full democratic
rights. This has always been a divided
city, a government center served first by
slaves and later by wretchedly paid,
largely black labor. While in the past
couple of decades Washington’s demo-
graphics have changed with an influx of
whites, more than half of black adults and
31 percent of Latino adults in D.C. are
jobless. Those who live in the nation’s
capital, otherwise known as “the D.C.
plantation,” are denied the right to a vot-
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ing representative in Congress. Until
1964, the city’s residents could not even
vote for president. It was not until 1973
that the right to elect a mayor and city
council was granted.

But so-called “home rule” for D.C. is
a fraud, for it is Congress that really
pulls the strings according to its own
political agenda, especially when the city
government tries to enact a budget or a
law. In 1998, D.C. residents overwhelm-
ingly voted in favor of a medical mari-
juana program, but Congress forbade
them to implement the law. That same
year, the district, which faces an HIV/
AIDS rate rivaling that of African coun-
tries, tried to use local funds for needle-
exchange programs. Congress stopped it.
While killing abortion funding this April,
Congress also ordered the D.C. City Coun-
cil to reinstate a reactionary school voucher
program that gives local tax dollars to pri-
vate and religious schools.

For an act of civil disobedience in pro-
test against the blatantly undemocratic
abortion funding ban, Mayor Vincent Gray,
six members of the D.C. Council and 34
others were arrested on April 11. Held
in jail for hours without food, Gray was
not released until 1:00 a.m. the follow-
ing morning, and the remaining protest-
ers were only released several hours later.
The abuse of a black mayor at the hands
of police is not new in D.C. For Marion
Barry—a victim of a bipartisan racist
vendetta—it was much worse. For years
in the 1980s and early 1990s he was con-
stantly hounded by the Feds and spent six
months in federal prison.

Condemning the funding ban, D.C.’s
non-voting Congressional delegate Eleanor
Holmes Norton declared: “These Repub-
licans are saying, “You don’t count as
American citizens. Indeed, you raise some
money, hey, it’s ours. We will decide
how you spend your money, and we will
close you down if you don’t like it’.”
This certainly captures the Republicans’
arrogance. But Norton self-servingly ali-
bis her own party, the Democrats, who
have themselves ensured that for most of
the last 20 years, local funding for elec-
tive abortions has been banned in D.C.
President Bill Clinton signed the ban
into law six times, and Obama and the
Democratic-controlled House and Senate
upheld it in 2009. (They tempered this a
bit some months later by easing restric-

tions on the city using its tax money for
abortions while upholding the ban on
federal funding.) Senate majority leader
Harry Reid, who cried foul over Repub-
licans’ attacks on Planned Parenthood,
has voted ten times for the D.C. abortion
funding ban since 1995.

Nationwide, access to abortion is in-
creasingly out of reach. It was the Dem-
ocrats’ health care “reform” that made
good on Obama’s promise that no federal
dollars will be used to fund abortion. Dur-
ing the 2008 campaign, Obama declared
his support for restrictions and even pro-
hibitions on late-term abortions. Between
the onslaught of government legislation
and the extralegal violence of the anti-
abortion terrorists, very few doctors in the
U.S. today are willing to perform late-
term abortions.

When running against the Republi-
cans, who openly flaunt their racist, anti-
worker, anti-woman program, the Demo-
crats pose as defenders of black, labor
and women'’s rights. This is a deception
that serves to keep the exploited and
oppressed politically chained to the capi-
talist system. In regard to abortion, the
“pro-choice” Democrats’ strategy has
been to keep it safe and legal for the
wealthy, but to hell with the poor and
minorities. This was seen with the Hyde
Amendment, signed into law by Demo-

cratic president Jimmy Carter in 1977,
which eliminated Medicaid funding for
abortions. Even as abortion rights con-
tinue to be axed and access is increasingly
limited, pro-Democratic outfits such as
the feminist National Organization for
Women have limited their actions to
“fight the right” electoral tactics.

Looking to the Democrats to defend
women’s rights is a time-tested strategy
that has brought nothing but defeat. The
Spartacist League and Spartacus Youth
Clubs fight for free abortion on demand as
part of our call for free, quality health
care for all. This is the only way that legal
abortion can become a reality for black,
immigrant and all working-class and poor
women. The anti-abortion offensive is
part of a generalized assault on the living
conditions of the working class. It is in
the interest of the working class to mobi-
lize in its own name—in opposition to the
Democrats—to fight for access to abor-
tion and full equality for women.

In the ban on funding abortions in
Washington, D.C., the bourgeoisie’s at-
tacks on women, on minorities and on
basic democratic rights come together.
This underscores the need to build a revo-
lutionary workers party that will cham-
pion the interests of all the exploited and
oppressed against the outrages of this
capitalist society. ®
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COMMEMORATING THE WAR
THAT SMASHED SLAVERY

IIIustrated Newsp. er
Left: Victorious Union Army marches into Richmond on 3 April 1865. Right: Robert E. Lee surrenders to Ulysses S. Grant at Appomattox
Court House six days later.

~ Thomas Y. Croellmany

FINISH THE CIVIL WAR!

The following is a presentation given by
Spartacist League speaker Diana Cole-
man, veteran of the Southern civil rights
movement, at a forum in Oakland on
March 5.

In 1965 I went down to Gulfport, Mis-
sissippi, with the Student Nonviolent
Coordinating Committee (SNCC) for the
second Freedom Summer. It startles me
to realize that that was nearly 50 years
ago—46 to be exact, but who’s counting.
There had been a debate in SNCC about
whether to do voter registration or direct
action sit-ins for integration. Well, by the
summer of *65, SNCC people were sick of
registering people to vote, that is, to vote
Democrat in a state that was run by the
racist Southern Democrats, the Dixie-
crats. Stokely Carmichael, in one of his bet-
ter utterances, said that it was as ludicrous

PART ONE

for Negroes to join the Democratic Party
as it would have been for Jews to join the
Nazi Party. That seemed right to me.

So we preferred sit-ins and demos. When
our integrated group wasn’t served at a
lunch counter, we organized demos, first
a small one of our project members and
then bigger and bigger ones of black youth,
mostly teenagers, to demonstrate in front
of the store. There are some poor-quality
photos of this at the literature table. Well,
with the Gulfport black longshore union
threatening a port shutdown, those lunch
counters finally did get integrated.

Even as a New Leftist, I was impressed
with the power of labor. But in the interim,
we were surrounded by an ugly crowd of
raving white racists waving Confederate
flags. I wasn’t surprised that they called
us every racist name in the book. And
I wasn’t surprised at the vile misogyny
directed toward me and the two other
young white women. But I was surprised
to be called a “carpetbagger.”  didn’t even
know exactly what one was. I thought it
might have something to do with the Civil
War. And I figured it was probably a good
thing, not a bad thing, considering the

racist scum who were mouthing off.

Indeed, it was a compliment, although
not intended as such. This is what the
Southern planters called the Northern
Radical Republicans who stayed in the
South after the Civil War and who, along
with black Union soldiers, made up the
backbone of the Freedmen’s Bureau. The
term also included New England women
abolitionists who came to the South to
teach blacks to read. That accusation em-
bodies as well the racist assumption that
black people are happy with their lot and
only get “stirred up” when white “outside
agitators” come along.

This was my introduction to the fact
that the contemporary black question,
including the very concept of race, has its
roots in the system of chattel slavery.
People try to tell you that that was a long
time ago. Not really. When I was in Mis-
sissippi that summer, I ran into old peo-
ple whose grandparents had been born as
slaves, and they told them all about it. As
William Faulkner famously wrote about
the South, “The past is never dead. It’s
not even past.” The Civil War and its
aftermath continue to shape this coun-
try to this day. The black population of
America is no longer enslaved, but nei-
ther are they free. The Civil War was
the Second American Revolution which
ended chattel slavery, but it will take
a third American revolution, a workers
revolution, to end wage slavery, racial
oppression, imperialist war and endemic
poverty for blacks and all of the multi-
racial American working class.

As I look around at this country, Wall
Street and the banks are doing great,
while working people, particularly but
not exclusively blacks and Latinos, lose
their jobs, their houses, their health care,
their pensions. There are the endless,
orchestrated attacks on the unions. The
homeless wander the streets. Police bru-
tality is a fact of life in the ghettos and
barrios. The U.S. is still in Iraq, still in
Afghanistan, still running the Guantdnamo
prison camp. The U.S., with less than 5
percent of the world’s population, has one-
fourth of the world’s prison population,

WV Photo
1984: Spartacist supporter

April
dressed in Union Army uniform tears
down Confederate flag of slavery
and Klan terror at San Francisco
Civic Center.

most of them black and brown. And we see
Obama, the first black president, presiding
over the smashing of the United Auto
Workers union, an institution that actually
made a concrete difference in the lives of
black working people. If this is “change
we can believe in,” I sure don’t see it. It
looks like the “same-old, same-old” to me.
We say: No support to either bourgeois
party, Democrat or Republican!

The Fight for
Black Liberation Today

For the title of this forum, we wanted
to make it clear how we wanted to “Finish
the Civil War”—that is, by black libera-
tion through socialist revolution. Indeed,
there is another side out there that thinks
that it’s just halftime in the Civil War and
that the South will rise again. In Decem-
ber there was a Secession Ball in Charles-
ton, South Carolina. In February, there

BLACK LIBERATION
THROUGH SOCIALIST REVOLUTION!

was a re-enactment of the inauguration of
Jefferson Davis. Last year, the governor
of Virginia declared April Confederate
History Month. A Virginia textbook is
trying to peddle the lie that lots of black
men took up arms fighting for their slave-
owners.

Beyond this outright racist garbage, it
is a sign of the reactionary times we live
in that the Civil War is controversial with
those who consider themselves leftists.
In L.A. we talked to a young woman
looking to join a socialist group who told
me that she couldn’t really support the
North in the Civil War because they were
simply fighting for capitalism. And that
blacks were better off as slaves than later
as free sharecroppers, since they had
higher caloric intake as slaves. Probably
not true, but even if it was, so what!

A young man around the left group
Spark argued that the Confederate flag
was an “ambiguous symbol” expressing
not only racism but also opposition to
Northern aggression. Or how about Pro-
gressive Labor (PL) which, hailing “resis-
tance” to the revolutionary war waged by
the Union Army that smashed black chat-
tel slavery in the South, lauds riots in
New York City in 1863 that turned into
an anti-black pogrom, killing at least a
dozen black people and burning down
black housing and an orphanage for black
children. This kind of leaves you shaking
your head and saying “right on” to Sher-
man’s March to the Sea.

We have described the black popu-
lation in the U.S. as an oppressed race-
color caste. We noted in our seminal docu-
ment “Black and Red” [printed in Marxist
Bulletin No. 9, “Basic Documents of the
Spartacist League”] that “from their arri-
val in this country, the Negro people have
been an integral part of American class
society while at the same time forcibly
segregated at the bottom of this society.”
Thus blacks face discrimination, in different
degrees, regardless of social status, wealth
or class position. The grotesque arrest of
noted Harvard professor Henry Louis
Gates Jr. showed that in living color.

But blacks are today still an integral
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and strategic part of the working class,
despite unemployment and mass incar-
ceration. As Leon Trotsky, leader along
with Lenin of the Russian Revolution,
stated, ““We must say to the conscious ele-
ments of the Negroes that they are con-
voked by the historic development to
become a vanguard of the working class.”
Won to a revolutionary program, black
workers will be the living link fusing
the anger of the dispossessed ghetto
masses with the social power of the multi-
racial proletariat under the leadership of
a Leninist-Trotskyist vanguard party.

From the formation of the Spartacist
tendency in the early 1960s, we have stood
for the perspective and program of revo-
lutionary integrationism. This position is
counterposed to both the liberal reformist
response to black oppression and to all
political expressions of black separatism.
The liberation of black people from con-
ditions of racial oppression and impover-
ishment—conditions inherent to the U.S.
capitalist system—can be achieved only in
an egalitarian socialist society. And such a
society can be achieved only through the
overthrow of the capitalist system by the
working class and its allies. This talk is
an exposition of those points.

Karl Marx and the Civil War

You cannot understand the black ques-
tion in the U.S. without understanding
that “peculiar institution,” slavery, and
the bloody Civil War which ended it. And
I want to deal prominently here with the
role of Karl Marx in understanding these
questions. There’s endless garbage out
there from black nationalists and academ-
ics about how “Marxism is Eurocentric,”
“Marx was a racist,” “Marx didn’t know
nothing about the U.S.,” etc., etc. Noth-
ing could be further from the truth.

In their Civil War writings, one is
struck by Marx and Friedrich Engels’
astonishing knowledge of American his-
tory. They saw the Civil War as one of
the century’s major battles for emancipa-
tion, a social overturn and a harbinger of
socialist revolutions to come.

I read this book called Marx at the
Margins by Kevin B. Anderson, a fol-
lower of Raya Dunayevskaya, and found
his chapter on Marx and the Civil War
quite useful. He makes the point that
although Marx’s writings on the Civil
War and slavery are quite available in the
U.S., they are often disregarded and con-
sidered as “falling outside Marx’s core
concerns, or even his core concepts.” Of
course, in Volume 1 of Capital, which
presumably does deal with Marx’s “core
concepts,” Marx writes: “In the United
States of North America, every independ-
ent movement of the workers was para-
lyzed so long as slavery disfigured a part
of the Republic. Labour cannot emanci-
pate itself in the white skin where in the
black it is branded.” You will find these
last words on the membership cards of
our Labor Black Leagues.

Comrade Jacob gave a great class
called “Slavery and the Origins of Ameri-
can Capitalism,” which was reprinted in
WV [Nos. 942, 943 and 944; 11 Septem-
ber, 25 September and 9 October 2009]. 1
cannot recapitulate it all here, but what it
demonstrated so well is that slavery, al-
though it was certainly an outmoded social
system, was key to the early development
of American and British capitalism. In
the 1800s, the textile mills of Britain ran
on cotton from the Southern slavocracy,
shipped on boats owned by Northern capi-
talists and leaving from Northern ports.
British and American capitalists were tied
to slavery by a million threads, even if they
themselves didn’t own slaves. Anderson’s
book had an interesting early quote from
Marx in 1846, speaking about slavery in
the American South and Brazil:

“Direct slavery is as much the pivot upon
which our present-day industrialism turns
as are machinery, credits, etc. Without
slavery there would be no cotton, without
cotton there would be no modern indus-
try. It is slavery which has given value to
the colonies, it is the colonies which have
created world trade, and world trade is
the necessary condition for large-scale
machine industry.... Slavery is therefore
an economic category of paramount
importance.”
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And in slavery we see the beginning of
the material basis for the creation of a
race-color caste. As Frederick Douglass
said: “We are then a persecuted people,
not because we are colored, but simply
because that color has for a series of years
been coupled in the public mind with the
degradation of slavery and servitude.”
The unscientific category of “race” and
the racist myth of black inferiority were
necessary props to slavery in the U.S. As
Dick Fraser, a veteran Trotskyist who
made a unique contribution to the Marx-
ist understanding of the American black
question, wrote, ‘“Particularly when the
world was bursting with revolutions pro-
claiming the equality of all men. This
slave system became so repulsive in fact
that only weird and perverse social rela-
tions could contain it. To despise the black
skin as the mark of the slave was the prin-
cipal and focal point of these social rela-
tions,” [“The Negro Struggle and the Pro-
letarian Revolution” (November 1953),
reprinted in Prometheus Research Series
No. 3, “In Memoriam, Richard S. Fraser:
An Appreciation and Selection of His
Work” (August 1990)]. “Weird and per-
verse” is about right, now as then.

There’s this image that Marx spent all
his time sitting around in the library of
the British Museum writing Capital. Well,
it’s good that he did, but he and the First
International also fought slavery as an in-
separable part of the struggle for working-
class emancipation. A number of German
workers came to the United States fol-
lowing the defeat of the 1848 bourgeois-
democratic revolution. These “Red *48ers”
were animated by revolutionary ideals and
became involved in the anti-slavery strug-
gle. Joseph Weydemeyer, a close collabo-
rator of Marx’s, became a Union officer at
a critical juncture when the North needed
leaders with military experience.

Marx and Engels also played a key role
in winning English workers in the cotton
industry to the cause of Northern victory.
The British bourgeoisie wanted to inter-
vene on the side of the Confederacy but
was stymied by working-class opposition.
These workers in England endured great
privations and suffering, but they were
won to an internationalist conception that
they had an interest in fighting to get rid
of black chattel slavery. If you are inter-
ested in more info on this topic, I recom-
mend a talk by Don Alexander called
“Karl Marx and the War Against Slavery,”
which was given in 1990 [printed in WV
No. 502, 18 May 1990].

“The English working class has won
immortal historical honour for itself by

thwarting the repeated attempts of the ruling
classes to intervene on behalf of the American
slaveholders by its enthusiastic mass meetings,
even though the prolongation of the American
Civil War subjects a million English workers to
the most fearful suffering and privations.”

—Karl Marx, 1863
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Police attack workers meeting in London’s Hyde Park, 1862.

James McPherson starts off his book
Abraham Lincoln and the Second Ameri-
can Revolution by stating:

“Four years after the guns fell silent at
Appomattox, Harvard historian George
Ticknor reflected on the meaning of the
Civil War. That national trauma had riven
‘a great gulf between what happened
before in our century and what has hap-
pened since, or what is likely to hap-
pen hereafter. It does not seem to me as if
I were living in the country in which I

L)

was born’.
Indeed, the Civil War was a social
overturn that freed the slaves and opened
the road to the development of the United
States as a modern industrial power.
Before the Civil War, the U.S. was very
federated and didn’t have a national cur-
rency; there was no federal income tax or
IRS (I leave it to you whether this was
an advance!); many areas weren’t accu-
rately mapped. Before the Civil War, the
United States was a plural noun, as in
“The United States are beautiful.” After
the Civil War, the United States became a
singular noun, as in “The United States
is beautiful.” Or ugly, depending on

Danny Lyon

Above: Team led by
SNCC activist Bob
Moses (right) during
voter registration
drive in Mississippi in
1963. Left: Klansmen
beat black man in
Birmingham bus
station during
Freedom Rides,

14 May 1961.

whether you’re referring to the scenery or
today’s political situation.

Writing in 1861, Marx said, “The pres-
ent struggle between the South and North
is, therefore, nothing but a struggle be-
tween two social systems, the system of
slavery and the system of free labour. The
struggle has broken out because the two
systems can no longer live peacefully side
by side on the North American continent.
It can only be ended by the victory of one
system or the other” [“The Civil War in
the United States”]. Criticizing Lincoln’s
early wavering on emancipation, Marx
declared, “Events themselves drive to the
promulgation of the decisive slogan—
emancipation of the slaves.”

The Civil War:
A Social Revolution

Marx was quite clear that slavery was
an expansionist system that had to be
stopped. Very much like Frederick Doug-
lass, with whom there was a real conver-
gence, Marx returned again and again to
the notion that the Union needed to wage
the war by revolutionary means, whether
by the use of black troops or by encour-
aging a slave uprising. After John Brown’s
raid on Harper’s Ferry, Marx wrote to
Engels: “In my view, the most momen-
tous thing happening in the world today
is, on the one hand, the movement among
the slaves in America, started by the death
of Brown, and the movement among the
slaves in Russia, on the other.... I have
just seen in the Tribune that there was a
new slave uprising in Missouri, naturally
suppressed. But the signal has now been
given.” After Lincoln signed the Eman-
cipation Proclamation and gave the go-
ahead to the recruitment of black troops,
nearly 200,000 joined up to fight for their
own freedom. They spread fear in the
hearts of the Confederacy as Marx had
predicted, and helped turn the tide to win
the war.

Let me make a point here that the
American Revolution was more of a
political revolution than a social revolu-
tion. It didn’t overthrow an entrenched
aristocratic order—it was more the ques-
tion of which capitalists, British or Ameri-
can, would be profiting. The war of inde-
pendence did not really need a radical,
plebeian, terrorist phase. It didn’t give
rise to a living radical tradition or heroes
with whom we can identify. Who would
it be—lJefferson, the slave-owner?

It is in the Civil War era that there are
parallels with the plebeian component of
the French Revolution. The radical aboli-
tionists—Frederick Douglass, Sojourner
Truth, Harriet Tubman and John Brown—
are the only figures in American history
before the emergence of the workers
movement with whom we can identify.

continued on page 8
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Civil War...

(continued from page 7)

The life of Harriet Tubman illustrates in a
particularly acute fashion the tremendous
obstacles black women faced regarding
even the elementary decencies of life.
Despite her courageous work for black
freedom, she lived in poverty all her life
and was compelled to wage a decades-
long fight for the pension her Civil War
service entitled her to. Today black work-
ing women face triple oppression as blacks,
women and workers.

John Brown is denounced in public
schools as a dangerous extremist and a
maniac. Of course, we don’t share John
Brown’s religious outlook. But he was a
committed fighter for black rights who
wanted to inspire black rebellion and was
willing to die trying. If that makes you
crazy, then perhaps we need more crazy
people. When John Brown said: “I, John
Brown, am quite certain that the crimes
of this land will never be purged away but
with blood,” he was so right. It took blood
and iron and a war that cost 600,000 men,
almost as many as have died in all other
U.S. wars combined, to end slavery.

I want to say something about Lincoln
and historical materialism. Many oppo-
nents of revolutionary Marxism, from black
nationalists to reformist leftists, have
made a virtual cottage industry out of the
slander that “Honest Abe” was a racist or
even a white-supremacist. Here’s a quote
from the Revolutionary Communist Party
(RCP): “It is a lie that ‘Abraham Lincoln
freed the slaves’ because he was morally
outraged over slavery. Lincoln signed the
Emancipation Proclamation freeing the
slaves (and not all the slaves at first, but
only those in the states that had joined
the southern Confederacy) because he
saw that it would be impossible to win the
Civil War against that southern Confed-
eracy without freeing these slaves and
allowing them to fight in the Union army”
[Revolutionary Worker, 14 August 1989].
The RCP’s conclusion: “Lincoln spoke
and acted for the bourgeoisie—the factory-
owners, railroad-owners, and other capi-
talists centered in the North—and he con-
ducted the war in their interests.”

Actually Lincoln was morally outraged
by slavery, but the real point is that the
RCP rejects Marxist materialism in favor
of liberal moralizing. They deny that
against the reactionary class of slavehold-
ers and the antiquated slave system, the
Northern capitalists represented a revolu-
tionary class whose victory was in the
interests of historical progress. Presenting
the goals of the North and South as equally
rapacious, the RCP neither sides with the
North nor characterizes its victory as the
consummation of a social revolution. Do
they, Spark or PL even bother to think
they might want to deal with Karl Marx’s
positions on this question? Not really;
their Marxist pretensions are pretty thin.

As Marxists, we must be able to grasp
that the bourgeoisie was once progressive,
but now, in the epoch of imperialist decay,

Library of Congress

Dietz Verlag Berlin

Left: Slaves pick cotton on Georgia plantation. Right: Textile looms in Britain in 1830s. British textile mills depended on

cotton from American South.

is no longer. Things change, that’s dialec-
tical. Of course, this is all a little rich com-
ing from the RCP, whose calling card is
back-handed support to the Democrats,
through their “Drive Out the Bush Regime”
campaigns. Or PL, which brags that its
members worked in the Obama campaign.

Lincoln and Emancipation

One of the more important and contro-
versial of Marx’s writings on the Civil
War is his letter to Abraham Lincoln on
the occasion of his re-election in 1864.
This was somewhat controversial in the
First International at the time. And it still
is controversial. Let me give myself as a
bad example of this. One of the pictures
on the forum flyer shows Ritchie Bradley

cutting down the Confederate flag that
hung in San Francisco Civic Center. That
this symbol of slavery and the KKK was
hanging in San Francisco in the 1980s
really was outrageous. It had been there
for years, sometimes taken down if there
was a big demo but put back up. When
Ritchie and I ran for SF Board of Super-
visors in 1982, we had made an issue of it
and said that, if elected, our first act would
be to see it taken down. The issue had

-
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come up in unions like the International
Longshore and Warehouse Union. But by
1984, with some pushing especially by
our National Chairman, Jim Robertson,
the Bay Area SL decided that the flag had
to go.

This was a real project: the pole was a
huge metal thing and the flag was hooked
way at the top; you couldn’t just stand at
the bottom and pull it down. Ritchie had
to practice pole-climbing with a special
rope device. He and another guy dressed
in workers coveralls (over a Union Army
outfit) went to the pole first with a ladder.
The guy got Ritchie started and then
pulled away the ladder. Meanwhile, we
had someone at the nearby pay phone who
called the SF' Chronicle’s press reps in

White H
March 1865: Lincoln with commanders who led military victory against
Confederacy. From left: Generals William T. Sherman and U. S. Grant; Admiral
David D. Porter (far right).

City Hall and said, “Wow, there’s this guy
climbing the flagpole in a Union Army
outfit, looking like he’s gonna tear down
the Confederate flag. You should come
out and take a picture.” So there were
great photos in the bourgeois press.

The same day Ritchie first took down
the Confederate flag, an all-white jury for
a second time acquitted the Klan/Nazi
killers of the five civil rights and labor
organizers who were murdered in 1979 in
Greensboro, North Carolina. Actually,
Ritchie tore down two Confederate flags
because “Dixie Dianne” Feinstein, then
SF mayor, now Senator from California,
kept putting them back up. She also had
destroyed a replica of the historic North-
ern Fort Sumter flag that the SL kindly
donated to the city and which Ritchie
kindly installed. In fact, the Confederate
flag only finally stayed down after anony-
mous militants came in the night and cut
down the whole damn pole with an acety-
lene torch.

In the meantime, Ritchie went on trial
for vandalism. But Ritchie and his lawyer,
Valerie West, put Feinstein and the city
administration on trial, as communists are
supposed to do in this situation. Valerie
tried to get the videotape of the Greens-
boro massacre, which prominently shows
the KKK/Nazi murderers with Confeder-
ate flags, entered as evidence, but the
judge thought that was “too good” and
would unduly influence the jury. But there
was all kinds of testimony about slavery,
the KKK and the Civil War, which the
jury just loved. One juror later said the
trial changed his life. Most of the jury

was for acquittal; it was a hung jury and
the city didn’t try him again because they
knew they’d never get a conviction.

So to get to my point here, I was sup-
posed to testify as a witness and go into
the SL’s politics. I was supposed to read
Marx’s letter to Lincoln, but on the stand
I just balked and wouldn’t read all of it.
Valerie kept saying, “Isn’t there something
else you want to read?” and I kept saying,
“No.” What’s a lawyer to do? Anyhow,
here’s what Marx wrote:

“Sir, We congratulate the American Peo-
ple upon your Re-election by a large
Majority.

“If resistance to the Slave Power was the
reserved Watchword of your first elec-
tion, the triumphant Warcry of your Re-
election is, Death to Slavery.”

Here’s the part I really didn’t like and
refused to read:

“From the commencement of the Titanic
American Strife, the Working men of
Europe felt instinctively that the Star
spangled Banner carried the Destiny of
their class....”

It goes on:

“The Working Men of Europe feel sure
that as the American War of Independ-
ence initiated a new era of ascendancy for
the Middle Class, so the American Anti-
Slavery War will do for the Working
Classes. They consider it an earnest of the
epoch to come, that it fell to the lot of
Abraham Lincoln, the single-minded Son
of the Working Class, to lead his Country
through the matchless struggle for the
rescue of an enchained Race and the
Reconstruction of a Social World.”

By declaring that the European work-
ers saw “the star-spangled banner” as car-
rying the destiny of their class, was Marx
forsaking the red flag of communism?
That was my view, but it really reflected
my own New Leftism and lack of his-
torical perspective. Is “the star-spangled
banner” waving over Sherman’s March to
the Sea, followed by ten solid miles of
black people who rightly saw the North-
ern force as a liberating army, just the
same as “the star-spangled banner” on
U.S. warplanes dropping napalm on Viet-
nam? Is Lincoln sending an occupying
army into the South the same as Obama,
Commander-in-Chief of U.S. imperial-
ism, sending an occupying army into
Afghanistan? No!

The Civil War was the last of the great
bourgeois-democratic revolutions, and
Lincoln was bourgeois and revolutionary
at the same time—with all the contradic-
tions that this implies. As materialists,
Marxists do not judge historical figures
primarily based on the ideas in their
heads but on how well they fulfilled the
tasks of their epoch. While Lincoln had
bourgeois conceptions—no surprise there!
—he was uniquely qualified to carry out
the task before him, and in the last analy-
sis he rose to the occasion as no other.
That is the essence of his historical great-
ness. We can complain that Lincoln wasn’t
Lenin. That’s true—but there wasn’t much
of an organized working class in the U.S.
until after the Civil War, either. Marx
understood that with the demise of the
slave power, the unbridled growth of
capitalism would lay the foundation for
the development of the American prole-
tariat—capitalism’s future gravedigger.

The Defeat of
Radical Reconstruction

Now on Radical Reconstruction. As we
said in “Black and Red”: “Capitalist and
slave alike stood to gain from the sup-
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In addition to being the 150th anniver-
sary of the outbreak of the Civil War, this
year also marks the 75th anniversary of
the most wildly successful, poisonously
syrupy and all-around trashiest justifi-
cation for slavery produced in the U.S.:
Margaret Mitchell’s 1936 novel Gone
With the Wind. The continued popularity
of such racist “entertainment” as this
book and movie counters the myth,
touted by President Barack Obama, that
he has ushered in a “post-racial” soci-
ety. Documentary filmmaker Ken Burns,
countering the “smug insistence that race
is no longer a factor in our society,’
pointed out recently that the result of the
histories written in the war’s aftermath
“has been to blur the reality that slav-
ery was at the heart of the matter, ignore
the baser realities of the brutal fighting,
romanticize our own home-grown ter-
rorist organization, the Ku Klux Klan,
and distort the consequences of the Civil
War that still intrude on our national
life” (“A Conflict’s Acoustic Shadows,”
New York Times, 12 April).

Atlanta will host Gone With the Wind
celebrations once again this summer,
billed as “a global pilgrimage to Atlanta.”
On the occasion of the book’s 50th anni-
versary, the Atlanta area saw “‘Tara balls”
ad nauseam, one of which was attended
by then mayor Andrew Young and his
wife, the only black people present amid
the plethora of Confederate army uni-
forms. On that occasion, we wrote
“‘Gone With the Wind’—50 Years of
Racist Trash” (WV No. 407, 4 July 1986),
excerpts from which are printed below.

% % %

This book and the hugely successful
movie based on it sprinkle “moonlight

and magnolias” on one of the most bru-
tal slave systems the world has ever
known. The life of a slave meant back-
breaking work from dawn to dusk; a
slave’s child or spouse could be sold at
any time; hunger was ever-present. The
antebellum South was a totalitarian po-

lice state ever in fear of slave uprisings.
This is the society Margaret Mitchell
referred to as “glamorous,” writing at
length about the happiness of the “child-
like” slave and his devotion to his mas-
ter. At one point, the novel’s heroine,
Scarlett O’Hara, muses that “Negroes
were provoking sometimes and stupid
and lazy, but there was loyalty in them
that money couldn’t buy, a feeling of
oneness with their white folks.”...

Gone With the Wind, the novel, ap-
peared in the mid-1930s in a period of
unremittent lynch terror in the South,
symbolized by the prolonged struggle to

save the Scottsboro Boys from the
hangman’s noose—while “liberals” like
Franklin D. Roosevelt and the editor of
the Atlanta Constitution opposed the
anti-lynching law in Congress. The
movie came out on the eve of World War
II. The heritage of slavery and police-

08pIA eLuéH Jaurep

Left: Still from
1939 movie
Gone With the
Wind, which
glorified slavery.
Right: 1863
photo of slave
scarred from
whipping.

state oppression of blacks in the Jim
Crow South belied American imperial-
ism’s fraudulent claim to be fighting for
“democracy” against Nazi racism. Gone
With the Wind shined up the tarnished
image of racist America and in this way
furthered Washington’s mobilization for
war. Attacks on the struggle for black
rights have always accompanied the
U.S. rulers’ preparations for war.
Margaret Mitchell worshipped slave
society. She grew up in a period that saw
the rebirth of the Klan with the hanging
of the innocent Jewish businessman Leo
Frank, framed for the murder of a white

" Racist Trasu: Not GoNE WiTH THE WinD YET

girl, a period when the Klan off and on
ran the Georgia state government for
years. Mitchell was a reporter for the
Atlanta Constitution in an era when
Georgia was trying to crush the life out
of courageous black Communist Angelo
Herndon. It says a lot about Mitchell

v
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that she was ten years old by the time
her family broke the news to her that the
South had lost the war!

Gone With the Wind is not just
another trashy Harlequin romance, a
piece of escapist fluff. It is about as
politically innocent as D.W. Griffith’s
Birth of a Nation, which openly glori-

War, set the record straight and relegate

history. The cultural record of human

fied the Klan. It will take a third Ameri-
can revolution to truly finish the Civil

Gone With the Wind to the scrap heap of

emancipation will record this debunking
with great relish.®

pression of the planter aristocracy but
beyond that had no further common inter-
ests. In fact it was the Negroes themselves
who, within the protective framework
provided by the Reconstruction Acts and
the military dictatorship of the occupying
Union army, carried through the social
revolution and destruction of the old
planter class.”

Radical Reconstruction was the most
democratic and egalitarian time in Ameri-
can history. Public education was set
up in the South. Very brave abolitionist
women from New England risked death
teaching blacks. These schools were flood-
ed by blacks of all ages. It had been a
crime to teach a slave to read, but even for
poor whites there had not been a public
school system. Blacks voted at rates as
high as 90 percent and many, mostly ex-
slaves, were elected to state and national
office. The 13th, 14th and 15th Amend-
ments were passed, abolishing slavery,
declaring that anyone born in the U.S.
was a citizen and that the right to vote
could not be denied on “account of race,
color, or previous condition of servitude.”
Of course, women, black or white, still
couldn’t vote. And indeed, Mississippi
did not officially ratify the 13th Amend-
ment abolishing slavery until 1995. Luck-
ily, they lost the war, so slavery was abol-
ished, official consent or not, but it’s
certainly a statement.

These amendments were progressive
measures won, as is always the case,
by struggle. Initially, I had no idea how
progressive the 14th Amendment was. I
assumed that in all countries, if you were
born there, you were a citizen. But in
many countries you aren’t a citizen if
you aren’t of the “native stock.” Today,
this progressive measure is under attack
from the anti-immigrant bigots. For exam-
ple, Republican U.S. Congressman Gary
Miller, ranting against immigrant women
and “anchor babies”: “By granting chil-
dren of illegal immigrants citizenship,
the child can eventually anchor an entire
family into the United States.... Conse-
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quently, the child—and potentially their
family—will have access to a wide array
of taxpayer-funded benefits.”

Tell me please, what is this “wide array
of taxpayer-funded benefits”? We all know
the undocumented workers get the worst
work at the lowest pay, are afraid to col-
lect benefits and face a higher risk of
deportation under Obama than they did
under Bush. These immigrants often bring
experience of class struggle, experience
which the U.S. working class could really
use, and they provide a living link to the
proletariat of other countries. The labor
movement must see the struggle against
anti-immigrant and anti-black racism as
central to its own cause. No deportations!
Full citizenship rights for all immigrants!
An injury to one is an injury to all!

Now as I said, “Capitalist and slave
alike stood to gain from the suppression
of the planter aristocracy, but beyond that
had no further common interests.” For
Reconstruction to have succeeded would
have required breaking up the large
landed estates and for blacks to have got-

ten the “40 acres and a mule.” But the
promise of black freedom was betrayed
when the Northern capitalists formed an
alliance with the remnants of the slavoc-
racy in order to exploit Southern resources
and the freedmen. Especially after the
Paris Commune of 1871, which the Ameri-
can bourgeoisie watched with great hor-
ror, they saw expropriation and redis-
tribution of private property in the land
as a threat. Black freedmen and poor
white sharecroppers hardly had the social
weight to effect this change. In the Com-
promise of 1877, Union troops were
pulled out of the South—and sent to
repress the Great Rail Strike of 1877.
That tells you a whole lot right there!
Over the next 20 years emerged the
postwar Southern system of sharecrop-
ping, poll taxes, chain gangs, the convict
lease system and lynch law. This was
codified in a series of laws institutional-
izing the rigid Jim Crow segregation and
police-state terror that dominated the
South right up until the civil rights move-
ment. It took a while, because blacks

fought to defend the rights they had won.
But there was a political counterrevolu-
tion, and the armed agents of it were the
Ku Klux Klan. Hundreds, maybe thou-
sands of blacks were lynched during this
period. This was the so-called Redeemer
period glorified by racist academics and
racist movies like Birth of a Nation.

While blacks were not returned to slav-
ery, the legacy of the defeat of Recon-
struction is that blacks in the U.S. were
consolidated anew as a specially op-
pressed race-color caste segregated at the
bottom of this society. Segregation was
the main prop of the new racist order.
This was generalized throughout the
country, where the harsh economic reali-
ties of black oppression were always in
evidence despite the fact the segregation
might be de facto, rather than the Jim
Crow, back-of-the-bus kind. The segrega-
tion of blacks as an oppressed race-color
caste is essential to the maintenance of
American capitalism and has served U.S.
imperialism very well.

[TO BE CONTINUED]
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Libya...

(continued from page 1)

the region. Revolutionary workers parties
must be built that will link the fight for
socialist federations of North Africa and
the Near East to the struggle for prole-
tarian revolution in the imperialist centers.

Imperialist Terror and Intrigue

A Libyan government spokesman de-
nounced the latest attack on Tripoli as “an
act of terrorism, an act worthy of mafia
gangs not governments.” The imperialist
gangsters made clear early on that their
intent was to oust Qaddafi one way or
another. A joint letter issued on April 15
by Barack Obama, British prime minister
David Cameron and French president
Nicolas Sarkozy declared that any out-
come short of Qaddafi’s removal would be
an “unconscionable betrayal.” Every offer
of a cease-fire from Qaddafi has been met
with flat rejection. As if to hammer home
this point, today’s bombing attack laid
waste to the building where South Africa’s
Jacob Zuma and two other African presi-
dents held talks with Qaddafi earlier this
month to try to work out a peace deal!

For all their overwhelming military
might, the imperialist powers are between
arock and a hard place when dealing with
Libya, particularly as the U.S. is mired in
the occupations of Afghanistan and Iraq.
The Libyan opposition forces are a mot-
ley crew with no unified command, and
the Western powers themselves are far
from united on where to take this, reflect-
ing their divergent interests.

Germany abstained on the March UN
Security Council vote and withdrew its
ships from the NATO mission enforcing
the arms embargo on Libya. More recently,
it volunteered troops for a proposed 1,000-
strong combat force approved by the
European Union (EU) on April 1 whose
mission, if called upon by the UN, would
ostensibly be for “humanitarian assis-
tance” for the western port city of Mis-
urata. What the imperialists have done in
Misurata—besides helping lay waste to
it—is to make a show of ferrying sev-
eral thousand migrant workers out of the
besieged city to Benghazi. But such con-
cern for the desperate plight of North
African refugees dries up the moment
they make it to the shores of Europe,
where a renewed border clampdown is
under way. The International Communist
League says: Down with racist “Fortress
Europe”! No deportations! Full citizen-
ship rights for all immigrants!

As Britain, France and Italy were rush-
ing military officers to Benghazi, the
Financial Times (22 April) reported that a
senior British Ministry of Defense offi-
cial dismissed the possibility of ground
forces under EU command being placed
in Libya. Paris, which has been flexing
its military muscle in Ivory Coast and
elsewhere in Africa, continues to voice
support for the EU plan. In the Lon-
don Guardian (19 April), Simon Tisdall
plainly laid out the situation:

“Britain is now publicly doing what it
expressly said it would not do when the
no-fly intervention began: putting boots
on the ground in Libya. France is taking
similar action.... Escalation is in the

air—and on the ground. The EU is dis-
cussing what it says is an approved ‘con-

cept of operations’ for sending European
troops to Libya to protect refugees and
humanitarian relief efforts. Nato strike
aircraft, unsuited to killing alleyway snip-
ers, are instead widening their target
range to include Gaddafi’s communica-
tion lines and his home town of Sirte.
And off the record, nobody bothers to
deny that British and other special forces
are already operating in theatre.”

The British Independent (20 April)
described the British advisers as “a team
hand-picked for their track records in their
specialist fields,” including “one of the
most battle-hardened commanders in the
British Army, with extensive experience
of combat in Afghanistan.” However they
are dressed up, these trained killers clearly
are no advance team for the Red Cross—
and neither are their French or Italian
counterparts. One historical example of
the havoc caused by such agents is the mid
1960s civil war in Yemen, the southern
part of which had a longstanding British
presence. Between 1963 and 1967, a con-
tingent of no more than 50 British mer-
cenaries, mostly veteran officers, trained
royalist forces and planned ambushes in
the course of a civil war fought against
Yemeni republicans backed by the Egyp-
tian army of Gamal Abdel Nasser. In this
period, over 20,000 of Nasser’s troops were
killed, as against 5,000 on the other side.

Reformists Dance to
Imperialists’ Tune

The Libyan opposition forces never
made a secret of their desire for imperial-
ist intervention to back up their drive
to oust Qaddafi. As to be expected, the
capitalist media in the U.S. and else-
where spewed pages of unsubstantiated
reports of massacres of civilians by the
Qaddafi regime. Qaddafi’s opponents—
monarchists, disaffected tribal groups,
regime defectors and others (some of
them recipients of CIA funding)—were
portrayed as the Libyan component of
the “Arab Spring.” Following suit, self-
styled “socialists”—from the New Anti-
Capitalist Party in France and the British
Socialist Workers Party to the Interna-
tional Socialist Organization (ISO) in the
U.S.—early on became cheerleaders for
the Libyan opposition.

Just two days before the imperialists
began their bombing, the ISO’s Socialist
Worker (17 March) featured an article on
its Web site headlined “Qaddafi’s Barbaric
War on the Uprising” that enthused over
the Libyan “rebellion” as “by far the broad-
est and deepest” challenge ever to the
regime. Through the looking glass, as it
were, the ISO informed us that the U.S. &
Co. might intervene militarily “when the
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uprising was winning...as an excuse to
squelch dissent and confront the tide of
revolution in the Arab world.” To be sure,
Qaddafi’s bourgeois dictatorship has never
shown much restraint in putting down any
challenges to its rule. But anyone could see
that in the current conflict the imperialists
were backing up the motley opposition
forces aiming to drive out Qaddafi. Indeed,
the bombing began when it was clear
they were losing. At that point, the ISO was
forced to engage in some cover-up, admit-
ting, for example, that the National Salva-
tion Front—a component of the opposi-
tion—had long been a CIA asset.

In covering its tracks, the ISO actu-
ally provided a service by posting on its
Web site a Boston Globe (14 April) op-ed
piece by University of Texas profes-
sor Alan Kuperman, who points out that
“President Barack Obama grossly exag-
gerated the humanitarian threat to justify
military action in Libya.” Kuperman notes
that if Qaddafi were “indiscriminately tar-
geting civilians, women would comprise
about half the casualties,” but data released
by Human Rights Watch indicates that
less than 3 percent of the wounded in

Misurata were women. He continues: “By
emboldening rebellion, US interference
has prolonged Libya’s civil war and the
resultant suffering of innocents.”

We will not hold our breath waiting for
the ISO to cop to its own “exaggerations”
in service to the Commander-in-Chief. As
for its call “Victory to the Arab Revolu-
tions,” which the ISO emblazoned on a
banner at an April 9 antiwar protest in
New York City, this is but an expression
of the bourgeois nationalism the ISO pro-
motes that serves to bind the exploited
and oppressed to the capitalist ruling
classes of the Near East and North Africa.
In Egypt, that slogan translates into osten-
sible socialists pandering to the reaction-
ary Muslim Brotherhood and reinforcing
deadly illusions in the military as the
“friend of the people.” In Libya, it means
apologizing for an opposition whose
wagon is directly hitched to the imperial-
ists. At the NYC protest, the Spartacist
League and Spartacus Youth Club raised a
program of class struggle against the im-
perialists, with a banner reading: “Defend
Libya Against Imperialist Attacks! Break
with the Democrats! Build a Workers Party
That Fights for Socialist Revolution!”

The Workers World Party (WWP)
opposed the U.S./NATO intervention in
Libya from the start. But it did so as
champions of the nationalist Qaddafi dic-
tatorship, which has long presented its
brutal rule as “anti-imperialist.” In the
1980s, the country was high on the impe-
rialists’ hit list mainly because it was a
military client of the former Soviet Union.

But the regime subsequently sought to
make its peace with the U.S., as seen in its
collaboration with the imperialists in their
“war on terror.”

In the context of the current wars,
the WWP’s International Action Center
and the ISO have joined hands with vari-
ous liberal pacifist groups in the United
National Antiwar Committee (UNAC),
which called the NYC protest and one
the next day in the Bay Area. Calling to
“bring the troops home now” from
Afghanistan and Iraq, UNAC raised the
timeworn appeal for money for jobs and
education, not war. At an earlier NYC
protest, the ANSWER coalition run by
the WWP’s cousins in the Party for
Socialism and Liberation rendered this
appeal as “Money for jobs and educa-
tion—not for war and occupation.”

The role of all of these reformists is to
hide the reality that imperialist war is a
necessary part of the same capitalist sys-
tem that grinds down the working class,
black people, immigrants and most every-
body else at home. As Bolshevik leader
V.I. Lenin taught, imperialism is the
highest stage of capitalism, marked by the
concentration, domination and export of
finance capital. In their insatiable drive for
profit, the imperialist bourgeoisies exploit
the world’s backward countries for raw
materials, cheap labor and new markets.
At the dawn of the modern imperialist
epoch in the late 19th century, this exploi-
tation was accomplished largely through
direct colonial occupation and territo-
rial annexation. Today, almost every last
Third World country has won formal
independence but remains subordinated to
the imperialist powers, with the exception
of the deformed workers states of China,
North Korea, Cuba, Vietnam and Laos.

The peoples of Libya are no strangers
to the ravages of imperialism. The Turko-
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April 18: Tunisian immigrants in Ventimiglia, Italy, seek papers that would
allow them to cross border into France.

Italian war of 1911, in which thousands
of Arabs were butchered, was a conflict
over the possession of what would become
Libya. That conflict in turn set off a 20-
year resistance struggle against the Ital-
ian imperialists, who dropped poison gas
on civilians and imprisoned more than
100,000 in concentration camps. After
World War I, during which both Axis and
Allied forces wreaked havoc on the coun-
try and its people, the imperialists patched
together the state of Libya, replacing Ital-
ian rule with a British-imposed monar-
chy. That monarchy was in turn deposed
in 1969 by the Free Officers’ Movement
that installed Qaddafi in power.

Ever since the counterrevolutionary
destruction of the Soviet Union in 1991-
92, the U.S. and other dominant capital-
ist countries have felt less constraint in
carrying out their military adventures
abroad. Today, with the capitalist world
still mired in an economic crisis, those
military attacks are combined with a con-
certed campaign against unions and the
wage and benefit gains workers have won
through struggle. Such evils are endemic
to the system of capitalism in its decay.
The only way out is the one blazed by the
workers revolution of October 1917 led
by Lenin and Trotsky’s Bolshevik Party.
The International Communist League is
dedicated to building workers parties of
the Bolshevik type that can infuse the
proletariat with an understanding of its
historic task of overturning the imperial-
ist order and reorganizing society world-
wide on an egalitarian socialist basis.®
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(continued from page 12

a new leadership of the unions can be
forged. This is not simply a matter of mili-
tancy but, as Cannon pointed out, a ques-
tion of political program. What is needed
is a leadership that will arm the workers
with an understanding both of their social
power and their historic interests to free
all of humanity from the exploitation, all-
sided misery and war inherent to a system
based on production for profit. Forging
such a leadership is in turn an integral
part of the fight for a multiracial revolu-
tionary workers party whose aim is no
less than doing away with the entire sys-
tem of capitalist wage slavery through
socialist revolution.

“Progressive” Labor Tops:
Different Talk, Same Walk

In an interview on KPFA radio the day
after the April 4 protests, ILWU Local 10
executive board member Clarence Thomas
said that “one of the reasons” no Local 10
member was allowed to speak “is because
the Democratic Party is not in favor of
workers taking independent action.” True
enough. But when asked if he was opposed
to the unions continuing to pour millions
into backing the Democrats and funding
Obama’s re-election campaign, Thomas
responded that the unions should support
only those Democrats who would be
“accountable” to the working class. In
short, behind all the seemingly radical
rhetoric that has historically been a trade-
mark of the “progressive” labor tops in
Local 10 is the same old shell game of
peddling the Democrats as a party that can
be made to serve the interests of the work-
ing class and the oppressed if, in Thomas’
words, their feet are “held to the fire.”

Last year, the Local 10 leadership
pulled out all the stops to mobilize the
ranks for the election of Democrat Jean
Quan as mayor of Oakland. Boosted as
a “friend of labor,” Quan was the head-
line speaker at the Oakland April 4 rally.
Denouncing Wisconsin governor Walker
for stripping public workers unions of the
right to bargain for their members, Quan
contrasted the good offices of her admin-
istration, declaring: “We will have layoffs
but they will come as part of collective
bargaining.” It would be hard to find a
more chemically pure expression of the
role played by the Democratic Party. The
Republicans revel in taking out the knife
to slaughter the unions. The Democrats
hand the knife to the union bureaucrats
to slash the wages and benefits of their
members in the name of “preserving col-
lective bargaining.”

That’s exactly what the union leaders
following the Democrats, who had already
agreed to such givebacks, were willing
to do in Wisconsin. In California, the
bureaucrats promote Democratic governor
Jerry Brown, who has axed millions from
social programs for the poor, as a man
they can do business with.

But Quan’s appeal for the unions to
sacrifice more jobs did not go down well
with much of the crowd at the Oakland
rally. She was drowned out in a chorus of
booing, a response aptly described by one
reporter as reflecting “a schism between
the labor leaders who invited Quan to head-
line their rally and rank-and-file work-
ers impatient with years of government
cut-backs” (Bay Citizen, 4 April). It is pre-
cisely such burgeoning anger that the labor
tops are working overtime to head off.

At the same time, calls for a “general
strike” have been coming from left-talking
bureaucrats like Ken Riley, president of
ILA Local 1422 in Charleston, South Caro-
lina. Heading into an “Emergency Labor
Meeting” held in Cleveland on March 4-5,
which was called to “explore together what
we can do to mount a more militant and
robust fight-back campaign to defend the
interests of working people,” Riley said,
“I don’t see any other way than a general
workers strike.” But there was no call for
any such action coming out of this meet-
ing, which drew some 100 of the more
radical-sounding and even “socialist” labor
fakers and their hangers-on. Rather, the best
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they could choke out was that labor “must
go to the streets,” meekly adding that
“where possible” the participants would
promote “industrial actions” on April 4.
Evidently, they did not find it “pos-
sible.” Instead, the April 4 protests are
being portrayed as helping build “momen-
tum” toward a general strike. This is sim-
ply to provide some militant-sounding
cover for a program these labor fakers
share in common with the top AFL-CIO
officialdom: reliance on the capitalist state.
The “perspectives” approved by those at-
tending the Cleveland meeting advise:
“There is plenty of money available with-
out demanding givebacks from public
employees, but this requires changing our
nation’s priorities to raise taxes on the
rich, redirect war dollars to meet human
needs, and more—all demands that we

must place on the federal government.”
Far from building momentum for any
kind of real labor action, much less a gen-
eral strike, such appeals serve merely to
dissipate and divert the workers’ anger
into the illusion that the government can
be pressured into serving their needs.

A central chant at both the SF and Oak-
land rallies was “tax the rich!” The banks,
corporations and other capitalist enter-
prises are sitting on mountains of cash,
the ill-gotten gains of a system based on
the exploitation of labor for the profits
of the few. But the working class is not
going to get its hands on this money by
appeals to the federal government, whose
purpose is not to “meet human needs” but
to defend and increase the profitability of
American imperialism.

Capitalist governments might tempo-
rarily increase tax rates for the rich to
meet the needs of the ruling class as a
whole, such as gearing up for war or bail-
ing out their economies at times of crisis.
And in the face of class or other social
struggle, the rulers may shell out some
money to buy social peace. But once such
peace is purchased, the benefits gained
through struggle come under attack, and
all the more so in times of economic cri-
sis like today. What they take out of the
hides of the working class and oppressed
at home they invest in waging war against
the workers and oppressed abroad to
expand their spheres of exploitation and
their domination around the globe. These
“priorities” cannot and will not change
short of getting rid of the profit system in
which they are rooted.

For the workers to reclaim the wealth
that is the product of their labor, they
have to break the power of the bourgeoi-
sie and its state. That means fighting for a
workers government that will expropriate
the expropriators and put the wealth of
this society to serving the needs of soci-
ety under a planned socialist economy.

Bureaucrats Feeling the Heat

It’s not just left-talking labor bureau-
crats who are mouthing the words “general
strike.” In his column in the March issue
of the ILWU’s Dispatcher, the union’s
International president, Robert McEllrath,
wrote: “Holding a rally is usually the
first thing we think of. It’s good to feel
pumped-up for a few hours or even a few
days, but they’re soon over and then peo-
ple ask: ‘now what do we do?’ If the
answer is, ‘hold more rallies,” then maybe
we need to think harder, because our goal

has to be about winning public support,
and if rallies don’t help us accomplish that
goal, maybe we need to be doing other
things such as a general strike across the
United States with support from all unions
and labor.” This is an extraordinary, indeed
unheard-of, statement coming from an
official in the upper echelons of the AFL-
CIO bureaucracy, for whom the very men-
tion of working-class struggle is to be
avoided like the plague. While it lacks
credibility, it is a measure of the despera-
tion of at least some of the union mislead-
ers as they feel heat from the ranks.

The industrial unions have been rav-
aged, with the rate of unionization in the
private sector now below 7 percent. Pub-
lic workers are now the majority of union
members in the country, and the laws
being brought down against them chal-
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San Francisco, 5 July 1934: “Bloody Thursday” assault by cops killed two
striking longshoremen, sparked citywide general strike.

lenge their survival. Asking “Will we be
able to win over workers—many who
once belonged to unions—but have since
seen their pay, benefits, and job security
go down?” McEllrath argues: “The stakes
in this fight couldn’t be higher, as it may
determine whether the labor movement
continues to shrink or survives long enough
to organize and grow in the future.”

While the ILWU holds real social power
in its hands, the union itself is an increas-
ingly isolated bastion of labor organiza-
tion in a sea of unorganized workers on
the docks and the inland warehouses. The
union leadership has done little to nothing
to organize these workers.

Standing amid the wreckage that their
sellout policies have produced over the
past 30 years and more, McEllrath is
expressing the bureaucrats’ concern for
their own survival, which is, after all,
dependent on having dues-paying mem-
bers. To preserve their status, it is pos-
sible that they could be moved to take
some kind of strike action. But that would
not change their fundamental loyalty to
the capitalist system, particularly as rep-
resented by the Democratic Party, which
includes the labor officials among its key
components. Following his musing over a
general strike, McEllrath makes clear its
purpose, arguing that “if we want more
politicians to stand with us, then we’ll
need to rally a lot more troops to our side.”

For a Multiracial Revolutionary
Workers Party!

The April 4 protests were called in con-
junction with the anniversary of the assas-

sination of Martin Luther King Jr. in 1968,
who was killed in Memphis, Tennessee,
where he was supporting a strike by black
sanitation workers. The photos of these
black workers with picket signs reading
“l Am a Man” are a searing statement of
the integral link between the struggles for
labor rights and black rights. But while
much was made at the protests of King’s
dedication to labor’s cause, the truth is
that King was a spokesman for reliance
on the capitalist government, seeing the
courts and the Democratic Party as the
vehicles for legal reform of the racist sta-
tus quo.

The myth that black people could
achieve equality within the confines of
racist American capitalism was ripped
apart when the civil rights movement
“came North.” Here the forcible segrega-
tion of blacks in the ghettos was not a
matter of a legal code but was and is
rooted in the very foundation of capitalist
rule in America. When the black masses
in the Northern ghettos entered the strug-
gle—fighting for real equality, for jobs,
for decent housing and schools—the role
of King and others in the liberal leader-
ship of the civil rights movement was
one of fearful containment. Thus, King
supported the troops sent in to brutally
suppress ghetto upheavals in the 1960s.

With the deindustrialization of large
swaths of the U.S., the ghetto poor who
once supplied a “reserve army of labor” to
be employed when the bosses needed them
have been written off as a “surplus popu-
lation” by the capitalist rulers, their labor
and very lives no longer seen as necessary
for the production of profit. But black
workers remain a militant backbone of
organized labor—from the ILWU to the
public workers unions—and are critical to
linking the power of the working class to
the simmering anger of the ghettos. If the
unions are to fight for their very existence,
they must take up the defense of the ghetto
and barrio poor by fighting for jobs, qual-
ity housing, education, health care and
more, and must as well defend the rights
of immigrants, an increasingly important
component of the working class. Organiz-
ing the unorganized is a life-and-death
question for labor everywhere. Crucially
it means a fight to break the open shop
South, directly posing the need for labor
to combat anti-black racism and anti-
immigrant bigotry.

Many workers no longer buy the lie ped-
dled by the trade-union bureaucracy and
its “socialist” water boys that the election
of Barack Obama would bring “change”
they could “believe in.” The massive pro-
tests in Wisconsin inspired many to believe
that finally there might be some fight-
back against the war on their unions, their
families and their livelihoods. The leaden
hands of the labor bureaucracy are trying
to drown any such impulse. It doesn’t
have to be this way. There is a real explo-
sive potential here. But to transform that
potential into some successful class strug-
gle poses the question of leadership. The
labor misleaders must be ousted and
replaced with workers’ leaders who will
link the fight to defend the unions to build-
ing a multiracial revolutionary workers
party. This is the necessary instrument to
lead the struggle to free the working class
and the oppressed from the chains of
exploitation, poverty and imperialist war. B
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Union Attacked for Solidarity with
Public qukers\

Port of Oakland on April 4.

In their call for nationwide pro-
tests on April 4, the AFL-CIO tops
said the day would be one of “rising
up to support workers in Wisconsin,
Ohio, Indiana and other states.” But
the only genuine labor action was
taken by members of Bay Area Local
10 of the International Longshore
and Warehouse Union (ILWU), who
overwhelmingly stayed away from work
that day. The port of Oakland was shut
down for 24 hours.

Now the shipping companies repre-
sented by the Pacific Maritime Associa-
tion (PMA) are gunning for the union
with a lawsuit against Local 10 and its
president, Richard Mead, demanding that
the ILWU foot the bill for “damages sus-
tained” by the PMA as a result of the port
shutdown. Although no price is named, in
a similar suit East Coast shipping compa-
nies are demanding that the International
Longshoremen’s Association (ILA) pay
$5 million for a two-day shutdown of the
ports in New York and New Jersey last
September in response to a union-busting
attack on ILA jobs. According to the head
of the PMA, the employers also want the
courts to enforce an injunction against
further work stoppages.

Local 10 longshore workers stood up
against the assault on public workers
unions. Now all of labor must stand up
for Local 10! Stop the PMA’s union-
busting attack!

That Local 10 members gave up a day’s
pay in solidarity with embattled public
workers unions is a real statement of the
deeply felt anger and desire to fight at the
base of the unions. This was also wit-
nessed in the tens of thousands of work-
ers who mobilized in protest outside the
capitol building in Madison, Wisconsin,
this winter. But the labor misleaders have
done their level best to contain any mili-
tancy and redirect it back into support for
the Democratic Party. This was the intended
purpose of the April 4 “We Are One” ral-
lies, as was baldly stated a week later by
AFL-CIO president Richard Trumka in a
speech to the National Women’s Demo-
cratic Club in Washington, D.C. Declar-
ing that “the energy of working people is
infectious and their solidarity and com-
mitment are inspiring,” Trumka advised
that “if Democrats are to take back the
House in 2012, and to hold on to the
White House and the Senate, it will be
because they succeed in riding this wave.”

The price of the bureaucrats’ subordi-
nation of the unions to the political for-
tunes of the Democratic Party, which no
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Reliance on the Democrats:

Recipe for Defeat

less than the Republicans represents the
interests of the capitalist class enemy, can
be counted in busted unions, millions of
unemployed and the living hell that is life
for the ghetto and barrio poor and count-
less others who have been written off by
a system based on the exploitation of
labor. So beholden are the labor bureau-
crats to the capitalist order that even the
notion that there is a working class in this
country has been deep-sixed, reflected in

"‘

“union brothers,” the cops are the armed
thugs of the capitalist state whose job is
to smash labor struggle. This would read-
ily be seen if there were any real fight
against the union-busting assault on pub-
lic workers, just as it was seen when the
SF police killed two workers in the 1934
longshore strike. The “bloody Thursday”
assault by the cops was the spark for the
citywide general strike that laid the basis
for founding the ILWU.
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Spartacist banner at April 4 “We Are One” demonstration in Oakland.

the pitch at the April 4 protests to “reclaim
the middle class.” By the same token, the
union misleaders were desperate to avoid
the remotest hint of working-class strug-
gle against the one-sided class war by the
capitalist exploiters and their state.

At the “We Are One” rallies in Oakland
and San Francisco, called by the Alameda
and SF Labor Councils, the organizers
would not even allow a speaker from
ILWU Local 10, the only union whose
members took any kind of actual labor
action! There was no such censorship of
arepresentative of the strikebreaking cops.
One of the few speakers at the opening
rally for the thousands-strong SF protest
was the president of the Police Officers
Association of San Francisco, who used
the occasion to declare: “I am a member
of labor just like you are.” Far from being

The only speaker who even mentioned
that Local 10 members had not worked on
April 4 was the secretary-treasurer of the
Wisconsin AFL-CIO, Stephanie Bloom-
ingdale. But this was not to promote any
such action by others, much less to
address the crying need to mobilize the
power of labor in strike action to fight the
assault on public workers unions. On the
contrary. Bloomingdale hailed the Wis-
consin judge who put a temporary stay on
the implementation of the state’s union-
busting bill for not letting Republican
governor Scott Walker “get away” with it.
But Walker did get away with it, as did
the Ohio legislature, which passed an
even more draconian anti-union law in
the immediate aftermath.

In response to the PMA’s lawsuit
against Local 10, the San Francisco Labor
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Council passed a resolution calling
for a “mass mobilization of all Bay
Area Labor Councils and the Califor-
nia AFL-CIO” on April 25 at PMA
headquarters. But the Labor Council
officials did little to nothing to mobi-
lize their membership for this protest,
which drew about 150 people. Fine
words will not stop the union-busters!
The capitalist rulers have been winning
the war against labor because the power
of the working class has been shackled
by the class-collaborationist policies of
the trade-union leadership. Labor’s weap-
ons are inherent in its collective organi-
zation—strike action, mass pickets, plant
occupations, hot-cargoing of scab goods,
etc. The capitalists’ arsenal is the state—
the courts, cops and military. The 1934
SF general strike, and mass strikes in
Toledo and Minneapolis the same year,
were pitched battles between workers and
cops and other strikebreakers. All of them
were led by reds. The 1934 Minneapolis
strikes, which forged the Teamsters as
a powerful industrial union, were led by
supporters of the Trotskyist Communist
League of America. James P. Cannon, the
founding leader of American Trotskyism,
underlined the political program that lay
behind this victory:
“The modern labor movement must be
politically directed because it is con-
fronted by the government at every turn.
Our people were prepared for that since
they were political people, inspired by
political conceptions. The policy of the
class struggle guided our comrades; they
couldn’t be deceived and outmaneuvered,
as so many strike leaders of that period
were, by this mechanism of sabotage and
destruction known as the National Labor
Board and all its auxiliary setups. They
put no reliance whatever in Roosevelt’s
Labor Board; they weren’t fooled by any
idea that Roosevelt, the liberal ‘friend of
labor’ president, was going to help the
truck drivers in Minneapolis....
“Our people didn’t believe in anybody or
anything but the policy of the class strug-
gle and the ability of the workers to pre-
vail by their mass strength and solidarity.”
—James P. Cannon, The History
of American Trotskyism (1944)
If the unions are to wage the battles
necessary for their own defense and in the
interests of all the oppressed, they must
be mobilized in opposition to the capital-
ist state and independently of all of the
political parties of the class enemy—Dem-
ocrats, Republicans and Greens. That
means a political struggle to get rid of the
sellouts sitting on top of the unions who
strangle the workers’ fighting spirit. It is
in the crucible of the class struggle that
continued on page 11
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