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Capping a year of full-bore assaults 
on the livelihoods and rights of work-
ing people, on New Year’s Eve President 
Barack Obama signed a law sanctioning 
the indefinite military detention of any 
persons, including U.S. citizens, accused 
of supporting “terrorism.” The National 
Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) gives 
the military legal authority to abduct and 
imprison indefinitely without charge any-
one deemed a member of Al Qaeda, the 
Taliban or “associated forces.” The elastic 
provisions of the law—a bipartisan effort 
that overwhelmingly passed Congress—
extend to American citizens who have 
committed or supported a “belligerent 
act” against the U.S., whether they are 
apprehended outside the country or on 
domestic soil. 

There could hardly be a clearer illustra-
tion of how the capitalist rulers’ imperi-
alist marauding abroad is packaged with 
attacks on the most fundamental rights 
of the population at home. The NDAA is 
the annual military appropriations bill, 
funding the operations of the Pentagon 
as well as some 1,000 U.S. bases around 
the world. It reaffirms detention practices 
under the September 2001 Authorization 
for Use of Military Force resolution that 
gave the president carte blanche to carry 
out the “war on terror,” the pretext for the 
neocolonial wars against Afghanistan and 
Iraq and for the massive attacks on immi-
grants and democratic rights generally in 
the U.S. This year’s NDAA allots billions 
more to the occupation of Afghanistan 
and imposes additional punitive sanc-
tions against Iran for its purported nuclear 
weapons program. 

Obama had threatened to veto earlier 
versions of the bill, which he thought 
constrained “the President’s critical 
authorities”—i.e., Congress was overstep-
ping by telling the chief executive how 
to conduct the “war on terror.” Obama 
explained when he signed the amended 
bill that he objected to “a rigid across-the-
board requirement for military detention” 
when that is just one among many weap-
ons—from assassination to prosecution in 
civilian courts—in his arsenal. He also 
did not want to invite “legal uncertainty” 
over detainees since the courts have 
 rubber-stamped virtually every applica-
tion of executive authority in this regard. 

Obama also piously intoned on Decem-
ber 31, “My Administration will not 
authorize the indefinite military deten-
tion without trial of American citizens.” 
Whether or not that particular provision 
is used by Obama, who before reaching 
the White House promised to close down 
the Guantánamo detention/torture cen-
ter, the law codifies prerogatives already 

claimed and exercised by both the Bush 
and Obama administrations under the 
2001 Military Force resolution. The U.S. 
Commander-in-Chief is now legally li -
censed to disappear citizens, a hallmark 
of police-state dictatorships. 

A direct precedent for this body blow 
to citizenship rights was set by the Bush 
administration in the case of Jose Padilla, 
a U.S. citizen who was seized by the mili-
tary at Chicago’s O’Hare airport in May 

2002, declared an “enemy combatant” 
and disappeared into a Navy brig in South 
Carolina. Forbidden to meet with attor-
neys or family, Padilla was subjected to a 
variety of torture techniques and incurred 
brain damage. Only at the end of 2005 
were charges finally brought against him. 
Although the government had repeatedly 
accused Padilla of planning to set off a 
radioactive bomb inside the U.S., the 
indictment made no mention of this or 

of any other concrete terrorist attack or 
plot. Instead, the government filed empty 
“conspiracy” charges—a vehicle histori-
cally used against labor militants, politi-
cal dissidents and others when the state 
can find no evidence of criminal activity. 
After a show trial, Padilla was sentenced 
in 2007 to more than 17 years in prison.

The Spartacist League and Partisan 
Defense Committee filed amici curiae 
(friends of the court) briefs against 
 Padilla’s indefinite detention, challenging 
the entire construct of the “war on ter-
ror”—a “war” without end, waged against 
an undefined enemy, that has put un -
precedented powers in the hands of the 
presidency. Our briefs noted that the 
“Executive’s declaration that its ‘war 
against terrorism’ forfeits constitutional 
protections for designated individuals” 
amounts to the government “proclaiming 
the right to disappear citizens of its choos-
ing.” We stated:

“The case of Jose Padilla tests the very 
existence of the fundamental rights of 
due process—liberty of the individual 
from the arbitrary, discriminatory power 
of the state—and the freedoms protected 
by the First Amendment. It poses the 
evisceration of the rights and privileges 
of citizenship embodied in the first ten 
Amendments to the Constitution and 
secured on the battlefield of the Civil 
War and in class and social struggle over 
the past hundred and more years. If the 
imperial President is upheld, Padilla’s 
detention threatens to become the Dred 
Scott case of our time, a declaration that 
‘Citizens have no rights that the govern-
ment is bound to respect’.”

Now, under Obama, the NDAA fur-
ther guts habeas corpus, due process and 
the Bill of Rights. This is not to mention 
the direct violation of the Posse Comita-
tus Act of 1878, which prohibits military 
forces from engaging in domestic law 
enforcement. 

Former officials of the Bush regime 
have lavished Obama with praise for 
extending his predecessor’s key poli-
cies: detention of “enemy combatants” 
at Guantánamo, Bagram and elsewhere; 
kangaroo-court military commissions for 
accused terrorists; torture and extraor-
dinary rendition; expansion of domes-
tic wiretapping and other surveillance. 
Obama has put his own stamp on the 
“war on terror,” from persecuting record 
numbers of government whistle-blowers 
in the name of protecting “state secrets” 
to the assassination of U.S. citizen Anwar 
al-Awlaki in Yemen in September by a 
drone missile strike. The White House 
ceaselessly trumpets the assassination of 
Osama bin Laden last May as demonstrat-
ing this administration’s prowess as the 
world’s top cop. 

This did not deter the reformist Work-
ers World Party (WWP) from supporting 
calls by sundry liberal groups on Obama 
to veto the NDAA (Workers World, 23 
December 2011). The WWP was among 
the loudest voices on the reformist left 
that cheered the election of Democrat 

Law Enshrines Indefinite Military Detention

continued on page 10

Obama Ramps Up  
“War on Terror” at Home

Above: Prisoners 
detained without 
charges languishing 
in U.S. prison camp 
at Guantánamo Bay, 
Cuba, 2002.
Left: Private Bradley  
Manning (center) 
taken from  
courthouse at Fort 
Meade, Maryland, 
December 22. 
Accused of providing 
classified documents 
to WikiLeaks,  
Manning could face 
life sentence.
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5 December 2011

Dear Workers Vanguard,

I appreciated your article in WV No. 
989, “Economics of a Workers State in 
Transition to Socialism” [Young Spartacus 
pages]. This article helped me under stand 
that communism cannot be achieved in a 
short time although we must be prepared 
for a revolution which can strike rather 
quickly. It also made clear that deformed 
workers states such as China do not rep-
resent the kind of revolution that Trotsky 
and Lenin had envisioned when leading 
the first successful workers revolution 
in 1917. “Market Socialism”, as comrade 
Seymour points out, is an economic sys-
tem that still leads to unemployment, 
shortages of items and overall economic 
waste. These deformities are birthed by 
the bureaucracy that does not have a pro-
gram for international class struggle and 

revolution that is paramount in achieving 
communism.

Many left organizations argue that 
socialism means a fair share for every 
individual but this article rightly focuses 
on the maximization of production. In 
“Critique of the Gotha Programme” Karl 
Marx makes the point that because com-
munism will come out of the womb of 
capitalism there will still be people who 
make more wages and have a higher stan-
dard of living than others. This is because 
it will take generations of people work-
ing communally under a society in which 
capitalism is no longer the system in 
place, for society to achieve the maximi-
zation of production required to achieve 
communism in which Marx says, “From 
each according to his abilities, to each 
according to his needs”.

Paul

On the Transition to Socialism
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It’s a good rule of thumb that if some-
one, somewhere, desperately needs help, 
the government will do its best to make 
sure they don’t get it. The Obama ad -
min istration last month struck another 
blow for human misery—perhaps not its 
largest or worst, but painful enough—by 
refusing to allow girls under the age of 
17 easy access to morning-after emer-
gency contraceptives. A small tentacle of 
rationality had crept out from the Food 
and Drug Administration (FDA) when 
the agency on December 7 approved 
the contraceptive “Plan B One-Step” for 
over-the-counter sales to anyone, regard-
less of age, who needs it. This move 
toward humaneness and common sense 
was promptly crushed by Obama and 
his Health and Human Services secre-
tary Kathleen Sebelius the same day 
in an unprecedented overruling of the 
FDA. So now women 17 and older must 
still ask a pharmacist for the pill, while 
those younger must beg a doctor for a 
pre scription, if they can even find one 
 willing to give it to them in time.

Obama claimed patriarchal privilege 
“as the father of two daughters” in jus-
tifying the ban, an obvious ploy to cater 
to Christian fundamentalist voters for 
this year’s elections. Certainly, concern 

for young girls has nothing to do with it. 
This is a vicious attack on young women, 
particularly young black and Hispanic 
women who have the highest rate of teen 
pregnancy, reflecting their limited access 
to health care in this deeply racist, class-
divided society. The vast majority of people 
start having sex in their teens and almost 
half of all girls have had heterosexual sex 
before their 17th birthday, most beginning 
at age 15 or 16. Yet in this irrational society 
abstinence is the agenda pushed in many 
“sex” education programs. 

Obama and his “Health” secretary float 
above the apparently thorny issue of teen-
age pregnancy because they don’t want 
to deal with the dreaded “A-word” (abor-
tion) or with the real needs of teens hav-
ing babies. As of October 2011, 36 states 
require minors to get parental consent 
before seeking an abortion, and even 
then nearly 90 percent of counties have 
no abortion facilities at all. 

Unrestricted access to contraception 
and abortion is essential for women, 
including teenagers, to have control over 
their own fertility. Leon Trotsky, co-leader 
with V. I. Lenin of the October 1917 Rus-
sian Revolution, wrote that birth control 
and abortion are among women’s “most 
important civil, political and cultural 
rights” (The Revolution Betrayed [1936]). 
We call for free abortion on demand as 
part of free, quality health care for all as 
well as free 24-hour childcare!

What idiotic justifications were made for 
denying the morning-after pill to younger 
teens? Secretary Sebelius claimed she was 
worried that 11-year-olds, some 10 percent 
of whom have begun menstruation, might 

not understand the label instructions. Out-
raged feminist Katha Pollitt pointed out 
on her Nation blog (8  December 2011): 
“Here are the instructions, courtesy of an 
alert commenter at www.nytimes.com: 
‘Plan B One-Step dosage consists of a sin-
gle tablet taken once. A second tablet or 
dose is not required. The Plan B One-Step 
tablet should be taken as soon as possible 
and not more than 72 hours (3 days) after 
unprotected intercourse or contraceptive 
failure.’ If a sixth grader can’t understand 
those elementary, crystal-clear instruc-
tions, we should just move back to the 
caves, because civilization is finished.”

U.S. civilization may not be finished, 
but it is moving backwards in a period char-
acterized by vicious cycles of social reac-
tion to buttress the decaying capitalist-
imperialist order, upheld by Obama as 
much as by the foam-flecked Republican 
right he seeks to co-opt. Katha Pollitt and 
the feminists aren’t helping either; she 
 bitterly commented that Obama “must 
be assuming” that pro-choice Democratic 
women “are captive voters—we have no 
place to go. That may be true.” 

This is an honest confession from Pollitt 
of the losing lesser-evil strategy of “fight 
the right.” While Obama and the Demo-
crats may seem rational in comparison to 
the frighteningly demented bible- thumping 
Republican lineup, the Democrats repre-
sent the interests of the same bourgeois 
ruling class. Both parties push their anti-
sex agenda on young women, effectively 
condemning teens to early motherhood, 
yet both parties rule a society where poor, 
young, working-class women and their 
babies cannot thrive. Unemployment is 
endemic, higher education is increas-
ingly unaffordable, and police brutality 
and imprisonment are “the future” for 
increasing numbers of minority youth.

The Obama administration’s ruling on 
the morning-after pill shows that the 
 religion-drenched, cruel priorities of bour-
geois electoral politics trump the needs of 
some of the most vulnerable members of 
society. Sexual repression is all about social 
control. The capitalist class seeks to but-
tress the family—the main social institu-
tion oppressing women—which along with 
organized religion and the state forms a 
triad that props up the exploitation of labor. 

Opening the road to the expansion of 
human freedoms, including freedom of 
sexuality, requires socialist revolution to 
abolish the capitalist system of exploita-
tion once and for all. For women’s libera-
tion through socialist revolution! n

White House Obstructs Morning-After Pill for Teens

Marx and Engels Were Right!

As Leon Trotsky observed during the 
1930s Great Depression, the understanding 
laid out by Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels 
in the 1847 Communist Manifesto that capi-
talism is a system of crisis and immisera-
tion has been borne out time and again. The 
following is taken from Trotsky’s introduc-
tion to the first Afrikaans translation of the 
Communist Manifesto, which was prepared 
by his South African comrades.

The anatomy of capitalism, as a specific stage in the economic development of society, 
was given by Marx in its finished form in Capital (1867). But even in the Communist 
Manifesto the main lines of the future analysis are firmly sketched: the payment for labor 
power as equivalent to the cost of its reproduction; the appropriation of surplus value by 
the capitalists; competition as the basic law of social relations; the ruination of interme-
diate classes, i.e., the urban petty bourgeoisie and the peasantry; the concentration of 
wealth in the hands of an ever-diminishing number of property owners, at the one pole, 
and the numerical growth of the proletariat, at the other; the preparation of the material 
and political preconditions for the socialist regime.

The proposition in the Manifesto concerning the tendency of capitalism to lower the 
living standards of the workers, and even to transform them into paupers, had been sub-
jected to a heavy barrage. Parsons, professors, ministers, journalists, Social Democratic 
theoreticians, and trade union leaders came to the front against the so-called “theory 
of impoverishment.” They invariably discovered signs of growing prosperity among 
the toilers, palming off the labor aristocracy as the proletariat, or taking a fleeting 
tendency as permanent. Meanwhile, even the development of the mightiest capitalism 
in the world, namely, U.S. capitalism, has transformed millions of workers into paupers 
who are maintained at the expense of federal, municipal, or private charity.

As against the Manifesto, which depicted commercial and industrial crises as a series 
of ever more extensive catastrophes, the revisionists vowed that the national and inter-
national development of trusts would assure control over the market, and lead gradually 
to the abolition of crises. The close of the last century and the beginning of the present 
one were in reality marked by a development of capitalism so tempestuous as to make 
crises seem only “accidental” stoppages. But this epoch has gone beyond return. In the 
last analysis, truth proved to be on Marx’s side in this question as well.

—Leon Trotsky, “Ninety Years of the Communist Manifesto” (1937)

TROTSKY LENIN

AP 

Obama’s Health secretary Kathleen 
Sebelius overruled FDA decision that 
morning-after pill be available over the 
counter to all women.
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As part of its 26th annual Holiday 
Appeal, the Partisan Defense Committee 
held a fundraising event at the United 
Electrical workers union hall in Chicago 
on December 11. The Holiday Appeal 
provides support for the PDC’s program 
of sending monthly stipends and holiday 
gifts to 16 class-war prisoners—those 
who have been imprisoned for stand-
ing up to racist capitalist repression 
and whose freedom is in the interest of 
the entire working class. The following 
speech, edited for publication, was deliv-
ered by Paula Daniels on behalf of the 
Chicago Spartacist League. 

The class-war prisoners we are hon-
oring tonight paint a vivid and painful 
picture of lives stolen from courageous 
individuals, locked away for decades for 
taking a stand against this racist capitalist 
system in some way. These class-war pris-
oners are a reminder that the bourgeoisie 
does not take lightly any challenge to its 
order or any infringement on its profits, 
and eagerly metes out vindictive punish-
ment to those who tear away at the demo-
cratic facade to reveal the rotting beast 
that is U.S. imperialism.

Persecuting those who buck the system 
or cut across the grain of mainstream 
beliefs is hardly new. Italian philosopher 
Giordano Bruno was burned at the stake 
for advocating the Copernican belief that 
the Earth indeed orbits the sun. John 
Brown was indicted for “treason to the 
Commonwealth” and “conspiring with 
slaves to commit treason and murder,” 
and executed for his heroic fight against 
slavery. Many of the most prescient, bold 
thinkers have been met with scorn or 
worse for their innovative and accurate 
ideas. This theme frames my remarks for 
tonight. Karl Marx was another brilliant, 
yet vilified thinker. Marx’s views hold 
true to this day and their validity is ines-
capable from every angle. 

For instance, never has it been clearer 
what a losing strategy it is to ally with 
the class enemy, in this case the Demo-
cratic Party of capitalism, racism and war. 
Obama bailed out the banks with one hand 
as he stuck it to the workers and oppressed 
with the other. What began as Bush’s “war 
on terror” has continued under Obama’s 
leadership: the war in Afghanistan, the 
bombing of Pakistan, threats to bomb Iran. 

As the first black president, dangerous 
illusions in Obama soared particularly 
high and many feel let down. But let’s be 
clear—he did not betray. He is doing right 
by his class—the capitalist ruling class. 
From the White House to the State House 
to City Hall, black Democrats play a spe-
cial role in enforcing racist oppression 
against the black masses, acting as over-
seers for the white ruling class. There can 
be no justice for black people in this racist 
capitalist system. Our program of revolu-
tionary integrationism means mobilizing 
the tremendous power of the multiracial 
working class against every manifestation 
of racial oppression—such as segregation 
in schools and housing, mass incarcera-
tion, lack of jobs—as part of the fight for 
black freedom, which means uprooting 
the source of black oppression: capital-
ism. Black people will only be fully inte-
grated in an egalitarian society, through 
workers revolution.

The trade-union misleaders play a 
critical role in keeping the working 
class tied to this same Democratic Party. 
Indeed they are a useful player with their 

 protectionism, their derailing strikes and 
ensuring class peace. As the next electoral 
circus rolls into town with the upcoming 
presidential elections (complete with the 
new deranged Tea Party tent), rest assured 
these trade-union misleaders will mobi-
lize thousands...to ring doorbells for the 
Democrats. 

The aptly dubbed “labor lieutenants of 
capital” gave us a stunning display of the 
impotence of their class-collaborationist 
politics last winter in Madison, Wis-
consin. Tens of thousands from unions 
representing hundreds of thousands of 
unionists converged on Capitol Square in 
Madison, outraged by the anti-labor leg-
islation. Encapsulated in this was massive 
potential social power: men and women, 
black, white, Hispanic, Asian ready to 
fight. And what were they told? Recall the 
bad Republicans, elect good Democrats. 
In other words, don’t struggle—vote for 
the lesser of the capitalist evils. Instead 
of this losing strategy, what is needed is 
some good old-fashioned class struggle 
to counter these massive attacks being 
waged against us.

In addition, these labor misleaders 
get help from a plethora of self-avowed 
socialist groups peddling their pressure 
politics, begging the powers that be to 
behave more humanely. You’ve seen them 
out there—Progressive Labor, Revolu-
tionary Communist Party, Workers World 
Party, Party for Socialism and Liberation, 
etc.—pushing that tired reformism. The 
International Socialist Organization (ISO) 
always seems to win the Most Shameless 
award. You can hear it in their own words: 
“Obama had the opportunity to change 
the direction of U.S. politics and soci-

ety—and the popularity to accomplish it. 
Even those on the left, like us at Socialist 
Worker, who were skeptical of Obama’s 
promises concluded that the multiple cri-
ses facing the White House would compel 
the president to move away from the free-
market , neoliberal policies that character-
ized not only Bush, but the Clinton admin-

istration before him” (Socialist Worker, 
27 January 2010). Shameless, right?

This short quote graphically shows the 
ISO’s touching faith in the bourgeoisie. 
Not one of these groups believes you can 
mobilize the working class on a revolu-
tionary program, so they look to pressur-
ing the bourgeoisie—the same bourgeoisie 

running roughshod across the globe in 
defense of its profits.  

Economically, things are no better in 
capitalist Europe. Daily we hear about 
the fragile state of the European Union 
(EU) and the brutal assault on the work-
ing class and immigrants. Though the 
crisis in Europe has been met with more 
militancy and strikes, the workers are 
equally disarmed politically (see “Eco-
nomic Crisis Rips Europe,” WV No. 992, 
9 December 2011). 

From day one, we pointed out that the 
European Union was a reactionary impe-
rialist consortium. The origins of the EU 
go back to the 1950s when the West Euro-
pean imperialists, led by the U.S., sought 
to consolidate their alliance against the 
Soviet Union through improved economic 
cohesion. In spite of its degeneration under 
a parasitic bureaucratic caste led by Stalin 
which appropriated political power start-
ing in 1924, the Soviet Union remained a 
workers state based on the expropriation 
of the capitalists and the collectivization 
of the means of production resulting from 
the 1917 Bolshevik Revolution. That is 
why we Trotskyists defended the Soviet 
Union, and why the imperialists wanted 
to destroy it in order to regain unlim-
ited access to those markets, including 
throughout East Europe. Today, following 
the counterrevolutionary destruction of the 
Soviet Union in 1991-92, the EU remains 
committed to squeezing what it can out of 
the working class and the oppressed. 

As the capitalist economies nose-dive 
internationally, China’s economy is grow-
ing. Why? There is a different economic 
system in place in China. It is not capitalist 
and the international imperialist bourgeoi-
sie knows it. That is what is behind the 
China-bashing and behind Obama’s move 
to beef up the U.S. military presence in 
Australia, and elsewhere. Despite China’s 
bureaucratic deformations, its economy 
is not based on private ownership of the 
means of production and therefore is not 
held prisoner to the anarchy of the free 
market—which is not to say China is not 
affected by international market forces. 
As with the Soviet Union when it existed, 
we unconditionally defend China against 
imperialist attack or internal capitalist 
counterrevolution. And key to that defense 
is calling for a political revolution to oust 
the Chinese bureaucracy that stands as a 

“Join Us in the Fight to 
Change the World!”

Holiday Appeal for Class-War Prisoners

continued on page 11

26th Annual PDC Holiday Appeal

Free the Class-War Prisoners! 
Free Mumia Abu-Jamal!

Abolish the Racist Death Penalty!
TORONTO

Friday, January 20 
7 to 10 p.m.

Steelworkers Hall 
25 Cecil Street

(1 block south of College at  
Ross St., west of Queen’s Park Sta.)

For info.: (416) 593-4138

NEW YORK CITY

Friday, January 6 
6 to 9 p.m.

CWA Local 1180 Hall 
6 Harrison Street

(Manhattan, 1 train to Franklin)

For info.: (212) 406-4252

Sponsored by the Partisan Defense Committee
(212) 406-4252 • partisandefense@earthlink.net • www.partisandefense.org

Left: March 2011 
Madison rally 
against bill 
attacking  
Wisconsin public 
employee unions. 
Below: Families 
line up for food 
and toy giveaway 
in Chicago  
on Christmas 
Eve, 2010.
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The following article is trans-

lated from Le Bolchévik No. 198 
(December 2011),  newspaper of 
our comrades of the Ligue Trots-
kyste de France.

The popular revolt in Tunisia that 
ousted hated despot Ben Ali last Janu-
ary resulted in the election of a new 
constituent assembly on October 23. 
With the blessing of the imperialists, the 

“modernist” Islamists of the Ennahda 
party took 89 of the 217 seats in the new 
assembly, which is now tasked with the 
job of running the country for the next 
year as well as drafting a new constitu-
tion. Ennahda, the secular Congress for 
the Republic (CPR), a bourgeois party, 
and Ettakatol (Democratic Forum 
for Labor and Freedom), which is 
affiliated with the Second Interna-
tional, have formed a coalition to run 
the country. However, the Islamists 
have the real power in the coalition. 
Ennahda’s Number Two, Hamadi 
Jebali, was named prime minister on 
December 14, and his party got most 
of the key ministerial posts, notably 
that of the police, as well as the min-
istry of mosques. 

The ex-Stalinist Communist Work-
ers Party of Tunisia (PCOT), which won 
only three seats in the assembly, was 
apparently also invited to join the new 
government but declined, asserting that 
“remaining outside the government is the 
best choice for the PCOT” (La Presse 
de Tunisie, 19 November 2011). As we 
explained in our articles earlier this year, 
while the organized working class played 
a quite significant role in the popular 
uprising that led to the toppling of the 
hated dictator Ben Ali, it remained politi-
cally subordinated to the bourgeoisie. The 
main trade-union federation, the General 
Union of Tunisian Workers (UGTT), 
which is led by longtime Ben Ali toady 
Abdesselem Jerad, has since last January 
engaged in various political blocs, subor-
dinating itself to bourgeois forces, includ-
ing the Islamic reactionaries of Ennahda, 
in a so-called “National Council to Safe-
guard the Revolution,” which was formed 
on February 11. Jerad & Co. thus helped 
build the credibility of Ennahda, which 
then won the election. As we wrote back 
in March, “By thus chaining the work-
ers to their class enemy, the trade-union 

bureaucrats and reformists are paving the 
way to a bloody defeat for the workers 
and the oppressed. It is necessary to break 
with class collaboration!” (Le Bolchévik 
No. 195, March 2011). 

Indicative of the increasing disillu-
sionment among the Tunisian masses 
over the perspectives offered by the first 
“democratic” elections in the history of 
the country, the rate of abstention was 46 
percent on average and was especially 
high in the rural and less industrialized 
areas of the country. Tunisia has long 
been known as the least religious and 
most secular country in the region. The 
Ennahda victory thus does not as such 
indicate a strong turn toward political 

Islam, given that less than one-quarter 
of the potential voters cast ballots for its 
slates. However, this victory is ominous.

Immediately following the election, 
Ennahda leader Rached Ghannouchi 
pledged to maintain a secular course, 
arguing that his party has no interest in 
establishing sharia (Islamic) law or alien-
ating other parties in the coalition govern-
ment. Indeed, Ghannouchi chose to gov-
ern in alliance with secular parties rather 
than with the populist Al-Aridah Chaabia 
(“People’s Petition for Liberty, Justice and 
Development”), a bourgeois party led by 
a London businessman who had been an 
Ennahda activist until 1992 and reportedly 
forged close ties with the Ben Ali regime. 

However, while Rached Ghannou-
chi may promise, as he did in his first 
post-election speech, that “Tunisia is for 
everyone,” attacks on basic rights are 
sure to be on the rise. On December 3, a 
band of about 1,000 Islamic reactionar-
ies attacked secular demonstrators with 
stones in front of the parliament, wound-
ing many people. Even before the elec-
tions, Ennahda supporters began to flex 
their muscles. Two of the larger attacks 
were against films perceived as being 

anti-Islam. In June, ultra-conservative 
Salafist Muslims attacked a showing of 
the film Neither Allah, Nor Master! as 
promoting secularism and issued death 
threats against filmmaker Nadia El Fani. 
In October, thousands of Islamists dem-
onstrated at the headquarters of a local 
television station and set it on fire to 
protest against its showing of Persepo-
lis, an animated film that denounces the 
reactionary impact of the 1979 “Islamic 
revolution” in Iran and that the protesters 
claimed to be insulting to Islam. 

While Ennahda professed to denounce 
the violence of the protests, Rached Ghan-
nouchi announced his support of “the 
right of the Tunisian people to defend its 

religion” (l’Humanité, 19 October 2011). 
Now it is the manager of the TV station 
that showed Persepolis who is being 
prosecuted for “violating sacred values 
and moral standards and disturbing pub-
lic order,” and he faces up to three years 
in prison (Le Monde, 17 November 2011). 
Drop the charges!

In the weeks following the elections, 
Ennahda has above all sought to reassure 
the Tunisian bourgeoisie and Western 
imperialism of its commitment to improv-
ing the state of the Tunisian economy. One 
of its main concerns is to bolster the flag-
ging tourist industry, vowing to continue 
to allow liquor and bikinis at the country’s 
beach resorts (while simultaneously hint-
ing that hotels should also offer liquor-free 
bookings for Muslims). More specifically, 
just a few short days after the elections, 
Ennahda met with Tunisian stock mar-
ket representatives to discuss the imple-
mentation of its program of “developing 
and encouraging private sector initiatives 
while strengthening the market economy 
by improving the business environment 
so that companies can more easily access 
financial markets, as well encouraging 
direct and portfolio investment by foreign 

investors” (La Presse Tunisi-
enne, 27 October 2011). In other 
words, privatization, austerity 
and more grinding poverty for 
the working masses. 

For Working-Class 
Independence

There has indeed been no improve-
ment in the desperate material conditions 
that led Mohamed Bouazizi, a young 
street vendor of vegetables, to set him-
self on fire in Sidi Bouzid in December 
2010, sparking the countrywide revolt 
that overthrew Ben Ali. A general wage 
increase of 4.7 percent was largely eaten 
up by consumer inflation, which hit an 
annual rate of 4.5 percent in October. 
Unemployment, which hits young people 
the hardest, has increased by more than 
a third since the beginning of 2011, and 
the number of unemployed could reach 

one million by the end of 2011. Con-
ditions have been made even worse 
by the return of tens of thousands of 
Tunisians who had been working in 
Libya.

Strikes, sit-ins and workplace block-
ages have continued unabated since 
January 2011 in just about every sec-
tor of the economy: in telecommuni-
cations, transportation, education, the 
phosphate industry, oil, aviation and 

tourism, as well involving doctors, judges, 
postal workers, market vendors, brewery 
workers—the list goes on. To cite just one 
example, the Financial Times (15 August 
2011) reported that in July there had been 
a total of 184 protest roadblocks across 
Tunisia, up from 103 in June, and that 156 
protests had blocked access to industrial 
sites, including oil companies, up from 78 
in June. The “post- revolutionary” police 
have continued to brutally suppress these 
protests with the help of the army. Thabet 
Bel kacem, a 14-year-old youth, was killed 
on July 16 by the cops in Sidi Bouzid. 
Again on November 23 in Kasserine, cops 
firing their guns in the air attacked sev-
eral thousand demonstrators with tear gas 
( tunistribune.com, 24 November 2011).

There was a slight dip in the number of 
strikes in the month before the elections, as 
the UGTT obscenely called on the work-
ing class to avoid all strikes in the weeks 
leading up to the elections—a call that 
was only partially heeded. Having histori-
cally engaged in militant class struggle, 
the UGTT finally succumbed to years of 
repression under Ben Ali; many of its top 
leaders even joined the leadership of his 
Democratic-Constitutional Rally (RCD) 

Workers Must Fight for 
Their Own Class Rule!

Tunisian Elections: 

Victory for Islamic 
Reactionaries

 Fauqué/Le Monde AFP

Left: Tunisian president Moncef Marzouki (front, center) and deputies praying together at first session of Constituent Assembly, November 22. Right: Unem-
ployed protesters from Gafsa mining region in November outside Tunisian Chemical Group headquarters in Tunis.
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party. Today the UGTT claims to represent 
more than half a million members. 

The Tunisian working class remains 
chained to its own bourgeoisie not only by 
the trade-union bureaucracy but also by the 
reformist left groups, many of which were 
banned or repressed by the Ben Ali regime. 
These include the ex-Stalinist PCOT and 
the predecessors of the League of the 
Workers Left (LGO), which has links with 
the New Anti-Capitalist Party of Olivier 
Besancenot in France. Ettajdid (the former 
Communist Party) ran in the elections as 
part of the “Modernist Democratic Pole” 
slate, which won five seats. While its cam-
paign centered on warning against the dan-
gers of the Islamists, and Ennahda in par-
ticular, Ettajdid secretary general Ahmed 
Ibrahim told Reuters (12 October 2011) 
that differences with Ennahda “should not 
prevent coexistence with it.... Democracy 
means coexistence with everyone, without 
exception, including Ennahda.” Indeed, 
the fact that the electoral campaign was 
dominated by the polarization between 
“secular” and Islamist forces helped mask 
the utter failure of the workers movement 
to pose the real question: bourgeois rule 
(whether secular or not) or workers rule. 
The Tunisian proletariat must become a 
class for itself, fighting for power in its own 
name; and for this they need a revolution-
ary Leninist party.

As for the LGO, it tried to build its own 
class-collaborationist alliance (dubbed an 
“anti-liberal and anti-imperialist front”) 
with component parts of the “January 14 
Front,” a popular front including bour-
geois formations such as self-proclaimed 
Nasserist or Ba’athist groups that was set 
up following Ben Ali’s ouster. Failing 
that, and having also failed to obtain its 
full legalization, the LGO issued a state-
ment on October 9 calling for a boycott 
of the elections and complaining of “the 
absence of the necessary conditions for a 
democratic election” (Tout est à nous! Web 
site, 22 September and 22 October 2011). 

Meanwhile, the PCOT, in its post- 
election declaration, dedicated itself to 
fighting “for the installation of a truly 
democratic, patriotic and popular change” 
(Tout est à nous!, 3 November 2011). 
Despite the occasional rhetoric about 
“revolution,” none of these refor mists goes 
beyond a struggle for “democracy”—that 
is, they hold to a program explicitly lim-
ited to a capitalist framework. 

Women’s Rights Under Threat

Compared to the rest of the region, 
Tunisia boasts relatively broad rights 
for women, most of them gained under 
President Bourguiba immediately follow-
ing independence of Tunisia from France 
in 1956. These rights were specified in a 
Code of Personal Status (CPS), which, as 
we wrote more than two decades ago, rep-
resents “an awkward, fragile and revers-
ible compromise between Islamic law and 
bourgeois ‘modernity’” (Le Bolchévik 
No. 79, January 1988). That explains why 
Ennahda considers the code acceptable. 
It includes formal equality under the law; 
polygamy is illegal and civil law governs 
divorce. Abortion rights exist and con-
traception is available. However, these 
are not free, which restricts their avail-
ability to workers and the poorer layers 
of society. In addition, single women are 
still subordinate to their fathers under the 

law, arranged marriages are frequent and 
a man must pay a dowry for his future 
wife. Magic rituals called the tasfih are 
performed to supposedly protect the vir-
ginity of pubescent girls, while hymeno-
plasty (surgical restoration of the hymen 
to give the appearance of virginity) is 
performed among petty-bourgeois layers 
of society. Sexual harassment is common-
place, and women are very much discrim-
inated against in inheritance laws.

In the recent election, parties were 
not allowed to run unless half their lists 
were made up of women. The number of 
women actually elected was just 49 out of 
the 217 seats—including 42 for Ennahda, 
many of whom are veiled women who 
believe that women should live according 
to their view of sharia law. The parity 
clause helped Ennahda present itself as 
pro-woman. As Marxists, we are opposed 
to the state dictating whom a political 
party, including a revolutionary party, is 
allowed to put forward, whether male or 
female, “citizen” or “foreigner.” 

Women comprise nearly 30 percent 
of the country’s workforce, including 
among the working class (one-third of 
UGTT members are women). In addition, 
the majority of university students are 
women, and among the petty  bourgeoisie 
31 percent of lawyers, 40 percent of col-
lege professors and 42 percent of doctors 
are women. This layer of highly quali-
fied petty-bourgeois professional women 
has generated numerous women’s rights 
groups acting largely as watchdogs for the 
maintenance of the CPS. Many of these 
women are now understandably wor-
ried about what the electoral victory of 
Ennahda will mean for women’s rights.

Rached Ghannouchi has been care-
ful to insist that Ennahda intends to 
safeguard the rights of women that cur-
rently exist under Tunisian law, and he 
maintains that women will not be forced 
to wear the veil. He regularly cites Tur-
key’s ruling Justice and Development 

Party (AKP) as his model for the future 
of Tunisia. But as our German comrades 
wrote following the AKP’s reelection in 
2007 (see WV No. 916, 6 June 2008):

“New constitutional amendments were 
announced scrapping the longstanding 
ban on the headscarf in colleges and pub-
lic institutions and replacing a clause in 
the current constitution that obliges the 
government to ‘ensure equality for both 
men and women’ with one that describes 
women as a ‘vulnerable group in need 
of special protection.’ Meanwhile, the 
emboldened forces of Islamic reaction 
are starting to change the political and 
social landscape of Turkey, including in 
cities like Istanbul. Some government 
offices are organizing work schedules 
according to prayer times, and boys and 
girls are being separated in high schools, 
a wholly reactionary measure.… Today, 
some form of veiling is worn by more 
than 60 percent of Turkish women.”

Today, some four years later, condi-
tions are even worse: Turkey has one of 
the worst records in Europe concern-
ing widespread violence against women 
(Economist, 12 May 2011). 

We are opposed to the veil, no mat-
ter what its form, as both a symbol and 
instrument of women’s oppression. At 
the same time, we are equally opposed to 
state bans or restrictions on it. As Marx-
ists, we stand for the separation of reli-
gion and state and call for free, secular 
education for all. But we also recognize 

that Islamic fundamentalists will use 
any easing of the ban on the veil to pres-
sure women to cover themselves. This is 
exactly what is happening now in Tuni-
sia: there are reports that female teachers 
not wearing the veil have been heckled 
to prevent them from giving their class, 
have had their classes boycotted and have 
even been physically attacked. Women 
working in stores are approached by men 
telling them that they should be at home 
and not working. At Gabès University 
in the southeast of the country, Salaf-
ists succeeded in having the cafeteria 
divided into separate areas for men and 
for women. An article in La Presse de 
Tunisie (7 November 2011) noted that 
“harassment of women in the street, at 
the university and in certain workplaces 
began, in fact, as early as last February, 
some weeks after the revolution of lib-
erty and dignity. But this harassment has 
intensified since the October 23 election 
that gave Ennahda a relative majority in 
the constituent assembly.”

Ennahda declares that it has nothing to 
do with these attacks on women’s rights, 
but its spokesmen have been widely criti-
cized for saying different things to differ-
ent audiences. One of the most prominent 
Ennahda representatives during the elec-
tion campaign was one Souad Abderra-
him, a 47-year-old businesswoman and 
pharmacist who does not wear the veil 
and who is often described as embody-
ing the “glamour” of the modern Tunisian 
woman. During a radio debate, Abderra-
him announced that unmarried women 
who have children are “a disgrace” and 
“should not expect a legal framework that 
protects their rights.” She disgustingly 
added that “ethically, they have no right 
to exist” (Libération, 10 November 2011). 

For Abderrahim and her ilk, only mar-
ried women within the confines of the 
family have the “right to exist” and to 
have children. This goes to the very heart 
of women’s oppression, which is rooted in 
class society and in the repressive institu-
tion of the family. The family is essential 
to capitalist society. It cannot simply be 
abolished. Rather, the social functions that 
it fulfills, such as housework, child rear-
ing, preparation of meals, etc., must be 
replaced by social institutions. But the per-
spective of replacing the family requires 
a tremendous leap in social development, 
which can be achieved only through 
sweeping away capitalist rule on a global 
basis and replacing it with a rational, dem-
ocratically planned economy. Because the 
oppression of women is integral to capital-
ist property relations and is ideologically 
bolstered by religion, women’s oppression 
cannot be eradicated in capitalist society. 
At the same time, without a struggle to end 
women’s oppression, which reinforces all 
forms of social backwardness, there will 
be no proletarian revolution.

For Permanent Revolution  
in Tunisia

Tunisia is a neocolonial country whose 
bourgeoisie, including after the fall of 
Ben Ali, is tied by a million threads to 

world imperialism. France, the former 
colonial ruler, continues to benefit from 
the deep oppression of Tunisia’s masses. 
Indeed, the subordination of Tunisia to 
imperialism serves to ensure the bru-
tal exploitation and oppression of its 
people. In order to win real national and 
social liberation, the proletariat must 
be mobilized against both the imperial-
ists and the domestic bourgeoisie, the 
deadly enemies of Tunisia’s workers and 
oppressed.

In countries of belated capitalist devel-
opment like Tunisia, the inherent weak-
ness of the national bourgeoisie ties it 
so strongly to imperialism that even the 
most elementary democratic tasks, such 
as legal equality for women, complete 
separation of religion and state and agrar-
ian revolution to give land to the peasants, 
cannot be achieved without the overthrow 
of the capitalist order. Moreover, the con-
solidation of proletarian rule requires its 
international extension to the imperialist 
centers, particularly France, the former 
colonial oppressor. This is at bottom what 
Trotsky’s theory of permanent revolution 
is all about.

In an October 29 statement (La Forge, 
November 2011), the PCOT whined 
that the dismal results of the left in the 
recent elections were due to the role of 
money in the form of corruption, vote-
buying and partiality of the mass media, 
as well as voting instructions given in 
the mosques. The truth is that bourgeois 
elections serve to bolster bourgeois rule; 
they cannot actually express the will of 
the masses, particularly in a period of 
social turmoil and upheaval. This was 
once again proven in a spectacular fash-
ion in the Tunisian elections. 

The call for a constituent  assembly was 
a popular demand following the overthrow 

continued on page 9 
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6 WORKERS VANGUARD

The following article is reprinted 
from Spartacist Canada No. 171 (Winter 
2011/2012), newspaper of the Trotsky-
ist League/Ligue Trotskyste, Canadian 
section of the International Communist 
League (Fourth Internationalist).

The humiliating rout of the Commu-
nist Party of India (Marxist) (CPI[M]) in 
the West Bengal elections last May puts 
a harsh spotlight on the political bank-
ruptcy of Indian Stalinism and its Mao-
ist variants. The dominant force in the 
Left Front, the CPI(M) had ruled con-
tinuously since 1977, wielding the repres-
sive powers of the capitalist state against 
the deeply impoverished and oppressed 
masses of West Bengal. The CPI(M) has 
committed many crimes against the toil-
ers, but its bloody repression in Singur 
and Nandigram virtually assured its defeat 
at the hands of the right-wing Trinamool 
Congress (TMC).

In December 2006 the Left Front 
 government expropriated land in the Sin-
gur district on behalf of Tata Motors, one 
of India’s largest capitalist conglomer-
ates. Those who resisted were severely 
beaten and arrested and a young woman 
activist was brutally raped and mur-
dered. The following March, thousands of 
police and armed CPI(M) cadre assaulted 
peasants resisting a forced land expro-
priation  in Nandigram. At least 14 were 
killed and over 200 injured. [See “India: 
The Nandigram Massacre,” WV No. 929, 
30 January 2009.] Try as they might, 
oceans of lying CPI(M) propaganda could 
not wash away the blood of Singur and 
Nandigram.

Trinamool leader Mamata Banerjee 
demagogically manipulated the anger 
over Singur and Nandigram, but this pos-

turing was aimed only at wresting power 
from the CPI(M). A right-wing split 
from the Congress Party, Trinamool is a 
Bengali regional outfit that has repeat-
edly allied itself with the communalist 
Hindu-supremacist Bharatiya Janata Party 
(BJP). Trinamool’s rule will be marked 
by Hindu chauvinism, anti-Communism 
and intensified attacks on workers and 
the poor. Already Banerjee has called for 
a law  against strikes and bandhs (street 
protests).

The CPI(M) was reduced to a rump in 
the state legislature, though its 30 percent 
of the vote indicates that it still retains 
the allegiance of millions of workers and 
peasants. This is the context for a wave 
of political violence—largely aimed at 
the CPI(M)—that has marked the post-
election period in West Bengal. Report-
edly, TMC thugs have killed up to 30 
leftists, most of them CPI(M) supporters, 
and carried out hundreds of rapes and 
thousands of assaults, arsons and mass 
evictions. The offices of non- Trinamool 
trade unions have been ransacked and 
taken over by the ruling party. The work-
ers movement must oppose all such anti-
worker and anti-Communist attacks, as 
well as any communalist violence—
which often targets India’s large Muslim 
minority—that TMC reactionaries may 
provoke.

Grotesquely, however, CPI(M) leader 
Buddhadeb Bhattacharya protested that 
“Instead of taking action against the 
‘Maoists’ the government is acting against 
us,” adding that the Maoists “are the real 
danger to the state” (People’s Democracy, 
21 August 2011). With this, the CPI(M) 
continues its criminal support to Opera-
tion Green Hunt, the Delhi government’s 
armed offensive against Maoist guerril-
las in India’s eastern and central inte-
rior. Trinamool, needing no urging from 
these contemptible hacks, has already 

announced its own plans for an “all-out” 
military offensive against the Commu-
nist Party of India (Maoist)—hereafter 
referred to as CPI (Maoist)—and its sup-
porters among the adivasi tribal peoples. 
As one of her henchmen put it, “Chief 
minister Mamata Banerjee is for devel-
opment in the Maoist-dominated areas 
and those who oppose it will have to face 
the wrath of the government” (Hindustan 
Times, 6 July 2011).

Permanent Revolution vs. 
Stalinist Betrayal

Twenty years after capitalist counter-
revolution devastated the Soviet Union 
and East Europe, India is one of the few 
places in the world where parties pur-
porting to be Communist continue to 
have mass influence among the work-
ing class and oppressed. However, as 
the events in West Bengal demonstrate, 
the politics of the many parties that are 
derived from Indian Stalinism, including 
the Maoists, are sharply counterposed to 
the revolutionary, proletarian and inter-
nationalist program of authentic Marx-
ism. Today, these parties are entering 
into significant political and organiza-
tional crises. The question of what way 
forward for the Indian masses is posed 
acutely.

Without exception, the Stalinist parties 
espouse a two-stage program of “demo-
cratic revolution.” This dogma means 
supporting brutal capitalist exploiters 
while postponing the proletarian revolu-
tion to an indefinite future, i.e., never. The 
end result is not “democracy,” much less 
socialism, but the killing of leftists, work-
ers and peasants.

In pursuit of its “People’s Democratic 
Front” strategy, the CPI(M) has always 
sought alliances with a mythical “pro-
gressive” wing of the bourgeoisie. The 
official CPI(M) program instructs work-

ers to ally with the “non-big bourgeoi-
sie,” stressing that “every effort must 
be made to win them to the democratic 
front.” In reality, the CPI(M) has courted 
not just the “non-big,” but the really 
big  bourgeoisie. The violent disposses-
sion of the impoverished peasants of Sin-
gur and Nandigram on behalf of the Tata 
and Indonesian Salim Group conglomer-
ates was an application of this political 
logic.

Nor are the Maoists an alternative, for 
they share the same fundamental pro-
gram, also routinely seeking alliances 
with bourgeois forces. During the pro-
tests against the Singur and Nandigram 
atrocities, various Maoist groups allied 
with Trinamool. Going into the May 
elections, the CPI (Maoist) backed this 
extremely right-wing party as the “alter-
native” to the betrayals of the CPI(M). 
“We will support her [Banerjee] and fol-
low the roadmap for development drawn 
up by her if she comes to power,” they 
vowed in a statement (The Hindu, 18 Jan-
uary 2011), only dropping this unabashed 
support at the eleventh hour.

In India, where capitalist development 
is belated and constrained by imperial-
ist subjugation, the weak national bour-
geoisie is dependent on its imperialist 
masters—yesterday the British, today 
the U.S.—and above all fears its “own” 
working class. The only road to libera-
tion for the subjugated masses lies in 
the successful struggle of the proletariat 
for state power, at the head of all the 
oppressed, especially the vast peasantry, 
and under the leadership of a revolu-
tionary workers party. An Indian work-
ers revolution would spark a revolution-
ary upsurge throughout the subcontinent, 
from Pakistan to Bangladesh, Nepal and 
Sri Lanka. Its survival and advancement 
would hinge on the achievement of social 
revolutions in the imperialist centres: 

The Political Bankruptcy  
of Indian Stalinism

Forge a Leninist-Trotskyist Party!

West Bengal After the Elections

 Reuters AFP

Left: Rival electoral posters in Kolkata, May 2011. Right: January 2007 protest against Nandigram land expropriation carried out by CPI(M)-led West 
Bengal government on behalf of industrial conglomerate.
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Japan, North America and West Europe.
This is the perspective of permanent 

revolution. First elaborated for countries 
of combined and uneven development by 
Leon Trotsky around the 1905 Russian 
Revolution, it was stunningly confirmed 
by the October 1917 Revolution and the 
coming to power of the working class 
under the leadership of the Bolshevik 
Party. The Russian workers were able to 
take power in 1917 thanks to the Bolshe-
viks’ intransigent struggle for class inde-
pendence from the capitalists. The result 
was a workers state, a revolutionary dicta-
torship of the proletariat supported by the 
peasantry. Key to cementing the workers’ 
alliance with the peasants was the Bolshe-
viks’ support for peasant seizures of the 
landed estates and the division of the land 
among those who worked it.

Internationalist to the core, Lenin, 
Trotsky and the other Bolshevik leaders 
saw the revolution in economically back-
ward Russia as the first step in a world-
wide socialist revolution, crucially includ-
ing the advanced capitalist countries. But 
the failure of a number of revolutionary 
opportunities in the period after World 
War I—particularly the defeat of the 1923 
German Revolution—deepened the isola-
tion of the Soviet state. This, combined 
with the economic devastation of World 
War I and the subsequent Civil War, 
allowed the emergence of a conservative 
bureaucratic layer in the party and state 
apparatus.

Beginning with a political counterrev-
olution in 1923-24, the USSR underwent 
a qualitative bureaucratic degeneration 
in which the working class was deprived 
of political power. The nationally nar-
row conservatism of the consolidating 
bureaucratic caste was given ideologi-
cal expression by Stalin’s promulgation 
in late 1924 of the theory that socialism 
could be built in a single country. Under 
this anti-Marxist dogma, the struggle for 
the international extension of the revolu-
tion was increasingly shelved in favour 
of the pipe dream of “peaceful coexis-
tence” with world imperialism. The par-
ties of the Communist International were 
transformed—after ruthless purges in 
most cases—into reformist tools of class 
collaboration with their “own” capitalist 
 rulers. In the colonial and neocolonial 
world this meant the resurrection of the 
old Menshevik formula of “two-stage” 
revolution—the very program that had 
been defeated and discredited in the vic-
torious 1917 Revolution. The result has 
been defeat after defeat for the toiling 
masses.

The Origins of Indian Stalinism

The original Communist Party of 
India (CPI), founded in December 1925, 
was marked by class collaborationism 
from the start. Under the guidance of the 
pseudo-Marxist adventurer M.N. Roy 
(then a close ally of Stalin and Nikolai 
Bukharin in the leadership of the Com-
munist International), the CPI set out 
from its inception to build a cross-class 
“Peasants’ and Workers’ Party” in Ben-
gal. This party in turn operated as a 
pressure group on the bourgeois Indian 
National Congress of Mahatma Gan-
dhi and Jawaharlal Nehru. Roy’s aim 
in this was to capture the bourgeois 
Indian National Congress and make it a 
“people’s” or “revolutionary nationalist” 
party based on a democratic program 
of national independence (see “M.N. 
Roy: Nationalist Menshevik,” Sparta-
cist [English-language edition] No. 62, 
Spring 2011).

Both before and after independence, 
the CPI time and again gave politi-
cal  support to the bourgeois-nationalist 
 Congress. For a period during World 
War  II, it even renounced the struggle 
for  Indian independence in favour of an 
alliance with the “democratic” British 
imperialist oppressors, attacking Con-
gress from the right. The CPI(M), which 
issued from the CPI in 1964, unswerv-
ingly upholds this ingrained class col-
laboration. At the all-India level, both 
CPs have repeatedly backed Congress 
and its allies, including until 2008 the 

Congress-dominated United Progressive 
Alliance government of Manmohan Singh 
in New Delhi.

Like tsarist Russia, present-day India is 
marked by combined and uneven develop-
ment, with stark contrasts of wealth and 
poverty, modern industries directly abut-
ting unspeakable squalor. Myriad forms 
of special oppression—based on sex, 
caste, nationality, religion—are among 
the heritages of a pre-industrial past that 
were reinforced and deepened by nearly 
two centuries of brutal British colonial 
rule. This culminated in the 1947 British 
partition of the subcontinent into India 
and Pakistan, which unleashed commu-
nalist slaughter and the forced migra-
tion of millions of Muslims, Sikhs and 
Hindus. Since independence, and mainly 
under the rule of the nominally secular 
Congress Party, the Indian bourgeoisie 
has continued to fan the flames of every 
kind of murderous division. It is criminal 
and illusory to place even a shred of con-
fidence in this venal and backward ruling 
class as a vehicle for liberation.

From Naxalbari to Nandigram: 
CPI(M)’s History of Betrayal

As leftist author Achin Vanaik noted 
in a recent New Left Review (July/August 
2011) article, the CPI(M) and CPI are 
“the principal legatees of the old Nehru-
vian consensus—the social-democratic 
vision of a strongly secular, welfarist and 
non-aligned, yet capitalist India. For-
mal commitment to a communist future 
leaves no imprint on these parties’ pro-
grammes or behaviour.”

The CPI(M) has an unbroken and often 

bloody history of class betrayal in West 
Bengal. In 1967, shortly after it joined 
the “United Front” state government, a 
peasant revolt broke out in the Naxalbari 
district. CPI(M) cadres who for years had 
organized tea estate workers in the area 
now began urging peasants to seize the 
land. Many of the impoverished peasants 
of Naxalbari did so, and their actions 
sparked land seizures across India. The 
United Front government responded with 
bloody repression.

The CPI(M) leadership denounced sup-
porters of the Naxalbari upheaval as CIA 
agents and counterrevolutionaries, expel-
ling them from its ranks and launching 
a bloody fratricidal assault on these erst-
while comrades. The revolt reverberated 
throughout the country and shook the 
CPI(M) to its core. A mass of defections 
over the party’s role in the murderous 
vendetta against the Naxalbari uprising 
led directly to the birth of the Commu-
nist Party of India (Marxist-Leninist), the 
forerunner of today’s CPI (Maoist).

The United Front government was 
soon thrown out of office and replaced 
by direct rule from the centre (“Presi-
dent’s Rule”), as was a second United 
Front government in 1970. In the years 
that followed, West Bengal was wracked 
by massive terror at the hands of the rul-
ing Congress Party, which came to power 
in the state in 1972. In Calcutta (today 
Kolkata), 1,800 opponents of the govern-
ment were simply murdered in the early 
1970s. By 1973, nearly 18,000 people 
had been imprisoned as Naxalites. The 
CPI(M) itself was subjected to organized 

political terror and tens of thousands of 
its supporters were driven underground.

The repression in West Bengal was 
supplemented in 1975 by Prime Minister 
Indira Gandhi’s brutal two-year “Emer-
gency” rule which saw some 150,000 
people jailed, civil rights shredded, 
strikes banned and virtually all elec-
tions cancelled. Little wonder then that 
the CPI(M)’s 1977 victory at the polls in 
West Bengal aroused enormous expecta-
tions. The raw violence ended, but the 
CPI(M) did not hurry to empty the jails 
of political prisoners, and ensured that 

the careers of the police who had become 
notorious for torturing leftists would not 
suffer.

Upholding capitalist rule, and thus 
incapable of mobilizing the working 
class against the vicious caste, class and 
communal oppression that has defined 
nominally secular India, the CPI(M) 
was a mirror of the Indian ruling class. 
The Nandigram massacre had a precur-
sor in a 1979 massacre of dalit (so-called 
“untouchable”) Hindu refugees from heav-
ily Muslim Bangladesh. These refugees, 
some 30,000, had tried to settle on the 

small island of Marichjhapi in the inhos-
pitable terrain of the Sundarbans, but the 
CPI(M) leaders declared their settlement 
“unauthorized.” After a starvation block-
ade led to as many as 1,000 deaths, forc-
ible removal began and hundreds were 
simply massacred. Settlers were tear-
gassed, their huts razed, their fisheries 
and wells destroyed. As they were driven 
out of Marichjhapi, over 4,000 families 
perished.

At no level could the CPI(M) refor-
mists solve the burning needs of the 
toiling masses—in West Bengal or any-
where else. Modest land reforms helped 
build support for the party, but without 
a thoroughgoing agrarian revolution to 
expropriate the feudal landlords and big 
capitalist farmers, the poor peasants still 
had no land. While the CPI(M)’s mass 
support comes in part from a reputation 
for opposing communalism, its repeated 
alliances with Congress have fuelled 
Hindu chauvinism, betraying the often 
decent impulses of its own militants. In 
India’s 1999 Kargil War against Pak-
istan—a war in which the proletariat 
had no side—the CPI(M) spewed vile 
patriotic gore. In CPI(M)-run West Ben-
gal, the police targeted Muslims, while 
antiwar protesters in Kolkata were first 
attacked by Hindu communalists, and 
then arrested.

The CPI(M)’s most valuable service 
to Indian capitalism has been to ensure 
that the struggles of the proletariat would 
never breach the limits of capitalist class 
rule. For 34 years, West Bengal’s capi-
talists got class peace, as the CPI(M) 
served up a steady diet of class collabo-
ration to the workers, to be sure wrapped 
in red flags. In the first weeks of Left 
Front rule, according to a report in Eco-
nomic and Political Weekly (27 August 
1977), chief minister Jyoti Basu openly 
assured the capitalists that he “would not 
allow a rash of labour troubles to break 
out” and trade unions were told to treat 
strikes as a “last resort.” In recent years, 

continued on page 8
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CPI(M) leader Bhattacharya repeatedly 
denounced “irresponsible” strikes.

Mao and Stalin vs.  
Lenin and Trotsky

The original Naxalite movement of the 
late 1960s won support from urban youth 
who mistook the “revolutionary” rhetoric 
of Mao’s China for the real thing. Today, 
some leftist youth are similarly animated 
by the armed struggles of the CPI 
 (Maoist) in the so-called “Red Corri-
dor,”  seeing in them an alternative to 
the  flagrantly pro-capitalist CPI(M). But 
behind the Maoists’ “protracted people’s 
war” rhetoric is the same basic pro-
gram  upheld by the CPI(M): the quest 
for  alliances with a wing of the bour-
geoisie. The Maoists’ “New Democratic 
United Front” is a class-collaborationist 
bloc embracing, as their leader Ganapa-
thy states, “four democratic classes, i.e. 
workers, peasants, urban petty-bourgeoisie 
and national bourgeoisie” (Sanhati, Janu-
ary 2010).

These are obvious references to “New 
Democracy” and the “bloc of four classes,” 
the twin pillars of Maoist faith. Instead of 
fighting for workers revolution and the 
dictatorship of the proletariat, the CPI 
(Maoist) presents the peasantry as the 
epicentre for a “democratic” overthrow of 
oppressive Indian society. Time and again, 
this strategy has meant that the thorough-
going workers revolutions so desperately 
needed in India and all South Asia have 
been deferred, derailed and defeated.

Maoism is a modern crystallization 
of the politics which Lenin and the Bol-
sheviks had to combat in order to plant 
the banner of Marxism in tsarist Russia 
and then bring the 1917 October Revolu-
tion to victory. In fighting to win radical 
intellectuals away from the then domi-
nant populism, founding Russian Marxist 
Georgi Plekhanov insisted as early as the 
1880s that the proletariat, not the peas-
antry, was destined to make a revolution 
in Russia, leading the oppressed masses 
against the tsar. Due to its place in pro-
duction—where its collective labour is 
exploited by the capitalists for profit—the 
working class alone has both the mate-
rial interest in liberating and expanding 
socialized production based on a collec-
tivized economy, and the social power to 
carry out the necessary revolution.

India’s history has seen no shortage of 
the volatile explosions of collective rage 
that are peasant uprisings. But the peasant 
masses, highly stratified and dispersed in 
small villages all over India, cannot cohere 
an independent social policy. The decisive 
classes in capitalist society are the bour-
geoisie and the proletariat. The peasants 
are part of a heterogeneous intermediate 
layer, the petty bourgeoisie. Their outlook 
and aspirations are proprietary, not the 
coherent and collectivist class interests of 
the urban proletariat. Thus peasant par-
ties are at bottom pro-bourgeois or bour-
geois. A revolutionary workers party must 

win the poor and landless peasants to the 
side of the proletariat, demanding expro-
priation of the landlords and land to the 
tiller, while seeking as much as possible 
to neutralize the middle and upper strata 
of the peasantry.

With their inherently class collabora-
tionist “people’s war” perspective, the 
Maoist guerrillas of India are unable to 
root out the intense backwardness of vil-
lage peasant life, be it women’s oppres-
sion or the devastating oppression of 
caste. Moreover, the Maoists’ strategy 
of two-stage revolution is exactly what 
Lenin rejected in 1917. Following the 
February Revolution that overthrew the 
tsar, Lenin returned to Russia and waged 
a fight in the Bolshevik Party against the 
then-leadership centred on Stalin and 
Kamenev, who were conciliating the new 
capitalist Provisional Government and its 
continued participation in World War I. 
In his famous April Theses, Lenin argued 
that power must “pass to the proletariat 
and the poorest sections of the peasants 
aligned with the proletariat.”

A decade after the Russian October, 
the tragedy of the Chinese Revolution 
of 1927 was a powerful negative confir-

mation of the theory of permanent revo-
lution. Stalin and Bukharin (and their 
agent M.N. Roy) had ordered the Chinese 
Communist Party (CCP) to literally dis-
arm the proletariat, hold down the class 
struggle of workers and peasants against 
the “anti-imperialist” bourgeoisie and 
liquidate into the bourgeois-nationalist 
Guomindang of Chiang Kai-shek. The 
fruit of this strategy was the defeat of the 
revolution as the Guomindang drowned 
the Chinese working class in blood. It 
was the experience of this defeat that 
caused Trotsky to generalize his theory 
of permanent revolution to countries of 
belated capitalist development.

In the years that followed, the CCP, now 
under Mao Zedong’s leadership, retreated 
from the cities to the countryside. It was 
only under the highly exceptional cir-
cumstances of the immediate post-World 
War II period that Mao’s peasant-based 
People’s Liberation Army was able to 
take the cities and smash capitalist class 
rule in 1949, creating a bureaucratically 
deformed workers state modelled on the 
Stalinist-ruled USSR. The deeply cor-
rupt Guomindang regime had collapsed 
and the working class, atomized by the 
vicious repression of both the Guomin-
dang and Japanese occupation forces, 
was not a factor. A final crucial factor 
was the existence of the Soviet Union, a 
workers state that could provide military 
and economic support to the new People’s 
Republic of China.

The Chinese Revolution shook the 
world and was a beacon for millions of 
toilers in Asia. Despite the bureaucratic 
rule of Mao and his successors, Chi-
na’s collectivized economy has brought 
immense gains for workers, peasants and 
women, not least an end to centuries of 
chronic starvation in the countryside. This 
stands in stark contrast to developments in 
capitalist India. But the Chinese Stalin-
ists’ search for “peaceful coexistence” has 
meant conciliating imperialism, including 

under Mao himself, as seen in their crimi-
nal alliance with U.S. imperialism against 
the Soviet Union. In 1972, as bombs were 
raining down on Vietnam, Mao hosted 
U.S. president Nixon in Beijing. In 1979, 
four years after the heroic Vietnamese 
had defeated the U.S. and its Vietnam-
ese puppets, Chinese troops criminally 
invaded Vietnam, acting in concert with 
Washington’s interests.

Today, U.S. imperialism sees India as 
a strategic ally in its drive to overturn 
the gains of the Chinese Revolution. The 
International Communist League stands 
for the unconditional military defense of 
China against imperialism and counter-
revolution. At the same time, we call for 
a proletarian political revolution to oust 
the nationalist, Stalinist ruling caste in 
Beijing and create a regime based on 
workers democracy and revolutionary 
internationalism.

For a Workers India in a 
Socialist Federation of  
South Asia!

For the CPI(M), the workers are vot-
ing cattle, buttered up with promises and 
fake Marxist phrases while their struggles 

are contained and betrayed. To the CPI 
(Maoist), the workers are—at best—just 
another urban support group for their rural 
struggles. In practice, the Maoists end up 
supporting a section of the bourgeoisie, as 
with Trinamool in West  Bengal.

Yet it is the proletariat—in the car fac-
tories, mines, steel mills and railways—
whose labour produces the massive prof-
its that enrich the Indian ruling class. 
This vibrant working class holds the key 
to the future. The Indian capitalists and 
the imperialists to whom they answer 
are sharply aware of the potential power 
of this sleeping giant, and continually 
work to obstruct or prevent the growth 
of unions, especially in new enterprises. 
A new labour bill would exempt opera-
tions with fewer than 40 workers from 
almost all basic laws governing mini-
mum wages, payment of wages, working 
hours and contract work. This would give 
legal sanction to virtual slave conditions 
for millions of workers.

Indian workers have been on the defen-
sive in the face of unremitting capitalist 
attacks, and strike levels are at record 
lows. Nevertheless, labour battles in some 
vital and highly profitable industries have 
rattled the Indian bourgeoisie. In Gur gaon, 
a massive industrial area near Delhi, 
workers have repeatedly struck against the 
giant car producer Maruti Suzuki. Hun-
dreds of thousands of auto and other 
industrial workers in the area suffer brutal 
superexploitation, as their labour creates 
fabulous profits for Indian, Japanese, 
American and other capitalist magnates.

In some of the very areas where the 
Maoists are leading peasant insurgen-
cies, large numbers of workers in coal 
and other mines have been waging hard-
fought battles from protests to strikes and 
blockades. In October, a one-day general 
strike of some 300,000 workers against 
Kolkata-based Coal India Ltd. (CIL), the 
world’s largest coal producer, swept the 
country. With record commodity prices, 

mining conglomerates worldwide are 
raking in the profits, and workers from 
Chile to South Africa have struck for 
higher wages. Just how massive these 
profits are may be gauged by the fact that 
the one-day strike against CIL cost the 
company 1.2 billion rupees ($25 million).

A small spark could light this enormous 
social tinder, but a revolutionary Marx-
ist leadership that fights for proletarian 
unity and class independence is essen-
tial. The fighting power of the proletariat 
is greatly undercut by the fact that the 
unions are divided politically. Congress, 
the Hindu-communalist BJP and various 
of the Stalinist-derived parties, among 
others, each run their own unions and 
there are some 13 separate labour cen-
trals. A working class divided by caste, 
religion and ethnicity is further fractured 
by these competing party-linked unions. 
An authentic proletarian leadership would 
fight for industrial unions which include 
all workers in an industry as an elemen-
tary defense of the working class.

The reality behind the myth of “Shin-
ing India,” with its start-ups in Bangalore 
and its tiny layer of fabulously wealthy in 
cities like Delhi and Mumbai, is that the 
Indian masses are even poorer than they 
were 30 years ago. Industrial develop-
ment and the pillaging of India’s natural 
resources have destroyed the lives and 
livelihoods of millions of peasants, and 
it is this which fuels the almost continual 
cycle of peasant revolt and protest. The 
working class—which has grown rapidly 
in recent years—toils under terrible con-
ditions for miserable wages.

The situation cries out for the kind 
of perspective fought for by the Bolshe-
viks in the 1917 October Revolution: the 
workers seizing power at the head of 
the oppressed masses and smashing the 
bourgeois state, agrarian revolution to 
liberate the peasantry, the socialization 
and rational reorganization of the econ-
omy in the interests of human needs not 
profit, and the fight to extend socialist 
revolution internationally, especially to 
the imperialist heartlands.

Social liberation in South Asia will not 
come through bourgeois parliamentarism 
and political blocs with the parties of the 
capitalist exploiters. Nor will it come 
through isolated struggles in the forests 
and jungles. On the contrary, it requires 
the mobilization of the urban proletar-
iat  under revolutionary leadership—a 
Leninist-Trotskyist party. Such a party, a 
genuine tribune of the people, will oppose 
every kind of caste and communal oppres-
sion, fight for land for the peasants and be 
in the forefront of the struggle for wom-
en’s liberation. In the fight to forge such a 
leadership, crucial lessons can be drawn 
from the work of the revolutionaries of the 
Bolshevik-Leninist Party of India (BLPI), 
Indian section of the Trotskyist Fourth 
International during the years of World 
War II. The BLPI fought heroically for 
a  Marxist proletarian perspective and 
sought to chart a path to the Indian work-
ers revolution and a socialist federation of 
South Asia. Writing in 1942 on the revo-
lutionary tasks of the proletariat in India, 
these comrades stated:

“The realization of the combined char-
acter of the Indian revolution is essen-
tial for the planning of the revolutionary 
strategy of the working class. Should the 
working class fail in its historic task of 
seizing the power and establishing the 
dictatorship of the proletariat, the revo-
lution will inevitably recede, the bour-
geois tasks themselves remain unper-
formed, and the power swing back in the 
end to the imperialists without whom 
the Indian bourgeoisie cannot maintain 
itself against the hostile masses. A back-
ward country like India can accomplish 
its bourgeois-democratic revolution only 
through the establishment of the dicta-
torship of the proletariat.”

— “Draft Programme of the 
Bolshevik-Leninist Party  
of India” (1942)

Such is the perspective we in the Inter-
national Communist League (Fourth 
Internationalist) fight for today. Forward 
to the construction of Bolshevik parties 
in India, Pakistan, Bangladesh and Sri 
Lanka! Forward to the socialist federa-
tion of South Asia! n
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of the Ben Ali regime. It was argued that 
this was the way that democratic demands 
could be addressed. In fact, only  proletarian 
power can satisfy these demands. We 
insisted in our propaganda on the need 
for the working class to establish “factory 
committees, organs of dual power at the 
point of production, and from there setting 
up workers militias, drawing in the urban 
poor and unemployed, for self-defense 
against the state’s thugs” (supplement to 
Le Bolchévik, 4 February 2011 [see “Tuni-
sia: Dictator Flees, Protests Continue,” 
WV No. 973, 4 February 2011]). However, 
we also raised the call for a revolution-
ary constituent assembly in the immediate 
aftermath of Ben Ali’s removal, as well as 
in Egypt shortly thereafter. In examining 
this question more deeply, we in the Inter-
national Communist League have changed 
our position. While we have called for a 
constituent assembly numerous times in 
the past in other circumstances, as did 
our forebears in the Trotskyist movement 
(including Trotsky himself), we felt it 
necessary to question whether, in light of 
historical experience, this call is valid or 
principled from the standpoint of the pro-
letarian revolution. A resolution recently 
adopted by the International Executive 
Committee of the ICL pointed out:

“While the Constituent Assembly played 
a progressive role in the great French 
bourgeois revolution of 1789, historical 
experience since has demonstrated that 
this ceased to be the case thereafter. 
Beginning with the revolutions of 1848, 
in every situation where a constituent 
assembly or similar bourgeois legisla-
tive body was convened in the context 
of a proletarian insurgency its aim was 
to rally the forces of counterrevolution 

against the proletariat and to liquidate 
proletarian power. This was evident in 
the Paris Commune of 1871, the October 
Revolution of 1917 and the German Rev-
olution of 1918-19. Though never subse-
quently codified by the CI [Communist 
International] as a general statement of 
principle, the thrust of the Bolsheviks 
under Lenin and Trotsky’s leadership 
following the October Revolution was to 
treat the constituent assembly as a coun-
terrevolutionary agency.”

The ICL has thus rejected on prin-
ciple the call for a constituent assembly. 
We have insisted in our propaganda on 
Tunisia on the need to address the burn-
ing democratic demands of the masses 
after decades of dictatorial rule, as a 
lever to mobilize the working class and 
the oppressed behind it for socialist revo-

lution. Such demands include freedom of 
the press, freedom of assembly, a real sep-
aration of church and state, etc. However, 
the call for a constituent assembly is not 
a democratic demand but a call for a capi-
talist government. Our rejection of such a 
call reflects both the historical experience 
of the proletariat and the extension of the 
Marxist program over the years. (This is 
a different question than that of running 
candidates in such elections with the aim 
of using the electoral campaign, as well as 
parliamentary seats if elected, as a plat-
form to call on the workers to organize as 
a class for itself—that is, to struggle for 
their own class rule.) 

Marx drew on the experience of the 
revolutions of 1848, in which the Euro-
pean bourgeoisies made common cause 
with the forces of aristocratic reaction, to 
propound the “revolution in permanence.” 
Pointing to the treachery of the demo-
cratic petty bourgeoisie, Marx argued 
that the task was to “make the revolution 
permanent, until all more or less possess-
ing classes have been forced out of their 
position of dominance, the proletariat has 
conquered state power” and the revolu-
tion spread internationally (“Address of 
the Central Authority to the Communist 
League,” March 1850). Trotsky extended 
this understanding to tsarist Russia in his 
writings of 1904-06 and then, at the time 
of the Second Chinese Revolution, gener-
alized the program of permanent revolu-
tion to countries of combined and uneven 
development globally. Our understanding 
of the reactionary character of the bour-
geoisie, in the semicolonial countries as 
well as the advanced capitalist states, 
means that there can be no revolutionary 
bourgeois parliament. The call for a con-
stituent assembly consequently runs coun-
ter to the permanent revolution.

In the revolt in Tunisia, the anger of 
the masses, as well as their hopes for real 
change, were channeled into calls for elec-
tions that would simply change the names 
and faces of the capitalist oppressors. In 
fact, from its inception, the Tunisian bour-
geoisie has always wrapped its rule in the 
envelope of a (bourgeois) constitution. That 
has been the case from the demand for a 
constitution against the colonial-feudalist 
beylicat [Tunisian monarchy prior to inde-
pendence] to the constitution later crafted 
by Habib Bourguiba, the strongman of 
the early years of the Tunisian republic, 
and to the recent efforts to prevent a pro-
letarian upheaval. The historic party of 
the Tunisian bourgeoisie was long called 
Neo-Destour (“destour” means “constitu-
tion” in Arabic). The full name of the party 
was the “New Tunisian Constitutional Lib-
eral Party”; it was renamed the “Destour-
ian Socialist Party” in 1964. Years later, 
Ben Ali renamed it…the “Democratic- 
Constitutional Rally.” 

A workers revolution in Tunisia, tear-
ing state power from the capitalist class 
in an Arab country, would have tremen-
dous impact throughout the region. It 
would immediately reverberate in the 
imperialist countries, notably in France, 
where several million people of North 
African origin live, concentrated in the 
proletariat and the most oppressed layers 
of the population. They constitute a liv-
ing bridge for socialist revolution on both 
sides of the Mediterranean. To fight for 
the overthrow of the capitalist order, the 
working class needs a proletarian revo-
lutionary party, which can be built only 
in an intransigent struggle against all 
bourgeois forces. We fight to reforge the 
Fourth International founded by Trotsky 
on the basis of the legacy of the October 
Revolution. n

Tunisia...
(continued from page 5)

His black skin and meager means are the 
demographic of most of those selected 
for death row. At the same time, Mumia’s 
 radical political activism incensed the 
bourgeoisie. And with Faulkner’s shoot-
ing, the cops and prosecutors saw the 
opportunity to place Mumia in the com-
pany of executed labor militants and rad-
icals—from the Haymarket martyrs in 
1887 to Joe Hill and Sacco and Vanzetti 
early last century. 

As Marxists, we oppose the barbaric 
institution of capital punishment on 
principle—for the guilty as well as the 
innocent. The death penalty is the ulti-
mate sanction of a “justice” system that 
is not only stacked against workers and 
the poor but also, in a society founded on 
slavery and maintained on a bedrock of 
black oppression, racist to its core. The 
manifest unfairness of Mumia’s trial, 
the racist and political motivation for his 
conviction and sentence, the outrageously 
biased court proceedings—all provided a 
focus for death penalty abolitionists. Most 
compelling and magnetic, however, was 
the voice of the man known as the “voice 
of the voiceless.” Mumia’s incisive, com-
passionate and compelling commentaries 
from death row, which appeared in black 
press across the country, inspired thou-
sands upon thousands to demand that 
such a man not be executed. Mumia’s 
writings spoke as well to the humanity of 
those he encountered behind prison walls 
and on death row.

While placing no faith in the rigged 
“justice” of the capitalist courts, we have 
also advocated pursuing all possible legal 
proceedings on Mumia’s behalf. The legal 
issue that removed Mumia from death 
row was the unconstitutional jury instruc-
tions issued at his 1982 trial, which did 
not allow jurors to freely consider miti-
gating circumstances weighing against a 
death sentence. This issue was first raised 
in a 1990 legal memo by PDC attorney 
Jonathan Piper to Steven Hawkins of the 
NAACP Legal Defense and Educational 
Fund, then part of the legal team. This 
was the basis of a 2001 decision by Judge 
William Yohn, who overturned Mumia’s 

death sentence while upholding his frame-
up conviction. After the Supreme Court 
in October let stand Yohn’s ruling, which 
mandated a new sentencing hearing, the 
D.A.’s office called a halt to the execu-
tion drive.

It has been many years since thousands 
took to the streets for Mumia. Now, as the 
PDC declared in its December 10 state-
ment, “the state authorities hope with the 
latest decision that Mumia’s cause will be 
forgotten and that he will rot in prison hell 
until he dies. This must not be Mumia’s 
fate.” In 1927, James P. Cannon, the first 
national secretary of the International 
Labor Defense, warned of the lessons of 
the cases of Tom Mooney and Warren Bill-
ings, labor leaders falsely accused of mur-
der in 1916. In 1918, Mooney’s death sen-
tence was commuted to life in prison, the 
same sentence as Billings’. Cannon wrote:

“The workers who had rallied to Mooney 
and Billings were soothed by the sinister 
argument that imprisonment for life was, 
in any event, better than execution. They 
were told that we would have to be satis-
fied for the while with one victory, and 
that the final release of the two fighters 
would be won later. But after ten years 
there remain only a few who still keep 
alive the memory of these buried men 

and who are pledged to continue the 
work for their freedom.”

—Labor Defender, July 1927

The frame-up of Mumia Abu-Jamal was 
not some aberration in American “justice” 
but the workings of a legal system that 

defends the rule and profits of the capital-
ist class through repression of the working 
class and oppressed minorities. Following 
the Philly D.A.’s decision, the New York 
Times (12 December 2011) ran an edito-
rial demanding that the state of Pennsyl-
vania now move to abolish its death pen-
alty. The liberals at the Times have long 
opposed capital punishment while favoring 
life without parole as a “humane”—and 
more frugal—alternative. While the edi-
torial was titled “The Abu-Jamal Case,” it 
pointedly said nothing about Mumia’s case 
beyond the issue of improper jury instruc-
tions. The hard truth of Mumia’s case—
the frame-up of and death sentence for an 
innocent black man who stood out as an 
eloquent opponent of racist U.S. imperial-
ism—cuts too close to the bone of what the 
capitalist state is all about.

For the liberals, removing Mumia from 
the sanction of death vindicates their 
belief in the ideal of American justice. 
But in no way can this be seen as just. 
In continuing to publicize Mumia’s case 
and pursue the fight for his freedom, we 
seek to imbue the multiracial working 
class with the understanding that it must 
destroy the monstrous, racist machinery 
of capitalist repression root and branch 
and erect in its place a workers state, in 
which those who labor rule. n

Mumia...
(continued from page 12)
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Viktor Deni

1922 Soviet poster shows Russian 
counterrevolutionaries and imperial-
ists sailing under ragged banner of 
Constituent Assembly.

WV Photo

PDC-initiated united-front protest in New York City, August 1995. Worldwide 
protests joined by unions helped win stay of execution for Mumia.
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Obama in 2008, declaring it “a trium-
phant step forward” from the George W. 
Bush regime. But Obama’s interest in 
cleaning up after the Bush gang always 
was to wage a more effective “war on 
terror.” The rapturous reception attending 
his election gave Obama political capital 
to implement repressive measures that go 
well beyond what Bush accomplished. 
And today there is barely a squeak of 
protest from the liberals and reformist 
left over his trampling on basic rights. 
So-called socialists who seek to pres-
sure the Democratic Party to “do right” 
are an obstacle to mobilizing the work-
ing class and the oppressed in defense 
of their rights, against the class enemy. 
The capitalist-imperialist system has 
been and will continue to be enforced by 
repression and war until it is swept away 
through proletarian revolution. 

“War on Terror” Means War on 
Working People

For the capitalist class, “democracy” 
has always served as the velvet glove hid-
ing the iron fist of its class dictatorship 
over the working class, minorities and 
the  poor. The yawning abyss between 
the  tiny class of capitalists—the own-
ers  of industry and the banks—and the 
working people they exploit for profit has 
been made even wider by three years of 
global economic crisis. Well aware that 
galloping inequality is increasing social 
tensions that sow the seeds of class strug-
gle, the rulers are eager to use the panoply 
of “anti-terror” measures and laws to 

strengthen the repressive apparatus of the 
capitalist state against the working class 
and oppressed. Ultimately, the only rights 
the capitalists are committed to maintain-
ing are their rights to hold property and 
exploit labor. 

Following the September 11 terrorist 
attacks, we warned: “The rapidity with 
which the government rammed through 

the new laws and executive orders was 
made possible by the illusion that they 
were intended for a specific small and 
vulnerable sector of the population—
immigrants from Muslim countries. In 
the government’s gun sights, however, is 
just about everyone perceived as an oppo-
nent by the capitalist rulers” (WV No. 770, 
7 December 2001). At the same time, we 
stressed that what the government ulti-
mately gets away with will be determined 
by class and social struggle. 

We also warned that black people and 
the labor movement would be particular 
targets of “anti-terror” repression. There 
is a history to the capitalists going after 
unions and the left by broadening the 
scope of laws adopted ostensibly to go 
after much different forces. For exam-
ple, the RICO “anti-racketeering” law, 
enacted in 1970 on the pretext of battling 
gangland crime, was the main lever by 
which the government assumed sweep-
ing control over the Teamsters and other 
unions in the 1980s and ’90s. RICO also 
has been repeatedly invoked in lawsuits 
against striking unions for confronting 
scabs and defending picket lines. 

Among the first “anti-terror” measures 
enacted by Bush were the USA Patriot Act 
and the Maritime Transportation Security 
Act, a direct threat to port and transporta-
tion workers. In response, the Bay Area 
Labor Black League for Social Defense, 
which is fraternally allied with the Spar-
tacist League, and the PDC issued a call 
for a labor-centered, united-front protest. 
At the core of the 300-strong demonstra-
tion in Oakland on 9 February 2002 were 
black longshoremen who were members of 
International Longshore and Warehouse 
Union (ILWU) Local 10, which endorsed 
the protest. The protest call, reprinted in 
WV No. 773 (25 January 2002), urged 
“the powerful multiracial unions in the 
Bay Area to mobilize against the govern-
ment’s war on America’s integrated work-
ing class, on black people and on immi-
grants. Every bombing raid and missile 
attack on Afghanistan came together with 
new deadly assaults on the democratic 
rights of all of us.” 

The West Coast ILWU was an early 
target of the government’s campaign 

for “national unity” against “terrorism.” 
During contentious contract negotiations 
in 2002, the Homeland Security chief 
phoned the ILWU International president 
to warn that a strike would “threaten 
national security.” The White House set 
up a special task force to manage its inter-
vention into the contract battle, with Bush 
explicitly threatening to bring in federal 
troops in the event of a strike. 

Nationwide, port authorities have spent 
at least $2.6 billion ramping up security 

over the last decade to meet federal guide-
lines. In 2008, the Transportation Work-
ers Identification Credential (TWIC) pro-
gram was first rolled out, vastly increasing 
the government’s ability to police port 
workers. Longshoremen, port truckers 
and others were forced to submit to exten-
sive criminal background and immigra-
tion status checks. Tens of thousands were 
officially turned down. Many port truck-
ers, a mostly immigrant workforce, opted 
not to apply out of fear of deportation or 
worse. Among the offenses that would 
permanently bar workers from the water-
front is involvement in a “transportation 
security incident.” This category includes 
“transportation system disruption or eco-
nomic disruption in a specific area,” i.e., 
strikes and other labor actions. 

The union-busting threat of these “port 
security” measures can be seen at the Port 
of Longview, Washington. The ILWU has 
been locked in a battle with the giant EGT 
grain consortium, which is out to break 
the union’s decades-long control of all 
loading and unloading of grain in the 
Pacific Northwest. Behind EGT stands 
the capitalist state. In response to militant 
labor actions by the ILWU and its allies 
that had stopped grain shipments into the 
EGT terminal, ILWU members and their 
supporters have been brutally assaulted 
by riot cops, subjected to over 200 arrests 
and more than $300,000 in fines lev-
ied against the union by the courts (see 
“ILWU Fights Deadly Threat,” WV No. 
986, 16 September 2011, and “Defend 
Longview ILWU Against Bosses’ Cops 
and Courts!” WV No. 987, 30 Septem-
ber 2011). Right-wing pundits joined the 

chorus condemning longshoremen in this 
small port town as “terrorists.” 

Now the grain in the EGT terminal, 
which has been worked by scabs from the 
International Union of Operating Engi-
neers Local 701, is due to be shipped out. 
Over the past few months, Coast Guard 
officials have shown up at the Longview 
ILWU Local 21 hall threatening to revoke 
union members’ TWIC cards if there are 
any union protests that interfere with 
the loading of the first outbound ship. 
According to reports, the whole opera-
tion is to be overseen by the Department 
of Homeland Security. Here is the union-
busting domestic face of the government’s 
“war on terror.”

It is in the direct interest of the working 
class to fight against the wars, occupations 
and domestic repressive measures carried 
out in the name of combating “terror-
ism.” But this runs straight up against the 
class collaborationism of the trade-union 
bureaucracy, which openly embraces the 
“national security” interests of the capi-
talist exploiters as its own and chains 
workers to the Democratic Party. If the 
unions are to be revived and transformed 
into bastions of the class struggle that is 
so desperately needed, they must act in 
defense not only of themselves but also 
immigrants, black people and all those 
in the crosshairs of the capitalist state. 
Advancing the class consciousness and 
solidarity of the proletariat begins with 
fighting for its independence from the 
Democratic Party of U.S. imperialism. A 

new labor leadership must be forged as 
part of the struggle for a workers party 
that fights for a workers government. 

Fight Criminalization of  
Political Dissent!

The NDAA signed by Obama opens 
the door to the military detention of those 
who provide legal or medical services or 
donate money to—or even interview—
someone the government has branded 
a “terrorist.” This is no abstract matter. 
Obama’s Justice Department has sought to 
pin charges of “material support to terror-
ism” on leftist supporters of Latin Ameri-
can guerrillas and oppressed Palestinians, 
following FBI raids on the homes of Mid-
west activists in September 2010. Earlier 
that year, leftist attorney Lynne Stewart 
was hauled off to prison and resentenced 
to a much longer term of ten years for her 
vigorous defense of her client, an Islamic 

War on Terror...
(continued from page 1)
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U.S. citizen Anwar al-Awlaki, assas-
sinated in Yemen in September on 
orders from White House.
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fundamentalist cleric. This is effectively a 
death sentence for the 72-year-old Stew-
art, who suffers from cancer.

Last month, in the pretrial hearing 
for the court-martial of Army Private 
Bradley Manning, the military prosecu-
tors tried to make an amalgam between 
Manning, Julian Assange of WikiLeaks 
and Al Qaeda. Manning faces 22 charges, 
including “aiding the enemy”—an offense 
punishable by death—for allegedly leak-
ing hundreds of thousands of government 
and military documents, which Wiki-
Leaks began disseminating in early 2010. 
The material cast a modest but welcome 
light on the machinations of the U.S. 
imperialists and other capitalist govern-
ments. Locked up for over a year and a 
half by the military after video of a U.S. 
war crime in Baghdad was posted online, 
Manning has endured solitary confine-
ment, forced nakedness, sleep deprivation 
and other torturous conditions. 

In a taste of what Manning faces if 
the court-martial proceeds, the presid-
ing officer at the hearing refused to hear 
46 of the 48 witnesses for the defense 
while granting the prosecution all its 
witnesses. The officer repeatedly denied 
defense requests, including one that he 
recuse himself on the grounds that he 
also works for the Department of Justice, 
which has convened a grand jury to inves-
tigate WikiLeaks. Presenting no evidence 
of actual “aid” provided by Manning, the 
lead prosecutor pressed the case by claim-
ing that Manning “had actual knowledge” 
that “foreign adversaries like Al Qaeda 
and Al Qaeda in the Arabian Peninsula 
would use WikiLeaks to their advantage.”

As Marjorie Cohn observed in Coun-
terPunch (26 December 2011): “If Man-
ning had committed war crimes instead 
of exposing them, he would be a free 
man today. If he had murdered civilians 
and skinned them alive, he would not be 
facing the death penalty.” The Obama 
administration also has its sights set on 
Assange, who currently is fighting extra-
dition to Sweden on trumped-up sex 
charges. If he loses his appeal, he could 
face extradition to the U.S. In trying to 
take down Manning and WikiLeaks, the 
military and the White House are send-
ing the message that any exposure or 
even reporting of the imperialists’ many 
and varied crimes could bring the harsh-
est punishment. Free Bradley Manning! 

Hands off Julian Assange!

What the capitalist government deems 
“material support to terrorism” and even 
the “terrorist” designation itself are de -
termined by its own military/political 
purposes. In the 1980s, when Islamic 
reactionaries of the Al Qaeda and Tal-
iban ilk were throwing acid in the faces 
of unveiled women in Afghanistan, they 
were hailed by Washington as “freedom 
fighters” against the Soviet Union and 
showered with billions in aid to kill Red 
Army soldiers. At the same time, the 
African National Congress, then fight-
ing apartheid rule in South Africa, was 

officially classified as a terrorist group. 
Today in Libya, former Al Qaeda associ-
ates are embraced as part of the opposi-
tion that served as the ground troops for 
NATO in overthrowing the regime of 
Colonel Muammar el-Qaddafi.

The Spartacist League has strenu-
ously fought attempts by the government 
to criminalize political dissent, not least 
the branding of Marxists as “terrorists.” 
In 1981, we discovered that the office 
of California attorney general George 
Deuk mejian had listed us as “left-wing 
terrorists” in a “Report on Organized 
Crime.” Lumping the Spartacist League 
together with the Manson family, the 
Hell’s Angels and prison gangs, the 
report portrayed us as some sort of out-
laws, to be blown away in the dead of 
night. We noted at the time that if the 
report had been issued ten years earlier, 
it would have included the Black Pan-
ther Party, which saw 38 of its members 
assassinated and hundreds more locked 
away in America’s dungeons in the Feds’ 
infamous COINTELPRO operation. 

We waged a legal battle that forced 
California authorities to retract the terror-
ist smear and distribute a statement to that 
effect to police and FBI offices nation-
wide. At a protest outside Deukmejian’s 
San Francisco offices, an SL spokesman 
remarked: “The efforts of the Spartacist 
League in California and elsewhere are 
to organize a workers party to struggle 
for the immediate and ultimate interests 
of the working class. The working class 

and its party have the right to organize” 
(WV No. 286, 31 July 1981). Subsequently, 
we filed a lawsuit against the FBI’s 1983 
Domestic Security/Terrorism guidelines 
equating left-wing political activity with 
terrorism and organized crime. As a result 
of our challenge, the government con-
ceded on this issue and changed its defi-
nition of the SL to what we are: a Marxist 
political organization. 

Terror by Drone 

A distinguishing feature of the Obama 
administration’s “war on terror” is its 
re liance on targeted assassinations, as 

detailed in a Washington Post (27 Decem-
ber 2011) article headlined “Under 
Obama, an Emerging Global Apparatus 
for Drone Killing.” This apparatus con-
sists of “dozens of secret facilities, includ-
ing two operational hubs on the East 
Coast, virtual Air Force cockpits in the 
Southwest and clandestine bases in at 
least six countries on two continents.” Not 
including its RQ-170 stealth drones, one 
of which recently crashed while spying in 
Iran, the U.S. fleet counts at least 775 
Predators, Reapers and other models. 
Under Obama, the number of drone 
strikes in Pakistan alone has soared to 
240, with at least 1,600 dead, among them 
innumerable “unintended” victims. Two 
weeks after four drones were deployed in 
the mission to assassinate al-Awlaki, the 
imperialist butchers killed his son in 
Yemen in a separate drone strike.

With the explosive growth in drone 
technology and the erosion of Fourth 
Amendment safeguards against warrant-
less searches, all the elements are align-
ing for the introduction of routine aerial 
surveillance of the American population. 
Already the U.S. Border Patrol oper-
ates Predator B drones along the border 
with Mexico. The Los Angeles Times 
(10 December 2011) reported that local 
police departments have secretly made 
use of these drones for law enforcement 
operations. Meanwhile, the Miami police 
department and others have received per-
mission from the federal government to 
test aerial drones. Some of these vehicles, 
such as an unmanned helicopter acquired 
in October by a sheriff’s department out-
side Houston, are designed to carry weap-
ons like tasers and beanbag guns. Even 
without drones, police already have 
access to powerful tools of spycraft, from 
ubiquitous video cameras to GPS tracking 
devices and satellite images.

In this way, too, measures first used 
against “terrorists” redound against the 
working people at home, even as the pres-
ident declares that Al Qaeda is “on the 
path to defeat.” Continuing to build up the 
forces of domestic repression is an essen-
tial task for the bourgeoisie as it takes the 
ax to jobs, wages and social services in 
an attempt to restore its profits. These are 
hallmarks of the capitalist system in its 
epoch of decay. 

As V.I. Lenin observed in his seminal 
pamphlet Imperialism: The Highest Stage 
of Capitalism (1916): “Imperialism is the 
epoch of finance capital and of monopo-
lies, which introduce everywhere the 
striving for domination, not for freedom. 
Whatever the political system the result 
of these tendencies is everywhere reac-
tion.” Lenin’s Bolshevik Party showed 
how to defeat this reaction, leading the 
working class of Russia to power in the 
October Revolution of 1917. Only the vic-
tory of proletarian revolutions in the U.S. 
and around the world can end  the wars 
and occupations, the exploitation and rac-
ist oppression of capitalist class rule and 
its barbaric state repression. n

roadblock to building a healthy workers 
state.

We need a new ruling class—the work-
ing class! Karl Marx was right! Marx and 
Engels explained that the only way to end 
the boom-bust cycles inherent to capital-
ism is for the working class to take control 
of the means of production through social-
ist revolution and institute a planned, col-
lectivized economy. It was true over 160 
years ago and it remains true today.

So to wrap it up: Galileo, another far-
sighted yet persecuted genius, once said, 
“All truths are easy to understand once 
they are discovered; the point is to dis-
cover them.” Marxism is one of those 
truths. The truth is that the interests of 
the bourgeoisie and the working class 
are irreconcilable. No one argues that the 
interests of the slave and slaveholder can 
be united yet we are supposed to believe 
that the working class, i.e., the wage 

slaves, have a common interest with the 
bosses, i.e., the capitalists. The truth is 
that what is necessary is a political strug-
gle to break the multiracial proletariat 
from the class enemy and unleash work-
ers’ massive social power. We must mobi-
lize the proletariat with its own party, for 
its own interests and for the interests of 
all the oppressed—fighting against racist 
oppression, for women’s rights, in defense 
of gays, for full citizenship rights for 
immigrants—a “tribune of the people,” if 
you will, independent of and in opposition 
to the bourgeoisie and all of its parties. 

Though I like Galileo’s remarks, I like 
these from Karl Marx even better. He 
said, “Philosophers have hitherto only 
interpreted the world in various ways; 
the point is to change it.” That’s what we 
aim to do. Join us in that fight to change 
the world and open up the possibility 
of a socialist future and a world where 
the terms property, economic crisis and 
exploitation would drop out of use and 
mankind can at last cross the threshold 
into true humanity. n
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After 29 years and 363 days, Mumia 
Abu-Jamal no longer lives under the exe-
cutioner’s shadow. On December 7, Phil-
adelphia district attorney Seth Williams 
announced that his office was dropping 
efforts to execute America’s foremost class-
war prisoner. While this brings to an end a 
legal lynching campaign that began with 
Mumia’s arrest and false conviction for 
the 1981 killing of Philadelphia police 
officer Daniel Faulkner, Mumia remains 
condemned to spend the rest of his life in 
prison with no chance of parole, despite 
overwhelming evidence of his innocence.

In a recent letter to the Partisan De  fense 
Committee, Mumia aptly characterized his 
new home at the Mahanoy Correctional 
Institution in Frackville, PA, as “‘slow’ 
Death Row.” A Black Panther Party leader 
in his youth and later an award-winning 
journalist, Mumia has spent over 40 years 
fighting for the oppressed. He must not 
be forgotten and left to rot in prison hell! 
Trade unionists, radical youth and fight-
ers for black rights must demand: Freedom 
now for Mumia Abu-Jamal!

The state forces that have tried for 
decades to silence this powerful voice 
for the oppressed are certainly not going 
to forget him. Appearing with Williams 
when he made his announcement were 
prosecutors who helped railroad Mumia 
to death row, officials of the Fraternal 
Order of Police (F.O.P.), long the spear-
head of the drive to execute him, and 
F.O.P. mouthpiece Maureen Faulkner, the 
slain policeman’s widow. Spewing the 
venomous racism that has motivated the 
persecution of Mumia, Faulkner described 
him as a “seething animal” and ranted, “I 

am heartened by the thought that he will 
finally be taken from the protected clois-
ter he has been living in all these years 
and begin living among his own kind; the 
thugs and common criminals that infest 
our prisons.” This is the voice of the cops 
who stop and throw black youth against 
the wall for “walking while black,” who 
have consigned generations of young blacks 
and Latinos to prison hell in the “war on 
drugs,” who carry out street executions 
with impunity. 

For Mumia, being “cloistered” on death 
row the past 30 years has meant con-
finement almost 24 hours a day in an 
eight-by-twelve-foot cell, severe limits 
on phone calls, separation from visitors 
by thick Plexiglas and, until recently, 
being manacled during visits. Mumia has 
been unable to embrace his wife Wadiya 
or bounce grandchildren on his knee. In 
1985, Mumia learned that the Philly cops 

and the Feds, on orders from black Demo-
cratic mayor Wilson Goode, firebombed 
the Osage Avenue home of his comrades 
in the predominantly black MOVE back-
to-nature commune, killing eleven peo-
ple, including five children. A little over 
a decade later, Mumia saw his son Jamal 
Hart railroaded to prison for 15 years by 
the Clinton administration on bogus gun-
possession charges—retaliation for Hart’s 
prominent activism on his father’s behalf. 
Until Jamal Hart’s release last year, prison 

regs even prohibited Mumia and his son 
from corresponding with one another.

As described in the Partisan Defense 
Committee statement printed below, 
Mumia is an innocent man who was sub-
jected to a racist and political frame-up. 
For three decades, police, prosecutors and 
government officials of both the Demo-
cratic and Republican parties have been 
screaming for Mumia’s head. From the 

right-wing tabloids to the Philadelphia 
Inquirer and New York Times, newsrooms 
across the country have treated the pros-
ecution’s lying account of Faulkner’s kill-
ing as gospel.

Court after court has refused to even 
consider the massive amount of evidence 
prov  ing Mumia’s innocence. In 2001, 
Mumia’s attorneys presented in state and 
federal courts the sworn confession of 
Arnold Beverly that “I was hired, along 
with another guy, and paid to shoot and 
kill Faulkner. I had heard that Faulkner 
was a problem for the mob and corrupt 
policemen because he interfered with the 
graft and payoffs made to allow illegal 
activity including prostitution, gambling, 
drugs without prosecution in the center 
city area.” At the time of Faulkner’s kill-
ing, the Philadelphia police were under 
three corruption investigations by the 
Feds, encompassing virtually the entire 
chain of command that oversaw the 
“investigation” of Faulkner’s death.

First taking up Mumia’s defense in 1987, 
the PDC and the Spartacist League made 
his case known to a wide range of death 
penalty abolitionists, student groups, black 
activists and the labor movement through 
publicity and protest. From the beginning, 
we have fought for the understanding that 
the power of labor must be brought to 
bear to win Mumia’s freedom. Indeed, it 
was an outpouring of protest internation-
ally including trade unionists that helped 
win a stay of execution for Mumia in 
August 1995.

Mumia had become a central focus of 
the fight to abolish the racist death  penalty. 

Mumia Abu-Jamal Is Innocent—Free Him Now!

Drive to Execute 
Mumia Halted

The following statement was issued by the Partisan 
Defense Committee on December 10. The PDC is a 
class-struggle, non-sectarian legal and social defense 
organization which champions cases and causes in the 
interest of the whole of the working people. This pur-
pose is in accordance with the political views of the 
Spartacist League.

On December 7, the Philadelphia District Attorney 
announced that he will not seek another death sentence 
for Mumia Abu-Jamal, America’s foremost class-war pris-
oner. The announcement by D.A. Seth Williams comes in 
the wake of the October 11 U.S. Supreme Court decision 
rejecting the D.A.’s petition to reinstate the death sen-
tence that was overturned in 2001. This means Mumia, 
framed up for the killing of Philadelphia police officer 
Daniel Faulkner in 1981, will be sentenced to life in 
prison without possibility of parole. While it is welcome 
that Mumia will no longer be under the threat of state 
execution, it is an abomination that this innocent man, 
who has already spent 30 years entombed, is condemned 
to a living death in prison!

The government’s drive to execute Mumia has run 
aground, but the vendetta of the prosecution, cops and 
capitalist politicians, both Democratic and Republican, 
against Mumia continues. There is a mountain of evi-
dence, including Arnold Beverly’s confession that he 
shot and killed Faulkner, that demonstrates Mumia is an 

innocent man who should never have spent one day in 
prison. The courts have refused to consider this evidence 
because it exposes Mumia’s frame-up as not just some 
aberration of a rogue cop or a bad judge, but the result 
of the workings of a whole “justice” system whose real 
purpose is the repression of workers, minorities and the 
poor on behalf of the capitalist rulers (see the July 2006 
Partisan Defense Committee pamphlet, The Fight to Free 
Mumia Abu-Jamal—Mumia Is Innocent!).

Beginning in the late 1960s, Mumia was targeted by 
the police and FBI as a Black Panther leader and later 
as a MOVE supporter and journalist renowned for his 
searing exposés of cop brutality and racist oppression. 
The prosecution railroaded Mumia to death row in 1982, 
building its case on the basis of phony ballistics and other 
manufactured “evidence,” a “confession” concocted by 
cops and prosecutors, massive police intimidation of wit-
nesses and racist jury rigging. His trial was overseen by 
“hanging judge” Albert Sabo, who was overheard saying 
he would help the prosecution “fry the n----r.” To secure 
the death sentence, prosecutors pointed to political state-
ments made by Mumia as a 16-year-old Panther. 

In December 2001, federal judge William Yohn over-
turned Mumia’s death sentence as unconstitutional based 

on improper jury instructions while simultaneously up -
holding every aspect of the 1982 frame-up conviction. As 
for the Supreme Court, its 2009 denial of Mumia’s peti-
tion essentially put an end to his legal efforts to overturn 
his conviction on constitutional grounds.

During the decades of his unjust imprisonment, Mumia 
has remained unbowed, speaking out for the oppressed 
and the impoverished through his death row commentar-
ies. Mumia’s cause has been an international focal point 
of the fight for abolition of the death penalty, which in the 
U.S. is the legacy of black chattel slavery and represents 
the pinnacle of state terror. When Mumia faced a death 
warrant in the summer of 1995, massive publicity about 
his case and worldwide protests that were endorsed by 
trade unions representing hundreds of thousands of work-
ers played a crucial role in staying the executioner’s hand.

Now the state authorities hope with the latest decision 
that Mumia’s cause will be forgotten and that he will rot 
in prison hell until he dies. This must not be Mumia’s 
fate. As the Spartacist League and Partisan Defense 
Committee have always insisted, fighters for Mumia’s 
freedom must look to link his cause to the class strug-
gles of the multiracial proletariat. Trade unionists, oppo-
nents of the racist death penalty and fighters for black 
rights must continue the fight to free Mumia from the 
racist dungeons of Pennsylvania and to abolish the racist 
death penalty. n

PDC Statement

continued on page 9

Lisa Terry

December 7:  
Philadelphia D.A. 
Seth Williams 
announces  
dropping pursuit 
of death sentence 
for Mumia. 
Joseph McGill 
(shown at left) 
was prosecutor 
who helped  
railroad Mumia  
to death row.
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