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News coverage of the botched rollout
of President Obama’s Affordable Care
Act (ACA) initially focused on the gov-
ernment’s virtually unusable Web site.
But the headlines soon shifted to a big-
ger story: insurance companies canceling
millions of families’ policies. So far, some
4.8 million people who do not get cover-
age through their employers have received
cancellation notices because their plans do
not conform to the ACA. Many are being
forced to accept policies that impose much
higher premiums and out-of-pocket medi-
cal costs for inferior coverage.

Obama repeatedly promised: “If you
like your health plan, you will be able
to keep your health plan.” In fact, the
administration knew from the start that
this was false. Though it was practically
unreported in the press, the administra-
tion estimated as far back as June 2010
that up to two-thirds of privately pur-
chased insurance policies would get can-
celed when the ACA was introduced. On
November 7, Obama apologized to those
losing their coverage despite “assurances
they got from me.” He insisted that the
problem would impact only “about 5 per-
cent of the population who are in what’s
called the individual market.”

That new promise by the president
is just as false as the previous one. A
major component of Obamacare is the
drive to scale back employer-paid health
plans, which provide health insurance for
156 million people—more than half of
the population. By the administration’s
own estimate, as many as 80 percent of
small-employer plans and 64 percent of
large-employer plans could be canceled
as a result of the Affordable Care Act
(Federal Register, 17 June 2010).

When working people got a measure of

atterson/NY Times
Left: Family members in Mississippi numbering among the millions of uninsured not poor enough for Medicaid, but too poor for Obamacare
subsidies. Right: Administration officials and insurance company executives with Obama at White House, November 15.

decent health coverage through employer-
paid plans, it was the fruit of hard class
struggle by this country’s industrial
unions. The years-long attack on those
plans is reflected in the increasing med-
ical costs that workers are obliged to
pay. Since the financial crisis began six
years ago, average family premiums have
grown by over 25 percent. The efforts
to water down employer-funded health
plans are of a piece with the drive initi-
ated under the Ronald Reagan presidency
to replace defined-benefit pension plans
with 401(k) accounts, to which the bosses
make only minimal contributions.

In our previous article on Obamacare
(“U.S. Rulers Intensify War on Work-
ers, Poor,” WV No. 1031, 4 October), we
laid out several ways that the ACA fur-
ther undermines company health plans.
One key provision is the tax on so-called
“Cadillac” plans, which actually comprise
up to three-quarters of all employer-paid
plans. An economist who helped draft the
ACA called the tax “one of the most sig-
nificant provisions” of the law (New York
Times, 27 May). Companies—as well as
local and state government agencies—
are putting unions under intense pressure
to accept whittled-down health benefits
before the tax goes into effect in 2018.

The Obama administration has trum-
peted the fact that, with the expansion of
Medicaid, millions of currently uninsured
poor people will have access to health
insurance under the ACA. As is tradi-
tional in racist capitalist America, even
that improvement is being denied to many
black people and others on the bottom.
Since the Supreme Court gave the green
light, a total of 26 states—including every
state of the former Confederacy except
Arkansas—have rejected the expansion

of Medicaid, which was supposed to help
finance the extension of coverage to the
poorest layers of society. Those states are
home to more than two-thirds of the poor
blacks and single mothers nationwide
who lack insurance. A Mississippi doc-
tor pointed to the legacy of segregation:
“If you look at the history of Mississippi,
politicians have used race to oppose min-
imum wage, Head Start, all these social
programs. It’s a tactic that appeals to peo-
ple who would rather suffer themselves
than see a black person benefit” (New
York Times, 2 October).

The low-cost insurance plans obtain-
able under the ACA require such high
out-of-pocket payments in the form of
copayments and deductibles that many
of those covered will still not be able to
afford doctor’s examinations or medical
tests. In reality, these so-called “bronze”
plans offer little more than catastrophic
care insurance: If you run up major hos-
pital bills, you will be much less likely to
lose everything in bankruptcy than is now
the case. In opposing the ACA from the
outset, we noted that “Obama invokes the
plight of the uninsured, with promises of
a level of care not much above a pledge to
pick up the dead bodies” (“For Socialized
Medicine!” WV No. 943, 25 September
2009). With the population mandated to
purchase coverage, the insurance compa-
nies expect to collect an additional annual
bonanza of $60 billion.

Access to health care should be an ele-
mentary right for everyone, not just those
who can pay for the highly advanced care
that can be found in the U.S. The alloca-
tion of skilled personnel, medical facil-
ities, equipment and medicines entails a
cost to society. That cost should be borne
not by individuals out of pocket but by
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For Socialized Medicine—
Quality Health Gare for All!

the government. At the point of delivery
of health care, the service should be free
of charge. The U.S. government throws
plenty of money—collected through
taxes—at its police, prisons, army and
other repressive state institutions to protect
capitalist profits and rule. But it will take
fierce class struggle for workers to win
even a modicum of the quality health care
everyone needs. This requires fighting the
class-collaborationist outlook of the trade-
union bureaucrats, who have acceded to
countless givebacks in the service of cap-
italist profitability. The labor traitors went
all out to help ensure passage of the ACA,
whatever their current misgivings about
the “reform.”

Under the capitalist system, fully sat-
isfying basic human necessities—includ-
ing good education, decent housing and
stable, well-paid jobs—inevitably runs up
against the drive by corporations to gen-
erate profits. For the capitalist bosses of
the U.S. insurance giants and pharmaceu-
tical companies, health care is essentially
a commodity trade in human lives. These
parasites should be expropriated, a task
that points straight to the need to overturn
the capitalist order through socialist revo-
lution. To achieve this goal requires forg-
ing a workers party that champions the
cause of all the exploited and oppressed.

Socialism and Health Care

That the U.S. is the only major indus-
trialized country in the world without a
national health care program is, in large
part, testimony to how successfully Amer-
ica’s rulers have wielded anti-black racism
and anti-immigrant nativism to divide
and weaken the working class and its
struggles. Those divisions have been a

continued on page 7
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The Spartacist League and Spartacus
Youth Clubs concluded our annual sub-
scription drive on October 9. This year’s
campaign was modestly successful, ex-
ceeding our quota with 2,325.5 points.
The total represented 1,035 subscriptions
to Workers Vanguard, 81 to Espartaco
(newspaper of the International Commu-
nist League’s Mexican section) and 95 to
the press of ICL sections in other coun-
tries. Unlike past years, the quota did not
include an “at large” category, which had
mainly consisted of WV subs sold by our
comrades in Canada during their sub drive.
Comrades reported that widening social
inequality, the NSA spying revelations and
recent racist atrocities were prominent fac-
tors in motivating new subscribers to our
revolutionary Marxist press.

Workers Vanguard Subscription Drive |

New Readers for

Comrades from the four SL/U.S.
locals visited campuses and worksites far
beyond their home turf, with some work-
ing alongside the Trotskyist League of
Canada in Montreal. Helping kick off the
sub drive, a sizable team of comrades trav-
eled to Washington, D.C., for the August
rally marking the 50th anniversary of
the “March on Washington.” Anger over
George Zimmerman’s acquittal for the
racist killing of Trayvon Martin was still
running hot, swelling the attendance.
But the rally was expressly designed by
Al Sharpton and other Democratic Party
liberals to appeal to the Obama admin-
istration and its top cop Eric Holder for
redress. Our banner calling, “Break with
the Democrats! For a Workers Party!” had
a polarizing effect, outraging some but

TROTSKY

Medicine in
U.S. Capitalist Society

Writing in the mid 20th century, James
P. Cannon, founder of American Trotsky-
ism, pointed to the contradiction besetting
doctors in the capitalist U.S. between the
delivery of medicine as a social service and
its rendering into a commodity for profit. As
he observed elsewhere in the same article:
“Socialism will be good medicine for the
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doctors who just want to be doctors.”

Medicine as a science is progressive and revolutionary, constantly sharpening its
theoretical tools, bold and thoroughgoing in its increasingly successful search for new
techniques. Medical science is benign, by its very nature social-minded, humane and
out-giving, committed to the most ennobling ideal—the service of others. Who can be
more deserving of the grateful acclaim of the people than those who heal the sick and
make human life more livable? The doctors—as doctors—belong to the Order of the
Friends of Man.

But the way things are, the doctor, who shouldn’t have to bother with anything but his
profession, must also be a businessman who has to make a living, charge all the traffic
will bear and try to get rich in competition with others. This side of the picture is not
so attractive. Medicine as a business, self-centeredly working for its own pocket, is no
better than any other business. In some respects it is even worse, for the unnatural mix-
ing up of a profession designed for service with the business of making money entails
a special corruption of its own, which merits nobody’s veneration.

Commercialized medicine leads to discrimination against those who need medical
service most in favor of those who can pay best....

The Oath of Hippocrates obligates the doctor to visit the sick wherever they may be
and to serve anyone whatever, on the sole condition that he needs medical care.

That ideal of the legendary founder of the medical profession must govern its future
too. But that can be fully realized only when the practice of medicine as a social serv-
ice—its justification and its glory—is completely separated from sordid business con-
siderations and shabby politics—its degradation and disgrace.

That will require a change and reorganization of our social system, as revolutionary
as any changes that have been made in the practice of medicine.

—James P. Cannon, “The Doctor’s Dilemma,” Militant, June 1952,
reprinted in Notebook of an Agitator (1958)
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attracting others to our literature offering
a program for black liberation through
socialist revolution.

As we have done for many years, we
visited Mid-Atlantic, Southern, Gulf and
West Coast ports, where the ILA and
ILWU longshore unions are increasingly
under siege from the shipping companies
and terminal operators. Our Chicago local
was encouraged by its results in Michi-
gan. In addition to sales at the large state
universities in Lansing and Ann Arbor,
comrades did well in Detroit, a city that
the auto barons and bankers have turned
into a monument to capitalist decay. At
Ford’s River Rouge plant in Dearborn,
where pensions, union protections and
wages have all been on the chopping
block, one worker held up our newspaper
and announced: “I'm not a communist,
but there’s a lot of truth in this! Commu-
nists are pro-union all the way, and that’s
good enough for me!”

Locals reported that the SYC’s “Meet
the Marxists” presentations, a regular fea-
ture of our sub drives, sparked lively debate
on everything from the shell game of cap-
italist electoral politics to petty-bourgeois
environmentalism. Many student subscrib-
ers, overburdened with debt and facing
scarce job prospects, said that socialism
was attractive because to them it meant
affordable education and health care.

In New York City, the SYC joined
protests against the return of the U.S.
military’s ROTC program to City Col-
lege after 40 years, as well as against
the City University’s appointment of war
criminal David Petraeus as a visiting
professor. In Durham, North Carolina,
a Spartacist speaker addressing a pro-

test against the threatened U.S. imperi-
alist bombing of Syria pointed out that
the reformist Workers World Party and
other self-described socialists had hailed
Obama’s 2008 election and that the Dem-
ocrats are the capitalists’ preferred party
of war. As Workers World supporters
lamely insisted that Obama’s ascension
to Commander-in-Chief was a victory
against racism and imperialism, several
protesters were intrigued by our polemics
and subscribed to WV.

WV is known for tackling the hard
issues, such as defending China and
North Korea’s nuclear weapons capacity
as a deterrent to imperialist attack. One
particularly controversial article featured
in the sub drive was “State-Branded ‘Sex
Offenders’: Pariahs for Life” (WV No.
1030, 20 September).

Our Marxist press promotes an interna-
tional perspective grounded in the history
of the workers movement. The current
issue of our theoretical journal Spartacist,
which is included with all WV subscrip-
tions, focuses on upholding the lessons
of the Bolshevik-led October Revolution
of 1917 against the attacks of social-
democratic renegades from Marxism.
While class and social struggle continue
to be at a low ebb in the U.S., the very
workings of the capitalist profit system
generate enormous discontent. Swimming
against the stream of bourgeois ideology
is necessary to win those who want to
fight against the depravities of capitalist
imperialism to a revolutionary program.
We welcome our new and returning read-
ers. And we congratulate comrade Alan
in the Bay Area for winning the national
sub drive.®
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Reinstate Fired School B

Boston

Boston school bus drivers, organized
in United Steel Workers (USW) Local
8751, are fighting a vendetta against union
leaders for a brief job action last month
provoked by labor-hating Veolia Trans-
portation (see “Boston Job Action: No
Reprisals Against School Bus Drivers!”
WV No. 1033, 1 November). Since it took
over management of the buses in June,
the company had trampled on the union
contract, threatening safety, shortchang-
ing drivers on their paychecks and effec-
tively forcing them to reapply for their
jobs. When on October 8 drivers refused
to roll out the buses unless management
agreed to a meeting with the union, the
bosses locked out the workforce for the
day, bringing in police to help clear the
yards. Veolia sought to make special
examples of the “School Bus Union 5.”
Grievance committee chairman Stevan
Kirschbaum, vice president Steve Gil-
lis, recording secretary Andre Francois,
stewards Garry Murchison and Richard
Lynch were suspended. Except for Lynch,
all were later fired.

Large numbers of the heavily Haitian
and Cape Verdean drivers and their sup-
porters mobilized for protests outside the
disciplinary hearing for the School Bus
Union 5 at the end of October. In response
to the subsequent firings of the Local
8751 officials, some of whom have long
been supported by the reformist Workers
World Party (WWP), a day of solidarity
was held on November 9. Hundreds of peo-
ple, including trade unionists from other
cities, rallied at the Freeport bus yard and
marched to company headquarters, chant-
ing “Union! Union!” Management, though,
has thus far proved intransigent. Not one of
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Above: Garry Murchison, Stevan Kirschbaum, Andre Francois, Steven Gillis and
Richard Lynch, the “School Bus Union 5.” Below: November 9 union solidarity
rally outside Veolia Transportation in Boston demands drivers be reinstated.
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the demands presented by the union right
after the work stoppage, which the com-
pany deemed illegal, has been met. To help
beat back this open union-busting, all of
labor must stand behind the drivers. Rein-
state Kirschbaum, Gillis, Francois and
Murchison! An injury to one is an injury
to all!

Although the USW regional office
renounced the job action at the time, pro-
viding ammunition for Veolia, the union’s
top leadership has since stepped up to the
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plate to underwrite the defense effort. The
San Francisco Labor Council and Amal-
gamated Transit Union (ATU) Local 1181
in New York City are among the union
bodies that have issued solidarity state-
ments, helping counter the redbaiting and
union-bashing emanating from all quar-
ters of the Boston elite. Such statements
need to be turned into whatever actions
are necessary to defeat the attack on Local
8751 by Veolia, an international outfit
holding over 200 transportation contracts

us Union Leaders!

with cities, transit authorities and airports
across North America. Wherever it sets
up, this company’s first order of business
is to attempt to bring the unions to heel.
Impressed by its anti-union record, other
employers have paid top dollar for its
services, such as Bay Area Rapid Transit
(BART), which hired Veolia’s Thomas
Hock to squeeze its unions in contract
negotiations earlier this year.

The attacks on the poorly paid school
bus drivers are the latest in the nationwide
anti-labor barrage. In NYC, school bus
drivers and matrons in ATU Local 1181
carried out a month-long strike earlier
this year after Mayor Michael Bloomberg
sought to strip them of job protections,
only to see 100 of the strikers fired upon
returning to work. On the West Coast,
BART union members went on strike
twice in recent months in an attempt to
fend off major concessions. Everywhere,
workers are under pressure to keep sur-
rendering hard-won gains of the past,
even as the capitalist exploiters pocket
ever greater profits.

A major barrier to reversing this
course is labor officialdom’s embrace of
capitalist Democratic Party politicians.
Unions nationwide contributed millions
to help elect “friend of labor” Martin J.
Walsh, the next mayor of Boston. But
the reaction of this former head of the
city’s Building and Construction Trades
Council to the October 8 job action was
barely distinguishable from that of cur-
rent Democratic mayor Thomas Menino.
Not mincing words, Walsh declared:
“This is illegal, the actions taken by the
drivers. I don’t condone it in any shape,
manner, or form.” According to the Bos-
ton Globe (8 October), Walsh “has con-
tinuously insisted that he would be able
to oversee tough negotiations with unions
despite their heavy contributions to his

continued on page 9

Letters

On Anti-Sex Witchhunts

28 September 2013
Dear Comrades,

I have just come across your excellent
article in Workers’ Vanguard [“Britain:
Teacher Jailed in Anti-Sex Witchhunt,”
WV No. 1028, 9 August] reprinted from
Workers Hammer on the jailing of
Jeremy Forrest, and I just want to send
my applause and congratulations to your
organization for being the only left group
I know of nowadays that stands up for
teenage and ‘childhood’ sexuality and
also unconditionally speaks up for Julian
Assange.

I have spent my life as a Reichian
therapist fighting for people to free them-
selves sexually, and admire tremendously
pioneers such as Wilhelm Reich and
Alfred Kinsey who risked everything to
try and bring some sense and honesty
into the open about what everyone intrin-
sically knows: that from a very early age
we all experience sexual curiosity and
desires.

I left England in 1974 and don’t know
what the hell happened to turn the clock
back so radically on all the development
towards sexual freedom that was going
on in the 60s and 70s, and I have been
totally shocked at just how deeply the
cancer of the new sexual puritanism has
re-entrenched itself.

So it is with the utmost relief that I read
your article and many others on similar
issues such as ‘Obama’s Reactionary
Crusade Against Teen Birth Control’ in
Workers’ Vanguard of 31 May.

I admire the way you stick your neck
out and take such a strong stand in these
oppressive times.

I can’t join you in toto as although

29 NOVEMBER 2013

brought up in a communist family, I
removed myself from Western society
many decades ago and live as a
‘bourgeois peasant’ running up a small
commune and working the land on an
organic farm in the Colombian Andes
...and using alternative medicine, which
I see for some strange reason you are
violently opposed to!

However, this doesn’t stop me appreci-
ating enormously your radical stance on
SO many issues.

Wishing you well,
Jenny J.

WYV replies:

We appreciate Jenny’s letter. For those
interested in reading about our opposi-
tion to alternative medicine, please see
“On Quacks and Their Defenders,” WV
No. 962, 30 July 2010.
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5 October 2013
Dear Spartacist League,

Thanks for your excellent article on
the new pariahs of the American police
state: sex offenders [“State-Branded
‘Sex Offenders’: Pariahs for Life,” WV
No. 1030, 20 September]. It is to your
credit that among all left groups, you
have been consistently superior in your
coverage of the antisex witch hunt and
sex panic that has branded so many
with the scarlet letter for life. No other
group comes close to your incisive and
comprehensive coverage. Virtually all
left groups instead run after the ruling
class’s phony “equality” campaigns (gay
marriage, militarism, hate crimes laws...)
that have served not only to co-opt gay

liberation, but also contributed to the
demise of the radical sexual freedom
movement altogether. Too many who
consider themselves radicals embrace the
liberal “equality” mantra and, insofar as
they even believe in sexual liberation,
relegate it to the Wobbly pie in the sky by
and by when you die.

CHICAGO

Sunday, December 15
3to 7 p.m.
U.E. Hall
37 S. Ashland (at Monroe)

Information: (312) 563-0442
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28th Annual PDC Holiday Appeal

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

240 King St. East, upstairs

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

The same criticism could be made of
most “lgbt” groups, who, to their shame,
have not made a peep to protest the
government’s inhuman mistreatment of
those it brands as “sex offenders,” some
of them teenagers.

Kudos! Your work is appreciated.

David Thorstad

NEW YORK CITY

Sunday, December 15
4 to 8 p.m.
The Commons Brooklyn
388 Atlantic Ave., Brooklyn

(B, Q, 2, 3, 4 or 5 Train to Atlantic
Ave.-Barclays. A, C or G Train to
Hoyt-Schermerhorn)

Information: (212) 406-4252

TORONTO

Saturday, December 14
7to0 10 p.m.
Betty’s

(East of Sherbourne St.)
Information: (416) 593-4138
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Left: General Vo Nguyen Giap (back left) with Ho Chi Minh (second from right) in 1950 during military campaign against French imperialists. Right: Vietnamese
forces in May 1954 en route to Dien Bien Phu, site of decisive defeat for French military.

General Giap and the
Vietnamese Victory Against

On October 12-13, hundreds of thou-
sands of Vietnamese gathered all over the
country to pay their respects to General
Vo Nguyen Giap in two days of national
mourning. Giap, who died on October 4
at the age of 102, was the chief architect
of the defeat in Vietnam of two world
powers: first France, which had colo-
nized Vietnam in the mid 19th century,
and then the U.S. The wars in Vietnam,
which lasted 30 years (1946-75) and cost
some three million lives, were part of the
imperialist crusade to “roll back Com-
munism,” aimed at restoring capitalist
rule in the Soviet Union and drowning
in blood struggles for national liberation
and social revolution by workers and
peasants elsewhere.

A former history teacher and journal-
ist, Giap was the top military commander
of the Vietnamese army that decisively
defeated the French at the battle of Dien
Bien Phu in 1954. The victory of the Viet-
minh (Vietnam Independence League, a
bloc led by Ho Chi Minh’s Communists
that included some bourgeois national-
ists) resulted in the division of the coun-
try between a bureaucratically deformed
workers state in the North and a capitalist
regime in the South under U.S. imperial-
ist domination. Dien Bien Phu gave tre-
mendous encouragement to independence
struggles in France’s remaining colonies,
in particular helping spark Algeria’s
national liberation struggle, which broke
out later that year.

The U.S. would go to meet a stunning
defeat at the hands of the North Viet-
namese Army and the South Vietnamese
National Liberation Front (NLF, or Viet
Cong). The brutal, seemingly endless war
would produce an explosive situation in
the U.S., the heartland of world imperial-
ism, and radicalize a whole generation of
youth throughout the world. The spectacle
of the massive American military machine
losing to the workers and peasants of a
poor Third World country inspired other
oppressed peoples to fight for their own
liberation. However, numerous attempts
to replicate the peasant-based Chinese,
Vietnamese and Cuban guerrilla move-
ments failed, at the cost of the lives of
many would-be revolutionaries.

The overthrow of capitalist rule in
Vietnam was a historic victory for the
international working class, whose duty
is to defend such conquests tooth and nail
against imperialism and domestic coun-
terrevolution. This is despite the rule of a

4

Imperialism

Stalinist regime that from the beginning
has politically suppressed the working
class and opposed the fight for workers
revolution elsewhere. In contrast, the pro-
letarian October Revolution of 1917 in
Russia, under the leadership of the Bol-
shevik Party, established the rule of work-
ers and peasants councils (soviets), and
two years later the Communist (Third)
International was launched in Moscow
to promote the fight for world socialist
revolution.

Giap was North Vietnam’s defense
minister in 1975, when Saigon fell to
the North Vietnamese Army and NLF,
leading to the reunification of North and
South Vietnam. For years, U.S. imperial-
ism’s defeat in Vietnam constrained the
American rulers in pursuing their bloody
designs around the world. For his out-
standing role in the liberation of Vietnam,
we Trotskyists honor Vo Nguyen Giap,
whose military genius and dedication will
be remembered in history.

Stalinism and the Fight
Against Imperialism

Vo Nguyen Giap joined Ho Chi Minh’s
Indochinese Communist Party (ICP) in
the early 1930s. Building the Vietminh’s

military forces from scratch and later
leading North Vietnam’s conventional
armed forces, he was praised as an out-
standing military strategist, even by many
of his enemies. Most famous for Dien
Bien Phu, Giap was involved in many
other key battles and was credited with
creating the “Ho Chi Minh Trail,” the
crucial supply line for the NLF fighters
in the South. He also organized the 1979
invasion of Cambodia, which toppled the
demented Pol Pot regime. While details
about Giap’s early life are sketchy, it is
clear that he paid a devastating personal
price for his leadership of anti-imperialist
struggle, with close relatives, including his
wife, killed at the hands of the French.
Even while noting that Giap is often
classed among the great military lead-
ers of the 20th century, the New York
Times (4 October) obituary harped on
his supposed “profligate disregard for
the lives of his soldiers,” quoting war
criminal General William C. Westmore-
land’s statement that “any American com-
mander who took the same vast losses as
General Giap would not have lasted three
weeks.” This is the sneering of the losers
in Vietnam, the same imperialists who
were willing to inflict any amount of
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Da Nang, South Vietnam: U.S. marines haul NLF prisoners by neck har-
nesses, 1965.

death, destruction and suffering on those
fighting for national and social liberation.
General Giap waged revolutionary war-
fare: the workers and peasants who fought
under his command were prepared for
sacrifice to free themselves from the colo-
nial yoke and the local landlords, oppres-
sors and exploiters. “In the final analysis,
victory in any war is determined by the
willingness of the masses to shed blood
on the battlefield,” Giap once wrote.

In the starkest contrast, the heavily
working-class American conscript troops
were fighting a war on behalf of their own
exploiters and oppressors. Especially as it
became clear that the U.S. was losing, they
increasingly opposed their own officers
and government. When Muhammad Ali
made his famous declaration, “No Viet-
cong ever called me n----r,” he expressed
the sentiments of growing numbers of
soldiers, particularly black GIs who were
aware that the “freedom” they were sup-
posed to be fighting for in Vietnam was
denied them at home.

But Giap’s role was contradictory. The
program of the ICP and its successors
reflected the perversion of Marxism by
the Stalinist bureaucratic caste that polit-
ically dominated the Soviet workers state
beginning in 1923-24. In the vain hope of
softening the imperialists’ class hatred of
the USSR, the bureaucratic regime aban-
doned the Bolshevik program of world
revolution and adopted the dogma of
“socialism in one country.” The Commu-
nist International was increasingly trans-
formed into an instrument of the bureauc-
racy’s search for “peaceful coexistence”
with imperialism.

In 1935, the popular front—the codi-
fication of the Stalinist policy of seeking
alliances with “progressive” bourgeois
forces—became the systematic practice
of the Third International, leading to the
betrayal of revolutionary opportunities
throughout the world. As World War II
loomed and the USSR faced the deadly
menace of Nazi Germany, this policy meant
selling the “democratic” credentials of one
set of capitalist exploiters and imperialist
oppressors (except for the brief period of
what is known as the Stalin-Hitler pact).
In the name of anti-fascism, Communist
parties in countries militarily allied with
the USSR became loyal supporters of the
capitalist governments, backing their war
aims against rival imperialists, opposing
strikes and other struggles at home and
opposing independence for their “own”
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colonies. In Vietnam at the time, this
meant that the Communist Party did not
challenge France’s colonial stranglehold.

In WWII, Trotskyists called for working-
class opposition to all the imperialist com-
batants, continuing to pursue the class
struggle at home while fighting for uncon-
ditional military defense of the Soviet
Union. In several colonial and semicolo-
nial countries where the Communist par-
ties repudiated the fight for national lib-
eration, Trotskyists as a result gained
significant influence in the proletariat.
One such country was Vietnam, and this
would put the Trotskyists in the crosshairs
of not only the imperialists but the Stalin-
ists as well.

Dien Bien Phu and
the Geneva Accords

Toward the end of WWII, the Kremlin
bureaucracy made a series of agreements
with its U.S., British and other wartime
imperialist allies, including over control
of their colonies and semicolonies. Viet-
nam, which had been under Japanese
occupation, was divided between North
and South at the 16th parallel, the North
awarded to Chiang Kai-shek’s China and
the South to Britain (and subsequently
France). However, the Vietminh took
over the North when Japan withdrew, and
Ho Chi Minh proclaimed the Democratic
Republic of Vietnam (DRV). He then
accepted the reintroduction of French
troops in the North in the framework of
limited independence within the “French
Union.” But once the French army came
back in force, it turned on Ho Chi Minh’s
government. In November 1946, the
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French shelled Haiphong harbor, killing
at least 6,000 Vietnamese.

The attack at Haiphong was met with a
broad counteroffensive by the Vietminh,
touching off a protracted war of liberation.
At the end of 1953, the French military
command decided to fortify Dien Bien
Phu, a small village near the border with
Laos. The intent was to create a secure
base from which to harry Giap’s Vietminh
in the northwest mountains. The French
built a formidable entrenched camp and
brought in 16,000 troops, among them
the Foreign Legion, its elite expeditionary
corps. The surrounding forests and moun-
tains were assumed to be impassable for
the enemy’s heavy artillery, which would
in any case be vulnerable to air attack.

The Vietminh could access Dien Bien
Phu only through a narrow, steep 55-mile-
long mule path interrupted by scores of
mountain streams. In a few months, they
built dozens of bridges despite constant
attack by French artillery as well as heavy
rain and flooding. Thousands of sam-
pans and countless convoys of mules and
bicycles using rivers, streams, roads and
trails moved 4.5 million tons of materiel.
Artillery was moved up the steep path in
sections, then reassembled.

By January 1954, 55,000 Vietminh
troops were positioned in the hills over-
looking the garrison, and on March 13
General Giap launched the attack with a
massive artillery barrage. “We were all
surprised...how the Viets have been able
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to find so many guns capable of producing
an artillery assault of such power,” wrote
one of the survivors. What was intended
as a display of colonial might turned into
abloody trap for the French. Wading in the
mud and muck, hammered relentlessly by
artillery, they lost 4,000 men by some esti-
mates. After 55 days of fighting, crushed
and humiliated, the French surrendered to
the Vietnamese, ending nearly a century of
France’s domination of Indochina.

With the Western imperialists seek-
ing a compromise, a conference took
place in Geneva that year attended by
the Soviet Union, the U.S., France, Brit-
ain and China, where capitalist rule had
been smashed in 1949. Going into the
conference, Communists controlled most
of Vietnam, Cambodia and Laos. But
when they left the conference, which
redivided Vietnam at the 17th parallel,
they controlled only North Vietnam. A
U.S. official wrote: “Ironically the agree-
ment written at Geneva benefited all par-
ties except the winners.... Ho Chi Minh
somehow was persuaded—apparently by
a joint Sino-Soviet effort—to settle for
half the country on the grounds that the
other half would be his as soon as elec-
tions were held.” Since 80 percent of the
population in South Vietnam was thought
to be in favor of independence, the impe-
rialists saw to it that those elections never
took place. But in the North, the capital-
ists were expropriated and a collectivized
economy was introduced, although the
working class was denied political power.

The Geneva conference was one of
several times that the Vietminh, and later
the DRV/NLF, gave away imminent vic-
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Spartacist League at 1973 anti-Vietnam War protest in Washington, D.C.

tory at the bargaining table at the behest
of Stalin and his successors as well as
Mao Zedong’s Chinese Stalinists. But
while the North Vietnamese settled for
“socialism” in half a country, the relent-
less persecution of their comrades in the
South did not stop, particularly under
the Ngo Dinh Diem regime. In 1956, the
Stalinists began giving real support to
the resistance struggle in South Vietnam.

While it was pretty easy for the Mos-
cow and Beijing bureaucrats to sell out
someone else’s revolution, for the Hanoi
Stalinists total sellout would have meant
cutting their own throats. The Stalinists’
political perspective was an alliance with
the native capitalists, but this class was
too weak to present a real possibility for
power-sharing. Under attack by impe-
rialism and with their own bourgeoisie
rebuffing all offers of a coalition, they
were forced to rely on the workers and
peasants, sometimes acquiescing to rev-
olutionary measures. Thus, the Vietnam-
ese war posed a social revolution from
the beginning, with the workers and
peasants on one side and the domestic
bourgeoisie and the imperialists on the
other.

U.S. Sent Packing

After the French departure, the U.S.
took over the campaign to crush the
Vietnamese Revolution. When the resis-
tance struggle by the NLF picked up once

continued on page 6

RULERS INVADE CAMBODIA, MASSACRE U,S. STUDENTS:

Blood and Nixon

The Nixon administration's eriminal adventurist
imperialist aggression into Cambodia and the new
brutal bombings of North Vietnam are a [
ge in America's war against the jus
Vietnamese working people for &
ir country. The slaughter at |
in Ohio is a declaration of wa
most outspoken dissenters 2
policy. This outrage show

The Nixon administra-
tion’s criminal adventurist
imperialist aggression into Cambodia and
the new brutal bombings of North Viet-
nam are a final outrage in America’s war
against the just struggle of the Vietnam-
ese working people for the liberation of
their country. The slaughter at Kent State
University in Ohio is a declaration of war
upon students as the most outspoken dis-
senters against American foreign policy.
This outrage shows that when provoked,
the Administration will treat those at
home who would oppose its imperialist
aggression with the same callous brutality
as it has shown the Vietnamese. The real-
ity of the violence of American capitalism
abroad and in the ghettoes at home has
been harshly and dramatically brought
home to all students.

This violence does not come from the
evil or mistaken notions of a few pol-
iticians, as the liberals would have us
believe—rather it is a violence politi-
cally motivated, directed against political
dissent—it is the violence of capitalism
which feels its power is threatened. For
many students have begun to realize that
the war in Vietnam is no “mistake” in U.S.
foreign policy but is part of the need of
American capitalism, as the backbone of
world imperialism, to prevent social revo-
lutions throughout the world.

The Working Class
Must Lead the Struggle!

The Spartacist League has long
insisted on the need for labor strikes
against the war. We have raised the
demand for a general anti-war strike of
workers and students, and have struggled
to see this demand adopted within the
labor and radical student movements. It is
crucial now for the masses of students to
seek to link up their strike with workers,
and it is crucial now for rank and file
militants to raise the anti-war strike
demand in their unions!

The reason for this should be clear.
American capitalism’s life blood is the
profits made by exploiting the labor of
the working class. This was sharply dra-
matized in the recent brief postal strike
which severely threatened the econo-
my'’s stability and forced Nixon to resort
to troops to demoralize the strikers and
intimidate popular support. Economic
power lies in the hands of industrial,
transportation and communications work-
ers. And in the final analysis economic
power is political power.

The student movement, isolated from
the working class, will either shatter into
frustrated, demoralized and adventuristic
fragments and, like the [Black] Panthers,
face savage repression by a government
which feels it can attack them with impu-
nity. The deepening political radicaliza-
tion of students can be clearly seen in the
cogent demands raised in many of the
university strikes—demands for the free-
ing of all political prisoners, an end to war
research and ROTC on campus, and an
end to political intimidation, along with
the demand for the immediate uncondi-
tional withdrawal of all U.S. troops and
“advisers” from Southeast Asia.

Only the working class, because of its
economic power, can lead an effective
anti-war struggle. Only the class-conscious
workers can lead the struggle to defeat
capitalism. The unprecedented national
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way is extremely import-
ant. The students’ unity and militancy
themselves pose a threat to the Admin-
istration, but it is its potential for spark-
ing the working class into revolutionary
motion (as happened in France in May
1968) which is its greatest importance.
Workers whose job conditions and
falling real wages force them continually
into conflict with the bosses must see as
essential to their own interests the fight
to end the bosses’ imperialist war and
to break from the bosses’ warmonger
political parties to form a party of labor.
These struggles—Ilike struggles for mil-
itant economic demands—will necessi-
tate the replacement of the treacherous
union bureaucracies which seek at every
turn to tie the workers to the status quo
(like “labor statesman” George Meany
[head of the AFL-CIO], who completely
endorses Nixon’s war policy, and his
more devious, left-talking counterparts
like [United Automobile Workers leader
Walter] Reuther) by rank and file work-
ers’ control. A working class which joins
the political combativeness of the radical
student protesters with their own tremen-
dous militancy is the only force which can
decisively defeat the imperialists.

Sino-Soviet Sellout

Faced with the U.S. invasion of Cam-
bodia, the Soviet Union and China sat-
isfied themselves with a few threats to
increase their half-hearted military aid
to the NLF [National Liberation Front]
forces. Where, we ask, is the massive mil-
itary support to repel the vicious imperi-
alist aggressor in Indochina? Why instead
have the Russians sent enormous military
aid to the corrupt incompetent capitalist
government of Egypt? The Maoist rush
to hail Sihanouk, [Cambodia’s] former
“neutralist” liberal prince, betrays the
anxiety to avoid the urgent demands of
the Indochinese situation and return
to petty border quarrels and “national
priorities.” The North Vietnamese gov-
ernment’s cowardly and vague threats
about postponing negotiations in Paris
also show their hypocrisy as Communist
“internationalists.” In face of the invasion
into Cambodia and renewed bombings of
the North, what possible excuse could be
found for remaining in Paris to negotiate?

All the Stalinist leaderships have once
again demonstrated that their primary
concerns are with their own narrow
needs in consolidating their own power.
The Stalinist dictum of “socialism in one
country” is seeing another tragic enact-
ment. The gains of the anti-capitalist rev-
olutions of Russia, China, etc. can be safe-
guarded not by diplomatic maneuvering
and deals but only by the victory of the
Indochinese Revolution and the destruc-
tion of capitalism in the advanced indus-
trial nations—the U.S., Western Europe,
Japan—whose economic and military
capacities hold the key to world social-
ism and world peace. By their denial of
a truly proletarian internationalist per-
spective, the Stalinist bureaucracies show
themselves as a best friend to the bloody
Nixon administration.

ALL INDOCHINA
MUST GO COMMUNIST!

FOR A LABOR-STUDENT GENERAL
STRIKE AGAINST THE WAR!
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again, President John F. Kennedy turned
to covert operations, sending special
ops forces (50,000 “advisers”) to South
Vietnam. The CIA initiated the Phoe-
nix program of infiltration, torture and
assassination.

In February 1965, hoping to force North
Vietnam to restrain the NLF, the Lyndon
B. Johnson administration launched a
full-scale war. Washington unleashed a
massive bombing campaign over North
Vietnam that lasted three years while
massively increasing the number of U.S.
troops in the South. At the height of the
war, the U.S. had half a million combat
troops in Vietnam and another 300,000
in the surrounding region. Over the war’s
course, the U.S. dropped more bomb ton-
nage than the combined total of all com-
batants in World War II. All told, the U.S.
killed at least two million Vietnamese,
maiming and wounding millions more
and devastating most of the countryside.

To break the will of the American gov-
ernment to continue fighting, on 31 Jan-
uary 1968 the North Vietnamese and the
NLF launched the Tet Offensive, a coor-
dinated series of fierce attacks by some
80,000 men and women on more than
100 cities and towns in South Vietnam.
Though U.S. and South Vietnamese pup-
pet forces managed to hold off the attacks,
Tet demonstrated the determination of the
DRV/NLEF fighters and further sapped the
morale of their foes.

As it sank in that Vietnam had become
a losing war, the U.S. sought negotia-
tions. Peace accords were signed in 1973
in Paris, ending direct U.S. involvement
in the war but keeping South Vietnam
under imperialist bondage. The formal
program of the Stalinists continued to be
for a Southern coalition government with
bourgeois forces. But unlike the situation
resulting from the 1954 sellout, large
numbers of DRV/NLF troops remained
in the South, and the civil war went on
for two more years. Finally, in early 1975
the government of North Vietnam carried
out the “Great Spring Offensive” to lib-
erate the South. Giap oversaw the final
push on Saigon, and on April 30 DRV
and NLF tanks rolled triumphantly into
the South Vietnamese capital. Leaders of
the defeated puppet regime and the South
Vietnamese bourgeoisie fled by every
available means; helicopters airlifted the
last Americans out of the country.

Stalinism and Trotskyism
in Vietham

As noted above, agreements between
the Allied imperialists and the Krem-
lin bureaucracy at the end of WWII
dictated that South Vietnam would be
returned to the French. But reimposition
of Western colonial rule was resisted by
the Trotskyists, who had acquired a mass
working-class base, as well as by various
nationalists. When the British and the
French reoccupied Saigon in September
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1945, an insurrection broke out. As peo-
ple’s committees sprang up, particularly
around Saigon, the peasants in the coun-
tryside rose up, burning the villas of large
landowners. The Trotskyists called for the
people’s committees to take power, for
arming the people and for nationalization
of industry under workers’ control. (For
more, see the 1976 Spartacist pamphlet
Stalinism and Trotskyism in Vietnam.)
This program was a threat to the
Stalinists’ aim of accommodation with
the bourgeoisie. As Nguyen Van Tao, the
Vietminh’s interior minister for the South
at the time, declared: “Whoever encour-
ages the peasants to take over the landed
properties will be severely and pitilessly
punished.... We have not yet carried out a

communist revolution, which would bring
a solution to the agrarian problem. This
government is only a democratic govern-
ment, and therefore it cannot undertake
this task.”

The best-known Trotskyist leader, Ta
Thu Thau, was arrested on the orders
of the Vietminh. Tried three times by
people’s committees, he was acquitted
each time. Finally, he was shot on the
orders of southern Stalinist leader Tran
Van Giau. As the French reinvaded the
South in October 1945, the Stalinists
stood by, concentrating their fire on the
Trotskyists, whose leaders were all killed.
Shortly thereafter, the Vietminh were
forced out of Saigon by the Allies. Once
Ho Chi Minh had physically liquidated
the Trotskyist leadership with the aid of
Giap, then the North’s interior minister,
he capitulated to the Allies in the North.

In this conflict the French Communist
Party, which had several ministerial posts
in the capitalist government in Paris, illus-
trated the lengths to which the Stalinists
would go in attempting to ingratiate them-
selves with the bourgeoisie. While Ho Chi
Minh was dissolving the Indochinese
Communist Party and agreeing to permit
French troops into the North, his French
comrades were busy explaining why the
right of national self-determination did
not apply to Vietnam and voting war
credits to finance the French expedition-
ary force! On 20 December 1946, a month
after the French bombed Haiphong, Com-
munist deputies in the French Assembly
voted to send congratulations to the Expe-
ditionary Corps and its lead executioner,
General Leclerc.

The Vietnamese Communists were
caught between their program of seeking
to share power with the bourgeoisie—in
accordance with the Stalinist schema of
“two-stage revolution”—and the needs
of their own survival, which ultimately
meant a struggle to the end against the
imperialists and the national bourgeoisie.
As Leon Trotsky explained in developing
the theory of permanent revolution, in
the imperialist epoch the weak bourgeoi-
sies of economically backward countries,
closely intertwined with imperialism and
mortally afraid of the worker and peas-

ant masses, are incapable of carrying out
the democratic tasks of national libera-
tion and agrarian revolution. Those tasks
can be achieved only through smashing
bourgeois rule and establishing a prole-
tarian dictatorship supported by the poor
peasantry.

Despite their official program, the
Vietnamese Stalinists, like Mao’s forces
in China, were compelled to take power
in their own name and, either immedi-
ately or in the short term, break rotted-out
bourgeois rule. The fact that those petty-
bourgeois guerrilla movements could carry
out social revolutions was conditioned by
highly exceptional historic circumstances,
including the extreme weakness of the
domestic bourgeoisie, the absence of the

Nguyen Khanh Hoi, Quatrieme Internationale (inset)
Trotskyists led 1945 Saigon workers insurrection, sparked by return of colonial
forces. Stalinists welcomed “democratic” imperialists, assassinated Trotsky-
ist leaders, such as Ta Thu Thau (inset).

working class as a contender for power
and the counterweight to imperialism pro-
vided by the Soviet Union. Against osten-
sible Trotskyists and other leftists who saw
these guerrilla movements as a substitute
for mobilizing the proletariat in revolu-
tionary struggle, the Spartacist League
has always insisted that the most that these
forces could achieve, under extraordinarily
favorable conditions, was the creation of
deformed workers states.

As we wrote in hailing U.S. imperi-
alism’s defeat in Indochina (“Capitalist
Class Rule Smashed in Vietnam, Cambo-
dia!” WV No. 68, 9 May 1975): “Because
their rule is based on the political expro-
priation of the working class, these petty-
bourgeois bureaucratic castes are incapa-
ble of mobilizing the proletarian masses
for an international revolutionary assault
on the bastions of world capitalism, since
it would simultaneously mean their own
demise.” The nationalist Stalinist regimes
from Havana to Hanoi and Beijing must
be overthrown by workers political revo-
lutions led by Trotskyist parties in order
to open the road to socialist development.

America: The War Comes Home

Throughout the U.S. war in Vietnam
and the mass antiwar protests, the Spart-
acist League called for unconditional
defense of North Vietnam and for mili-
tary victory to the NLF in the South while
giving no political support to the Stalin-
ist leadership. Our slogan “Victory to the
Vietnamese Revolution!” expressed our
understanding of the class nature of the
war. While our slogans were attractive
to many young people in this period of
leftward motion, we had to swim against
the stream, combating the false ideologies
popular among the more radical activists,
particularly Maoism and the adulation of
Ho Chi Minh. We opposed antiwar rallies
being made into platforms for bourgeois
politicians, stressing that imperialist war
is inherent in the capitalist system and can
be fought effectively only on the basis of a
revolutionary socialist program.

In early propaganda, we criticized
the bureaucratic regimes in the USSR
and China for their inadequate military
aid to the Vietnamese and demanded:

“Soviet nuclear shield must cover China,
North Vietnam!” We denounced the
Sino-Soviet split—a falling-out driven
by the competing national interests of the
two regimes—and called for Communist
unity against imperialism. In response to
the U.S. invasion of Cambodia in 1970,
the SL raised the call, “All Indochina
Must Go Communist!”

The U.S. Army was seething with
discontent, while those back home were
becoming increasingly alienated from the
war, its Cold War rationale and economic
costs, as well as from the lying govern-
ment. Although the AFL-CIO labor
bureaucracy headed by George Meany
remained a bastion of support for the
government until the end, the war was
mostly unpopular among workers, and
all the more so as it became widely per-
ceived as an endless quagmire. Students
were becoming radicalized as the Dem-
ocratic Johnson administration escalated
the military engagement. Many activists
were breaking away from the official
antiwar leadership of liberal pacifists and
such reformist leftists as the Communist
Party (CP) and Socialist Workers Party
(SWP), who did donkey work for Demo-
cratic Party “doves” preaching about the
need for negotiations and saving Ameri-
ca’s image.

The Vietnam antiwar movement arose
on the heels of the mass, plebeian civil
rights struggles that had punctured the
smug political climate of 1950s anti-
Communism. By the late 1960s, the anti-
war protests coincided with an upturn in
strikes as well as explosions of anger in
the urban ghettos over police brutality,
segregation and poverty. Despite the stu-
dents’ petty-bourgeois elitism and the best
efforts of the racist AFL-CIO Cold War-
riors, soldiers and young workers were
open to radical arguments.

A Spartacist leaflet widely distrib-
uted at one of the massive marches on
Washington (“From Protest to Power,” 21
October 1967) noted that “the anti-war
movement can force Johnson to withdraw
U.S. troops only if he is more afraid of
it than of the victory of the Vietnamese
Revolution. No demonstration, however
effective and militant, can do this. Only
a movement capable of taking state power
can. The anti-war movement has no future
except as a force for building a party of
revolutionary change.” The leaflet called
on militants to break out of the student
milieu and orient to the proletariat. This
would mean ceasing to build support for
strikebreaking “antiwar” capitalist politi-
cians and sellout black leaders like Martin
Luther King, who backed the suppression
of ghetto upheavals.

The Spartacist League opposed draft
resistance and college student deferments,
an example of class privilege that also had
the effect of keeping antiwar students
from impacting the views of working-class
draftees. We called for mobilizing a one-
day general strike against the war and for
a labor party built through linking discon-
tent over the war to the rising labor mili-
tancy and the explosiveness of the ghettos,
charting a course for fighting against the
entire capitalist system. The SL gained a
hearing for these views and recruited sub-
stantially from the antiwar movement and
New Left. But the official, pro-Democratic
Party leaders (with the assistance of the
CP and SWP) kept most of those who
hated the war within the framework of
social-patriotic, pro-imperialist politics.

A more far-sighted wing of the estab-
lishment was becoming defeatist from
their own class standpoint: they had
ceased to believe the U.S. could win in
Vietnam and were increasingly alarmed
at the war’s social consequences. They
especially feared that the Army was being
destroyed as an effective fighting force,
rife with drug addiction and with rank-
and-file soldiers often more hostile to
their officers than to the “enemy.” Open-
ing the road to bourgeois defeatism over
Vietnam were the events in Indonesia in
1965, when the “progressive” Sukarno
regime was toppled by a reactionary coup
instigated by the CIA. The coup ushered
in the massacre of over a million Commu-
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major roadblock to the development of
elementary class consciousness—that is,
the understanding that the multiracial
proletariat has distinct class interests
that require political expression in its
own party. In Europe, the rise of mass
workers parties beginning in the late
19th century went side by side with the
introduction of national health care.

Europe’s first compulsory social health
insurance program was introduced in Ger-
many by Chancellor Otto von Bismarck.
A major concern of the “Iron Chancellor”
and his advisers was to avoid any repeat
in Germany of the 1871 Paris Com-
mune, when the French workers briefly
seized power during the Franco-Prussian
War. In 1883, shortly after passing the
Anti-Socialism Laws to squash the Ger-
man Social Democratic Party, Bismarck
introduced the Health Insurance Act.
Bismarck declared that government pol-
icy “cannot be expressed simply by the
repression of Social Democratic excesses,
but that this must be accompanied by the
positive enhancement of the workers”
(Vicente Navarro, “Why Some Countries
Have National Health Insurance, Others
Have National Health Services, and the
U.S. Has Neither,” Social Science and
Medicine, 1989).

Insurance plans soon spread to Austria
(1888), Hungary (1891), Luxembourg
(1901), Norway (1909) and Serbia (1910)
after social-democratic parties had been
established in most of those countries.
In Russia, where the tsarist regime had
survived workers revolution in 1905, state
insurance was introduced in 1912 during
a period of explosive strike battles and
spreading influence of the Bolsheviks and
Mensheviks. The outbreak of World War I
split the workers movement between the
social-democratic parties that supported
the war effort of their own capitalist rul-
ing classes and revolutionary elements
and organizations, prominently including
the Bolsheviks, that opposed all sides in
this interimperialist conflict.

In October 1917, the Bolsheviks led
the working class in seizing state power.
As reported in John Reed’s Ten Days
That Shook the World (1919), one of the
Soviet government’s early decrees, issued
months before the expropriation of capi-
talist industry, declared:

“The Workers’ and Peasants’ Government,
relying upon the support of the Soviets of
Workers’, Soldiers’ and Peasants’ Depu-
ties, announces to the working-class of
Russia and to the town and village poor,
that it will immediately prepare laws on
Social Insurance based on the formulas
proposed by the Labour organisations:
“1. Insurance for all wage-workers with-
out exception, as well as for all urban
and rural poor.

“2. Insurance to cover all categories of
loss of working capacity, such as illness,

infirmities, old age, childbirth, widow-
hood, orphanage, and unemployment.
“3. All the costs of insurance to be
charged to employers.

“4. Compensation of at least full wages
in all loss of working capacity and
unemployment.

“5. Complete workers’ self-government
of all Insurance institutions.”

The subsequent development of a collec-
tivized, planned economy assured access
to health care for all. This gain remained
despite the degeneration of the October
Revolution under the rule of the Stalin-

tion. But the legal obligation for the state
to provide universal health care, free to
everyone at the point of delivery, was one
of the most significant gains ever won by
working people from British capitalism.
Attempts by the British bourgeoisie to roll
back that gain by privatizing health care
repeatedly ran up against massive popular
opposition. It was the Labour government
of Tony Blair, using plans hatched in the
1980s under Conservative prime minis-
ter Margaret Thatcher, that succeeded in
introducing the first significant measures
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Los Angeles, April 16: Union rally of thousands, including public health work-
ers, demands higher wages and statewide Medicaid expansion.

ist bureaucracy. Workers in the Soviet
Union had guaranteed health care, hous-
ing and jobs up until the workers state was
destroyed through capitalist counterrevo-
lution in 1991-92. The value of the col-
lectivized economy can be seen today in
the Cuban deformed workers state, where
despite an imperialist embargo and lim-
ited resources, health care outshines in
many respects what is generally available
in the U.S.

Nationalized health systems introduced
in capitalist West Europe following World
War II were themselves a response to the
appeal the Soviet Union held for militant
workers. The USSR, and by extension
the mass Communist parties in capitalist
Europe, gained enormous authority for
having borne the brunt of the fighting
to defeat the Nazi armies. As a wave of
working-class militancy swept the con-
tinent, the capitalist rulers were willing
to surrender a portion of their profits and
grant social benefits in order to contain
the powerful workers movements and pre-
vent them from going further in a revolu-
tionary direction.

In Britain, the Labour Party govern-
ment under Clement Attlee instituted the
National Health Service (NHS) in 1948.
Even at its best, the NHS did not provide
adequate care for the needs of the popula-

opening the NHS to the penetration of
private capital and the generation of cor-
porate profits. That set the stage for the
substantial shift of medical care toward
the private sector under current Conserva-
tive prime minister David Cameron (see
“Britain: Nationalized Health Care Under
Attack,” WV No. 1023, 3 May).

Class, Race and
American Medicine

In the U.S., the campaign in the early
20th century for government-organized
health insurance was spearheaded by the
bourgeois Progressives. The high point of
the Progressive Era was the presidential
election of 1912, when the Progressives
bolted from the Republican Party and
nominated former president Theodore
Roosevelt. Roosevelt supported govern-
ment health insurance on the basis that
no country could lord it over other nations
if its people were in poor health, i.e., the
rank and file of the armed forces had to
be in shape to project U.S. military might
around the world.

Nevertheless, the campaign for state
insurance was defeated by an alliance of
capitalists seeking to lower wages and
benefits, insurance companies reaping
cash from insecurity and fear, pharmaceu-
tical companies hungering for profits and

doctors in the American Medical Asso-
ciation (AMA) defending their incomes
and social status. Lacking their own class
party, workers were led by the likes of
American Federation of Labor president
Samuel Gompers, who denounced com-
pulsory health insurance. This stalwart of
U.S. capitalism (who also opposed legisla-
tion for the eight-hour day, the minimum
wage and unemployment insurance) hyp-
ocritically intoned that government-paid
health care would stand in the way of the
workers struggling “for their own emanci-
pation through their own efforts™!

In the 1930s, the issue of state-sponsored
health insurance arose again in response
to the working-class upsurge that led to
the creation of the mass, integrated indus-
trial unions of the CIO. President Franklin
Delano Roosevelt sought to head off class
struggle and the deepening leftist political
radicalization by proposing a New Deal of
palliative reforms. The racist Dixiecrats,
who controlled the Democratic Party in the
South and had a stranglehold in Congress,
imposed a veto on any government intru-
sion in the health care system because they
feared that it could ultimately threaten
Jim Crow segregation of Southern hospi-
tals and other health care services. The
Dixiecrats did not block FDR’s social
security program, though they insisted
that the mostly black agricultural and
domestic workforce be excluded from its
benefits. However, national health insur-
ance did not survive the final draft of the
1935 Social Security Act.

The sharp class battles in the 1930s cre-
ated an opening to form an independent
workers party in the U.S. But that poten-
tial was stymied by the Communist Party
and social democrats who used their influ-
ence in the CIO unions to help channel the
workers’ upsurge into support for FDR’s
Democratic Party. The working class has
paid for this class-collaborationist alli-
ance ever since.

Following World War II, a massive
strike wave broke out. When the United
Mine Workers (UMW) walked off the
job in 1946 demanding employer-funded
health care benefits, Democratic presi-
dent Harry Truman seized the mines and
ordered striking miners back to work.
They refused. The nationwide strike
ended when Truman agreed to endorse
the miners’ demand for lifetime health
benefits. In 1947, Congress passed the
slave-labor Taft-Hartley law, which spe-
cifically forbade company-funded wel-
fare plans directly controlled by the
unions. When the miners struck again in
1950 in defiance of government threats,
they won an unprecedented cradle-to-
grave union-controlled health plan. Min-
ers paid a big price for their victory:
UMW head John L. Lewis made a deal
with the coal bosses not to protest the
loss of thousands of jobs to mechaniza-
tion. Nevertheless, the miners opened

continued on page 8

nists, workers, peasants and ethnic Chinese.
With the world’s largest non-ruling Com-
munist Party utterly destroyed, elements in
the U.S. ruling class could more easily talk
about cutting their losses in Vietnam.

Vietham Was a Victory!

For years, many self-described social-
ists and ex-radicals nostalgic for the
massive demonstrations of the Vietnam
War era have peddled the myth that the
antiwar movement ended the war. But it
was the heroism and tenacity of the Viet-
namese on the battlefield that broke the
imperialists’ will and drove them out of
the country.

Today Vietnam, a country still scarred
by pitiless bombing and devastating
defoliation, continues to be squeezed by
the far more powerful economies of the
imperialists and by their massive military
might. The diplomatic rapprochement of
the Vietnamese Stalinists with the U.S.
over the past decade reflects the coun-
try’s isolation following the counterrevo-
lutionary destruction of the Soviet Union,
the continuing pressures of poverty and
the nationalist antipathy pitting the Bei-
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jing and Hanoi bureaucracies against
each other (see “Stirring Up the South
China Sea—U.S. Imperialism Tightens
Military Vise on China,” WV No. 1005,
6 July 2012). The Stalinist regime has
also spurred widening social inequality
stemming from its version of “market
socialism.”

It remains the duty of revolutionaries
in the belly of the imperialist beast to
unconditionally defend Vietnam and
the other remaining deformed workers
states—China, Cuba, North Korea and
Laos—against imperialist and domestic
counterrevolutionary forces. The struggle
for workers political revolutions to sweep
away the Stalinist regimes in those coun-
tries is inseparable from the fight to mobi-
lize the proletariat to overthrow capitalist
rule in North America, Japan and West
Europe—the prerequisite for building a
world socialist society of material abun-
dance. This requires the construction of
Leninist-Trotskyist revolutionary parties.

When the U.S. launched air attacks
against North Vietnam on 7 February 1965,
we sent a telegram to Ho Chi Minh, stat-
ing: “Spartacist in fullest solidarity with

defense of your country against attack by
United States imperialism. Heroic strug-
gle of Vietnamese working people fur-
thers the American revolution.” When the
workers of this country take power from
the murderous rulers of decaying capital-

ism, they will surely tear down the mon-
uments to the imperialist war criminals
(and Confederate generals) and erect in
their place memorials to Vo Nguyen Giap
and others who fought to rid this planet of
exploitation and oppression.
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(continued from page 12)

life is associated with the Roma.

The expressed concern of the Greek
state for the welfare of Maria is breathtak-
ing hypocrisy. In September, a prosecutor
in Greece called to reopen an investigation
into the disappearance of over 500 Alba-
nian Roma children who had been in the
state’s “care.” The government rounded
up these children in the years prior to the
2004 Athens Olympics in the guise of a
campaign to protect children begging on
the streets. The children disappeared and
their whereabouts remain unknown. As
for Maria, she has been wrenched from
the family that raised her and is report-
edly to be deported to Bulgaria, not to live
with her biological parents but to be put
in foster care.

One factor currently driving the hys-
teria against the Roma is related to the
expansion of the imperialist European
Union (EU). When Romania and Bul-
garia, which both have significant Roma
minorities, joined the EU in 2007, their
citizens were restricted from working in
several EU countries, including Britain,
France and Germany. Restrictions on the
right to work and the persecution and
deportations of Roma show the true face
of the European imperialist “democra-
cies.” On 1 January 2014, these restric-
tions will be lifted, putting an end to this
formal discrimination in employment.
However, even when Roma have the legal
right to work, they will continue to face
acute obstacles to getting work.

We in the International Communist
League have always been implacably
opposed to the EU, an imperialist trade
bloc within which the major European
imperialists cooperate to further the
exploitation and immiseration of the work-

ing class, including its immigrant compo-
nent. Within the EU, Germany, France and
Britain dominate the poorer member states.
The “second tier” includes East European
countries used as a source of cheap labor
and markets by the EU powers.

In Britain, there is a furor over the sup-
posed influx of Bulgarian and Romanian
immigrants to descend on the country
next year. During the summer, a Roma
camp near London was cleared out and
nearly all the residents were deported to
Romania. Former Labour Party home
secretary David Blunkett chided the
current government for not being harsh
enough on immigrant Roma, stating in a
radio interview earlier this month: “We
have got to change the behavior and the
culture of the incoming community, the
Roma community, because there’s going

Canal+ (inset), Reuters
Paris, October 17: High school students protest
deportations of Dibrani and Khatchik Kachatryan, a
19-year-old student of Armenian descent (inset).

to be an explosion otherwise.” Such
incitement gives legitimacy to fascist and
state-backed terror.

In France, the government of Socialist
Party president Francois Hollande (which
includes Green Party housing minister
Cécile Duflot) evicted over 10,000 Roma
in the first six months of this year alone.
Despite attempts to sound less racist, the
reformist Communist Party’s mayor of
Saint Ouen, near Paris, wrote to Interior
Minister Manuel Valls at the end of Octo-
ber demanding that Roma be expelled from
a camp in her jurisdiction. Fueled by the
government’s anti-immigrant crackdown,
fascist gangs have been assaulting veiled
women and in June skinheads murdered
leftist anti-fascist activist Clément Méric.
Meanwhile, electoral support to the fas-
cist National Front is growing.

As our comrades of the Ligue Trotskyste
de France explained in “SP-Green Gov-
ernment’s Racist Campaigns Swell Fas-
cists’ Sails” (Le Bolchévik No. 205, Sep-
tember 2013): “Racist terror is inherent in
the capitalist system, whether it is fascist
terror or the ordinary terror of the bour-
geois state, whether it is Sarkozy’s rightist
government terror or Valls-Duflot’s ‘left’
version, whether it targets Roma, veiled
women or minority youth more gener-
ally. To do away with racist oppression
once and for all, it is necessary to destroy
its causes, which are found in the basic
mechanisms of the system of capitalist
exploitation.”

We print below a translation of an Octo-
ber 29 leaflet issued by our comrades in
France protesting racist deportations and
demanding full citizenship rights for all
immigrants.

* * *

In the presidential election last year, we
called for people not to vote for Hollande.
Among other things, we pointed to his
vowing to wage an “implacable” struggle
against undocumented immigrants and
to put the Roma in “encampments of our
own choosing” to stop them from mov-
ing around “over and over” (Le Monde,
15 February 2012). His chief cop minis-
ter, Valls, was only following through on
these campaign promises when on Octo-
ber 9 he sent the cops onto a school bus
looking for Leonarda Dibrani and had her
deported for good to Kosovo. She speaks
neither Albanian nor Serbian—but she
does speak French! Leonarda coura-
geously denounced Hollande’s proposal
to let her back into France...without her
family.

The lesson Valls draws from this inci-
dent is that the processing of asylum
requests must be accelerated, for the
explicit purpose of being able to deport

Obamacare...

(continued from page 7)

the way for the United Auto Workers and
other unions to win health benefits, help-
ing lay the basis for the employer-funded
health plans that today are under attack.

While the bourgeoisie’s ongoing class
battle with the miners was playing out,
Truman’s platform for the 1948 presidential
election included a proposal for national
health insurance. Truman’s electoral
promises soon foundered in the sweep-
ing tide of anti-Communist witchhunting,
as the AMA mounted what was at the
time the most expensive lobbying effort
in American history to stop this “creep-
ing socialism.” Congressional Republi-
cans denounced “socialized medicine” as
a communist-inspired assault on personal
freedoms, sounding a theme that has been
taken up by today’s Tea Party yahoos as
they fulminate against Obamacare.

Wall Street Bullish
on Obamacare

The neo-Confederates of the Tea Party
are part of a long tradition of right-wing
demagogues railing against “big gov-
ernment.” That is coded language for a
call to ax social programs portrayed as
a “redistribution” of income from hard-
working folks to “undeserving” blacks
and immigrants. Ironically, as the media
increasingly reports on—and Republicans
seize upon—examples of families over-
whelmed by increased insurance costs,
liberal backers of Obama’s health plan
are putting forward their own version
of the redistribution theme. For exam-
ple, columnist John Harwood argued in
the New York Times (23 November) that
“the redistribution of wealth has always
been a central feature of the law” because
some must pay higher insurance costs so
that coverage can be extended to those
with pre-existing medical conditions and
others who suffered discrimination at the
hands of the insurance companies.

Some working people have bought
in to that reasoning, which feeds on the
populist notion that “we’re all in this
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together.” In our recent subscription drive,
comrades encountered unionized black
workers in the South who were willing to
take a hit on their health care costs—to
pay their “fair share”—if it meant that
their impoverished relatives might see an
improvement in their conditions. In those
Southern Republican-controlled states,
this sentiment is reinforced by a sense of
racial solidarity with the president, par-
ticularly as the ACA comes under attack
from overt racists. In reality, the funda-
mental problem in medical care is the
obscenely rich owners of the insurance,
pharmaceutical and other health care
corporations who prey upon the working
people and poor.

Almost 20 percent of the entire eco-
nomic output of the U.S. goes to pay
for health care, about twice the level of
spending in most industrialized coun-
tries. Yet that enormous expenditure does
not come close to resulting in a corre-
sponding level of health and welfare of
the population. A study by the Institute
of Medicine in January compared the
health of the U.S. population to that in
other economically advanced countries.
Americans fared worse in a broad range
of categories, including infant mortality,
heart disease, chronic lung disease, HIV/
AIDS infection, obesity and diabetes. Not
surprisingly, life expectancy in the U.S. is
lower than in all other advanced industrial
countries, and that gap continues to grow.

Like all businesses, for-profit health care
companies exist to generate the maximum
possible return on their owners’ invest-
ments. In that regard, those corporations
have been spectacularly successful. They
are raking in such fabulous profits that
the S&P stock index for the health care
sector is up 38 percent this year, more
than for any other sector of the economy.
Big investors are definitely bullish on
Obamacare.

A valuable window into the parasitic
dealings of this industry was provided
by investigative journalist Steven Brill in
a Time (20 February) cover story. Brill
noted: “When medical care becomes
a matter of life and death, the money
demanded by the health care ecosystem

reaches a wholly different order of mag-
nitude, churning out reams of bills to
people who can’t focus on them, let alone
pay them.” He documented cases of hos-
pitals charging patients two and a half
times the purchase price of an implant-
able device, $77 for a box of gauze pads
and $1,200 per hour for nursing serv-
ices. As for the pharmaceutical indus-
try, Michael Moore’s 2007 documentary
movie Sicko showed a woman in Cuba
paying a nickel for the same inhaler that
in the U.S. cost $120.

Make no mistake: When the capitalist
rulers speak of cutting health care costs,
they are not referring to the elimination
of such obscene examples of the heart-
less exploitation of working people’s suf-
fering. In the interest of swelling profits,
the bourgeoisie means to further slash the
medical care that is provided to the work-
ing population. As the New York Times
(27 May) put it, companies that are cut-
ting health benefits “are right in line with
the administration’s plan: To encourage
employers to move away from plans that
insulate workers from the cost of care and
often lead to excessive procedures and
tests.”

That same logic is fueling the drive
to cap Medicaid spending by turning
millions of recipients over to private
“managed-care organizations.” Those
outfits are typically paid a fixed sum
for providing (grossly inadequate) care.
Since 2000, the number of Medicaid
enrollees covered by managed care has
increased from 19 million to 30 million
and now accounts for some 40 percent of
beneficiaries.

Growing popular anger at the Wall
Street and health insurance robber bar-
ons has helped fuel the rise of a number
of liberal Democratic Party politicians,
such as New York City mayor-elect Bill
de Blasio and Massachusetts Senator Eliz-
abeth Warren. Playing the populist card,
they reinforce the illusion that the system
can be made to work for the little guy.
Of course, when the Republican Party
revels in union-bashing as well as racist,
anti-woman, anti-immigrant reaction, it
is easy for a Democrat to appear as the

lesser evil. This is despite the fact that
“illegal” immigrants and their families
are excluded from the ACA, which also
will not put a dollar toward abortion ser-
vices. And that many poorer people who
find themselves shelling out more for
health care are seeing their food stamp
benefits cut by bipartisan agreement.

Populist nostrums help obscure the fun-
damental class divide between the capital-
ists—the coterie of families who own the
banks and means of production, such as
the factories and mines—and the working
class, whose labor is the source of the cap-
italists’ profits. As such, the working class
is the only force with the potential power
and historic interest to sweep away the
capitalist system. The interest of the cap-
italist class in the health of the population
comes down to maintaining a workforce
fit enough to be exploited and to fight in
their imperialist wars. To put the immense
wealth generated by the labor of working
people at the service of human need will
require the expropriation of the bourgeoi-
sie through workers revolution and the
establishment of a workers state as part
of a socialist world. m
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people before they have the time to set-
tle in the “country of the rights of man.”
Reactionaries and fascists of all sorts have
seized the opportunity to urge revision of
Jjus soli [the right of the soil], which under
certain conditions grants citizenship to
those who were born on French soil.
Around the same time, the cops
deported Khatchik Kachatryan to Arme-
nia. He is the first Parisian high school
student deported since 2006—when Sar-
kozy was in charge of the ministry of
police. We demand the immediate return
of Leonarda and all her family, as well as
Khatchik, and we demand they be granted
full legal status: Full citizenship rights for
everyone who made it here! Down with
the racist witchhunt against the Roma!

The Hollande/Valls
Government’s Racist Campaign

The outrageous treatment of Leonarda
epitomizes the violent government cam-
paign against the Roma, who are made
scapegoats more than ever in this period
of deep economic crisis in order to fore-
stall workers struggle. In France, there are
at most a few tens of thousands of Roma
from the Balkans, and they are essentially
excluded from the proletariat. But for
the workers movement to accept attacks
against the Roma would make it vulnera-
ble to efforts to divide the working class
itself along ethnic, racial and sexual lines,
while reinforcing the arsenal of police
repression directed against workers.

Manuel Valls, forever in search of a new
racist provocation, declared that the Roma
were incapable of “integrating” into a civ-
ilized society like France. During World
War 11, the Nazis characterized them as
“subhuman,” but here in France the laws
invoked to lock up the Roma in camps
under the Vichy government were in fact
enacted by the Third Republic [1870-1940]
before the Nazi occupation. Some Roma
remained interned until 1946 under capi-
talist governments that included Gaullists,
Christian Democrats, Social Democrats
of the Second International and Stalin-
ists from the French Communist Party
(PCF) [see “France: Down With Racist
Anti-Roma Campaign!” WV No. 965, 24
September 2010 and Black History and
the Class Struggle No. 21, February 2011].

The Roma have been persecuted for
centuries, driven from one country to
another. In a precapitalist economy, the
Gypsies occupied a marginal economic
niche as artisans, peddlers and artists.
With the development of capitalism, they
were pushed to the margins of society,
enduring abuses that culminated in the
extermination of hundreds of thousands
of Gypsies by the Nazis. The truth is
that decaying capitalism is incapable of
“integrating” the Roma and all the more
so in periods of crisis. The French state,
including its PCF mayors, chases them
from one shantytown to another and then
uses the pretext that they are not official
residents to refuse to enroll the children
in school. When, in spite of these diffi-
culties, children like Leonarda manage to
attend school, the state deports them. It
refuses the Roma the right to work and
then accuses them of living by their wits!
Down with restrictions on the right to
work imposed by the European Union on
Bulgarian and Romanian citizens!

Only socialist revolution will make
possible the full integration of Roma into
society with equal rights, as shown by
the example of the October 1917 prole-
tarian revolution in Russia that overthrew
capitalist rule. The October Revolution
destroyed the tsarist empire—that prison
house of peoples—and laid the basis for
freeing the oppressed nations and ethnic
minorities, including the Roma, from the
jackboot of Great Russian chauvinism.

Romania, including under the gro-
tesque Stalinist regime of Ceausescu,
and Tito’s Yugoslavia (where Leonarda’s
family came from) were bureaucratically
deformed workers states. The capitalist
ruling class had been driven from power
and the resulting collectivized, nation-
alized economy guaranteed the Roma
an improved standard of living and an
unprecedented ethnic and national inte-
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gration. Their level of education began to
approach that of the rest of the popula-
tion and they had not only jobs but also
housing and health care. The Roma were
recognized as a national minority with
the right to be educated in their own lan-
guage. They were settled and relatively
integrated into the proletariat and into
the military and state apparatus. When
Yugoslavia existed, there were radio and
TV programs in the Romany language in
Kosovo.

The counterrevolutionary destruction
of these workers states turned the Bal-
kans, East Europe and the former Soviet
Union into a living hell, replete with inter-
ethnic massacres, genocidal nationalism
and utter poverty. Emigration of Roma
from Romania or Kosovo often repre-
sented a desperate attempt to flee horri-
ble racist persecution and indescribable
misery. Our organization, the Interna-
tional Communist League, fought to the
end for unconditional military defense
of the USSR and the deformed workers

states against capitalist counterrevolution
and for proletarian political revolution to
sweep away the Stalinist bureaucracies
and put in place governments of workers
councils (soviets).

There is bitter irony to the fact that
groups like Lutte Ouvriere and the New
Anti-Capitalist Party (formerly the Ligue
Communiste Révolutionnaire) today decry
the persecution of the Roma, after having
supported various champions of capitalist
“democracy” in Poland and the USSR. The
final victory of counterrevolution between
1989 and 1992 has led to new and terrible
suffering for the Roma of East Europe and
the Balkans.

Immigration and Capitalism

Leonarda and Khatchik were deported,
but how many asylum seekers and ref-
ugees do not succeed in even reaching
the European continent? It is estimated
that over the last twenty years more than
6,000 people trying to get into racist For-
tress Europe drowned just in the seas
around the little Italian island of Lampe-
dusa [see “Mass Drowning of Refugees
in Mediterranean,” WV No. 1034, 15
November].

The capitalists manage the ebbs and
flows of immigration according to their
own manpower needs. In periods of
expansion, they will look for workers
from abroad; in periods of crisis, they
turn off the tap. With the deepening
recession in the European Union—nota-
bly in Greece, Portugal and East Europe,
which are oppressed by the German and
French capitalists and their banks—even
the recent shipwrecks off Lampedusa are
pretexts for the imperialists to further
reinforce police barriers to immigration.
The cops of the European surveillance
agency “Frontex” are marauding in the
Mediterranean as walls go up along the
Greek-Turkish border. Down with the
imperialist European Union! Down with
its financial instrument, the euro!

However, the only perspective refor-
mists like the PCF have is to call for
new laws making slight modifications to
immigration policy. Similar politics were

on display during a lengthy 2009-10 strike
of several thousand undocumented work-
ers in Paris and the surrounding region.
These workers were mostly left to go it
alone as the bureaucrats from the CGT
and SUD union federations who super-
vised this campaign did next to nothing
to mobilize their co-workers who had
papers. All the bureaucrats demanded
was a decree setting standardized criteria
for processing immigration applications.
They wanted criteria that would give
papers to immigrants if they had jobs,
thus only benefiting undocumented work-
ers and their families—in other words,
too bad for the unemployed, for Roma
like Leonarda, for [foreign] high school
students like Khatchik who are no longer
minors.

At the time of the strike, the campaign
got unambiguous support from Lutte
Ouvriere and other reformist groups.
Their aim was to slightly “humanize” the
policy of Sarkozy, who openly said he
wanted to regulate immigration accord-

Gypsies in
Montreuil-Bellay
internment camp,
France, 1944.
Some remained
interned by French
authorities until
May 1946, well
after end of Nazi
occupation.
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ing to the capitalists’ need for manpower.
In contrast, we are for full citizenship
rights for everyone who is here.

Workers Must Defend
Minority Youth!

In the framework of this anti-Roma
campaign, it is heartening that high school
students have fought for the return of Leo-
narda and Khatchik. High school and col-
lege students have often been the spark for
working-class struggle. But the closing of
high schools, even for weeks, won’t hurt
the capitalists” profits. The mass youth pro-
test movement of 2006 succeeded against
the [rightist] Chirac government’s stubborn

determination to impose substandard job
contracts on young workers only because
hundreds of thousands of workers, in grow-
ing numbers, went on strike and took to the
streets in solidarity. Only the working class
has the social power to paralyze the coun-
try (the factories, transportation, utilities)
and make the bosses back down, as well as
the power to ultimately do away with their
decaying rule.

The struggle in defense of undocu-
mented immigrants is crucial for the unity
of the proletariat, particularly in construc-
tion but more generally in industries that
use temporary workers on a large scale.
The proletariat must fight against all
maneuvers by the capitalists and their
government to divide workers by ethnic-
ity, race, sex or sexual orientation. Most of
the minority high school students who are
targets of racist cop violence have papers
and were born in France. Many of their
older brothers and sisters are part of the
proletariat, largely toiling in the most pre-
carious, worst paid and lowest status jobs.

That directly poses the question of a fight
for full-time, permanent jobs for all through
redividing the available work among all
with no loss in pay. This situation cries out
for a new union leadership that will not cave
in to the bosses or accept new sacrifices in
the name of “saving French industry,” a rev-
olutionary leadership forged in opposition to
the sellout leaders who called for voting for
Hollande. Such a leadership would refuse
to play by the bosses’ rules and not limit
itself to what the bosses are ready to grant. It
would fight to satisfy the vital needs of the
working class. If capitalism cannot satisfy
these demands, let it perish! The workers
movement must defend minority youth! For
worker/immigrant mobilizations to crush
the fascists!

As revolutionary Marxists, our task is
not to advise the government nor to beg it
to adjust its policies to favor the workers
and oppressed. But we welcome all gains
the workers are able to wrest from the cap-
italists through their struggles. Our task is
to fight to build a workers party modeled
on the Bolshevik Party of Lenin, which
led the only victorious socialist revolution
in history to date. This party would be a
“tribune of the people” that denounces all
forms of oppression, no matter the class or
social layer of the victims, whether Roma,
gays, etc. The ICL fights for socialist revo-
lution and its international extension. This
is the only road to building a society of
abundance for all on the basis of a collec-
tivized planned economy and the power
of workers councils. It will take a socialist
revolution to put an end once and for all to
exploitation, poverty and racist oppression.
For a Socialist United States of Europe! &

Boston...

(continued from page 3)

campaign.” This stand underlines the
fact that the Democratic Party, no less
than the Republicans, is a party of the
bosses.

Some Democrats on the City Council,
notably Charles Yancey, have attended
union rallies and expressed sympathy
for the drivers. Yancey, whom WWP
extols as a fighter for labor and black
rights, offered to mediate on October 8
but was rebuffed by the company. A press
release issued by his office the next day
explained that “his immediate concern
was to persuade bus drivers to return to
work.” Seeking to divert workers strug-
gle into bourgeois political channels, he
orchestrated a November 21 City Council
hearing on Veolia’s anti-union practices.
Predictably, the event was snubbed by
the mayor, school officials and the bus
contractor, although the galleries were
packed to overflowing by union members
and their supporters.

The basis for the contention that the
work stoppage was illegal, which was
also the pretext for the firings, is the
no-strike clause in the union contract—
the only provision that Veolia and the city
rulers consider binding. Such pledges by
the union bureaucrats, which today are

standard practice, bury labor’s most effec-
tive weapon in fighting the bosses. With
the line drawn in Boston, all of labor
should back Local 8751 as part of revital-
izing the unions as fighting organizations
against the bosses. ®
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Grangemouth...

(continued from page 12)

any taint of association with the unions,
Unite’s strategy of “reclaiming” Labour,
which was never more than a reformist
party loyal to bourgeois rule, is something
of an exercise in feeding the hand that
bites you. Nevertheless, it was correct and
necessary for the union to defend Deans
against management, which went after
him on the grounds that he was conduct-
ing political work on the company’s time.
In fact, political work is a normal part of
a shop steward’s job.

In September, union members in
Grangemouth voted for strike action in
defense of Deans by a resounding 81 per-
cent. The union called a two-day strike to
begin on 20 October. But on 15 October,
Ineos shut down the entire Grangemouth
site, effectively locking out all 1,370 per-
manent workers as well as some 2,000
temporary contract workers who were
already being laid off. What was needed
from the outset was a strategy aimed at
mobilising the social power of workers
throughout the oil industry, in Scotland
and elsewhere. Faced with a declaration
of war on the union, a leadership worth
its salt would have sought to choke off the
supply of fuel to petrol stations by appeal-
ing for class solidarity from the oil tanker
drivers. These members of Unite waged a
strike in February that defeated an attack
on their pensions by BP, showing that it is
possible to fight the bosses and win.

Far from appealing to workers outside
the Grangemouth complex, union leaders
threatened with the shutdown offered to
call off the strike. This betrayal further
emboldened Ratcliffe, who issued an ulti-
matum to the workforce: sign an agree-
ment slashing jobs, pensions and pay, or
be sacked. Once again, union members
voted to fight, rejecting Ratcliffe’s black-
mail by a two-thirds majority. On 23
October, Ineos announced the permanent
closure of the petrochemical facility, with
the loss of 800 jobs, supposedly because
it was in “financial distress.” The Unite
leadership surrendered completely. Unite
general secretary Len McCluskey and
Scottish regional secretary Pat Rafferty
agreed to swallow the “survival plan”
that union members had rejected a few
days before. The plant was reopened on
Ratcliffe’s terms, which include a three-
year pay freeze, a no-strike agreement, an
end to the final-salary pension plan and
no more full-time union representatives
on site.

Rather than call this defeat by its right
name, the bureaucrats spun the story
as if they had won a victory by “saving
jobs.” Rafferty said: “Relief will ring
right round the Grangemouth community,
and across Scotland today. Hundreds of
jobs that would have been lost can now
be saved and £300 [$480] million will be
invested into the plant” (Unite Web site,
25 October). McCluskey declared: “I went
to Scotland last week to save those 800
jobs and keep a vital national asset open
in the face of a real threat of closure,”

admitting that the deal with Ineos is not
that different from “the difficult discus-
sions my union and others have had with
many employers during the current bank-
ing slump” (Guardian, 30 October).

For the pro-capitalist union bureau-
cracy, “saving jobs” means the workers
must make sacrifices to maintain the
company’s profitability. Over the decades,
such class collaboration has led to one
sellout after another. Take the much cel-
ebrated 1971 work-in at the financially
troubled Upper Clyde shipyard—Iled by
Communist Party-affiliated union offi-
cials and supported by Labour “left”
Tony Benn—which saw workers com-
plete orders rather than take industrial
action. Today, only two shipyards remain
on the Clyde, with the loss of 1,800 more
jobs looming between the Scottish yards
and England’s centuries-old Portsmouth
facility. Shipyard workers, who mainly
work on strategically important Ministry
of Defence contracts, have the industrial
muscle to fight these threats. To wield
that power requires a class-struggle pro-
gramme, not the class collaboration that
has proven utterly ineffective in prevent-
ing the capitalist production system from
chewing up workers and throwing them
on the scrapheap according to the whims
of the world market and the relentless pur-
suit of profit.

The attacks on Unite have continued
unabated since Grangemouth reopened,
with the Sunday Times and Daily Mail
adding fuel to the fire. The dirty anti-
union smear campaign is all to the ben-
efit of Prime Minister David Cameron’s
Tories, as Unite provides substantial
funds to the Labour Party. Meanwhile,
Stephen Deans has been hounded out of
his job and is not seeking re-election to
his position in the Labour Party.

The attack on Unite is part of an
assault on all workers, in Britain and
internationally, to make them pay for the
global capitalist crisis. There is no simple
trade-union solution to the ills of the
capitalist system. But if the unions are to
become effective in fighting for their own
interests—and those of the unorganised
working class, temporary/agency workers
and the unemployed—what is needed is
a new leadership that bases itself on a
programme of class struggle against
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Unite senior
shop steward
Stephen Deans
in September.
After witchhunt
by Labour Party
leadership,

he was
hounded out
of job by Ineos
management.

the capitalist order, as opposed to class
collaboration. This task is linked to the
forging of a revolutionary workers party
to fight for a workers government that
would organise production for social
need, not for profit.

Reformists Hark Back
to “Old Labour”

The Grangemouth betrayal shows that
the “socialist” left lacks any alternative to
the bankrupt politics of the trade-union
leadership. Both the Socialist Party of
England and Wales, which advocated
a vote for McCluskey as Unite leader,
and the Socialist Workers Party (SWP)
bemoaned the fact that he didn’t fight.
For these groups, the way to “save jobs”
is to appeal to capitalist governments to
nationalise ailing enterprises, a call raised
by McCluskey himself at Grangemouth.
The SWP looked to pressure Cameron’s
government in Westminster, saying that
“a real campaign to nationalise Grange-
mouth would have been very hard for
the weak and divided Tories to ignore”
(Socialist Worker, 5 November). Showing
a preference for the Scottish National Party
(SNP), which runs the Scottish parlia-
ment, the Socialist Party Scotland wrote:
“Decisive action by Unite, including the
occupation of an appropriate part of the
site, would gain mass support and apply
huge political pressure on the Scottish
government to carry through the nation-
alisation of the plant” (quoted in “Trade
Unions Must Learn Lessons from Grange-
mouth Setback,” socialistpartyscotland.
org.uk, 25 October). Never mind that the
SNP was working in collusion with the
Ineos bosses!

Plant occupations flout the property
rights of the bosses, and in so doing
point the road forward in the struggle
for working-class power. But for the
reformists this tactic is a means to bring
pressure toward nationalising industry
under capitalism. In the same framework,
Socialist Party Scotland raises the
demand for Ineos to open the books to
inspection by the trade unions. Gaining
access to the real books can be useful to
exposing the truth behind the company’s
propaganda. Unite appointed accountants
to study the company’s published
finances in order to challenge Ratcliffe’s
claims that the Grangemouth plant would
have to close because it was losing £10
million a month. However, in the absence
of class struggle, such exposure had little
effect on Ratcliffe. By calling off the
strike, the union tops were in no position
to call the company’s bluff—once the
union leadership folded, the bosses did
not have to show their hand.

One thing is certain: the Ineos bosses
hyped up fears about job losses to turn
the screw on the union and to grind more
out of the workers, while milking taxpay-
ers to underwrite millions in loans that
will make Grangemouth a more lucrative
source of profits for City of London inves-
tors. Moreover, if Grangemouth had been
taken over by a capitalist government—
whether in Edinburgh or in London—as
the reformists demand, pensions, wages
and bonuses would have been slashed
as much as they were under the Ineos
“survival plan.” In contrast to reformist
“socialists” who put forward nationali-
sation schemes to rescue failing capital-

ist enterprises, Bolshevik leader Leon
Trotsky declared:
“We can say to the miner, you wish
nationalization. Yes, it is our slogan.
It is only the question of conditions. If
the national property is too burdened
with debts against former owners, your
conditions can become worse than now.
To base the whole proceedings upon a
free agreement between the owners and
the state signifies ruin of the workers.
Now you must organize your own
government in the state and expropriate
them.”
—"“For a Workers’ and Farmers’
Government,” July 1938,
printed in The Transitional
Program for Socialist
Revolution (Pathfinder, 1977)
Marxists advocate the nationalisation
without compensation of certain strategic
industries, such as that related to North
Sea oil and gas, including the refineries.
This perspective has nothing in common
with the social-democratic call for
nationalisations to bail out bankrupt
industries. Bourgeois nationalisations can
do nothing to fundamentally counteract
the ravages of the boom-bust cycle of
the capitalist system that periodically
puts entire sections of industry out of
business with devastating consequences
for the working class. Under a planned
economy administered by a workers
government, collectivised industry would
play a profoundly liberating role. The
rational allocation of resources within the
framework of an international division
of labour would unleash the productive
forces, strengthening the working class.

Labour Betrayals
Boost Scots Nationalists

For the Socialist Party Scotland,
Grangemouth shows yet again that
“today Labour does not support work-
ers in struggle and that Unite should
come out clearly in favour of a new mass
workers’ party, public ownership and a
real political alternative to the austerity
agenda” (25 October). The illusion that
old Labour supported workers in past
struggles is central to the Socialist Par-
ty’s core programmatic commitment to
recreating an old Labour-type party, i.e.,
a party based on the trade-union bureau-
cracy and the myth of public ownership
under a bourgeois government. This
myth was enshrined in Clause IV of the
Labour Party’s constitution, which nom-
inally committed the party to “common
ownership of the means of production”
and codified the notion that socialism
could be achieved through legislation in
parliament. It thereby was a rejection of
the need to smash the capitalist state (the
class dictatorship of the bourgeoisie) and
establish a workers state, the dictatorship
of the proletariat. The adoption of Clause
IV in 1918 was an attempt to deflect the
radicalising impact on the working class
of the 1917 Bolshevik Revolution.

Labour was founded as a bourgeois
workers party—while saddled with a
pro-capitalist leadership, its membership
consisted primarily of the trade unions.
In 1994, shortly after counterrevolution in
the Soviet Union, Tony Blair announced
the abolition of Clause IV, signaling his
intention to transform Labour into an
outright capitalist party. The process
stalled due to Labour’s dependence on
trade-union funding, but as we observed
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in 2008: “New Labour today is moribund
as a reformist party of the working class”
(Workers Hammer No. 204, Autumn 2008).
As a follow-up to the witchhunt of Deans
and the local party in Falkirk, Miliband has
picked up where Blair left off, calling a spe-
cial conference next spring to end the sys-
tem whereby union members are registered
en masse as members of the Labour Party.

For the Labourite left, the high tide of
old Labour and Clause IV was the nation-
alisation of coal, steel and other industries
by the Clement Attlee government elected
in 1945. In the context of Britain’s dra-
matic decline from its once-dominant role
in the world economy, these giant capital-
ist bailouts were designed to help British
capitalism to compete in the world mar-
ket. In that sense, the post-WWII nation-
alisations under old Labour were no more
socialist than the bailout of the banks
carried out in 2008 under the then-New
Labour government (or, for that matter,
by the Bush/Obama regimes in the United
States).

Social-democratic support for nation-
alisation of failing industries goes
hand-in-hand with protectionism and
national chauvinism, which is poison
to working-class consciousness. A gro-
tesque example is the 2009 construction
workers’ strikes at Lindsey oil refin-
ery in Lincolnshire demanding “British
jobs for British workers,” in which the
Socialist Party of England and Wales
played a prominent role. We vehemently
opposed this reactionary campaign,
which was not intended to secure more
jobs or defend existing jobs, but to give
preference to British over foreign work-
ers in the allocation of existing jobs. In
rejecting such divide-and-rule ploys that

pit workers of different countries against
each other, we called for the unions to
defend the rights of immigrant workers
and organise the unorganised. We wrote:
“Consistent opposition to these reaction-
ary strikes requires a revolutionary inter-
nationalist programme and a perspective
of mobilising the multiethnic working
class in Britain in a struggle for the revo-
lutionary overthrow of the racist capital-
ist system” (Workers Hammer No. 206,
Spring 2009 [reprinted in WV No. 937,
22 May 2009]).

North of the border, the Socialist Party
Scotland shamelessly panders to Scottish
nationalism. The demands they raised
during the Grangemouth showdown were
entirely limited in scope to Scotland,
mainly to Grangemouth itself, with no
attempt made to appeal to workers at
oil refineries in England and Wales.
At least on paper, oil unions in other
European countries had defended the
union rep at Grangemouth. Leif Sande,
president of the trade union Industri
Energi in Norway representing 60,000
oil, gas and related industry workers,
wrote a letter demanding that Ineos
Britain put “an end to the intrusive and
accusatory investigations and threats
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Edinburgh: Scottish nationalist demonstration on September 21 calling for a
“yes” vote in 2014 independence referendum.

of dismissal against the shop steward
Stephen Deans.” While such declarations
of paper solidarity do not carry great
weight in and of themselves, they point
to the possibility of mobilising the unions
in concrete acts of class solidarity.

SNP Hails Grangemouth as
Scotland’s Future

Reformist leftists in Scotland (and in
England), who previously tailed Labour,
are now in thrall to the bourgeois-
nationalist Scottish National Party. The
SNP, which controls the Scottish parlia-
ment in Edinburgh, is campaigning for a
“yes” vote in next year’s referendum on

Reuters
February 2013: British Petroleum tanker drivers in Grangemouth organized
by Unite waged successful three-day strike over pensions and pay.

independence. The “vote no” campaign
is led by Labour—for decades the main
party in Scotland—which argues for
Scotland to remain in the “United King-
dom,” but with more autonomy.

SNP leader and Scotland’s first minis-
ter Alex Salmond, who helped broker the
anti-union deal at Grangemouth, crowed
when it reopened that the plant has a
“bright future.” Some future. Grange-
mouth—one of Scotland’s few remain-
ing industrial complexes, where the trade
union has now been crippled and workers
cowed into submission—indeed prefig-
ures the kind of future the working class
can expect in capitalist Scotland, inde-
pendent or otherwise. The SNP’s vision
of “independence” does not include a
break with the British monarchy or the
sterling currency.

We revolutionaries oppose the reaction-
ary entity known as the “United King-
dom,” which is centred on the monarchy,
the House of Lords and the established
(Protestant) churches and incorporates
the Orange statelet in Northern Ireland.
The Westminster parliament reflects the
favoured status granted to finance capital,
the City of London and the Home Coun-
ties of southeast England by the ruling

class, which has nothing but contempt for
the former industrial areas of northern
England as well as Scotland and Wales.
We uphold the right of self-determination
for Scotland and Wales, which means the
right to form independent states.

As such, we defend the democratic
right of the Scots to choose whichever
option they want in the independence ref-
erendum, but we do not advocate either a
“yes” or a “no” vote and are indifferent to
the outcome. Our programme is for a vol-
untary federation of workers republics in
the British Isles. Within such a federation,
we do not predetermine what Scotland’s
status will be—an independent workers
republic, an autonomous region or any
other status of their choice compatible
with working-class rule.

The right of self-determination also
implies the right not to separate. This
course can be preferable for semi-
assimilated nations like Scotland and
Wales, both of which lack decisive differ-
ences in either language or religion with
England. When the Spartacist League/
Britain was founded a year before the era
of Margaret Thatcher began, we declared:
“We are for the right of self-determination,
but call on the Scottish people to exercise
that right by choosing to stay in the same
state as the other peoples of Britain”
(Spartacist Britain No. 1, April 1978).
Over the course of the intervening decades,
our press has stated many times that the
pervasive English chauvinism of the Brit-
ish bourgeoisie could well drive the Scots
toward separation. This was clearly seen
during the Thatcher years, when the hated
Poll Tax was imposed first on Scotland, in
1989. The destruction of manufacturing
industry has had particularly devastating
consequences in Scotland, whose proletar-
iat was often in the vanguard of the British
trade unions.

One affront after another—from the
treachery of Labourite union leaders that
sealed the defeat of the year-long 1984-85
miners strike by the Thatcher government,
to New Labour’s subsequent adoption of
Thatcherite policies—has increasingly
driven the working class in Scotland to
electorally support the Scottish national-
ists, although not necessarily the call for
independence. The SNP’s popularity with
former Labour supporters has more to do
with policies that the Scottish parliament
has introduced, including free prescrip-
tions, free personal care for the elderly, no
university tuition fees and a freeze on the
council [municipal services] tax. By con-
trast, Labour promises not to reverse the
Tory cuts in public spending if elected.

Central to the SNP’s case for inde-
pendence is the claim: “It’s Scotland’s
oil.” From the time it came on stream
in the late 1970s, North Sea oil was also
claimed by the British capitalist rulers to
be the solution to the country’s profound
economic decline. The Thatcher regime
shut down most of the coal mines—Ilargely
as a political move to destroy the militant
miners union—and promoted North Sea
oil and gas as the country’s main source
of energy. Even at its most productive,

when revenues poured into London, North
Sea oil did not fundamentally improve
British capitalism’s position relative to
that of its rivals. And now North Sea oil
has passed its peak. The cost of explo-
ration and extraction is growing, and the
oil giants are shifting their investments to
more lucrative areas of the world. With
oil profits set to decline even further, the
British ruling class increasingly views
Scotland as an economic drain, a phe-
nomenon reflected in the frequent rant-
ing in the English chauvinist press about
subsidies to Scotland.

Trillions of dollars are invested
worldwide in infrastructure related to oil
and gas production and refining. At the
same time, the price of oil can be wildly
unstable. In the naked pursuit of profit,
the big oil companies are always striving
to ratchet up the rate of exploitation of
the working class. The industry is also
notoriously unsafe—from the industrial
murder of 167 workers on the North
Sea’s Piper Alpha platform in 1988 to
the numerous fatalities in crashes of
helicopters ferrying workers to and
from the rigs.

The Grangemouth plant produces
much of Scotland’s refined petroleum
and chemical exports, but like the rest
of Europe it is struggling to cope with
falling consumer demand for petrol and
stiffer competition, with shale gas pro-
duction slashing the price of American
chemical products. Britain increasingly
imports its diesel, even as it exports
much of the petrol it produces. Mean-
while, the government is expanding its
nuclear energy capacity and has plans
for shale gas. Britain’s aging refineries
are also facing competition from modern
ones in the Near East, India and China.
As aresult, the Coryton refinery in Essex
closed last year, with Milford Haven
refinery in Wales reportedly now under
threat of closure.

One of the lessons to draw from Grange-
mouth is the need for an industrial union
of all oil workers. As we wrote in “Oil
Workers—Shut Down Production Now!”
(Workers Hammer No. 116, September
1990) during a series of strikes and occu-
pations of North Sea oil rigs: “A hard
strike would lay the basis for forging one
solid union of all onshore and offshore oil
workers. Production workers, as well as
maintenance and catering workers, must
be mobilised in struggle: a Piper Alpha-
type inferno does not distinguish between
contract workers and others.” In the wider
context of war moves by the U.S. and Brit-
ish imperialist powers against oil-rich
Iraq, the article concluded:

“Thatcher has particularly targeted
the working people of Scotland, with
her devastation of the Upper Clyde,
the coalfields and now Ravenscraig
[steel plant]. Those who are lucky have
got jobs doing hard, demanding and
dangerous work offshore. And whether
Labour or Tories administer capitalism
the companies will extract extortionate
profits from the sweat, blood and
corpses of oil workers. That wealth
should benefit not a handful of bankers,
capitalists, colonels and sheikhs but
the working people of the world, who
will lay claim to it through proletarian

revolution and the establishment of an
international socialist order.” H
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European Gypsies Under Siege

AFP photos

French Government Crackdown
on Roma, Immigrants

Left: Children cast out on the street after French police shut down Roma
camp outside Lyon, August 2012. Fifteen-year-old Leonarda Dibrani, shown
with her family in Kosovo on October 19 after their deportation from France.

In recent months, there has been a dra-
matic increase in vicious attacks against
Roma (Gypsies) across Europe, where the
10 to 12 million Roma make up the largest
and one of the most oppressed minority
populations. Hounded by ingrained rac-
ism, Roma are routinely excluded from
employment and housing and made to
live in conditions with little or no san-
itation. In the context of the ongoing
economic crisis, the European capitalist
governments are offering up the Roma as
scapegoats for worsening conditions and
rising unemployment—taking aim at an

easy target, a marginalized and defense-
less people persecuted for centuries. The
capitalists’ chauvinist media has whipped
up a storm recalling medieval lies about
Roma stealing children, now repackaged
under the rubric of “human trafficking.”

In mid October, cops raided a Roma
camp in central Greece on a drug sweep
and snatched up a 4-year-old girl with fair
hair and blue eyes, arresting her parents.

The girl, Maria, doesn’t fit the stereotype
of the Roma, so the media christened
her the “Blonde Angel” and splashed her
photo around the world. It turns out that
her biological mother is a Bulgarian Roma
who had been living in Greece. Forced
to return to Bulgaria, the mother had
arranged for Maria to be brought up by a
different Roma family in Greece.

But these mundane facts of a childcare

arrangement common in every culture did
not prevail against the chauvinist hysteria
that spread like wildfire across Europe.
Within days, two pale-skinned Roma
children in Ireland were abducted from
their parents by state authorities and sub-
jected to DNA tests to “prove” they were
who their parents said they were. For the
Irish capitalist state, anti-Roma racism is
part and parcel of its longstanding oppres-
sion of Irish Travellers, a distinct ethnic
group with their own language and cul-
ture whose historically itinerant way of

continued on page 8

Grangemouth: Labour Party Paved Way for Attack

Union Bashing at Scottish Qil Refinery

The following article was written by
our comrades of the Spartacist League/
Britain.

On 25 October, the leaders of Britain’s
biggest trade union, Unite, signed a deal
amounting to a humiliating defeat for
workers at Scotland’s only oil refinery, in
Grangemouth. Formerly owned by British
Petroleum (BP), the vast industrial com-
plex on the Firth of Forth near Falkirk
powers a major pipeline from the North
Sea and supplies fuel to pumps through-
out Scotland, Northern Ireland and parts
of northern England. Since the takeover
of the facility by the Ineos corporation in
2006, boss Jim Ratcliffe has been deter-
mined to break the union. His previous
assault on the pension plan was defeated
by a successful two-day strike in 2008,
which shut down the pipeline that carries
30 percent of Britain’s oil.

The stage for the recent anti-union
attack was set by the Labour Party leader-
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ship, which instigated a vicious witchhunt
against Stephen Deans, a senior shop stew-
ard who worked for 25 years at Grange-
mouth. Bowing to Tory [Conservative
Party] allegations that Unite was rigging
the selection of a candidate in the Falkirk
district, Labour leader Ed Miliband called
in the police to investigate the local party
branch, of which Deans was chairman
at the time. Not a shred of evidence was
found, by either the cops or the Labour Par-
ty’s own investigation. But the dirty deed
was done. The oil bosses continued with
disciplinary proceedings against Deans,

threatening him with the sack [firing].
The accusations against Deans stem
from the union’s role in recruiting around
150 union members into the Labour Party
and backing its preferred parliamentary
candidate. This strategy is politically mis-
guided, to put it mildly. Given the intense
hostility of the Labour Party elite toward
continued on page 10
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October 20: Locked-out Unite union workers protest outside oil refinery in

Grangemouth, Scotland.
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