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The lives of some 800,000 younger 
immigrants, their families and communi-
ties were thrown into chaos earlier this 
month when the Trump administration 
pulled the plug on the Obama- initiated 
Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals 
(DACA) program. The repeal of DACA, 
which granted a temporary reprieve to a 
small layer of undocumented immigrants 
brought into this country as children, puts 
“Dreamers” at the mercy of immigration 
authorities and threatens their livelihoods 
and those of the extended families they 
financially support. Wasting no time, the 
Department of Homeland Security issued 
a memo encouraging DACA recipients to 
pack their bags and leave by next March, 
when DACA permits begin to expire. 
Already, there are reports of detentions 
at the border and racist attacks on DACA 
students in colleges.

By launching this latest anti- immigrant 
attack, which has sparked protests nation-
wide, Trump was playing to his nativist 
base. Coming on top of the recent pres-
idential pardon of arch- racist Sheriff Joe 
Arpaio and the decision by the Supreme 
Court to temporarily allow partial enforce-
ment of the anti- Muslim travel ban, the 
demise of DACA has the forces of reac-
tion riding high. In their crosshairs are not 
only immigrants and Muslims but black 
people and the working class as a whole. 
The same racist invective that emboldens 
the border vigilantes and immigrant- 
bashers emboldens fascist killers like 
those who mobilized in Charlottesville in 
defense of the former slavocracy.

The move to scrap DACA predictably 
afforded Democratic Party politicians a 
cheap opportunity for some theatrical 
grandstanding. First and foremost among 
them was Barack Obama, who pronounced 
Trump “cruel” for rescinding the 2012 
executive order that established DACA. 
The previous president certainly knows 
a thing or two about cruelty. Among his 
many crimes as CEO of American capi-
talism, Obama deported more people than 
any previous president in U.S. history. In 
fact, despite a spike in arrests, the rate of 
deportations under Trump to date does 
not match even Obama’s slowest year.

Obama prepared a very well- equipped 
deportation machine that Trump wants to 
kick into even higher gear. DACA provides 
a tool to that end. Central to DACA, which 
was introduced by Obama during the 2012 
election as a cynical ploy to shore up the 
Latino vote, was the provision that appli-
cants would hand over all their informa-
tion to la migra: fingerprints, photographs, 
bank accounts, school and job records, even 
the addresses of parents (the overwhelming 
majority of whom are themselves undocu-
mented). In short, everything the govern-
ment needs to hunt them down.

Obama was clear from the outset about 
DACA: “This is not amnesty. This is not 
immunity. This is not a path to citizen-
ship.” DACA deferred deportation for 
those who had lived virtually their whole 
lives in the U.S. and who met certain cri-
teria (e.g., having graduated from high 

school and no criminal record). Today, 
cases abound of immigrants who lost their 
DACA status—whether it was stripped 
from them under some flimsy pretext like 
supposed gang affiliation or it lapsed due 
to their inability to pay the $500 renewal 
fee every two years—only to be rounded 
up and thrown out of the country. DACA 
was a deferral, and that was all it was.

A week after the program was rescind-
 ed, leading Democratic Party lawmakers 
Nancy Pelosi and Chuck Schumer began 
negotiations with the Trump White House: 
a restoration of DACA in some form linked 
to a package of enhanced border security 
measures. While the reality of a deal 
remains in question, the enthusiasm of the 
Democrats for both its components is not, 
with Schumer bragging on the Senate floor 
about the “great sensory equipment” man-
ufactured in his home state of New York. 
More Border Patrol agents, more ground 
sensors, more drones, more manned 
flights, more border infrastructure—there 
is a lot of common ground for bipartisan 
immigration enforcement. It’s the Demo-
crats’ version of Trump’s wall.

At a September 18 press conference 
in San Francisco on DACA, Pelosi was 
shouted down by undocumented protest-
ers carrying signs reading, “Democrats 
are Deporters” and chanting, “We are 
not your bargaining chip.” While DACA 
recipients are often referred to as “Dream-
ers,” it was the failure of the Dream Act to 
pass through Congress that provided the 
backdrop to Obama’s 2012 DACA exec-
utive order. The Dream Act would have 
allowed immigrant youth to petition for 
permanent residency after completing 
two years of college or military service. 
But with the costs of college prohibitive 
and immigrants barred from Pell Grants, 
it was clear the bill would have mainly 
provided a huge pool of potential military 
recruits. The Pentagon enthusiastically 
supported it. We opposed the Dream Act 
because it was a trap for immigrant youth, 
who would be signed up as cannon fodder 
for the U.S. military.

 No less than the Republicans, the Demo-
crats represent and serve the American cap-
italist order, which is based on the exploita-
tion of the workers and rooted in chattel 

slavery and the continued racial oppression 
of black people. DACA recipients represent 
a wide range of social backgrounds—from 
college students and low- wage service 
workers to those in relatively well- paying 
tech jobs. It is their bottom line, not benev-
olence, that has Silicon Valley and major 
corporations rallying behind DACA, which 
offers no job protection, no assured immi-
gration status and no right to any kind of 
welfare. With DACA holders overwhelm-
ingly Mexican- born and concentrated in 
Texas and California, some construction 
outfits are bemoaning Trump’s decision 
for casting uncertainty over their low- wage 
labor options in the profit- driven rebuilding 
frenzy after Hurricane Harvey.

DACA is based on the premise that its 
recipients are “deserving” immigrants 
who entered the U.S. through “no fault of 
their own.” The notion promoted by the 
Democrats of “good” versus “bad” immi-
grants or in the words of Obama, “fam-
ilies, not felons,” is a set-up for greater 
state repression against all immigrants. 
In urban centers across the country, cop 
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terror against black people and Latinos 
is a daily reality. Those youth who get 
ensnared in the criminal “justice” system 
are for all intents and purposes branded 
for life, and undocumented immigrants 
become prime targets for deportation.

Labor Must Fight  
for Immigrant Rights!

The integrated trade unions should be in 
the forefront of the struggle in defense of 
immigrant rights. But the labor movement 
is crippled by its flag- waving leadership, 
whose fundamental loyalty is not to the 
workers but to the profitability of Amer-
ican capitalism. When Trump decided to 
kill DACA, he had his notoriously racist 
attorney general Jeff Sessions make the 
announcement. In his remarks, Sessions 
recycled the old racist canard of “job 
stealing” immigrants, claiming DACA 
“denied jobs to hundreds of thousands of 
Americans.”

Such lies have long been echoed by 
sections of the trade- union bureaucracy 
that promote “America first” protection-
ism, which reinforces anti- immigrant 
bigotry. While today AFL- CIO president 
Richard Trumka denounces the repeal 

of DACA and says that immigrant labor 
should be “celebrated,” earlier this year 
he applauded a speech by Trump for hav-
ing “talked about legal immigration being 
used to drive down wages.” It is the cap-
italist bosses, not any sector of the work-
ing class, who drive down wages in order 

to ratchet up the exploitation of all work-
ers. And it is the labor tops’ class collab-
orationism, politically expressed mainly 
through their ties to the Democrats, that 
has disarmed workers in the face of the 
bosses’ relentless anti- union attacks.

Take the SEIU service employees union, 
which has a significant immigrant mem-
bership and has engaged in protests against 
deportations. In response to DACA’s elim-
ination, its International executive vice 
president Rocio Sáenz issued a statement 
vowing to “mobilize on an unprecedented 
scale to resist these racist attacks.” Their 
answer to Trump? “Drive a turnaround 
in 2018”—that is, get the Democrats into 
office in the upcoming midterm elections.

What’s needed is militant class strug-
gle based on the understanding that the 
capitalist bosses and the workers share 
no common interests. Defense of the 
rights of immigrants, black people and 
all the oppressed is vital to the defense 
of the labor movement itself. Key to this 
perspective is the forging of a class- 
struggle leadership in the unions com-
mitted to mobilizing the power of labor 
in a fight to stop deportations and for full 
citizenship rights for all immigrants.

This is decidedly not the perspective 
of reformist groups like the Interna-
tional Socialist Organization (ISO). Fol-
lowing DACA’s repeal, the ISO called 
to “revitalize the fighting movement 
that stopped mass criminalization of the 
undocumented in 2006 with its incredible 
‘mega- marches’ and that won DACA in 
2012 by relentlessly pressuring politicians 
of both parties, including Barack Obama” 
(Socialist Worker, 7 September). In 2006, 
one of the main demo slogans was “Today 
we march, tomorrow we vote”; six years 
later, it was Obama who used the “Dream-
ers,” not the other way around. Despite the 
ISO’s caveat that the movement should not 
be “one that subordinates our demands to 

getting Democrats to take over Congress 
and the White House,” that is exactly what 
their “movement” building is all about. 
They admitted as much at the time of the 
2006 demonstrations during Bush Jr.’s 
presidency: “Potentially, the movement can 
break the logjam of U.S. politics, in which 
the Republicans launch attack after attack 
with little or no response from the Demo-
crats” (Socialist Worker, 31 March 2006).

For a Workers America!
The driving force behind the desperate 

efforts of so many people to get into the U.S. 
is the imperialist subjugation of the neoco-
lonial world. With their systematic looting 
of wide swaths of the planet, not to mention 
their plunging sections of it into the devas-
tation of war, the advanced capitalist pow-
ers impose inhuman conditions on the vast 
majority of mankind. The 1994 NAFTA 
agreement brokered by the Democrat Clin-
ton was a free- trade rape of Mexico that 
wiped out the livelihoods of a great mass 
of poor rural workers, peasants and others, 
compelling them to attempt the dangerous 
border crossing to the North in order to eke 
out a basic existence. Everything from the 
U.S.- engineered dirty wars of the 1980s to 
Washington’s economic plunder has torn 
apart multiple Central American countries 
and sent refugees into the U.S., where they 
have faced large- scale detention.

The U.S. capitalists view Mexico and 
Latin America as destinations for capital 
export and a vast reservoir of cheap, vul-
nerable labor to be tapped or returned as 
dictated by the demands of the economy. 
At the same time, immigrant workers play 
a vital role in the U.S. economy, including 
by filling some of the most dangerous and 
lowest- paying jobs. Today, these jobs are 
overwhelmingly non- union. To keep it so, 
the bosses fan the flames of anti- immigrant 
chauvinism and racial hostility. Whipping 
up racial and ethnic hatred—pitting white 
workers against black workers; native- born 
against immigrant—has long served Amer-
ica’s capitalist rulers.

We fight for the unity and integrity 
of the multiracial working class against 
chauvinism and racism. The starting 
point for defending immigrant rights must 
be opposition to all the political parties 
and state agencies of the capitalist rulers. 
Our aim is to win the working class to 
the understanding that it must oppose the 
whole capitalist system. It is only through 
the victory of world socialist revolution 
that material scarcity can be abolished for 
good, laying the basis for the withering 
away of the state and therefore of borders. 
Only an egalitarian socialist society can 
provide a decent life for those who now 
live in the teeming slums and rural vil-
lages of the neocolonial world, as well as 
for the black, Latino and white working 
masses of this country. The Spartacist 
League seeks to forge the revolutionary 
workers party that is necessary to lead all 
the exploited and oppressed in sweeping 
away the U.S. imperialist behemoth. n

Marxism and Insurrection

In a letter written in mid September 1917 
to the Central Committee of the Bolshevik 
Party, V. I. Lenin underlined that conditions 

had become ripe for the seizure of power by the proletariat in Russia. The Bolsheviks 
had widespread support within the working class in the cities as well as growing sup-
port in the countryside, where peasants were seizing land. That month, the Bolsheviks 
had obtained a majority in the Petrograd and Moscow Workers’ and Soldiers’ Soviets 
(councils). These councils were organs of proletarian power that had arisen alongside 
the capitalist Provisional Government after the February Revolution that had over-
thrown the tsarist monarchy. As Petrograd faced the threat of a bloodbath by German 
imperialism in the First World War and the suppression of the revolution, Lenin initiated 
the fight in the Bolshevik leadership to put workers insurrection on the order of the day. 

To be successful, insurrection must rely not upon conspiracy and not upon a party, 
but upon the advanced class. That is the first point. Insurrection must rely upon a 
revolutionary upsurge of the people. That is the second point. Insurrection must rely 
upon that turning- point in the history of the growing revolution when the activity of 
the advanced ranks of the people is at its height, and when the vacillations in the ranks 
of the enemy and in the ranks of the weak, half- hearted and irresolute friends of the 

revolution are strongest. That is the third point....
All the objective conditions exist for a successful insurrection. We have the 

exceptional advantage of a situation in which only our victory in the insurrection 
can put an end to that most painful thing on earth, vacillation, which has worn the 
people out; in which only our victory in the insurrection will give the peasants land 
immediately; a situation in which only our victory in the insurrection can foil the game 
of a separate peace directed against the revolution—foil it by publicly proposing a 
fuller, juster and earlier peace, a peace that will benefit the revolution.

Finally, our Party alone can, by a victorious insurrection, save Petrograd; for if our 
proposal for peace is rejected, if we do not secure even an armistice, then we shall 
become “defencists,” we shall place ourselves at the head of the war parties, we shall 
be the war party par excellence, and we shall conduct the war in a truly revolutionary 
manner. We shall take away all the bread and boots from the capitalists. We shall leave 
them only crusts and dress them in bast shoes. We shall send all the bread and footwear 
to the front.

And then we shall save Petrograd.

— V. I. Lenin, “Marxism and Insurrection” (September 1917)
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Immigrants await deportation by I.C.E., May 2010. Under Barack Obama, 
more than 2.5 million immigrants were deported.

DACA...
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The following is a translation of a 25 
March supplement to Spartaco, newspa-
per of our comrades of the Lega trotskista 
d’Italia.

The leaders of the European Union 
(EU) are meeting in Rome to celebrate the 
anniversary of the 1957 treaty that estab-
lished the European Economic Commu-
nity (EEC). Heads of state and EU rulers 
responsible for the misery of entire popu-
lations, for destruction in Africa and the 
Near East and for the ceaseless drownings 
of immigrants in the Mediterranean Sea 
will discuss how to “strengthen common 
security and defense” through “a better 
integrated defense industry” and “a stable 
and ultimately stronger common currency.”

We went on record as far back as 1973 
in our article “Capitalist Conspiracy in 
Europe—Labor and the Common Mar-
ket” (WV No. 15, January 1973), where we 
explained: “The destruction of the Com-
mon Market should be a major goal of the 
European labor and socialist movements.” 
We knew that the existence of the EU was 
“based on agreement between the parties 
to undertake their plunder and exploitation 
jointly as long as the current expansionary 
wave lasts” but that as soon as one or more 
of the capitalist regimes belonging to it 
“begins to suffer from the effects of free 
trade competition with the others, how-
ever, the entire edifice will collapse and 
protectionist nationalism will re- emerge.” 
We emphasized that “the struggle against 
the bosses’ Common Market, for a united 
socialist Europe, is at the same time a deter-
mined battle against these treacherous mis-
leaders of the working class” who support 
the EU today just as they did yesterday.

The EEC was created by the 1957 Treaty 
of Rome as an economic adjunct to NATO, 
the military alliance formed after World 
War II as part of the imperialist crusade 
to roll back Communism. The American 
ruling class hoped the EEC would serve to 
dampen conflicts between the European 
imperialist bourgeoisies that jeopardized 
the common alliance against the Soviet 
Union. The Soviet Union, born out of the 

1917 October Revolution, was a workers 
state (based on expropriation of the cap-
italist class and collectivization of the 
means of production) despite its degenera-
tion under the rule of a bureaucratic caste 
headed by J.V. Stalin. The Red Army’s vic-
tory over Nazi Germany in 1945 rescued 
East Europe from capitalist exploitation. 
It was in this context that West European 
capitalist governments conceded benefits 
otherwise known as the “welfare state.”

We of the International Communist 
League fought till the end for the uncondi-
tional military defense of the Soviet Union 
and the bureaucratically deformed work-
ers states of eastern and central Europe, 
which were based on the Soviet model. 
Our struggle was linked to the perspec-
tive of preserving the revolutionary gains 
of the working class and extending them 
through a proletarian political revolution 
to drive out the Stalinist bureaucracy and 
bring the USSR back to the internationalist 
road of Lenin and Trotsky’s Bolsheviks.

Today’s imperialist order was shaped 
by the counterrevolutionary destruction 
of the Soviet Union in 1991- 92, a historic 
defeat for the working masses of the entire 
world. From a NATO auxiliary, the EU has 
increasingly become an instrument of the 
European imperialists, particularly Ger-
many, in competition with their American 
imperialist rival. But the EU’s role is as 
reactionary as it was during the Cold War.

The EU is a reactionary bloc of Euro-
pean imperialists, headed by Germany, 
which serves as the instrument for plun-
dering dependent countries in southern 
and eastern Europe, ramping up exploita-
tion of the European working classes, and 
controlling the flow of immigrant labor. 
Even in the capitalist economies that have 
benefited from the common currency, 
such as Germany, it is workers who pay 
the bill. Thanks to the [wage- and benefit- 
slashing] Hartz IV “reforms” imposed 
by the German Social Democratic Party 
[SPD] in 2005, the number of workers in 
Germany who cannot live on their sala-
ries has increased by 25 percent, i.e., more 
than three million people.

The ICL has always opposed NATO, the 
EEC and the European Union on principle. 
We opposed the introduction of the euro, 
a financial and economic tool with which 
the German imperialists (and to a lesser 
degree the French and Italian imperialists) 
have plundered and subjugated economi-

cally weaker countries, reducing the Greek 
people to starvation. We also opposed the 
extension of the EU to East Europe because 
it was clear that it would increase the 
exploitation of East European workers. We 
fight against the chauvinist discrimination 
directed at them in various EU countries.

The devastating effects of EU austerity 
inflicted on the workers and peoples of 
Europe are clear for all to see. The weaker 
capitalist economies of Portugal, Italy, Ire-

land, Greece and Spain, lumped together 
under the insulting acronym “PIIGS,” have 
been devastated. In Italy, unemployment 
has reached record numbers. Following the 
Maastricht agreement in 1992, the Italian 
bourgeoisie carried out extensive privatiza-

tions that slashed hundreds of thousands 
of jobs, especially in the south, and weak-
ened the unions. Millions of workers toil 
under temporary contracts, are paid with 
vouchers, or work with the noose of labor 
brokers slipped around their necks. Health 
care, education and pensions have been 
progressively gutted. Industrial production 
has fallen by 23 percent since 2008.

The working class must fight for Italy 

out of the EU and the euro. An Italian 
exit could precipitate the collapse of the 
EU. This would be in the interest of all 
workers and the oppressed and strike a 
hard blow against the bosses. The end of 
the EU would not mean the end of inter-
national capitalism, or of the exploitation 
and racism that are intrinsic to this sys-
tem of production, but it would facilitate 
workers struggles across Europe and more 
sharply expose that the main enemy to 
combat is one’s “own” national exploiter.

Our opposition to the EU is integral 
to our revolutionary Marxist perspective: 
the overthrow of capitalism worldwide by 
the working class and the building of an 
internationally planned and collectivized 
economy. This would allow for a qualita-
tive development of the productive forces 
and the overcoming of class divisions in 
society—the starting point for a world 
communist order.

A workers party guided by an interna-
tionalist program is required to lead this 
struggle. To defeat the EU and NATO impe-
rialists requires international working- class 
solidarity. Correspondingly, victorious rev-
olutions in Europe will strive to integrate 
European economies on a voluntary basis 
within a Socialist United States of Europe. 
Only when the working class seizes control 
of the means of production will the latter 
be transformed from the proletariat’s ball 

continued on page 7
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We print below the first part of an 
article based on a March 5 Spartacist 
League Black History forum presenta-
tion by Brian Manning in Oakland.

The term “populism” commonly means 
hostility to elites and the status quo. Tak-
ing issue with income distribution, popu-
lists protest against economic privilege, 
looking to “the people”—that is, the petty 
bourgeoisie, or so- called middle class. 
Populism, which rejects the mobilization 
of workers as a class, has always gotten 
a lot of play in the U.S. This is due in 
large part to the historic lack of class 
consciousness among workers, which is a 
product of the racial and other divisions 
sown by the capitalist rulers in order to 
divide and weaken the working class. 

A few years ago, you had the populist 
Occupy movement. Its ubiquitous slogan, 
“We are the 99 percent,” was based on a 
notion of “the people” against the “1 per-
cent.” According to this outlook, work-
ers and the oppressed supposedly share 
common interests with managers who 
fire their employees, cops who gun down 
black people, and religious leaders who 
preach obedience and docility in the face 
of authority. Last year, the Bernie Sand-
ers campaign drew on widespread anger 
against economic inequality in America 
with its rallying cry for “political revolu-
tion against the billionaire class.” Sanders 
is in fact a capitalist Democratic Party pol-
itician who has long served the interests 
of the ruling class, particularly with his 
support to the bloody wars, occupations 
and other adventures of U.S. imperialism. 

That Bernie Sanders is not a socialist 
of any stripe has not stopped reformist 
organ izations like the International Social-
ist Organization and Socialist Alternative 
from fawning over him. Sanders promoted 
the fraudulent idea that the people can vote 
into office a benevolent capitalist govern-
ment that will defend their interests against 
the big corporations and robber barons of 
Wall Street. Such illusions, which have long 
been promoted by the pro-capitalist trade-
union misleaders, have served to tie the 
working class to the rule of the exploiters. 

Then there’s Trump, who ran a cam-
paign of right- wing populism. Populism 
isn’t inherently right- wing or left- wing; it 
can span the bourgeois political spectrum 
and is conditioned by the level of class 
struggle. In his inauguration address, 
Trump said, “For too long, a small group 
in our nation’s capital has reaped the 
rewards of government while the people 
have borne the cost. Washington flour-
ished—but the people did not share in its 
wealth.” Playing on economic insecurities, 
Trump sometimes postured as a defender 
of the “little man.” Of course, Trump is 
an open representative of big capital and 
racist, union- busting reaction. His brand 
of right- wing populism represents a direct 
attack on black people, immigrants and 
the working class as a whole. 

As Marxists, we struggle to impart the 
understanding that the barbaric capital-
ist system cannot be reformed to benefit 
working people and the oppressed but 
must be overthrown. The only way 
to ensure jobs and decent living stan-
dards, including free, quality health 
care and education for all, is by 
seizing the wealth from the capital-
ist class through socialist revolution 
and putting it in the hands of those 
whose labor makes society run—that 
is, the working class. This is also the 
only way to put an end to the racial 
oppression of black people, which is 
the bedrock of American capitalism. 
The multiracial working class cannot 
liberate itself from wage slavery if it 
does not take up the fight for black 
liberation. Our aim is to forge the rev-
olutionary multiracial workers party 
that will fight to realize the goals of 
black freedom and equality. Black 
workers are slated to play a leading 
role in such a party.

The fundamental class division in 
capitalist society is between the work-
ing class, which sells its labor power 
to survive, and the capitalist class, 
which owns the banks and the means 
of production, such as the factories 
and the mines. The bourgeoisie is a 
very small fraction of the “1 percent.” 
The interests of the working class 
and the bourgeoisie are irreconcil-
able. The international working class 

uniquely possesses the social power to 
overturn capitalism, deriving from work-
ers’ ability to shut off the flow of profit by 
withholding their labor. The workers have 
an objective interest in expropriating the 
bourgeoisie and reorganizing society on a 
socialist basis internationally. 

The heterogeneous, intermediate social 
layers between the workers and the cap-
italists constitute the petty bourgeoisie, 
which encompasses students, profession-
als and shopkeepers, among others. These 
layers have no direct relationship to the 
means of production. Lacking social 
power and a common class interest, the 
petty bourgeoisie cannot provide an alter-
native to capitalism. If the working class, 
under a revolutionary leadership and pro-
gram, shows that it has the resolve to lead 
society out of its economic and social cri-
ses, sections of the petty bourgeoisie will 
line up behind the workers in struggle. 
The upper layers of the petty bourgeoi-

sie will gravitate toward the capitalists 
against the workers. 

Early Populism and  
Black Oppression

The best- known populist movement 
is the one that emerged in the late 19th 
century, centered on poor farmers in the 
South. American populism, however, goes 
back to the slave owner Thomas Jeffer-
son and his glorification of the yeoman 
farmer. Shays’ Rebellion of 1787, a revolt 
by debt- ridden farmers in western Mas-
sachusetts against taxes, prefigured later 
battles fought in the populist tradition. At 
the time, Thomas Jefferson said, “I hold 
it that a little rebellion now and then is 
a good thing and is as necessary in the 
political world as storms in the physical.” 
Of course, when it came to black slaves 
rebelling, as in the Haitian Revolution, 
which began in 1791, the prospect of slave 
masters losing their heads to the slaves 
was a little too close to Monticello for Jef-
ferson. He opposed the new black republic 
established in Haiti in 1804.

Andrew Jackson is also viewed as an 
early populist because he warred with 
banking and business elites in the name 
of “the people,” that is, white people. 
Like Jefferson, Jackson was a wealthy 
slave owner who held hundreds of human 
beings as chattel on his cotton plantation. 
He also slaughtered Native Americans and 
orchestrated their forcible removal from 
the southeastern United States, such as the 
horrific 1838- 39 Trail of Tears from Geor-
gia to present- day Oklahoma. It’s entirely 
fitting that Trump admires Jackson. 

Later expressions of American pop-
ulism were conditioned by the outcome 
of the Civil War of 1861- 65. Waged by 
the Northern Union Army against the 
slaveowners’ Confederacy in the South, 
the Civil War was a bourgeois revolution, 
with all its inherent contradictions. It 
was one of the most progressive wars in 
modern history in that it smashed black 
chattel slavery. The Northern capitalists 
overthrew and abolished a barbaric and 
archaic social system of exploitation, pav-
ing the way for the full development of 
capitalism in the United States. 

During the period of Radical Recon-
struction beginning in 1867, the federal 
government for the first time extended 
the rights of citizenship to black people 
through the Fourteenth and Fifteenth 
Amendments. For a time, it used the 
power of Union Army troops in the South 
to protect the former slaves. In 1865, the 
federal government also established the 
Freedmen’s Bureau, which oversaw the 
establishment of public education for 
black people (as well as poor whites) in 
the South, where previously it had been 
a crime to teach black people to read and 
write. Some Radical Republicans even 
mooted land reform. 

But the Northern bourgeoisie was not 
committed to fulfilling Reconstruction’s 
promise of social equality for the former 
slaves. The temporary alliance of the 
Northern bourgeoisie with the black slaves 
in the South against the slaveholders was 
just that—temporary. By the 1870s, it was 
no longer in the bourgeoisie’s interest to 
maintain that alliance. The Northern cap-
italists eyed the devastated South not as a 
laboratory for a radical, interracial demo-
cratic experiment but as an opportunity to 
profitably exploit Southern resources and 
cheap labor. The 1871 Paris Commune, 
in which the working class briefly held 
power, helped to cohere the class con-
sciousness of the U.S. bourgeoisie, whose 
prewar ideology of “free labor,” premised 
on an identity of interest between labor 
and capital, had quickly dissipated after 
the Civil War. The bourgeoisie began to 
see—and fear—the intertwining of the 
fate of the freedmen in the South with 
that of the overwhelmingly white working 
class in the North.

Men from mercantile, banking and 
industrial backgrounds as well as some 
from the old planter families became 
the new rulers in the South. The Union 
Army’s practice during the last year of 
the Civil War of turning over “40 acres 
and a mule” to freed slaves in some parts 
of South Carolina and Georgia had nur-

For Black Liberation  
Through Socialist Revolution! 

Joseph Keppler

“The Bosses of the Senate” cartoon from 1889 depicts corporate monopolists in control of Senators. 

Suppression of black rights after Civil 
War: 1874 drawing titled “The ‘War of 
Races’” shows the murder of three black 
men in Tennessee. 
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tured the hopes of emancipated slaves 
across the South that they would get their 
own piece of land. But such land reform 
was a dead letter almost from the start of 
Reconstruction.

At the same time, Reconstruction faced 
a sustained, bloody offensive by South-
ern white- supremacists. The federal gov-
ernment increasingly gave these racists 
a free hand in terrorizing black people 
and whites who supported the Republi-
can Party and Reconstruction. With the 
Compromise of 1877, the new president, 
Rutherford B. Hayes, ordered the last of a 
dwindling number of federal troops in the 
South to remain in their barracks, ending 
their role in Southern political affairs. 
With this act, the American bourgeoisie 
killed what remained of Reconstruction. 

Racist American  
Capitalism on the Rise 

With the defeat of Reconstruction, the 
former slaveowners and other support-
ers of the Confederacy, organized by the 
white- supremacist Democratic Party, took 
control of local and state governments, 
the courts, militias, sheriffs and newspa-
pers. The pro- slavery forces had, from the 

time of Reconstruction, formed their own 
paramilitary organizations, such as the 
Red Shirts and Ku Klux Klan. The Dem-
ocrats who overthrew Republican gov-
ernments in the South dubbed themselves 
“Redeemers” because they had suppos-
edly redeemed the South from black rule, 
fraud and corruption. They accomplished 
this by violently driving blacks from the 
polls with nightriding attacks, lynching 
and bloody massacres. 

New labor systems developed in the 
South. In the absence of land reform, 
various forms of peonage developed, sub-
jugating the bulk of the Southern black 
population, as well as poor whites, to the 
white landowners and merchants. There 
was sharecropping, whereby the farmer 
had to give a certain share of his crop to 
the landlord when he harvested it. There 
was the crop lien system, whereby the 
merchant who furnished seeds and sup-
plies, or the landowner, took a lien on 
the future crop. And there was tenancy, 
in which the farmer paid the landowner 
to farm on his land. The farmers had no 
claim to the crops they cultivated. Interest 
rates were astronomical, frequently 100 
percent a year, and sometimes as high as 
200 percent. Year after year, decade after 
decade, these farmers had to sign over 
their crops to merchants or the landlords.

Another trap for former slaves was the 
system of convict labor. The Thirteenth 
Amendment, which codified emancipa-
tion of the slaves, also contained an excep-
tion that served to forge new chains for 
freed blacks: “Neither slavery nor invol-
untary servitude, except as a punishment 
for crime whereof the party shall have 
been duly convicted, shall exist within 
the United States” (emphasis added). To 
undermine the new citizenship rights 
won by black people, every former slave 
state passed a plethora of laws that crim-
inalized all kinds of minor offenses like 
vagrancy, loitering, gambling, etc. These 
were punishable by a long sentence or a 

fine so high no poor person could pay it. 
The convict was leased out for a term of 
labor to pay off the fine. The savage abuse 
of convict laborers enabled the bourgeoi-
sie to lay the foundations of industry in 
the South without having to pay for “free 
labor.” As barbaric as slavery was, the 
chattel slave represented an expensive 
piece of property for the slaveowner. Not 
so the convict laborer. 

In the U.S. as a whole, the overthrow of 
slavery led to increasing industrialization, 
and the working class entered the scene as 
a potentially immensely powerful force. 
Workers waged militant struggles against 
exploitation, such as the Railroad Strike 
of 1877, the eight- hour- day movement of 
the 1880s, the Homestead and Pullman 
strikes of the 1890s. The working class 
had gained the social power to carry out 
a revolution not only to end capitalist 
exploitation but also to achieve equality for 
black people and save the poverty- stricken 
farmers in the South and elsewhere from 
economic ruin and destitution. 

The problem was not that the working 
class lacked social power but that it lacked 
the political leadership and consciousness 
to fight for its own rule. The working class 

was divided by ethnicity, language, reli-
gion and race. Furthermore, the leaders of 
the workers movement would soon tie the 
workers politically to the Populists, whose 
program was to reform, not abolish, the 
capitalist system. What was needed then, 
as today, was to break the working class 
politically from the idea that the bour-
geoisie could be a progressive class.

The Farmers’ Alliances and 
Southern Populism 

After the Civil War/Reconstruction 
period, the U.S. bourgeoisie ceased to 
play any historically progressive role. Its 
Republican wing increasingly adopted the 
racist outlook of the Democratic Party, 
with the Republicans developing a “Lily 
White” faction in the late 1880s that aimed 
to drive black people out of the party lead-
ership and elected posts. By the 1890s, the 
U.S. bourgeoisie had become a bloody, 
imperialist ruling class, going to war with 
Spain in 1898 under Republican president 
William McKinley in order to take over as 
the colonial oppressors of the Philippines, 
Cuba, Guam and Puerto Rico. 

Manufacturing and financial interests 
in the North had almost unchallenged 
control over policymaking following the 
Civil War. Agriculture, which was made 
to shoulder the burdens of industrial 
development, was in a perpetual crisis in 
this period. Farmers were forced to buy 
all the manufactured goods they needed 
at artificially high prices on a market 
protected by tariffs. Meanwhile, farm-
ers were forced to sell their goods in a 
largely unprotected market at depressed 
prices because of a glut of agricultural 
products and foreign competition. 

In the 1870s, the federal government 
withdrew from circulation the paper 
money issued by the Union during the 
Civil War, known as greenbacks. It also 
returned to the gold standard—paper 
currency became exchangeable for gold 
at a fixed rate. Confederate money was 

of course worthless, so there was hardly 
any money in circulation in the South. 
This situation spawned the Greenback- 
Labor Party in 1876, which called on 
the government to issue unsecured paper 
money—i.e., not linked to the gold stan-
dard—to help farmers repay debts. By the 
1880s, the movement for unlimited silver 
coinage into money had taken the place 
of the Greenback movement. Along with 
agrarian organizations like the Grange, 
the Agricultural Wheel and other coopera-
tive organizations, the Greenbackers were 
the precursors to the Populist movement. 

In the South, under the reign of var-
ious factions of the Democratic Party, 
the party of the former slaveowners, the 
Republicans were hemorrhaging members 
and supporters as black rights became 
increasingly circumscribed. By the late 
1880s, a movement of farmers was con-
solidating into a broad network that came 
to include thousands of chapters of black 
and white farmers’ alliances. This was 
the ground on which the Populist move-
ment arose. The Populist movement in 
the American South had a wide scope 
and impact as a third- party movement. It 
also played a role in how the black pop-
ulation was consolidated as an oppressed 
race- color caste, the majority of which 
remains forcibly segregated at the bottom 
of society. 

White small farmers were driven in 
some cases to join hands with their black 
counterparts in defense of common inter-
ests against the new cabal of masters rul-
ing the post- Reconstruction South. The 
Populist program was radical- sounding: 
public ownership of railroads and utili-

ties, a graduated income tax, debtor relief, 
increased monetary supply, a federally 
funded system of nationwide coopera-
tives, popular election of Senators. They 
were attempting to construct some variety 
of a cooperative commonwealth within 
the framework of American capitalism. 
Nonetheless, these attempts represented 
a significant challenge to the Republicans 
and Democrats, who had consolidated 
their position as parties of unbridled cap-
italist expansion and exploitation. 

At the same time, as we wrote in one 
of the Spartacist League’s founding docu-
ments, “This tentative union—the South-
ern Populist Movement—was doomed to 
failure” (“Black and Red—Class Strug-
gle Road to Negro Freedom,” May- June 
1967, reprinted in Marxist Bulletin No. 9, 
“Basic Documents of the Spartacist 
League”). The document continues: 

“The small farmer class itself could not 
be a real contender for political power in 
a capitalist society, while the dynamics of 
private farming inevitably brought about 
sharp competition among the farmers. 
This competition was exploited by the 
new political alliance of big planters, 
Southern capitalists and certain Northern 
financial interests, in particular, investors 
in Southern railroads, land, mining and 
timber. This bloc initiated a campaign of 
violent race hatred among their political 
opponents which succeeded in destroying 
the developing black- white unity.”

The Colored Farmers’ Alliance
Two separate farmers’ groups were 

formed nationally—the Colored Farmers’ 
Alliance (CFA) in 1886 and the National 
Farmers’ Alliance (NFA) in 1887. The 

continued on page 6
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as liberators by the masses of workers 
and peasants. The North’s advance rep-
resented an opportunity for social revo-
lution in the South. In response, the U.S. 
and other capitalist powers invaded North 
Korea, devastated the entire peninsula 
and flattened Pyongyang. The imperial-
ists slaughtered some four million peo-
ple, including a million Chinese soldiers, 
whose entry into the war was decisive in 
turning back the U.S.- led invaders. The 
war ended in a stalemate, and the U.S. 
refuses to sign a peace treaty to this day. 

The overthrow of capitalist rule in 
China and North Korea is a historic gain 
for the international working class. At the 
same time, both these workers states have 
been ruled from their inception by nation-
alist, Stalinist bureaucratic castes that 
exclude the working class from political 
power. The Stalinists preach the dogma 
of building “socialism in one country”—
the myth that a classless society of abun-
dance can be constructed in a single coun-
try amid scarcity. This perspective is an 
obstacle to the defense of these social rev-
olutions and is counterposed to the strug-
gle for international socialist revolution. 

As Trotskyists, we fight for the revolu-

tionary reunification of Korea—through 
socialist revolution in the South and polit-
ical revolution in the North. Key to our 
defense of the workers states is the fight 
for workers political revolutions to oust the 
Stalinist misrulers and replace them with 
governments based on workers democ-
racy and revolutionary internationalism. 

Down With U.S. Imperialism!
In South Korea, President Moon Jae- in 

was elected earlier this year on the back of 
millions- strong protests against the corrupt 
regime of Park Geun- hye, who combined 
sweeping attacks on the unions with intense 
hostility toward North Korea. During his 
election campaign, Moon promised dia-
logue with the North, which won him the 
support of many in the South who do not 
wish to become the target of retaliation by 
North Korea. But as president, Moon has 
made clear his subservience to the U.S., 

which calls the shots in Seoul. Indeed, the 
U.S. would have operational control of the 
South Korean military in the event of war. 

Moon outraged many of his supporters 
by expediting the installation of addi-
tional THAAD rocket launchers, sited in 
a village south of Seoul, where the resi-
dents were deeply opposed. When some 
400 protesters tried to physically block 
the delivery, 8,000 cops were mobilized 
to protect the U.S. military vehicles car-
rying the rocket launchers. Following 
Pyongyang’s missile launch over Japan, 
Moon threatened the North, declaring, 
“We have the power to destroy North 
Korea and make it unable to recover.” 
The “we” here is clearly the U.S. aided 
by their lapdogs in the South.

Whether they are pursuing negotia-
tions with the North or military threats, 
or both, the goal of the imperialists and 
South Korean capitalists toward North 
Korea is to force it to submit. Some lib-
eral voices in the U.S. are calling for 
negotiations leading to “a deal in which 
Pyongyang would freeze its nuclear and 
missile tests in exchange for some Amer-
ican concessions,” as a New York Times 
editorial (6 September) put it. The aim 
behind such calls is to render the North’s 
nuclear deterrent ineffective by curtailing 
its capacity for missile delivery, thus leav-
ing the country open to attack. 

Joining this imperialist chorus are 
the South Korean cothinkers of the Brit-
ish Socialist Workers Party (SWP), whose 
publication Workers’ Solidarity—while 
“opposing Trump’s drive to war”—made 
clear: “North Korea’s nuclear weap-
 on programmes cannot be supported” 
( socialistworker.co.uk, 15 September). 
Throughout its history this tendency 
has refused to defend the workers states 
against imperialism. It was founded in 
Britain by Tony Cliff, who broke with 
the Trotskyist movement in 1950 after his 
refusal to defend North Korea, China and 
the Soviet Union against U.S. and British 
imperialism during the Korean War. The 
Cliffites’ “third camp” position that there 
is no side to take between the imperial-
ists and Stalinist- ruled countries like the 
former USSR, North Korea and China 
has always put them on the side of the 
imperialists. 

South Korea has a powerful proletar-
iat, concentrated in strategic industrial 
sectors like steel and auto. It has waged 
tremendous battles, including in the 1970s 
and ’80s, which gave rise to independent 
unions that are now grouped in the Korean 
Confederation of Trade Unions (KCTU). 
KCTU- affiliated unions continue to lead 
labor struggle and face brutal repression 
by the Seoul regime. But the federation’s 
leadership has a record of advocating sup-
port for bourgeois parties and candidates, 
including Moon. The South Korean Clif-
fites lamented the fact that “the major-
ity of reformist forces pinned hopes on 
the Moon government” (socialistworker.
co.uk, 15 September). But Workers’ Sol-
idarity neglected to mention that the 
reformists who pinned their hopes on 
Moon’s (failed) 2012 election campaign 
included their own selves. 

The South Korean working class can 
further its own class interests only through 
complete independence from all wings of 
the capitalist class. Many of those pro-
testing THAAD and other war moves by 
Washington and Seoul are doing so from 
a pacifist standpoint. What is necessary 
is to forge a Leninist- Trotskyist party in 

Korea that can imbue the proletariat with 
the understanding that it must defend the 
workers state in the North as part of the 
struggle to overthrow capitalist rule in the 
South. 

The U.S. troops stationed in South 
Korea represent a dagger aimed not only 
at North Korea but also at the combative 
proletariat in the South. It is in the essen-
tial interest of the multiracial Ameri-
can proletariat to oppose U.S. imperi-
alism and its military provocations and 
demand: U.S. hands off the world. The 
U.S. imperialists paint North Korea as 
a danger to the American populace. In 
fact, it is U.S. imperialism that is threat-
ening to plunge the world into Arma-
geddon. The same capitalist ruling class 
currently threatening to turn the Korean 
Peninsula into irradiated rubble is also 
destroying the livelihood of millions of 
working people at home. What is needed 
is a struggle for proletarian socialist 
revolution in the U.S. itself. The Spar-
tacist League is dedicated to building 
the party that can lead such a struggle—
the U.S. section of a reforged Fourth 
International, world party of socialist 
revolution. n

North Korea...
(continued from page 8)

Southern branch of the NFA was seg-
regated. The NFA’s ranks were for the 
most part small farm owners and tenants, 
mostly from the hill country. The leaders, 
who tended to be bigger landowners, were 
deeply enmeshed in commercial agri-
culture and were often small exploiters 
in their own right. These forces wanted 
higher prices and lower shipping costs for 
goods and to drive down the wages of agri-
cultural workers. Many were supporters of 
the racist Democratic Party. As likely as 
not, NFA members in the South had ridden 
with the Red Shirts, the White Leagues or 
the Ku Klux Klan during Reconstruction. 

In contrast to the NFA’s segregation-
ist policy in the South, the CFA did not 
exclude whites willing to help build the 
organization. In fact, white leadership was 
welcomed because whites had the advan-
tage of being able to reach out to leaders 
of other organizations and the govern-
ment. R.M. Humphrey, a former Confed-
erate officer turned Baptist missionary, 

became head of the CFA. Initially the 
colored alliances were non- partisan social 
organizations and economic cooperatives 
trying to provide some relief to impov-
erished farmers. There are few surviving 
CFA newspapers. But there are written 
accounts from the CFA’s white organiz-
ers, as well as references to the alliance 
in the white Populist newspapers. 

Black Populist organizing methods 
were secret, based largely in the black 
churches. Within the Southern caste sys-
tem, black people could not just go out 
and have picnics and rallies like the white 
Populists. Heroic CFA organizers often 
paid for their activism with their lives. 
Black people risked being driven off their 
land or lynched just for standing up to the 
landlord, showing signs of literacy, ignor-
ing racial “etiquette” or doing anything 
non- submissive, or doing nothing at all. 
Lynching was commonly the result of dis-
putes over land and livestock or of con-
frontations with landlords and employers. 

In 1889, Oliver Cromwell, a black CFA 
organizer, was recruiting black farmers 
in Leflore County, Mississippi. Having 
organized black men into a militia group 

in Clinton, Mississippi, during Recon-
struction, he was described in the press 
as a “notoriously bad Negro.” He organ-
ized a boycott of local white merchants, 
encouraging farmers to trade with the co- 
op store instead. When Cromwell’s life 
was threatened, armed black men rallied 
around him. Whites organized posses, 
and the state militia suppressed Crom-
well and his supporters in a sea of blood. 
The lynching went on for days, and doz-
ens of black people were murdered. 

By 1891, the CFA claimed a member-
ship of 1.25 million. The CFA was largely 
composed of black tenants and laborers 
who supported the Republican Party. 
They wanted higher wages and an end to 
convict labor and lien law. Both the CFA 
and the NFA wanted cheaper credit and 
more money in circulation. 

In 1891, the CFA organized a cotton 
pickers strike. Planters in the Yazoo- 
Mississippi Delta and the Arkansas Delta 
refused to pay more than 50 cents per 100 
pounds of cotton picked. Some members 
of the CFA persuaded R.M. Humphrey 
that the organization should protect them. 
But there was a conflict: some members 

thought that it was too dangerous for 
the black pickers to go on strike. Others 
opposed the strike for economic rea-
sons—either they owned their own land 
or hired help to pick cotton. So Humphrey 
organized the Cotton Pickers League as 
a subgroup within the CFA. Practically 
nothing is known of the Cotton Pickers 
League. It was a secret organization, and 
its members were mostly illiterate. 

The Cotton Pickers League tried to use 
the strike as a means to improve the lot 
of landless black people. The strike only 
materialized in a couple of places—in 
East Texas and in the Arkansas Delta 
near Memphis. In Arkansas, planters 
organized a large posse to hunt for strike 
leaders, which took on added urgency 
when the strikers killed a plantation man-
ager. Strike leaders were hunted down 
and murdered. After the strike, the CFA 
lost members and passed from the scene 
as an independent organization. The bru-
tal suppression of the CFA showed the 
determined and violent opposition that 
black laborers were up against when they 
challenged the white landowners. 

[TO BE CONTINUED]
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and chain to an instrument in the service 
of the working masses of the entire world. 
We in the International Communist League 
fight to build revolutionary parties in every 
country as sections of a reforged Fourth 
International that are able to lead proletar-
ian struggle towards a socialist future.

Down With Racist  
Fortress Europe!

The liberal bourgeoisie and the refor-
mists pass off the EU as the last bulwark 
against anti- immigrant racism. According 
to them, the Schengen Agreement suppos-
edly created a “Europe without borders” 
where everyone can move about freely. 
This pious illusion has never stood the 
test of reality. The EU is only interested in 
guaranteeing the free movement of capital 
within its borders. Labor migration within 
the EU has been manipulated by the cap-
italist classes to increase the exploitation 
of immigrants from eastern and south-
ern Europe with low wages. “Freedom 
of movement” does not apply to many 
minorities, such as the Roma, who have 
been repeatedly deported to East Europe.

Regarding immigrants and refugees 
from Africa and the Near East, the Schen-
gen Agreement, like all bourgeois immi-
gration laws, has been used to control 
labor migration to Europe in accordance 
with the needs of the bourgeoisie, which 
in many EU countries needs to import 
workers at low wages and with no rights. 
“Freedom of movement” for immigrants 
and refugees has always meant mass 
drownings in the Mediterranean, barbed- 
wire fences and detention camps.

For immigrants, Europe’s true face is 
exploitation in factories and fields. This is 
symbolized by the plight of hundreds of 
thousands of day laborers in the fields of 
Puglia and Calabria who are exploited by 
“Made in Italy” labor brokers. They sleep 
in decrepit shacks until their labor is no 
longer needed, and then they are burned 
out by fires started by the bosses’ thugs, or 
their homes are razed by police bulldoz-
ers. The workers movement must fight for 
full citizenship rights for all immigrants, 
undertake a major union organizing drive 
and mobilize in their defense against 
deportations by the capitalist state.

Pseudo- Marxist Supporters  
of Imperialist EU

The agents of the bourgeoisie who lead 
the reformist parties in West Europe have 
always rallied to the defense of their own 
ruling classes and the imperialist EU. In 
Italy, Rifondazione comunista and the 
Left Democrats (heirs of the former Ital-
ian Communist Party), together with the 
German Social Democrats and the French 
Communist Party and Socialist Party, 
played a decisive role in establishing the 
EU [at the time of the 1992 Maastricht 
Treaty]. In Britain, the left Labour leader 
Jeremy Corbyn lined up the Labour Party 
in favor of the EU and against Brexit in 
the referendum, a shameful betrayal of the 
interests of the many workers and minori-
ties who saw in him a possibility to change 
things. Many so- called leftists peddled 
illusions in Syriza, a bourgeois party that 
ended up introducing devastating auster-
ity measures in Greece in the service of 
the Troika [the IMF, European Central 
Bank and European Commission]. (For 
example, Sinistra, Classe e Rivoluzione 
[SCR, the Italian section of the late Ted 
Grant’s International Marxist Tendency] 
proclaimed Syriza’s 2015 electoral win 
a “historic victory” and a “fundamental 
change” for Greek workers.)

The reformist left’s support to the EU has 
allowed reactionary forces like the English 
UKIP, the French National Front or the 
Northern League and assorted Italian fas-
cists to posture as protectors of those who 
have been impoverished by EU diktats and 
has allowed them to misdirect outrage into 
nationalist chauvinism and racism against 
immigrants, Roma and other minorities.

The bourgeois media and the major-
ity of the pro- imperialist left try to paint 
anybody who calls for leaving the EU as 

a reactionary nationalist. In this context, 
pseudo- Trotskyist groups such as the Par-
tito comunista dei lavoratori (PCL) have 
denounced Brexit, describing it as a purely 
racist circus with a “reactionary hallmark” 
that represents “a threat to British work-
ers and the European labor movement” 
( pclavoratori.it, 12 July 2016).

The PCL and SCR both attempt to pass 
off their capitulation to imperialism as 
Marxism. The PCL wrote: “The truth is 
that the alternative is not between the euro 
and the lira, between free trade and protec-
tionism, between the European Union and 
the nation. The real alternative is between 
capitalists and workers. Between capital-
ism and socialism. In every country and 
on a worldwide scale” (“Euro or Lira, the 
Real Problem Is Capitalism,” 4 February).

The idea that overthrowing capitalism 
and building a socialist society on a world 

scale is the only way to eliminate poverty, 
unemployment, war and racism is a funda-
mental truth. But when this truth is used 
to justify abstention and curtail working- 
class opposition to imperialist coalitions 
like the EU or NATO, it loses all revo-
lutionary content and becomes aid to the 
imperialists. The struggle to overthrow 
capitalism demands that the working class 
concretely oppose the EU and NATO. In 
fact, the Brexit referendum did not ask 
“are you for socialism or capitalism” but 
to take a stand for or against the EU. The 
abstention by the PCL and SCR was a 
betrayal of proletarian internationalism.

Furthermore, the PCL has often repeated 
the arguments of the Banca d’Italia [Italian 
central bank] that it would be a catastrophe 
for the proletariat if Italy left the EU, claim-
ing: “just putting Italy back on the lira, just 
having Italy leave the euro, WITHIN THE 
FRAMEWORK OF CAPITALISM, would, 
in and of itself, lead to greater impoverish-
ment and a deeper plunge in wages and 
salaries.... For the proletariat, it would be 
a real bloodbath” (“Grillo’s ‘Devaluation’,” 
12 May 2012). The real bloodbath was expe-
rienced by the Greek people who stayed in 
the EU and have seen their living conditions 
reduced to poverty levels.

Another organization that has sought to 
give a Marxist veneer to the bourgeoisie’s 
argumentation against the exit of Greece or 
Britain from the EU is the Internationalist 
Nucleus of Italy (the two Italian supporters 
of the U.S.- based Internationalist Group 
[IG]). Ever since Greece was ground under 
the heel of the Troika, the IG has opposed 
its exit from the EU, claiming that “To call 
for Geece [sic] to exit the EU and drop the 
euro in favor of the drachma” is “a bour-

geois nationalist demand, with negative 
consequences for Greek workers” [“Greece 
on the Razor’s Edge,”  internationalist. org, 
December 2010]. In the case of Grexit, the 
IG threatens apocalyptic consequences and 
“austerity with a vengeance” [“Greece: 
The Naked Rule of Finance Capital,” 
 internationalist. org, July 2015]. The IG 
even suggested that Greek workers abstain 
on the 2015 referendum that asked for a 
vote for or against the Troika’s memoran-
dum—a real betrayal of the Greek prole-
tariat. As we wrote: “The truth is that a 
self- proclaimed revolutionary Trotskyist 

organization that can’t even call for a vote 
against the diktats of the EU is on a bridge 
to the Fourth Reich of German imperial-
ism” (WV No. 1075, 2 October 2015).

Control over currency is a prerequisite 
for national sovereignty. Normally, debtor 
countries can get a breathing space and 
regain a competitive economic edge by 
devaluing their currency. This is impos-
sible with the euro. As demonstrated by 
the experiences of Argentina and Iceland, 
default and devaluation, though diffi-
cult at the beginning, can rapidly lead 
to economic recovery and an increase in 
employment because a weaker currency 
makes exports more advantageous. Unlike 
Greece, Italy is an imperialist country and 
its financial institutions participate in the 
plundering of dependent countries, includ-
ing through foreign debt. Thus it is crucial 
for the Italian proletariat to demand the 

immediate cancellation of the Greek debt 
(and debts owed by other countries) and 
an end to the austerity measures imposed 
by the EU on these peoples.

Trotskyism Against Stalinism  
on the EU

Now that the EU is becoming unpopular 
with workers, a small section of the refor-
mist left grouped around the Eurostop Plat-
form has openly taken a position to “Break 
from the EU! Get our country out of the 
euro, the EU and NATO.” But up until a 
few years ago, when the EU seemed to 
be doing well, they too supported the EU.

Throughout the 1990s, all the compo-
nents of Eurostop were integral parts of 
Rifondazione comunista and of the Ulivo 
[Olive Branch] capitalist governments 
that imposed austerity, also on behalf of 
the EU. (In 1998, Oliviero Diliberto and 
Marco Rizzo founded the Party of Italian 
Communists as a split from Rifondazi-
one comunista in order to be part of the 
D’Alema government that participated 
in the bombing of Serbia!) Even [former 
metal workers union leader] Giorgio Cre-
maschi, spokesman for Eurostop Platform, 
was a supporter of a “social Europe.” In 
2002, after the euro was introduced, bour-
geois enthusiasm for the EU’s future was 
translated into the leftist mania for “Social 
Forums,” which were actually financed 
by capitalist states or institutions like the 
Rockefeller Foundation and Ford Founda-
tion (see “Churches, Charities, and CIA 
Cash—Social Forum Con Game,” WV 
No. 853, 2 September 2005). At the time, 
Cremaschi’s FIOM [metal workers union] 
enthused over “the enormous opportunity 
to build a Social Europe based on dem-
ocratic participation” (“The FIOM in the 
European Social Forum,” archivio.fiom.
cgil.it, November 2002). Cremaschi him-
self promoted illusions such as “a Euro-
pean social wage as a guarantee against 
workfare” and wondered “what indispens-
able rights should be written in the Euro-
pean Convention,” hoping to involve work-
ers “in a mobilization for Social Europe” 
(“What Is Needed Is a Movement for 
Workers’ Rights,” 25 October 2002).

The Eurostop Platform’s opposition to 
the EU is based on a nationalist and refor-
mist perspective, the axis of which is the 

“reconquest of full participatory democ-
racy, to uphold and develop the principles 
of the Republican constitution of 1948” 
( eurostop. info, 4 November 2015). The 
“principles of the Republican constitution 
of 1948” are the principles of capitalist rule. 
In 1943- 45, in the wake of fascist Italy’s 
defeat in World War II, the working class 
had a concrete possibility to take power into 
its own hands, but was sold out by [Palmiro] 
Togliatti’s Communist Party, which helped 
the bourgeoisie disarm the working class 
and rebuild the apparatus of capitalist rule. 
The re- establishment of bourgeois order 
in postwar Italy was ratified by the 1948 
Constitution, which included acceptance of 
the Lateran Treaty signed by Mussolini and 
the Vatican. [See “The Vatican: Cancer of 
Italy,” WV No. 1093, 29 July 2016.]

As an alternative to the EU, the Eurostop 
Platform wants to “build a new Euro- 
Mediterranean Area together with the so- 
called PIGS” to “adopt new social policies, 
independently of the diktats of the Cen-
tral Bank and the French- German axis, 
to introduce a new currency and to build 
new internal and international relations 
based on justice, solidarity and comple-
mentarity modeled on the Latin American 
ALBA, which was formed by countries 
subjected for decades to US domination” 
(retedeicomunisti. org, 12 May 2015). In 
the pipe dreams of the Rete dei comunisti 
[Communist Network], this commercial 
bloc would be an alternative to the EU 
and would include semicolonial countries 
of North Africa, capitalist countries like 
Portugal, Greece and Spain, and an (albeit 
third- rate) imperialist power like Italy. In 
other words, it’s a reformist- flavored ver-
sion of Mussolini’s dream of “turning the 
Mediterranean into an Italian lake.”

For a Revolutionary  
Workers Party!

Illusions in the Schengen Agreement 
and the EU have been used by reformists to 
promote the belief that the EU has progres-
sively become a supranational state that 
has allowed capitalism to overcome the 
economic and military conflicts between 
rival imperialist states. For over a century, 
Marxists have explained that in the epoch 
of imperialism, i.e., the period of the strug-
gle by the bourgeoisies of the dominant 
countries to rip away each other’s shares 
of the world markets, the capitalist unifi-
cation of Europe can only be utopian or 
reactionary. As the Russian revolutionary 
V.I. Lenin wrote in 1915: “Of course, tem-

porary agreements are possible between 
capitalists and between states. In this sense 
a United States of Europe is possible as an 
agreement between the European capital-
ists...but to what end? Only for the purpose 
of jointly suppressing socialism in Europe, 
of jointly protecting colonial booty against 
Japan and America” (“On the Slogan for a 
United States of Europe”).

Only unity on a socialist basis, achieved 
through proletarian revolution and the 
expropriation of the capitalist ruling class, 
can lead to rational economic develop-
ment worldwide, without exploitation. The 
Socialist United States of Europe can be 
created only on the basis of sharp strug-
gle against the capitalist EU and all that it 
stands for. n
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Piacenza, September 2016: Trade unionists protest killing of immigrant union 
militant on picket line. USB union banner reads: “Abd Elsalam murdered 
while defending rights of all.”
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SEPTEMBER 19—The U.S. may “have 
no choice but to totally destroy North 
Korea”—this is how Donald Trump put 
it today in his first address to the United 
Nations General Assembly. The threats 
against North Korea by the U.S. cap-
italist rulers on a near- daily basis are a 
reminder that they are prepared to risk 
nuclear war—and that neither the imperi-
alists nor their capitalist order is rational. 
Trump rants as though North Korea were 
a dangerous threat to the U.S., the might-
iest military power on earth with its vast 
nuclear arsenal.

North Korea, a country of 25 million 
people, is not a capitalist power, but a 
bureaucratically deformed workers state. 
In their drive to destroy this workers state, 
the U.S. imperialists have been ratchet-
ing up their provocations. In March, the 
Pentagon began the installation of the 
Terminal High Altitude Area Defense 
(THAAD) missile shield system in South 
Korea—a system that had been prepared 
under the Obama administration—and 
just two weeks ago installed additional 
rocket launchers. Since the Korean War, 
the U.S. has maintained a large troop 
presence—today numbering more than 
28,000—in South Korea, as well as 
50,000 more in Japan. In recent months, 
the U.S. has repeatedly conducted mili-
tary exercises with its Japanese imperial-
ist allies and its South Korean quislings. 
These war provocations include simulated 
invasions of North Korea, the destruction 
of its nuclear weapons sites and assassina-
tion of its leaders.

In response to the Pyongyang govern-
ment’s test of a hydrogen bomb on Sep-
tember 3, the U.S. turned to its United 
Nations tool to step up efforts to strangle 
North Korea economically and force it 
into submission by reversing the modest 
economic growth the country has expe-
rienced over the last several years. On 
September 11, the UN voted the harsh-
est measures to date, including a ban on 
North Korea’s textile exports, a halt to 
further hiring of North Korean workers 
abroad (a source of foreign currency) and 
a cap on the country’s imports of oil. 

The U.S. agreed to water down its orig-
inal sanctions proposal in order to secure 
the agreement of China (and of Putin’s 
capitalist Russia) in the Security Council. 
Like North Korea, China is a bureaucrati-
cally deformed workers state, and is North 
Korea’s only ally. The People’s Republic 

of China, the largest and most powerful of 
the remaining countries where capitalist 
rule has been overthrown, is in fact the 
ultimate target of U.S. aggression in the 
region. Yet China’s Stalinist rulers have 
bowed to imperialist pressure, treach-
erously leaning on Pyongyang to halt 
its development of nuclear weapons and 
supporting UN sanctions against North 
Korea, even if Beijing holds back from 
fully implementing them. Such conces-
sions to the imperialists are detrimental 
to the defense of China itself. 

In recent years, China has been the tar-
get of repeated U.S. provocations in the 
South China Sea, and the THAAD system 
is designed to intercept Chinese missiles. 
Trump’s threat to impose sanctions on 
any country trading with North Korea is 
aimed at intensifying pressure on China, 
Pyongyang’s largest trading partner.

Ever since the overthrow of capitalist 
rule in those countries, the U.S. imperi-
alists under both Democrats and Repub-
licans have pursued their goal of counter-
revolutionary destruction of North Korea 
and overturning the 1949 Chinese Revolu-
tion. This campaign included the 1950- 53 
Korean War, carried out under the aus-

pices of the UN, during which the U.S. 
considered using nuclear weapons and 
was deterred only by the Soviet Union’s 
own nuclear arsenal. 

As Marxists, our opposition to U.S. 
imperialism’s threats against North Korea 
and China is based above all on the class 
line: Despite being saddled with national-
ist, Stalinist bureaucracies, North Korea 
and China are workers states based on 
the overturn and expropriation of capi-
talist rule. It is vital for the international 
proletariat, not least in the U.S., to stand 
for the unconditional military defense of 
these countries against imperialist attack 
and capitalist counterrevolution, includ-
ing by demanding that all U.S. forces 
get out of South Korea and Japan and by 
calling for an end to all sanctions against 
North Korea. Such defense is integral to 
the cause of world socialist revolution. 

Defense of these workers states must 
also include supporting their ability to have 
nuclear weapons and effective delivery 
systems. Four days after the UN voted for 
sanctions, North Korea defiantly launched 
an intermediate- range missile that passed 
over the Japanese island of Hokkaido 
before landing in the Pacific Ocean. In 

northern Japan, the government sounded 
sirens and sent text messages instructing 
the population to go to bomb shelters, 
whipping up fears of nuclear annihilation 
that will be used to bolster Prime Minister 
Shinzo Abe’s drive for intensified rearma-
ment of imperialist Japan. In fact, North 
Korea’s nuclear program is defensive and 
aimed at deterring imperialist attack. 

For Revolutionary Reunification 
of Korea!

Popular media often portrays the 
current stand- off between the U.S. and 
North Korea as the result of two crazed 
leaders threatening to plunge the world 
into a nuclear holocaust. Donald Trump 
is undoubtedly volatile and unpredictable, 
not least when tweeting. However, the pol-
icy he is pursuing with North Korea is in 
line with that of previous administrations 
and is aimed at destroying this workers 
state. Indeed, Obama himself had threat-
ened to attack the North, including with 
nukes, and several times sent B- 2 bombers 
over the Korean Peninsula. 

As for North Korean leader Kim Jong 
Un and his regime, there is much that is 
bizarre and unsavory about his dynastic, 
mythologized, bureaucratic rule. But there 
is nothing crazy about his government’s 
drive for nukes. It is a rational and essen-
tial policy of defense against the U.S., 
which openly threatens a nuclear “first 
strike” against its perceived enemies. If 
not for such a deterrent, the U.S. would 
have already bombarded North Korea, as 
it has so many countries in the Near East 
and elsewhere. As a statement by the North 
Korean government last year underlined: 
“The Saddam Hussein regime in Iraq and 
the Gaddafi regime in Libya could not 
escape the fate of destruction” after giving 
up their weapons programs and “yielding 
to the pressure of the U.S. and the West 
keen on their regime changes.”

The horrors of the Korean War are 
still seared into the memory of the North 
Korean population generations later. 
Following the end of World War II, the 
Korean Peninsula was divided between 
the North, where capitalist/landlord rule 
was overthrown by guerrilla forces acting 
under the protection of the Soviet Army, 
and a brutal capitalist regime in the South, 
backed by the U.S. When North Korean 
army troops advanced below the 38th par-
allel in June 1950, they were welcomed 
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Seoul: South Korean protest against deployment of U.S. ThAAD missile 
 system, September 8.
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U.S. Air Force bombers and South Korean warplanes conduct military exercises 
with live bombs in provocation against North Korea, September 18.

Down With U.S. Provocations 
Against North Korea! 

All U.S. Forces/Bases Out of South Korea! 


