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The deaths of four U.S. Special Forces 
troops in Niger in early October put a spot-
light on American imperialism’s shadowy 
wars in Africa. After President Trump 
responded with insulting treatment toward 
two black women, the widow of Sgt. La 
David T. Johnson and her friend, Florida 
Congresswoman Frederica Wilson, the 
bourgeois media did its bit for national 
unity by focusing attention on “Gold Star 
families.” But most people were wonder-
ing what the troops were doing in Niger 
in the first place.

Leading Senators, Republican Lindsey 
Graham and Democrat Chuck Schumer, 
feigned ignorance about the U.S. mis-
sion in Niger. Writing in CounterPunch 
(27 October), Jeffrey St. Clair observed 
that “both political parties would much 
rather keep the focus on Trump’s mali-
cious Tweets and far away from the true 
scope of America’s vicious intrusions in 
Africa, where if you admit nothing, you 
can get away with almost anything.” The 
fact is that the U.S. imperialists, self- 
appointed cops of the world, have for the 
past decade steadily extended their mili-
tary reach in Africa. This includes Niger, 
one of the 53 African countries where 
U.S. forces operate under the purview of 
AFRICOM—the U.S. Africa Command.

Established under George W. Bush, 
AFRICOM is headquartered in Stuttgart, 
Germany. Fully operational in 2008, 
AFRICOM’s programs and missions 
mushroomed under the Obama adminis-
tration. A pivotal point was the U.S.- led 
bombing of Libya in 2011 and the assassi-
nation of bourgeois strongman Muammar 
el- Qaddafi. The imperialists’ destruction 
of Libya’s state and social fabric set loose 
an array of tribalist and Islamic funda-
mentalist forces there and in neighboring 
countries, while also energizing Boko 
Haram in Nigeria.

By the time Obama left office, 
AFRICOM’s lethal tempo had escalated 
to 3,500 military operations a year. Many 

of these are meant to train the imperial-
ists’ local henchmen to do the dirty work 
of repression and slaughter, with Wash-
ington handing out tens of millions in 
military aid to Mali, Niger, Chad and 
Mauritania, to name a few. For his part, 
Trump has demanded that Congress grant 

$5.2 billion in additional funding for mil-
itary operations in Africa. The U.S. is 
also the main financial contributor to the 
deployment of 20,000 UN troops in the 
mineral- rich Democratic Republic of the 
Congo (formerly Zaire)—the largest UN 
“peacekeeping mission” ever.

Layer upon layer of secrecy and deceit 
keep the vast majority of U.S. military 
operations in Africa from the public eye. 
Officially, the U.S. maintains exactly one 
base on African soil: Camp Lemonnier in 
Djibouti, a French colony until 1977. (The 
U.S. fittingly built the base on the site of 
a former French Foreign Legion outpost.) 
Located across the Gulf of Aden from the 
southern tip of the Arabian Peninsula, Dji-
bouti has strategic importance. The Obama 
administration expanded drone bases there 
for operations in Yemen, as it did in Ethi-
opia in order to launch attacks against al- 

Shabab in Somalia. But there is much more 
to the U.S. military presence in Africa.

Breaking through the wall of official 
silence and disinformation, journalist Nick 
Turse has documented AFRICOM’s ever- 
widening reach in his 2015 book, Tomor-
row’s Battlefield: US Proxy Wars and 
Secret Ops in Africa (Dispatch Books), 
and in articles in The Nation Institute’s 
TomDispatch.com and elsewhere. Turse 
describes an entire network of U.S. bases 
across Africa, which in Pentagon double- 
talk are dubbed “cooperative security 
locations,” “contingency locations” and the 
like. Many U.S. military actions in Africa 
are conducted under the Special Operations 
Command, whose deployments are almost 
always classified. The proportion of global 
U.S. special forces deployed by AFRICOM 
soared from just 1 percent in 2006 to more 
than 17 percent ten years later.

The U.S. admits to having some 6,000 
troops in Africa. But as Jeffrey St. Clair 
noted in his CounterPunch article, “this 
number is almost certainly low, since 
it  doesn’t include special forces, SEAL 
teams, defense contractors, mercenaries, 
CIA operatives or drone operators in their 
Nevada cubicles.” Meanwhile, dozens of 
U.S. warships patrol the Indian Ocean off 
Africa’s east coast. The imperialist pur-
pose behind the whole buildup was made 
clear by an AFRICOM officer cited by 
Turse, who described the “new normal” of 
“a world filled with ‘a lot of rapidly mov-
ing crises,’ requiring military interven-
tions and likened it to the Marine Corps 
deployments in the so- called Banana Wars 
in Central America and the Caribbean in 
the early twentieth century.”

One thing is clear about the U.S. military 
presence: It will only sow further instabil-
ity, violence and desperation throughout 
Africa. It is in the interest of the multira-
cial American proletariat to demand all 
U.S. troops and bases out of Africa. While 
we as communists oppose everything 
that Islamist reactionaries like al- Shabab 
stand for, we recognize that every mili-
tary setback to the imperialists aids the 
cause of the workers and oppressed peo-
ples of the planet. The U.S. rulers’ preda-
tory wars overseas go hand in hand with 
their attacks on labor, black people and 
all the oppressed at home. Opposition to 
all imperialist wars and occupations is a 
necessary part of the fight to sweep away 
the capitalist- imperialist order through 
workers socialist revolution.

U.S. Machinations in Africa

During the Cold War, the central pre-
occupation of the imperialists in Africa 
was to curtail the influence of the Soviet 
Union, a bureaucratically degenerated 
workers state. To counter Soviet eco-
nomic and military aid to bourgeois- 
nationalist regimes like Ahmed Sékou 
Touré’s Guinea and Kwame Nkrumah’s 
Ghana, the U.S. propped up a host of bru-
tal despots such as Mobutu Sese Seko in 
Zaire and Haile Selassie in Ethiopia and 
relied heavily on apartheid South Africa 
as a regional gendarme. CIA agents sub-
verted governments and organized coups 
throughout Africa in the decades after 
World War II. Conversely, anti- colonialist 
leaders like Patrice Lumumba, the first 
prime minister of the Republic of Congo 
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Left: U.S. Marine trains Mauritanian soldiers in 2015. Mauritania is one of the 53 African countries where U.S. Africa Command (AFRICOM) troops are 
deployed. Right: Victims of attack by Somali government forces backed by U.S. troops in August.
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AFRICOM commander, four-star Gen-
eral Thom as Waldhauser, at Pentagon 
press conference, March 24.
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following independence from Belgium, 
who was assassinated in 1961 with the 
help of the CIA, became heroes to mili-
tants fighting against black oppression in 
the U.S.

The Soviet Union’s collapse in 1991- 
92 removed what had been the only real 
military counterweight to the imperialists. 
While the U.S. rulers threw around their 
military might unchallenged in what they 
proclaimed was a “one- superpower world,” 
they had little interest in Africa. This was 
particularly the case after the humiliating 
defeat of U.S. troops in Somalia in 1993, 
centrally the incident that became known 
as “Black Hawk Down.” The launch and 
development of AFRICOM show that 
Washington has a new focus on Africa.

What accounts for this change was 
laid bare in a 2012 Congressional report, 
“Africa Command: U.S. Strategic Inter-
ests and the Role of the U.S. Military 
in Africa.” The report emphasized the 
“increasing importance of Africa’s natural 
resources, particularly energy resources” 
and expressed “mounting concern over 
violent extremist activities.” The report 
cited, in particular, oil production in 
Nigeria—Africa’s largest oil exporter 
and a large supplier to the U.S.—and the 
potential for deep- water drilling in the 
west African Gulf of Guinea.

Among the imperialists’ main concerns 
is the influence of the Chinese deformed 
workers state, which in the last decade has 
become Africa’s biggest trading partner 
(see “Hue and Cry over China’s Role in 
Africa,” WV No. 987, 30 September 2011). 
The most powerful of the remaining coun-
tries where capitalist rule has been over-
thrown, China is the central target of the 
imperialists’ global counterrevolutionary 
machinations. The construction of China’s 
first overseas military base in Djibouti, near 
Camp Lemonnier, points to both its grow-
ing presence in Africa and the potential for 
military conflict with the U.S. In any such 
conflict, we Trotskyists stand for the uncon-
ditional defense of China, which, despite 
Stalinist bureaucratic rule, is a workers 
state based on collectivized property.

At the same time that it seeks to counter 
China, Washington is mired in an ever- 
growing number of “anti- terror” oper-
ations in Africa. As in Afghanistan and 
Iraq, U.S. intervention in Africa in the 
name of fighting terror has caused a rapid 
growth of Islamist forces, and of gener-
alized chaos. In “America’s War- Fighting 
Footprint in Africa” (TomDispatch.com, 
27 April), Nick Turse lists several ma -
jor AFRICOM campaigns, including the 
“shadow war” against al- Shabab, which 
has more recently also targeted ISIS, in 
Somalia; “neutralizing” insurgent forces 

across northwest Africa; trying to “de -
grade” Boko Haram in Nigeria and other 
countries; and combating piracy in the 
Gulf of Guinea. Each of these, Turse 
writes, is “a long- term effort with no end 
in sight.”

Libya, Mali, Niger:  
Imperialist Mayhem

Key in Turse’s list is the continuing fall-
out from the 2011 NATO air war against 
Libya and the overthrow of Qaddafi. 
At the time, the International Executive 
Committee of the International Commu-
nist League issued a statement titled “De -
fend Libya Against Imperialist Attack!” 
(printed in WV No. 977, 1 April 2011). We 
pointed out that prior to the air war, Libya 
had been wracked by a low- intensity civil 

war, heavily overlaid by tribal and regional 
divisions, between the Qaddafi regime 
and imperialist- backed opposition forces, 
in which workers had no side. But with the 
imperialist attack, the civil war became 
“subordinated to the fight of a neocolonial 
country against imperialism.” The state-
ment continued: “Every step taken by the 
workers of the imperialist countries to halt 
the depredations and military adventures 
of their rulers is a step toward their own 
liberation from capitalist exploitation, im -
poverishment and oppression.”

Once again, imperialist war created 
bedlam, with Islamist and tribal factions 
competing for control of Libya’s oil wealth. 
Among their first acts as they seized areas 
formerly held by Qaddafi’s forces was to 
unleash lynch mob terror against black 
Africans. The Qaddafi regime had for 
years controlled the spigot of emigration in 
league with the imperialists. But now there 
was a desperate exodus of black people 
trying to reach Europe. NATO dispatched 
warships to the coast of Libya, ostensibly 
to deter “people smugglers.” The real pur-
pose was to prevent refugees from reach-
ing racist “Fortress Europe.”

The devastation didn’t stop there. At the 
end of his second term as Commander- in- 
Chief, Barack Obama oversaw a renewed 
American air war in Libya, “Operation 
Odyssey Lightning.” The U.S. carried out 
nearly 500 air strikes against ISIS in the 
last five months of 2016, supplementing 
drone and special ops attacks. For their 
part, Libyan tribal forces claiming adher-
ence to ISIS have carried out such atroci-
ties as the February 2015 beheading of 21 
Egyptian Coptic Christian migrant labor-
ers in the city of Surt and a subsequent 
massacre of Ethiopian Christians.

The destruction of Libya led directly 
to the 2012 intervention in Mali by some 
2,000 French troops. In the “Juniper 
Micron” operation, which included air-
strikes, troops from France and several of 
its African neocolonies sought to “stabi-
lize” the former French colony following 
a coup led by a U.S.- trained officer. The 
coup was intended to smash a rebel move-
ment of the semi- nomadic Tuareg people. 
Armed with weapons seized from the 
collapsed Libyan state, the Tuaregs had 
taken control of much of northern Mali 
in league with Islamist forces, who sub-
sequently turned on them.

Calling for all French troops out of 
Africa, our comrades of the Ligue trots-
kyste de France issued a leaflet that noted 
the real purpose of the imperialist inter-
vention: “to maintain French imperialist 

domination in the entire region—and 
especially to protect the profits of the 
Areva company, which exploits enormous 
uranium deposits in neighboring Niger” 
(see WV No. 1016, 25 January 2013). 
Still smarting from the attack on the U.S. 
Mission in Benghazi, Libya, Obama sup-
ported the French intervention in Mali 
but refused to contribute troops. He felt 
no such compunction the following year, 
when the U.S. and France sent troops to 
the Central African Republic (CAR).

Niger, site of the recent killings of the 
Special Forces troops, is a key strategic 
location for predatory U.S. interests in 
the region. Landlocked and dirt- poor, 
despite its mineral wealth, Niger borders 
seven countries, from Algeria and Libya 
in the north to Nigeria in the south. Hav-
ing operated in Niger for years, the U.S. 
military currently stations 800 troops in 
the capital, Niamey. A $100 million drone 
base is under construction on the outskirts 
of the city of Agadez.

The expanding American footprint 
in the region harks back to the “scram-
ble for Africa”—the carving up of the 
continent by the European powers at the 
1884- 85 Berlin Conference. Rival Euro-
pean capitalist states shaped the current 
borders in Africa, while tearing apart 
tribal structures and agrarian societies. 
From King Leopold’s killing fields of the 
Belgian Congo to Britain’s concentration 
camps in Kenya and France’s bloodbaths 
in Algeria, the record of the Western 
imperialists is one of mass murder, slave- 
like labor and brutal repression of both 
independence movements and workers’ 
struggles. The precursor to such barba-
rism was the kidnapping of millions of 
Africans who were shipped across the 
Atlantic to the slave plantations of the 
U.S. and elsewhere.

Poverty, famine and religious and ethnic 
bloodletting—in Africa and elsewhere—
are hallmarks of the capitalist system in 
its epoch of imperialist decay. That sys-
tem is dominated by a handful of advanced 
capitalist states that wage wars of plunder 
and compete against each other to control 
the world’s resources, markets and labor 
forces. What is needed is revolutionary 
proletarian opposition to both imperial-
ism and local capitalist rulers. The way 
forward is shown by the program of per-
manent revolution, developed by Leon 
Trotsky and verified by the Russian Octo-
ber Revolution. Trotsky recognized that 
in backward, semicolonial countries, the 
achievement of modernization and liber-
ation from the imperialist yoke requires 
smashing capitalist rule, which would 
open the way to socialist development. 

As underdeveloped as Africa remains 
under imperialist domination, the conti-
nent is home to crucial proletarian concen-
trations: in Egypt and other North Afri-
can countries and in South Africa with its 
combative workers movement; in the oil 
fields in Nigeria and the Gulf of Guinea, 
in the ports of Kenya and in mining opera-
tions in many countries. The task of Marx-
ists is to forge Trotskyist vanguard work-
ers parties—sections of a reforged Fourth 
International—that would link the strug-
gle for workers revolutions in Africa to the 
fight for proletarian revolution in the U.S., 
France and other imperialist centers. With 
the proletariat in power on a global scale, 
technology and industrial development 
will be tapped to lift the world’s masses 
out of want and misery on the road to 
building a classless communist society. n
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On November 7, communists cel-
ebrated the 100th anniversary of the 
Russian Revolution, when the work-
ing class under the leadership of the 
Bolshevik Party and supported by 
the broad masses of the peasantry 
took state power into its own hands. 
The revolution (which, according to 
the Julian calendar used in Russia at 
the time, took place on October 25) 
opened up the possibility of a socialist 
future for all mankind. In honor of this 
event, we publish below the second part of 
the 1932 Copenhagen speech presented by 
Leon Trotsky, co- leader with V. I. Lenin of 
the Bolshevik Revolution, before an audi-
ence of Danish Social- Democratic youth. 
In the first part of his presentation (see 
WV No. 1121, 3 November), Trotsky gave 
an account of the revolution and its class 
nature, as well as the indispensable role of 
the revolutionary vanguard party. He also 
addressed why the proletariat could con-
quer state power in Russia first rather than 
in the more developed capitalist countries.

Exiled from the Soviet Union by Stalin, 
Trotsky was speaking during the depths 
of the Great Depression, a brutal display 
of capitalist irrationality that pushed mil-
lions of workers and youth to the left. 
Required by the Danish authorities to limit 
his remarks to a historical- scientific elab-
oration of the revolution, Trotsky did not 
explicitly criticize the Stalinist bureauc-
racy, which had usurped political power 
from the Soviet working class beginning 
in 1923- 24. However, the socialized prop-
erty forms created after the destruction 
of capitalist class rule remained. In his 
speech, Trotsky did defend his theory 
of permanent revolution, which for the 
Stalinists was his original sin.

In his writings on the rise of Stalinism, 
most famously The Revolution Betrayed 
(1936), Trotsky uncompromisingly de -
fended the Soviet Union against imperi-
alism and counterrevolution. At the same 
time, he insisted that the Soviet work-
ing class needed to oust the nationalist 
bureaucracy through a political revolu-
tion to liberate the collectivized economy 
from Stalinist mismanagement and to re- 
establish the Leninist program of interna-
tional workers revolution. Otherwise, the 
workers state would ultimately be stran-
gled. Socialism can only be constructed 
on a global basis. The Stalinists made 
their peace with imperialism and used the 
anti- Marxist dogma of “socialism in one 
country” to justify betraying revolutionary 
opportunities internationally. The ultimate 

abdication of Stalin’s heirs demonstrated 
the fallacy of “socialism in one country.”

The Social Democrats and their refor-
mist hangers- on all over the world hailed 
the destruction of the Soviet Union and the 
restoration of capitalism in 1991- 92. They 
share some responsibility for the conse-
quences. The ex- USSR was racked by 
mass immiseration and fratricidal ethnic 
cleansing. The capitalist rulers in North 
America, Europe and elsewhere, no lon-
ger fearing the “specter of communism,” 
stepped up attacks on the gains of past 
working- class struggles. The neocolonial 
masses suffered in the “one- superpower 
world” as the emboldened U.S. imperial-
ists ran rampant.

We of the ICL fought to the best of 
our ability to defend the USSR so long 
as it existed, through opposing our “own” 
imperialism in all its cold and hot wars 
against the homeland of October and 
through fighting to oust the sellout Stalin-
ists. The banner of authentic Trotskyism 
remains ours as we continue to fight for 
new October Revolutions.

Leon Trotsky Defends 
the October Revolution
(The Militant, 21 January 1933)

Part Two

The Permanent Revolution

Marxist revolutionaries predicted, long 
before the events, the march of the Revo-
lution and the historical role of the young 
Russian proletariat. I may be permitted 
to repeat here a passage from a work of 
my own in 1905:

“In an economically backward country 
the proletariat can arrive at power earlier 
than in a capitalistically advanced one....
“The Russian Revolution creates the con-
ditions under which the power can (and in 
the event of a successful revolution must) 
be transferred to the proletariat, even 
before the policy of bourgeois liberalism 
receives the opportunity of unfolding its 

genius for government to its full extent.
“The destiny of the most elementary rev-
olutionary interests of the peasantry...is 
bound up with the destiny of the whole 
revolution, that is, with the destiny of the 
proletariat. The proletariat, once arrived 
at power, will appear before the peas-
antry as the liberating class.
“The proletariat enters into the govern-
ment as the revolutionary representative 
of the nation, as the acknowledged leader 
of the people in the struggle with abso-
lutism and the barbarism of serfdom.
“The proletarian regime will have to 
stand from the very beginning for the 
solution of the agrarian question, with 
which the question of the destiny of tre-
mendous masses of the population of 
Russia is bound up.”

I have taken the liberty of quoting these 
passages as evidence that the theory of 
the October Revolution which I am pre-
senting today is no casual improvisation, 
and was not constructed ex post facto 
under the pressure of events. No, in the 
form of a political prognosis it preceded 
the October upheaval by a long time. You 
will agree that a theory is in general valu-
able only insofar as it helps to foresee the 
course of development and influences it 
purposively. Therein, in general terms, is 
the invaluable importance of Marxism as 
a weapon of social and historical orienta-
tion. I am sorry that the narrow limits of 
the lecture do not permit me to enlarge the 
above quotation materially. I will there-
fore content myself with a brief résumé 
of the whole work which dates from 1905.

In accordance with its immediate tasks, 

the Russian Revolution is a bourgeois 

revolution. But the Russian bourgeoisie 

is anti- revolutionary. The victory of the 

Revolution is therefore possible only as a 

victory of the proletariat. But the victo-

rious proletariat will not stop at the pro-

gram of bourgeois democracy; it will go on 

to the program of Socialism. The Russian 

Revolution will become the first stage of 

the Socialist world revolution.

This was the theory of the permanent 

revolution formulated by me in 1905 and 
since then exposed to the severest criti-

cism under the name of “Trotskyism.”
To be more exact, it is only a part 

of this theory. The other part, which 
is particularly timely now, states:

The present productive forces have 

long outgrown their national limits. A 

Socialist society is not feasible within 

national boundaries. Significant as 

the economic successes of an isolated 

workers’ state may be, the program of 

“Socialism in one country” is a petty- 

bourgeois Utopia. Only a European 

and then a world federation of Socialist 

republics can be the real arena for a har-

monious Socialist society.

Today, after the test of events, I see less 
reason than ever to dissociate myself from 
this theory.

The Bolshevik Party

After all that has been said above, is it 
still worthwhile to recall the Fascist writer, 
[Curzio] Malaparte, who ascribes to me 
tactics which are independent of strategy 
and amount to a series of technical recipes 
for insurrection, applicable in all latitudes 
and longitudes? It is a good thing that the 
name of the luckless theoretician of the 
coup d’Etat makes it easy to distinguish 
him from the victorious practitioner of the 
coup d’Etat; no one therefore runs the risk 
of confusing Malaparte with Bonaparte.

Without the armed insurrection of 
November 7, 1917, the Soviet state would 
not be in existence. But the insurrection 
itself did not drop from Heaven. A series 
of historical prerequisites was necessary 
for the October revolution.

1. The rotting away of the old ruling 
classes—the nobility, the monarchy, the 
bureaucracy.

2. The political weakness of the bour-
geoisie, which had no roots in the masses 
of the people.

3. The revolutionary character of the 
peasant question.

4. The revolutionary character of the 
problem of the oppressed nations.

5. The significant social weight of the 
proletariat.

To these organic pre-conditions we 
must add certain conjunctural conditions 
of the highest importance:

6. The Revolution of 1905 was the great 
school, or in Lenin’s words, the “dress 
rehearsal” of the Revolution of 1917. The 
Soviets, as the irreplaceable organiza-
tional form of the proletarian united front 
in the revolution, were created for the first 
time in the year 1905.

continued on page 4
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7. The imperialist war sharpened all the 
contradictions, tore the backward masses 
out of their immobility and thereby pre-
pared the grandiose scale of the catastrophe.

But all these conditions, which fully suf-
ficed for the outbreak of the Revolution, 
were insufficient to assure the victory of 

the proletariat in the Revolution. For this 
victory one condition more was needed:

8. The Bolshevik Party.
When I enumerate this condition as the 

last in the series, I do it only because it 
follows the necessities of the logical order, 
and not because I assign the Party the last 
place in the order of importance.

No, I am far from such a thought. The 
liberal bourgeoisie—yes, it can seize the 
power and has seized it more than once as 
the result of struggles in which it took no 
part; it possesses organs of seizure which 
are admirably adapted to the purpose. 
But the working masses are in a different 
position; they have long been accustomed 
to give, and not to take. They work, are 
patient as long as they can be, hope, lose 
their patience, rise up and struggle, die, 
bring victory to the others, are betrayed, 
fall into despondency, again bow their 
necks, again work. This is the history 
of the masses of the people under all 
regimes. In order to take the power firmly 
and surely into its hands the proletariat 
needs a Party, which far surpasses the 
other parties in the clarity of its thought 
and in its revolutionary determination.

The Party of the Bolsheviks, which has 
been described more than once and with 
complete justification as the most revolu-
tionary Party in the history of mankind, 
was the living condensation of the modern 
history of Russia, of all that was dynamic 
in it. The overthrow of Tsarism had long 
since become the necessary condition for 
the development of economy and culture. 
But for the solution of this task, the forces 
were insufficient. The bourgeoisie feared 
the revolution. The intelligentsia tried to 
bring the peasant to his feet. The muzhik, 
incapable of generalizing his own miser-
ies and his aims, left this appeal unan-
swered. The intelligentsia armed itself 
with dynamite. A whole generation was 
burned up in this struggle.

On March 1, 1887, Alexander Ulianov 
carried out the last of the great terror-
ist plots. The attempted assassination of 
Alexander III failed. Ulianov and the other 
participants were executed. The attempt to 
substitute a chemical preparation for the 
revolutionary class suffered shipwreck. 
Even the most heroic intelligentsia is noth-
ing without the masses. Under the imme-
diate impression of these facts and conclu-
sions grew up Ulianov’s younger brother 
Vladimir, the later Lenin, the greatest fig-
ure of Russian history. Even in his early 
youth he placed himself on the foundations 
of Marxism, and turned his face toward the 
proletariat. Without losing sight of the vil-

lage for a moment, he sought the way to 
the peasantry through the workers. Having 
inherited from his revolutionary predeces-
sors their determination, their capacity for 
self- sacrifice, and their willingness to go to 
the limit, Lenin at an early age became the 
teacher of the new generation of the intel-
ligentsia and of the advanced workers. In 
strikes and street fights, in prisons and in 
exile, the workers received the necessary 
tempering. They needed the searchlight of 

Marxism to light up their historical road in 
the darkness of absolutism.

In the year 1883 there arose among the 
émigrés the first Marxist group. In the year 
1898, at a secret meeting, the foundation of 
the Russian Social- Democratic Workers’ 
Party was proclaimed (we all called our-
selves Social- Democrats in those days). In 
the year 1903 occurred the split between 
Bolsheviks and Mensheviks. In the year 
1912 the Bolshevist fraction finally became 
an independent Party.

It learned to recognize the class mechan-
ics of society in struggle, in the grandiose 
events of twelve years (1905–1917). It edu-
cated cadres equally capable of initiative 
and of subordination. The discipline of 
its revolutionary action was based on the 
unity of its doctrine, on the tradition of 
common struggles and on confidence in 
its tested leadership.

Thus stood the Party in the year 1917. 
Despised by the official “public opinion” 
and the paper thunder of the intelligentsia 
press, it adapted itself to the movement of 
the masses. Firmly it kept in hand the con-
trol of factories and regiments. More and 
more the peasant masses turned toward it. 
If we understand by “nation,” not the priv-
ileged heads, but the majority of the peo-
ple, that is, the workers and peasants, then 
Bolshevism became in the course of the 
year 1917 a truly national Russian Party.

In September 1917, Lenin, who was com-
pelled to keep in hiding, gave the signal, 
“The crisis is ripe, the hour of the insur-
rection has approached.” He was right. The 
ruling classes had landed in a blind alley 
before the problems of the war, the land and 
national liberation. The bourgeoisie finally 
lost its head. The democratic parties, the 
Mensheviks and Social- Revolutionaries 
wasted the remains of the confidence of 
the masses in them by their support of the 
imperialist war, by their policy of ineffec-
tual compromise and concession to the 
bourgeois and feudal property-owners. 
The awakened army no longer wanted to 
fight for the alien aims of imperialism. 
Disregarding democratic advice, the peas-
antry smoked the landowners out of their 
estates. The oppressed nationalities at the 
periphery rose up against the bureaucracy 
of Petrograd. In the most important work-
ers’ and soldiers’ Soviets the Bolsheviki 
were dominant. The workers and soldiers 
demanded action. The ulcer was ripe. It 
needed a cut of the lancet.

Only under these social and political 
conditions was the insurrection possible. 
And thus it also became inevitable. But 
there is no playing around with the insur-
rection. Woe to the surgeon who is care-
less in the use of the lancet! Insurrection 
is an art. It has its laws and its rules.

The Party carried through the October 
insurrection with cold calculation and 
with flaming determination. Thanks to 
this, it conquered almost without victims. 

Through the victorious Soviets 
the Bolsheviki placed themselves 
at the head of a country which 
occupies one- sixth of the surface 
of the globe.

The majority of my present lis-
teners, it is to be presumed, did 
not occupy themselves at all with 
politics in the year 1917. So much 
the better. Before the young gen-
eration lies much that is interest-
ing, if not always easy. But the 
representatives of the older gen-
eration in this hall will surely 
well remember how the seizure 
of power by the Bolsheviki was 
received: as a curiosity, as a mis-
understanding, as a scandal; most 
often as a nightmare which was 
bound to disappear with the first 
rays of dawn. The Bolsheviki 
would last twenty- four hours, a 
week, a month, a year. The period 
had to be constantly lengthened.... 
The rulers of the whole world 
armed themselves against the 
first workers’ state: civil war was 
stirred up, interventions again 
and again, blockade. So passed 

year after year. Meantime history has 
recorded fifteen years of existence of the 
Soviet power.

15 Years of the Soviet Regime

“Yes,” some opponent will say, “the 
adventure of October has shown itself to 
be much more substantial than many of 
us thought. Perhaps it was not even quite 
an ‘adventure.’ Nevertheless, the question 
retains its full force: What was achieved 
at this high cost? Were then those daz-
zling tasks fulfilled which the Bolsheviki 
proclaimed on the eve of the Revolution?”

Before we answer the hypothetical 
opponent, let us note that the question in 
and of itself is not new. On the contrary, it 
followed right at the heels of the October 
Revolution, since the day of its birth.

The French journalist, Claude Anet, 
who was in Petrograd during the Revolu-
tion, wrote as early as October 27, 1917:

“Les maximalistes ont pris le pouvoir et 
le grand jour est arrivé. Enfin, me dis- je, je 
vais voir se réaliser l’Eden socialiste qu’on 
nous promet depuis tant d’années.... Admi-
rable adventure! Position privilegée!”

“The maximalists (which was what the 
French called the Bolsheviks at that time) 

have seized the power and the great day 
has come. At last, I say to myself, I shall 
behold the realization of the socialist Eden 
which has been promised us for so many 
years.... Admirable adventure! A privileged 
position!” And so on and so forth. What 
sincere hatred behind the ironical saluta-
tion! The very morning after the capture of 
the Winter Palace, the reactionary journal-
ist hurried to register his claim for a ticket 
of admission to Eden. Fifteen years have 
passed since the Revolution. With all the 
greater absence of ceremony our enemies 
reveal their malicious joy over the fact that 
the land of the Soviets, even today, bears 
but little resemblance to a realm of general 
well- being. Why then the Revolution and 
why the sacrifices?

Worthy listeners—permit me to think 
that the contradictions, difficulties, mis-
takes and want of the Soviet regime are 
no less familiar to me than to anyone else. 
I personally have never concealed them, 
whether in speech or in writing. I have 
believed and I still believe that revolution-
ary politics, as distinguished from conser-
vative, cannot be built up on concealment. 
“To speak out that which is” must be the 
highest principle of the workers’ state.

But in criticism, as well as in creative 
activity, perspective is necessary. Sub-
jectivism is a poor adviser, particularly 
in great questions. Periods of time must 
be commensurate with the tasks, and not 
with individual caprices. Fifteen years! 
How much that is in the life of one man! 
Within that period not a few of our gener-
ation were borne to their graves and those 
who remain have added innumerable gray 
hairs. But these same fifteen years—what 
an insignificant period in the life of a peo-
ple! Only a minute on the clock of history.

Capitalism required centuries to main-
tain itself in the struggle against the Mid-
dle Ages, to raise the level of science and 
technology, to build railroads, to stretch 
electric wires. And then? Then humanity 
was thrust by capitalism into the hell of 
wars and crises! But Socialism is allowed 
by its enemies, that is, by the adherents 
of capitalism, only a decade and a half to 
install Paradise on earth with all modern 
improvements. No, such obligations were 
never assumed by us. Such periods of time 
were never set forth. The processes of 
great changes must be measured by scales 
which are commensurate with them. I 
do not know if the Socialist society will 
resemble the biblical Paradise. I doubt it. 
But in the Soviet Union there is no Social-
ism as yet. The situation that prevails there 
is one of transition, full of contradictions, 
burdened with the heavy inheritance of the 
past, and in addition under the hostile pres-
sure of the capitalistic states. The October 
Revolution has proclaimed the principle of 
the new society. The Soviet Republic has 
shown only the first stage of its realization. 
Edison’s first lamp was very bad. We must 

October...
(continued from page 3)
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know how to distinguish the future from 
among the mistakes and faults of the first 
Socialist construction.

But the unhappiness that rains on living 
men? Do the results of the Revolution jus-
tify the sacrifice which it has caused? A 
fruitless question, rhetorical through and 
through; as if the processes of history 
admitted of an accounting balance sheet! 
We might just as well ask, in view of the 
difficulties and miseries of human exis-
tence, “Does it pay to be born altogether?” 
To which [German poet Heinrich] Heine 
wrote, “And the fool waits for answer.”... 
Such melancholy reflections have not hin-
dered mankind from being born and from 
giving birth. Suicides, even in these days 
of unexampled world crisis, fortunately 
constitute an unimportant percentage. 
But peoples never resort to suicide. When 
their burdens are intolerable, they seek a 
way out through revolution.

Besides, who becomes indignant over 
the victims of the socialist upheaval? Most 
often those who have paved the way for the 
victims of the imperialist war, and have 
glorified or, at least, easily accommodated 
themselves to it. It is now our turn to ask, 
“Has the war justified itself? What has it 
given us? What has it taught?”

The reactionary historian, Hippolyte 
Taine, in his eleven- volume pamphlet 
against the great French Revolution de -
scribes, not without malicious joy, the suf-
ferings of the French people in the years 

of the dictatorship of the Jacobins and 
afterward. The worst off were the lower 
classes of the cities, the plebeians, who 
as “sansculottes” had given up the best of 
their souls for the revolution. Now they 
or their wives stood in line throughout 
cold nights to return empty- handed to the 
extinguished family hearth. In the tenth 
year of the revolution Paris was poorer 
than before it began. Carefully selected, 
artificially pieced- out facts serve Taine 
as justification for his annihilating verdict 
against the revolution. Look, the plebeians 
wanted to be dictators and have precipi-
tated themselves into misery!

It is hard to conceive of a more unin-
spired piece of moralizing. First of all, 
if the revolution precipitated the country 
into misery, the blame lay principally on 
the ruling classes who drove the people to 
revolution. Second, the great French Rev-
olution did not exhaust itself in hungry 
lines before bakeries. The whole of mod-
ern France, in many respects the whole of 
modern civilization, arose out of the bath 
of the French Revolution!

In the course of the Civil War in the 
United States in the ’60’s of the past cen-
tury, 500,000 men were killed. Can these 
sacrifices be justified?

From the standpoint of the American 
slaveholder and the ruling classes of Great 
Britain who marched with them—no! 
From the standpoint of the Negro or of 
the British workingman—absolutely! And 
from the standpoint of the development 

of humanity as a whole—there can be no 
doubt whatever. Out of the Civil War of 
the ’60’s came the present United States 
with its unbounded practical initiative, 
its rationalized technology, its economic 
élan. On these achievements of American-
ism humanity will build the new society.

The October Revolution penetrated 
deeper than any of its predecessors into 
the Holy of Holies of society—into its 
property relations. So much the longer 
time is necessary to reveal the creative 
consequences of the Revolution in all the 
domains of life. But the general direction 
of the upheaval is already clear: the Soviet 
Republic has no reason whatever to hang 
its head before its capitalist accusers and 
speak the language of apology.

To evaluate the new regime from the 
standpoint of human development, one 
must first answer the question, “How does 
social progress express itself and how can 
it be measured?”

Balance Sheet of October

The deepest, the most objective and the 
most indisputable criterion says—progress 
can be measured by the growth of the pro-
ductivity of social labor. The evaluation 
of the October Revolution from this point 
of view is already given by experience. 
The principle of socialistic organization 
has for the first time in history shown its 
ability to record unheard- of results in pro-
duction in a short space of time.

The curve of the industrial development 
of Russia, expressed in crude index num-
bers, is as follows, taking 1913, the last 
year before the war, as 100. The year 1920, 
the highest point of the civil war, is also the 
lowest point in industry—only 25, that is to 
say, a quarter of the pre- war production. In 
1925 it rose to 75, that is, three- quarters of 
the pre- war production; in 1929 about 200, 
in 1932, 300, that is to say, three times as 
much as on the eve of the war.

The picture becomes even more strik-
ing in the light of the international index. 
From 1925 to 1932 the industrial produc-
tion of Germany has declined one and a 
half times, in America twice; in the Soviet 
Union it has increased fourfold. These 
figures speak for themselves.

I have no intention of denying or con-
cealing the seamy side of Soviet economy. 
The results of the industrial index are 
extraordinarily influenced by the unfa-
vorable development of agriculture, that is 
to say, of that field which has essentially 
not yet risen to Socialist methods, but at 
the same time has been led on the road 
to collectivization with insufficient prepa-
ration, bureaucratically rather than tech-
nically and economically. This is a great 
question, which however goes beyond the 
limits of my lecture.

The index numbers cited require an -
other important reservation. The indisput-
able and, in their way, splendid results of 
Soviet industrialization demand a further 
economic checking- up from the standpoint 
of the mutual adaptation of the various 
elements of economy, their dynamic equi-
librium and consequently their productive 
capacity. Here great difficulties and even 
setbacks are inevitable. Socialism does not 

arise in its perfected form from the Five- 
Year Plan, like Minerva from the head of 
Jupiter, or Venus from the foam of the sea. 
Before it are decades of persistent work, 
of mistakes, corrections and reorgan-
ization. Moreover, let us not forget that 
Socialist construction in accordance with 
its very nature can only reach perfection 
on the international arena. But even the 
most unfavorable economic balance sheet 
of the results obtained so far could reveal 
only the incorrectness of the preliminary 
calculations, the errors of the plan and the 
mistakes of the leadership, but could in no 
way refute the empirically firmly estab-
lished fact—the possibility, with the aid of 
Socialist methods, of raising the produc-
tivity of collective labor to an unheard- of 
height. This conquest, of world- historical 
importance, cannot be taken away from 
us by anybody or anything.

After what has been said, it is scarcely 
worthwhile to spend time on the com-
plaints, that the October revolution has 
brought Russia to the downfall of its civi-
lization. That is the voice of the disquieted 
ruling houses and the salons. The feudal- 
bourgeois “civilization” overthrown by the 
proletarian upheaval was only barbarism 
with decorations à la Talmi [costume jew-
elry]. While it remained inaccessible to 
the Russian people, it brought little that 
was new to the treasury of mankind.

But even with respect to this civiliza-
tion, which is so bemoaned by the white 
[Russian counterrevolutionaries] émigrés, 
we must put the question more precisely—
in what sense is it ruined? Only in one 
sense; the monopoly of a small minority 
in the treasures of civilization has been 
destroyed. But everything of cultural value 
in the old Russian civilization has remained 
untouched. The Huns of Bolshevism have 
shattered neither the conquests of the mind 
nor the creations of art. On the contrary, 
they carefully collected the monuments of 
human creativeness and arranged them in 
model order. The culture of the monarchy, 
the nobility and the bourgeoisie has now 
become the culture of the museums.

The people visits these museums ea-
gerly. But it does not live in them. It learns. 
It builds. The fact alone that the October 
Revolution taught the Russian people, 
the dozens of peoples of Tsarist Russia, 

to read and write, stands immeasurably 
higher than the whole former hot- house 
Russian civilization.

The October Revolution has laid the 
foundations for a new civilization, which 
is designed, not for a select few, but for 
all. This is felt by the masses of the whole 
world. Hence their sympathy for the 
Soviet Union, which is as passionate as 
once was their hatred for Tsarist Russia.

Worthy listeners—you know that 
human language is an irreplaceable tool, 
not only for giving names to events but 
also for evaluating them. By filtering out 
that which is accidental, episodic, arti-
ficial, it absorbs that which is essential, 
characteristic, of full weight. Notice with 
what nicety the languages of civilized 
nations have distinguished two epochs 
in the development of Russia. The cul-
ture of the nobility brought into world 
currency such barbarisms as Tsar, Cos-

sack, pogrom, nagaika [whip used by 
Cossacks]. You know these words and 
what they mean. The October Revolution 
introduced into the language of the world 
such words as Bolshevik, Soviet, kolkhoz 
[collective farm], Gosplan, Piatiletka 
[Five- Year Plan]. Here practical linguis-
tics holds its historical supreme court!

The profoundest significance, but the 
hardest to submit to immediate measure-
ment, of that great Revolution consists 
in the fact that it forms and tempers the 
character of the people. The conception 
of the Russian people as slow, passive, 
melancholy- mystical, is widely spread 
and not accidental. It has its roots in the 
past. But in Western countries up to the 
present time those far- reaching changes 
have not been sufficiently considered 
which have been introduced into the 
character of the people by the Revolu-
tion. Could it have been otherwise?

Every man with experience of life can 
recall the picture of some youth, that he 
has known, receptive, lyrical, all too sus-
ceptible, who later, all at once, under the 
influence of a powerful moral impetus, 
became hardened and unrecognizable. In 
the development of a whole nation, such 
moral transformations are wrought by the 
revolution.

The February insurrection against the 
autocracy, the struggle against the nobil-
ity, against the imperialist war, for peace, 
for land, for national equality, the Octo-
ber insurrection, the overthrow of the 
bourgeoisie, and of those parties which 
sought agreements with the bourgeoisie, 
three years of civil war on a front of 5,000 
miles, the years of blockade, hunger, mis-
ery and epidemics, the years of tense eco-
nomic reconstruction, of new difficulties 
and renunciations—these make a hard but 
a good school. A heavy hammer smashes 
glass, but forges steel. The hammer of the 
Revolution forged the steel of the people’s 
character.

“Who will believe,” wrote a Tsarist gen-
eral, Zalewski, with indignation, short-
 ly after the upheaval, “that a porter or 
a watchman suddenly becomes a chief 
justice, a hospital attendant—the director 
of a hospital, a barber—an officeholder, 
a  corporal—a commander- in- chief, a day 
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worker—a mayor, a locksmith—the direc-
tor of a factory?”

“Who will believe it?” They had to 
believe it. They could do nothing else but 
believe it, when the corporals defeated 
generals, when the mayor—the former 
day worker—broke the resistance of the 
old bureaucracy, the wagon- greaser put 
the transportation system in order, the 
locksmith as director put the industrial 
equipment into working condition. “Who 
will believe it?” Let them only try and not 
believe it.

For an explanation of the extraordi-
nary persistence which the masses of the 
people of the Soviet Union are showing 
throughout the years of the Revolution, 
many foreign observers rely, in accord 
with ancient habit, on the “passivity” of 
the Russian character. The revolutionary 
masses endure their privations patiently 
but not passively. With their own hands 
they are creating a better future and they 
want to create it, at any cost. Let the class 
enemy only attempt to impose his will 
from the outside on these patient masses! 
No, he would do better not to try it!

The Revolution and  
Its Place in History

Let us now in closing attempt to ascer-
tain the place of the October Revolution, 
not only in the history of Russia but in 
the history of the world. During the year 
1917, in a period of eight months, two 
historical curves intersect. The Febru-
ary upheaval—that belated echo of the 
great struggles which had been carried 
out in past centuries on the territories of 
Holland, England, France, almost all of 
Continental Europe—takes its place in 
the series of bourgeois revolutions. The 
October Revolution proclaims and opens 
the domination of the proletariat. It was 
world capitalism that suffered its first 
great defeat on the territory of Russia. The 
chain broke at its weakest link. But it was 
the chain that broke, and not only the link.

Capitalism has outlived itself as a world 
system. It has ceased to fulfill its essential 
mission, the increase of human power and 
human wealth. Humanity cannot stand 
still at the level which it has reached. Only 
a powerful increase in productive force 
and a sound, planned, that is, Socialist 
organization of production and distribu-
tion can assure humanity—all human-
ity—of a decent standard of life and at the 

same time give it the precious feeling of 
freedom with respect to its own economy. 
Freedom in two senses—first of all, man 
will no longer be compelled to devote the 
greater part of his life to physical labor. 
Second, he will no longer be dependent 
on the laws of the market, that is, on the 
blind and dark forces which have grown 
up behind his back. He will build up his 
economy freely, that is, according to a 
plan, with compass in hand. This time it 
is a question of subjecting the anatomy of 
society to the X- ray through and through, 
of disclosing all its secrets and subject-

ing all its functions to the reason and the 
will of collective humanity. In this sense, 
Socialism must become a new step in the 
historical advance of mankind. Before our 
ancestor, who first armed himself with a 
stone axe, the whole of nature represented 
a conspiracy of secret and hostile forces. 
Since then, the natural sciences, hand in 
hand with practical technology, have illu-
minated nature down to its most secret 
depths. By means of electrical energy, the 
physicist passes judgment on the nucleus 
of the atom. The hour is not far when sci-
ence will easily solve the task of the alche-
mists, and turn manure into gold and gold 
into manure. Where the demons and furies 
of nature once raged, now rules ever more 
courageously the industrial will of man.

But while he wrestled victoriously with 
nature, man built up his relations to other 
men blindly, almost like the bee or the 
ant. Belatedly and most undecidedly he 

approached the problems of human society. 
He began with religion, and passed on to 
politics. The Reformation represented the 
first victory of bourgeois individualism and 
rationalism in a domain which had been 
ruled by dead tradition. From the church, 
critical thought went on to the state. Born in 
the struggle with absolutism and the medie-
val estates, the doctrine of the sovereignty 
of the people and of the rights of man and 
the citizen grew stronger. Thus arose the 
system of parliamentarism. Critical thought 
penetrated into the domain of government 
administration. The political rationalism of 

democracy was the highest achievement of 
the revolutionary bourgeoisie.

But between nature and the state stands 
economic life. Technology liberated man 
from the tyranny of the old elements—
earth, water, fire and air—only to subject 
him to its own tyranny. Man ceased to 
be a slave to nature, to become a slave 
to the machine, and, still worse, a slave 
to supply and demand. The present world 
crisis testifies in especially tragic fashion 
how man, who dives to the bottom of the 
ocean, who rises up to the stratosphere, 
who converses on invisible waves with 
the Antipodes, how this proud and daring 
ruler of nature remains a slave to the blind 
forces of his own economy. The historical 
task of our epoch consists in replacing the 
uncontrolled play of the market by reason-
able planning, in disciplining the forces 
of production, compelling them to work 
together in harmony and obediently serve 

the needs of mankind. Only on this new 
social basis will man be able to stretch his 
weary limbs and—every man and every 
woman, not only a selected few—become 
a full citizen in the realm of thought.

But this is not yet the end of the road. 
No, it is only the beginning. Man calls 
himself the crown of creation. He has a 
certain right to that claim. But who has 
asserted that present- day man is the last 
and highest representative of the species 
Homo sapiens? No, physically as well as 
spiritually he is very far from perfection, 
prematurely born biologically, sick in mind 
and without new organic equilibrium.

It is true that humanity has more than 
once brought forth giants of thought and 
action, who tower over their contemporar-
ies like summits in a chain of mountains. 
The human race has a right to be proud of 
its Aristotle, Shakespeare, Darwin, Beetho-
ven, Goethe, Marx, Edison, and Lenin. But 
why are they so rare? Above all because, 
almost without exception, they came out of 
the upper and middle classes. Apart from 
rare exceptions, the sparks of genius in the 
suppressed depths of the people are choked 
before they can burst into flame. But also 
because the processes of creating, develop-
ing and educating a human being have been 
and remain essentially a matter of chance, 
not illuminated by theory and practice, not 
subjected to consciousness and will.

Anthropology, biology, physiology and 
psychology have accumulated mountains 
of material to raise up before mankind in 
their full scope the tasks of perfecting and 
developing body and spirit. Psychoanalysis, 
with the inspired hand of Sigmund Freud, 
has lifted the cover of the well which is 
poetically called the “soul.” And what has 
been revealed? Our conscious thought is 
only a small part of the work of the dark 
psychic forces. Learned divers descend 
to the bottom of the ocean and there take 
photographs of mysterious fishes. Human 
thought, descending to the bottom of its 
own psychic sources, must shed light on 
the most mysterious driving forces of the 
soul and subject them to reason and to will.

Once he has done with the anarchic 
forces of his own society, man will set 
to work on himself, in the pestle and the 
retort of the chemist. For the first time 
mankind will regard itself as raw mate-
rial, or at best as a physical and psychic 
semi- finished product. Socialism will 
mean a leap from the realm of necessity 
into the realm of freedom in that other 
sense too, that the present- day contradic-
tory and disharmonious man will pave the 
way for a new and happier race. n

October...
(continued from page 5)

Last month, the investigation into Rus-
sian collusion, headed by former FBI chief 
Robert Mueller, indicted Trump’s former 
campaign manager Paul Manafort and 
his underling Rick Gates on charges of 
money laundering, tax evasion and serving 
as unregistered agents of a foreign gov-
ernment. That government is the former 
Ukrainian regime of Viktor Yanukov-
ich, which was overthrown in a fascist- 
spearheaded coup in February 2014. The 
coup was engineered by Obama’s White 
House, assisted by the European Union, 
with the aim of establishing a loyal client 
state on the border of Putin’s Russia. There 
is currently much salivating by the Dem-
ocrats over Manafort’s indictment as evi-
dence of Trump’s Russia connections. But 
none other than the brother of John Podesta, 
Hillary Clinton’s campaign manager, sim-
ilarly lobbied on behalf of the Yanukov-
ich government. Fearing further exposure, 
this Democratic Party “fixer” resigned his 
position as the head of the Podesta Group.

The Fraud of Bourgeois 
Democracy

The notion that the Oval Office is pres-
ently occupied by Putin’s puppet is little 
more than mudslinging by sore losers. At 
the same time, the current anti- Russia hys-

teria provides a glimpse of the workings 
of bourgeois democracy, which Bolshevik 
leader V.I. Lenin succinctly described as “a 
paradise for the rich and a snare and decep-
tion for the exploited, for the poor.” Rus-
sia’s supposed impieties toward American 
“democracy” should be of no concern to the 
U.S. working class. Deceit, manipulation 
and hypocrisy are used by the capitalist rul-
ers—represented by Democrats and Repub-
licans alike—to maintain their system of 
wage slavery, black oppression and world 
domination. The ruled are meant to live in 
ignorance of the true workings of capitalist 
society; bourgeois democracy demands that 
the rulers have control of information, from 
education to the mass media. Above all, the 
capitalist exploiters have the armed forces 
of the capitalist state—its cops, prisons and 
military—to enforce their rule.

During the campaign, Clinton had the 
support of many generals, spies and other 
operatives of U.S. imperialism who didn’t 
like Trump’s isolationist rhetoric and wor-
ried about America’s image abroad under 
a bedlamite with a Twitter account. More 
recently, something called the “Alliance 
for Securing Democracy” was credited by 
the New York Times (27 September) for 
exposing Russian internet trolls who have 
used social media to plant “fake pages 
and ads, designed to look like the work 
of American activists” in order to “spread 
inflammatory messages during and since 
the presidential campaign.” 

In fact, this “Alliance” consists of for-
mer Democratic Party national security 
officials and Republican neocons whose 
lies paved the way for the invasion and 
devastation of Iraq. Today, they are con-
cocting tales of Putin’s minions fomenting 
discontent in the U.S., particularly among 

black people who are being shot down 
every day by U.S. imperialism’s army at 
home, the racist cops. 

Witchhunters Take Aim at  
Black Lives Matter

According to the “intelligence- community 
witnesses,” Russia has “tried to sow unrest 
in the U.S. by inflaming protests such as 
Occupy Wall Street and the Black Lives 
Matter movement.” As the Nation (6 Octo-
ber) put it, “The evidence presented for this 
claim was that both movements were cov-
ered by the Russian state- owned television 
network RT.” (Of course, they were also 
covered by, among others, the British state- 
owned television network, the BBC.) To be 
“Russian- linked,” you just need to have a 
Russian IP address. To produce a “Russian- 
linked” ad about Black Lives Matter sup-
posedly shows that Russia is sowing “polit-
ical discord” and “creating chaos” in the 
U.S., as one CNN reporter claimed. 

There is nothing like the specter of stir-
ring up unrest on the plantation of racist 
American capitalism to get the rulers and 
their hired pens up in arms. In a coun-
try built on the backs of black slaves, and 
where the majority of black people remain 
subjugated at the bottom of society, it 
doesn’t take “Russian influence” for black 
people to know they’re in the gun sights 
of the killer cops. The allegations against 
RT are as ridiculous as they are sinister. 
From Occupy to Black Lives Matter and 

Democrats...
(continued from page 8)

Spartacist

ICL banner outside January 1992 Soviet officers conference in Moscow: 
“No to Capitalist Restoration! Yes to Gains of October!”

Simon Glenn-Gregg

Washington, D.C., bus shelter ad for 
Russian TV network RT.

FROM THE ARCHIVES OF  MARXISM
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In May, the courageous truth- teller 
Chelsea Manning was released from prison 
after being tortured by the Obama regime 
for seven years for exposing U.S. imperial-
ist war crimes. We have defended Manning 
since the start of her ordeal and welcomed 
her release. For Obama, commuting her 
sentence in the dying days of his pres-
idency was a cheap and cynical move to 
burnish his “legacy.” Half a year later, 
the vindictive American ruling class has 
made clear that it’s not done with her yet.

In September, Harvard University 
invited Manning to be a visiting fellow at 
its Kennedy School of Government and 
then rescinded the invitation the very next 
day. Manning was disinvited after CIA 
director Mike Pompeo, calling her an 
“American traitor,” cancelled an appear-
ance on campus and former deputy CIA 
director Michael Morrell resigned his own 
fellowship in protest. Manning responded 
on Twitter: “This is what a military/police/
intel state looks like the @cia determines 
what is and is not taught at Harvard.” 

Indeed, the CIA, NSA, FBI and mili-
tary are deeply intertwined with Harvard, 
the most prestigious think tank for U.S. 
imperialism and training ground for the 
children and trusted agents of the bour-
geoisie. Harvard, like most of the coun-
try’s top universities, has a long history 
of educating, hiring and honoring Wash-
ington’s torturers and war criminals. 
When Harvard’s Institute of Politics at 
the Kennedy School opened its doors 
in 1966, its first honorary associate was 
Robert McNamara, secretary of defense 
under presidents Kennedy and Johnson. 
Other Harvard luminaries include Profes-
sor Louis Fieser (the inventor of napalm), 
Henry Kissinger (like McNamara, an 
architect of mass murder in Vietnam) 
and Professor Richard Hernnstein (co- 
author with Charles Murray of the racist 
tract The Bell Curve). The surprise about 
Manning’s brief fellowship was not that 
it was cancelled but that it was offered in 
the first place! CIA, military off campus!

Manning’s crime in the eyes of the cap-
italist rulers? In 2010, she leaked files that 
cast a spotlight on the war crimes of U.S. 
imperialism in Iraq and Afghanistan. The 
most well  known of these is the graphic 

aerial video, dubbed “Collateral Murder,” 
that shows a U.S. Apache helicopter gun-
ship massacring at least twelve civilians 
in Baghdad in 2007, including two Reu-
ters staffers, while the pilots gloated over 
the carnage.

Soon after Harvard disinvited Man-
ning, the government of Canada, Wash-
ington’s junior imperialist partner to 
the north, barred her from entering that 
country, stating, “If committed in Can-
ada, [Manning’s] offence would equate 
to…Treason.” On October 8, the liberal 
New Yorker magazine joined the post- 
prison vendetta against Manning during 
its annual festival in New York City. Man-
ning’s fight for transgender people’s rights 
has earned her a huge following. She fea-
tured prominently in the festival program 
and the venue was filled with admirers.

New Yorker staff writer Larissa Mac-
Farquhar, who conducted an interview 
with Manning, was tolerant of her as a 
transgender activist, but sought to reduce 
her exposures of U.S. imperialist barbarity 
to a question of “transparency in govern-
ment.” The gloves really came off when 
MacFarquhar began channeling the mil-
itary prosecutors at Manning’s kangaroo 

court. She badgered Manning with impli-
cations that she had supposedly endan-
gered lives by leaking a trove of war logs 
and diplomatic cables to Julian Assange.

Assange, the founder of WikiLeaks, is 
still trapped in the Ecuadorean Embassy 
in London, where he sought asylum in 
2012 after Swedish prosecutors demanded 
his extradition on bogus accusations of 
“rape”—in fact allegations of unpro-
tected sex in what were by all accounts 
consensual relations. Despite the Swed-
ish authorities dropping the case in May, 
London police have said they will arrest 
Assange for violating his bail if he leaves 
the embassy. The risk is high that Britain 
would extradite him to the U.S.

Liberals like MacFarquhar have long 
considered Assange dangerous because, 
unlike “legitimate” bourgeois mouthpieces 
like the New York Times, he refuses to 
redact the material WikiLeaks publishes. 
Democrats have come to despise Assange 
even more after WikiLeaks released a trove 
of emails last year—hacked by “the Rus-
sians,” so the story goes—from the Hillary 
Clinton presidential campaign, which sup-
posedly helped Trump win the presidency.

Manning batted back the verbal barrage 
from MacFarquhar and gave as good as she 
got. When the journalist accused the for-
mer military intelligence analyst of releas-
ing government files without knowing what 
was in them, Manning angrily objected: “I 
did know what was in them. I worked with 
this information every day.” Her interroga-
tor persisted: “But the 250,000 documents, 
did you not fear that it might hurt some-
one?” Manning shot back: “Absolutely not.” 
Signaling to the audience that MacFarqu-
har was retailing the government frame- up 
against her, Manning retorted that the 
leaked files show “people dying and people 
getting killed and people suffering, and on 
a massive, incredible scale.”

Manning’s path to her courageous act 
of self- sacrifice was a long and winding 
one. Before joining the Army, Manning 
explained, she struggled with being trans-
gender and even thought that joining the 
military might make her “not Trans.” See-
ing the violence in Iraq on television, she 
decided to join up, hoping to “make a dif-
ference.” It was wishful thinking, she said, 

but she was only 18. Manning was trained 
to do statistical data analysis, but the data 
became real people when she deployed to 
Iraq. She graphically described the horror, 
and the normality, of it all: “It was like 
drinking from a firehose,” a firehose of 
“death and destruction and mayhem just 
every single day.”

Elements of Manning’s personal history 
parallel those of former National Secu-
rity Agency contractor Edward Snowden, 
who is in exile in Russia. Inspired by 
Manning, in 2013 Snowden released doc-
uments exposing the sweep and scope 
of the global electronic spying activities 
of the U.S. and its allies. Both Manning 
and Snowden started out as my- country- 
right- or- wrong patriots. Over time, each 
was compelled by conscience to risk 
everything by taking a stand to expose 
crimes routinely committed by the U.S. 
government. By unmasking the bourgeoi-
sie’s everyday lies, intrigues and wanton 
slaughter, brave individuals like Man-
ning, Snowden and Assange, while far 
from being revolutionaries, have done a 
great service to workers and the oppressed 
throughout the world. Hands off Assange! 

Drop all charges against Snowden!

Manning has a keen appreciation of 
the stark social inequalities in the U.S. 
As MacFarquhar warmed her up with 
softballs before pressing her to admit to 
treason, Manning revealed that she is not 
enamored of the fact that nowadays there 
is so much focus on marriage equality. 
She asked rhetorically: how is marriage 
equality going to help homeless gay and 
transgender people? How was it sup-
posed to help Manning herself when she 
was homeless on the streets of Chicago? 
A puzzled MacFarquhar asked: “What 
would have helped you in that situation?” 
Manning shot back: “Housing!”

Chelsea Manning is a fighter and a hero. 
Working people and the oppressed interna-
tionally are in her debt for revealing details 
of imperialist machinations. But, despite 
the revelations by Manning, Assange and 
Snowden, U.S. imperialism by its nature 
will continue to commit atrocities on a 
daily basis. The whole system of capitalist 
exploitation and war must be swept away 
through workers socialist revolution. n

others, those protesters are being painted 
as dupes of a malicious Russian plot. The 
aim is to stifle dissent.

The Democrats play on the very real 
fears of the Trump administration’s unbri-
dled racism, vicious reaction and cut-
throat plundering of what meager social 
programs remain for workers and the 
poor. The liberals join the chorus, bleat-
ing, “this is not who we are.” But this is 

what America’s rulers are, whether repre-
sented by the Republicans or Democrats. 
The only difference is that the Democrats 
sometimes try to put some lipstick on the 
pig of racist U.S. capitalism. Now, in the 
name of the anti- Trump “resistance,” the 
billionaires of Silicon Valley are urged to 
censor any suspicious views; RT is being 
made to register as a “foreign agent.” The 
intelligence agencies who manufacture 
the lies for war abroad and against any 
perceived rebellion at home are promoted 
as the guardians of “democracy.” “Orwel-
lian” doesn’t begin to capture it. 

Liberal Neo- McCarthyism

Many of those who promote the claims 
of “Russia did it” portray capitalist Rus-
sia as a continuation of the former Soviet 
Union. The Democrats are reviving the 
battle cries of Cold War McCarthyism. 
Today, however, the purported threat is 
not “reds under the bed” but anyone with a 
Russian accent. Left unsaid is that Putin’s 
Russia is the product of the U.S.- backed-

and- bankrolled capitalist counterrevolu-
tion in 1991- 92 that destroyed the Soviet 
workers state. Counterrevolution had been 
the central aim of America’s rulers since 
the Bolshevik Party led the working class 
of the former tsarist empire to power in 
the 1917 Russian October Revolution. 
Despite the subsequent Stalinist betray-
als of the revolutionary internationalism 
that animated the Bolsheviks, the Soviet 
Union remained a workers state, albeit 
bureaucratically degenerated. The exis-
tence of such a society not only meant 
great advances for its masses; it also 
acted as a counterweight to the ambitions 
of U.S. imperialism for world domination.

Following the destruction of the Soviet 
workers state, U.S. capitalists joined Rus-
sian oligarchs in stripping the assets of for-
merly collectivized industries and vast nat-
ural resources. Under the “shock therapy” 
prescriptions of the likes of then Harvard 
professor Jeffrey Sachs, much of the pop-
ulation was reduced to abject poverty. In 
1996, Bill Clinton’s Democratic adminis-
tration pulled out all the stops to secure the 
re- election of U.S. imperialism’s puppet 
Boris Yeltsin, including supplying advis-
ers, disseminating “negative ads” against 
Yeltsin’s opponents and floating a large 
loan by the International Monetary Fund.

U.S. imperialism presently has no such 
cozy relationship with Putin, who has 
sought to carve out something of a more 
independent course than his sodden pre-

decessor and has on occasion been a 
thorn in the side of the U.S. Russia is not 
imperialist but rather a regional power 
that inherited the nuclear arsenal of the 
Soviet Union. That Putin has a particular 
animus toward Hillary Clinton is hardly a 
secret. As Obama’s secretary of state, she 
went out of her way to threaten Russian 
interests. Insofar as Russia has had a hos-
tile posture toward the U.S., it has largely 

been a defensive one, in response to U.S. 
encroachments on its “sphere of influence.” 

For his part, Trump has repeatedly 
expressed admiration for Putin as a strong-
man who lords it over the proletariat and 
oppressed peoples of Russia, and who bru-
tally suppresses dissent. At the same time, 
as we wrote in “Anti- Russia Hysteria and 
Democrats’ Sour Grapes” (WV No. 1103, 
13 January): “Trump is no less committed 
than the Cold Warriors and neocons—
from Hillary Clinton to John McCain—to 
expanding, prosecuting and enforcing the 
dominance of U.S. imperialism. That is the 
real content of Trump’s promise to make 
America great again.” During Trump’s 
time in office the U.S. and its NATO allies 
carried out the biggest military exercises 
in East Europe since the Cold War. 

The presidential elections revealed wide-
spread contempt of the populace toward 
the Washington establishment. But, absent 
a working- class alternative, such senti-
ment can go in multiple directions, includ-
ing reactionary ones. We fight to forge a 
multiracial, revolutionary workers party 
that can direct the frustrations of working 
people against the capitalist exploiters and 
imperialist plunderers. The purpose of the 
Spartacist League and the International 
Communist League is to build parties that 
uphold the traditions and intent of Lenin 
and Trotsky’s Bolsheviks to overthrow the 
imperialist order through a series of inter-
national socialist revolutions. n

Getty

Chelsea Manning at 2017 New Yorker 
festival.

Election tampering anyone? July 1996 
Time magazine highlights U.S. role 
in helping elect Boris Yeltsin.

Ruling-Class Vendetta Against 
Chelsea Manning Continues
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Hillary Clinton’s bid to be Commander- 
in- Chief of U.S. imperialism was supposed 
to be a virtual coronation. Ever since she 
lost to the flagrantly racist, sexist real estate 
mogul Donald Trump, the Democratic 
Party and its media mouthpieces have 
been screaming foul. They have explained 
Clinton’s defeat as the work of an army of 
Russian hackers and internet trolls whose 
aim is “to subvert democracy in the United 
States.” Lurid tales of Kremlin grem -
lins began in July 2016 when WikiLeaks 
released tens of thousands of Democratic 
National Committee (DNC) emails expos-
ing some of the wheeling, dealing and cor-

ruption of Clinton’s presidential campaign. 
Amid the hoopla that the emails had sup-
posedly been hacked by agents of capitalist 
Russia’s president, Vladimir Putin, no one 
ever raised any doubts over their accuracy 
or authenticity for the simple reason that 
they were genuine. 

Now, the machinations of Clinton and 
her campaign staff have been confirmed 
by no less an authority than longtime 
top Democratic Party operative Donna 
Brazile, who just published a book titled 
Hacks: The Inside Story of the Break- ins 
and Breakdowns That Put Donald Trump 
in the White House. Brazile was brought in 

to head the DNC after the emails exposed 
her predecessor for plotting to get rid 
of  Clinton’s challenger, Bernie Sanders. 
In a Politico article (2 November) titled 
“Inside Hillary Clinton’s Secret Takeover 
of the DNC,” Brazile attests that Clinton 
effectively bought the DNC by paying 
off $10 million of its debts and then pro-
ceeded to use “the party as a fund- raising 
clearinghouse.”

Far from a shocking revelation, such 
financial chicanery is merely grease for 
the wheels of “American democracy,” 
which is a fig leaf for the dictatorship of 
the capitalist exploiters. Brazile herself 

was fired from CNN for feeding some of 
the network’s planned questions to Clin-
ton to prepare her for a primary debate 
with Sanders. As for Sanders, after being 
kicked to the curb by agents of the Clinton 
dynasty, this self- proclaimed leader of a 
supposed “political revolution against 
the billionaire class” abandoned his own 
supporters and campaigned for Clinton, 
Wall Street’s candidate. Nonetheless, even 
as Brazile continues her cries against Rus-
sian hackers, both she and Sanders have 
been targeted as possible Kremlin stooges 
by the liberal cabal of witchhunters.

For all the claims of Russian “influ-
ence,” there has been zilch in terms of 
proof. The same people who brought you 
the “weapons of mass destruction” lies 
are today telling you to take their word for 
it. In fact, if there’s one thing that without 
doubt robbed Clinton of her crown, it’s 
the U.S. Constitution. Although she won 
the popular vote, she lost the Electoral 
College—that deeply anti- democratic 
institution designed to protect against the 
“unwashed masses,” which ensured the 
dominance of the slavocracy in the early 
decades of the republic. 

Spying, sowing disinformation, hacking 
and other “dirty tricks” are the stock in 
trade of all capitalist governments against 
their rivals. But when it comes to interven-
ing in other countries’ internal affairs—not 
just “influencing” elections but carrying 
out bloody coups, outright invasions and 
“regime change”—none can hold a candle 
to America’s rulers. Behind the Democratic 
Party’s dark tales of Russian operatives 
stand the very intelligence agencies that 
have concocted the lies and provided the 
murderous services to overthrow foreign 
governments. These include, among oth-
ers, Iran (1953), Guatemala (1954), Chile 
(1973) and, more recently, the attempted 
coup against the late Hugo Chávez in 
Venezuela (2002) and the invasion of Iraq 
(2003). In January, a report by the CIA, 
FBI and NSA was seized on as the gold 
standard of proof of Russian interference 
in the 2016 elections. Yet by the admis-
sion of its authors, the report offered not 
one shred of evidence; or as they put it in 
“intelligence” speak: “Judgments are not 
intended to imply that we have proof that 
shows something to be a fact”!

NOVEMBER 10—For nearly four 
weeks, more than 80 members of the 
Internation  al Association of Machinists 
Local 1584 have been on strike in Bay 
Point against the Henkel Corporation, a 
subsidiary of a Germany- based conglom-
erate, which makes adhesives chiefly for 
the aerospace industry. The production 
workers walked out on October 16 when 
contract negotiations broke down over a 
key union demand—an end to the crimi-
nally unsafe conditions at the plant.

In 2013, David Eleidjian, a temporary 
contract worker, was crushed to death at 
the plant after being pulled into a chem-
ical mixing machine with an exposed 
shaft spinning at high speed. The com-
pany knew the machine was unsafe. It 
catches workers so often that employees 
refer to getting caught in it as “taking 
a ride.” This horrific industrial murder 
helped spur the organization of Local 
1584. A slap- on- the- wrist $200,000 fine 
by government regulators did little to 
improve safety; Henkel was fined for ten 
more violations in 2016- 17.

A number of workers were injured on 
the job in the months before the strike, 
including one who suffered third- degree 

burns over a third of his body. The 
bosses’ disregard for workers’ lives is 
in the nature of the capitalist system of 
production for profit. What is needed is 
a union safety committee with the power 
to shut down unsafe production.

Picketers told WV supporters of a pat-
tern of racist harassment at the plant, a 
vicious attempt to divide the multiracial 
workforce. One white supervisor is noto-
rious for harassing and firing black work-
ers. On November 1, Henkel vindictively 
terminated the strikers’ health care bene-
fits. Management didn’t even show up on 
November 5 for a meeting with a federal 
mediator, an agent of the capitalist state 
in whom workers should place no trust. 
Henkel is out to bust the union. 

The strikers remain solid. However, 
workers in other departments, who are 
not unionized, have been crossing the 
picket lines. Using supervisors and scabs, 
the company is getting some product out, 
although it is a month behind on orders. 
Scab products should be “hot- cargoed”—
not handled by union workers. The key 

to victory is shutting the plant down tight 
to stop the flow of profits. Unions across 
the Bay Area must support the strike by 
helping to build mass picket lines that no 
one crosses! 

Workers at the nearby Richmond and 
Martinez refineries, organized in Local 
5 of the United Steelworkers (incorporat-
ing the former Oil, Chemical and Atomic 
Workers union), have themselves fought 
for years against notoriously hazardous 
conditions. Next door in Pittsburg is the 
unionized USS- POSCO steel plant. The 
Steelworkers, together with Teamster 
truckers and International Longshore and 
Warehouse Union dockworkers at the 
Port of Oakland, have strategic power. 
A victory for Local 1584 could set the 
stage for the unionization of the entire 
Henkel workforce, and strengthen every 
union in the area.

The top union leaders in this coun-
try have long rejected the class- struggle 
methods that built the industrial unions 
in the organizing battles of the 1930s 
and ’40s. Instead, they put their faith 
in one or the other of the Wall Street 
parties—the Democrats and Republi-
cans—that represent the interests of the 

owners of the factories, transportation, 
banks, etc. The union bureaucracy’s 
class- collaborationist program has led to 
decades of defeats. The labor movement 
must rely on its own strength, indepen-
dent of the political representatives of the 
bosses.

continued on page 6

Bay Point, California

Democratic Senators and tech industry lawyers at Congressional hearing on internet ads, which Dems hold up as 
examples of Russia’s supposedly diabolical influence.
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October 25: Striking Henkel work-
ers on picket line.

Democrats Push  
Anti-Russia Hysteria

Victory to the Henkel Strike!

Putin on the Potomac?


