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MARCH 2—As we go to press, Haitian
president Jean-Bertrand Aristide has
been whisked out of Haiti to the Central
African Republic under U.S. military
escort. U.S. Marines invaded to restore
“law and order”—i.e., to repress the

. desperately poor Haitian masses—and
a multinational “peacekeeping” force,
spearheaded by the French, is in the
works under the aegis of the United
Nations. Haiti suffered a brutal U.S.

military occupation for 19 years, from
1915-1934. The U.S. left only after
it had trained a new gendarmerie, the
killer National Guard. Propped up by
the U.S., Haitian dictators “Papa Doc”
Duvalier and his son “Baby Doc” killéd
an estimated 50,000 Haitians. The
armed rebels rushing to rule Haiti today
are bloodthirsty killers with ties to
CIA-trained death squads and the hated
Tontons Macoutes. We demand: All

Asylum for Haitian Refugees—Stop the Deportations!

‘Haiti: U.S./UN Troops Out!

U.S./UN imperialist troops out of Haiti
now! .

Aristide claims that he was kidnapped
by U.S. forces. The crazed neocons

- in the Bush administration who trained

the death squad leaders returning to
power in Haiti today no doubt consid-
ered the liberation theologist, Aristide,
some kind of “communist.” Aristide
rode a wave of popular support to power
in 1990-91 and was toppled by U.S.-

trained assassins and Duvalierists. He
was then returned to power by a U.S.
invasion force of 20,000 in 1994, only
now to be removed from power by the
U.S. in 2004. Aristide, as well as the
butchers who preceded and;have suc-
ceeded him, are puppets of Wall Street,
Washington, Paris, the IMF and World

Bank. , V
For weeks, Haiti has been wracked
continued on page 11

Labor Tops Sell Qut Militant Supermarket Workers

UFCW Strike and Class

LOS ANGELES, March 2—After a five-
month-long bitter struggle against the
supermarket bosses (Vons/Safeway, Albert-
sons and Ralphs/Kroger), nearly 60,000
strikers in the United Food and Commer-
cial Workers union (UFCW) are returning
to work with a new contract containing
deep concessions. The new contract intro-
duces a two-tier system of wages and
benefits, a pernicious scheme to divide
union members by pitting them against
each other while setting up the existing
workforce for victimization by manage-
ment. One striker expressed a common
worry among the majority of grocery
workers who are not guaranteed full-time
work: “We’re going to start losing hours
[to lower-paid new hires].” The Los Ange-
les Times (27 February) predicts, “new,
lower-paid hires could be in the majority
within a few years.”

Workers hired under the new contract
will receive lower wages and will have to
pay for health care benefits. Those em-
ployed before this new contract may face
a $5 to $15 per week payment in the third
year of the contract. And co-payment will
now be required of all workers for medi-
cal services. Moreover, “first tier” work-
ers will be knocked down to “second tier”
status if they transfer from one depart-
ment to another, such as if a deli worker
becomes a cashier. Additionally, wages
are frozen for the duration of the new
three-year contract, with workers getting
only two paltry lump-sum payments.
Workers are also outraged by the require-
ment that they each submit a grossly
insulting “Request to Return to Work”
form. Although scabs cannot be retained
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UFCW strikers picket El Monte distribution center, November 2003.

Break with the Democrats!

in place of striking workers, the implica-
tion behind this is the threat of layoffs. To
add insult to injury, the supermarket
chains are blaming the strike for “poor-
performing locations” that may get closed
down, resulting in potentially thousands
being laid off.

The responsibility for this def®at’lies
squarely at the feet of the trade-union
bureaucracy. The workers fought like
hell, including several times defying the
treachery of the bureaucrats. But as we
wrote in “UFCW Strike: A Battle for All

For a Workers Party!

Labor” (WV No. 819, 6 February): “What
is most importantly posed for the UFCW
to succeed in its struggle against the
supermarket bosses is the national exten-
sion of the strike.” As a UFCW member
at the Pasadena strike vote told Workers
Vanguard, “1t’s like you said, we should
have shut everything down and made it a
national strike.”

But with tens of thousands of UFCW
members working under extended con-
tracts that already expired and with the
contracts of more than 280,000 grocery

rica

workers in eleven states expiring in com-
ing months, the labor tops did everything
in their power to isolate the Southern Cal-
ifornia workers by refusing to spread the
strike. In Arizona, some 15,000 UFCW
members were kept on the job by the
bureaucracy under an indefinite contract
extension. In Southern California, the
5,700 UFCW workers at 101 Food 4 Less
stores (a Kroger subsidiary) should have
been out. from the beginning. Instead,
even though their -contract was set to
expire February 28 and their health care
benefits -are determined by the master
contract of the UFCW workers on strike,
the union tops kept Food 4 Less workers
on the job, extending their contract to
April 4.
Faced with a long, drawn-out battle
~ and a leadership opposed to doing what’s
needed to win, most UFCW members
voted for the contract with bitter resigna-
tion. As one worker put it, “We’re tired
and broke.” Nonetheless, some 14 percent
voted no. It is beyond grotesque that hav-
ing shafted the workers, the president of
the UFCW International, Doug Dority,
has the audacity to claim that this was
“‘one of the most successful strikes in his-
tory.” The reality was captured by a
striker who explained, “Just when we’re
starting to hurt them, the union caves.”
Despite the betrayals of their leader-
ship, UFCW members can be proud
that they stood their ground and remained
unified on the picket lines, defiant and
unbroken in the face of the grocery
bosses’ concerted attacks. The UFCW
strike was a powerful display of the social
power of the working class and it could
have gone the other way. The strike
was bolstered by a massive outpouring of
labor support from other unions that raised
money for the UFCW strike fund
and joined in strike support rallies; -on
November 10, the ILWU longshore union
shut down L.A.-area ports for eight hours
continued on page 9



Partisan Defense
Committee

CLASS-STRUGGLE DEFENSE NOTES

Free Anarchist
Sherman Austin!

The Partisan Defense Committee has
begun sending monthly stipends to class-
war prisoner Sherman Austin, a 20-year-
old black anarchist from Los Angeles
who was railroaded to a year in prison
and three years probation for a thought
crime, pure and simple: Austin joins
16 other fighters for the rights of the
oppressed in our stipend program, among
them death row political prisoner Mumia
Abu-Jamal, coal miner Jerry Dale Lowe
and members of the Philadelphia MOVE
organization.

The McCarthyite witchhunt of Sher-
man Austin is an object lesson in how the
capitalist rulers, Republicans and Demo-
crats alike, use their “anti-terror” laws to
target outspoken opponents of imperialist
war, racist oppression, capitalist immis-
eration and anyone else they don’t like.
Austin went to prison last September
on the felony" charge of “distributing

.

explosives information with the intent
that it be used in furtherance of a vio-
lent federal crime.” His conviction was
based on a law originally sponsored by
California Democratic Senator Dianne
Feinstein in 1997. The “evidence” against
him was that his anarchist Web site
(www.raisethefist.com), which hosted
postings from others, included a post-
ing called “The Reclaim Guide,” which
offered instructions on how to make sim-
ple, small incendiary devices. Austin had
nothing to do with authoring the piece; it
was the creation of a suburban youth from
a well-heeled conservative family who
was not prosecuted. Such information can
be found all over the Web, from Ama-
zon.com to neo-Nazi sites.

Austin wanted to fight the charges
and expose the political frame-up at trial.
But he was subjected to over two years
of state harassment and faced addi-

TROTSKY

For a Class-Struggle
Leadership in the Unions!

Despite waging a militant fight against the
supermarket bosses, the UFCW strikers were
sold out by the trade-union tops through
their allegiance to the capitalist system and
its politicians, particularly the Democrats.
In a speech given over 100 years ago, Ame
can- socialist leader Daniel-De*Leon; who
aptly called the trade-union bureaucracy
the “labor lieutenants of capital,” described

' the role of the labor bureaucracy in the -

workers movement.

The profits of the capitalist class represent unpaid labor of the working class. The
fleecing of labor implied in the raking in of profits is based upon the existence of a
wage-slave class, a working class, in short, a proletariat; and the cantinuance of the

existence of such a class is in turn dependent upon the private ownership of the means

of production—of the land on and the machinery and capital with which to work. Given
the private ownership of these combined elements of production, the capitalist class will
congest ever more into its own hands the wealth of the land, while the working class
must sink to ever deeper depths of poverty and dependence, every mechanical improve-
ment only giving fresh impetus to the exaltation of the capitalist and to the degradation
of the workingman. The issue between the two classes is one of life and death; there
are no two sides to it; there is no compromise possible. Obviously, it is in the interest
of the working class that the issue be made and kept clear before the eyes of the rank
and file, and that capitalism be held up to their view in all its revolting hideousness....

Obviously, it is in the interest of the working class to arouse it to class-conscious
political action. What does the labor:leader do? From England, westward over the
United States and Canada to Australia, we find the labor leaders solidly arrayed against
the very idea. A veritable bulwark of capitalism, they seek to turn the political trend of

the labor movement into the channels of capitalist politics, where the head of labor’s .

lance, its indepgndent, class-conscious political effort, can be safely broken off.

—Daniel De Leon, “Two Pages from Roman History:
Plebs Leaders and Labor Leaders” (April 1902)
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tional “terrorist enhancement” sentencing
guidelines, expanded under Clinton’s
1996 Anti-Terrorism and Effective Death
Penalty, Act and the 2001 USA-Patriot
Act, which could have meant up to 20
years in prison if he went to trial. Austin
reluctantly accepted a guilty plea when
the Feds initially offered a deal of one
month in jail.

But when Austin appeared in court in
September 2002, the deal was rejected
by Judge Stephen Wilson, a Reagan
appointee, as too lenient. Wilson railed at
the prosecutor: “What kind of message is
a disposition like this” sending? When
the prosecutor answered, “The message
here is that Mr. Austin is certainly not a
terrorist,” Wilson shot back, “Why are
you setting the bar so high?”, revealing
the breadth of the government’s “anti-
terror” web.

In June 2003, Wilson rejected a sec-
ond plea deal of four months in jail and
three years probation, directing the pros-
ecutor to consult with his bosses at
the Justice Department and FBI director
Robert Mueller. Wilson complained,
“You thifik giving this sentence...is sup-
posed to be a deterrence to some other
revolutionary who wants to change the
world.” When Austin returned to court in
August, the prosecution still recom-
mended four months, but Wilson instead
imposed the sentence. of one year in
prison and three years probation—during
which Austin will not be allowed to use a
computer without approval of a proba-
tion officer and will be subjected to
searches and seizures of his computers.

The case of Sherman Austin illus-
trates how the Democrats have marched
in lockstep with the White House in
shredding democratic rights. Following
Austin’s sentencing, Senator Feinstein
wrote Ashcroft, “I was pleased to learn
recently that Sherman Austin was sen-
tenced,” but complained, “it is dismaying
that there has only been one conviction”
Wit her " anti-terror” Taweiss \
From an early age, Sherman Austm
has been an active supporter of the strug-
gles of workers and the oppressed, join-
ing Labor Day celebrations, protests

*against the imperialist slaughter in Iraq

‘and rallies in support of the ILWU long-
shore union during the contract battles
and union-busting lockout in 2002. The
government’s vendetta began on May
Day 2001 when he and 95 other youthful
demonstrators were arrested at gunpoint
during a cop riot against an anarchist
“Carnival Against Capitalism” march in
Long Beach, California.

On 24 January 2002, Austin’s home,
where he lived with his mother and
sister, was invaded by the L.A. Joint Ter-
rorism Task Force, the FBI, the Secret
Service, the LAPD and L.A. sheriffs.
The heavily-armed cops had a 29-page
search warrant citing Austin’s Web site,
which contdined “anti-government...
anti-capitalism, and militant messages
that promoted communism.” The warrant
also contained information detailing
Austin’s participation in demonstrations
dating back to when he was 14 years old.
The cops and Feds interrogated Austin
about his friends and his politics for over
six hours, ransacked his room and con-
fiscated his political literature.

In February 2002, Austin was singled
out for arrest by the Feds after attending
a protest against the World -Economic
Forum in New York City. After more than
two weeks of detention and interrogation
in New York and Oklahoma jails, he was
released and all charges dropped due to
lack of evidence. Seven months later,
despite admitting that they had found
nothing on the computers seized in the
raid, federal prosecutors told Austin’s
attorneys that they didn’t want to “let him
off the hook.” So, they charged him under
Feinstein’s law. Having no evidence that
Austin had “knowledge” or “intent” that
the information in the “Guide” would be
used for a ‘“violent federal crime,” as
required by the law, the government made
its case by citing Austin’s criticism of

Fatal Err
Sherman Austin

U.S. government policies, cop brutality
and racism.

The vicious persecution of Austin is
part and parcel of the phony “war on ter-
ror,” a war on civil liberties carried out by
the Democrats as well as the reactionary
Bush gang. On February 22 Bush’s secre-
tary of education Rod Paige likened the
National Education Association teachers
union to a “terrorist organization.” This
underlines what the “war on terror” is
all about; it is a political construct, a
political crusade providing the pretext for
the government to increase its repressive
powers and to restrict the democratic
rights of the population. Labor and all
defenders of democratic rights have a

- critical stake in. making Austin’s fight

their own. Free Sherman Austin now!

* ok 3k

The Partisan Defense Committee is a
class-struggle, non-sectarian legal and
social defense organization which cham-
pions cases and causes in the interest
of the whole of the working people.
This purpose is in accordance with the
political views of the Spartacist League.
We urge all Workers Vanguard readers
to contribute to our stipends program—
a vital act of solidarity. Earmarked con-
tributions can be sent to: PDC, P.O. Box
99, Canal Street Station, New York, NY
10013-0099.

If you wish to correspond with Aus-
tin, you can write to: Sherman Austin,
#51565-054, FCI Tucson, 8901 South
Wilmont Road, Tucson, AZ 85706.m

Partisan Defense
mittee

CLASS-STRUGGLE DEFENSE NOTES
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The

How Fren

Gillo Pontecorvo’s 1965 classic, The

Battle of Algiers, has recently been re- -

released in American theaters. Originally
released during the Vietnam War, global
anti-colonial revolts, and the ghetto
explosions against racial oppression in
America, the film was a must-see for left-
ists, Black Panthers and fighters for
social justice. Curiously, as U.S. imperi-
alism switched from the “shock and awe”
aerial bombardment of Iraq to the brutal
military occupation of Baghdad and
other key cities, the Pentagon organized
a private screening of The Battle of
Algiers, to learn from the bloody French
colonial experience in Algeria.

Pontecorvo’s film movingly depicts
the utter inhumanity of the French colo-
nial forces as they inflicted a devastating
defeat on the Algerian independence
fighters in the 1957 Battle of Algiers. The
film then fast-forwards several years to
the mass upsurges that heralded the vic-
tory of the Algerian people over French
colonial rule. Unanswered by the film is
the question: how, in the face of such
overwhelming military might, was the

Algerian national liberation movement
able to prevail? .

_We reprint below an article by WV
Editoridl” Board=tembér “Briice ‘André
which outlines an answer to that ques-
tion. Comrade André’s document was
originally written as a contribution to an
internal discussion in our party and was
published by our French comrades in Le
Bolchévik No. 152 (Spring 2000). This
document debunks the imperialist myth
that the Algerian War was a “stalemate”

with no victors.
* % %

The idea that France was not defeated
in the Algerian War is the almost univer-
sally accepted “received wisdom” in
France, including by much of the left.
Virtually every academic history of the
Algerian War explicitly states that French
forces won “militarily” and that de Gaulle
then “granted” independence to Algeria.
Likewise, the Pabloites [the followers of
the pseudo-Trotskyist Michel Pablo,
whose revisionism destroyed the Fourth
International by the early 1950s and is
represented today by the United Secretar-
iat (USec)] wrote at the time that the war
“is ending with a ‘compromise peace’
that reflects the relationship of forces on
the military terrain” (Quatriéme Interna-
tionale, April 1962). This document sum-
marizes the results of research I did in
tracing the origins of that myth and the
lies and distortions used by the bourgeoi-
sie and its ideologues to further it.
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December 1960: Mass demonstrations under outlawed .FLN flag,

Henssart
here in

Algiers, shattered French illusion that Algerian people would accept contin-

ued colonial rule.

The origin of the myth is easy to pin-
point, since it comes straight from
Charles de Gaulle himself. The general
had already been crucial to the French
bourgeoisie’s myth that it had “resisted”
Nazism when, in fact, it had actively
rounded up French Jews to be sent to the
gas chambers. Here is how de Gaulle
wanted the history of Algerian indepep-
dence to be told: “It is France, eternal
France, who, alone in her strength, in the
name of her principles and in accordance
with her interests, granted it to the Alger-
ians” (Mémoires d’Espoir, Vol. 1. [1970}).

This line has been repeated by virtual-
ly every comprehensive history of the
Algerian War. The most widely read his-
tory of the war in France is journalist
Yves Courriere’s four-volume La guerre
d’Algérie. Courriere states that French
forces won a “military victory” over the
FLN (National Liberation Front), which
he describes in the later years of the war
as “moribund” and “at the end of its
rope.” British historian Alistair Horne, in
the main English-language history of the
Algerian War, writes that the FLN leader-

Algiers, 1958:
Charles

de Gaulle greets
General Salan,
commander of
French forces

in Algeria,
shortly after
taking power.

ship refused to “recognise military defeat
and the advantages of sensible compro-
mise” (A Savage War of Peace [1977]).
The Pabloites also embraced the myth
that the FLN failed to achieve a “military
victory.” Their French group wrote of the
accords by which France recognized
Algerian independence: “The Evian ac-
cords are...a compromise corresponding
to the relation of forces and not a total
overall victory of the Algerian revolution
over French imperialism” (La Vérité des
Travailleurs, April 1962). When an
Algerian Pabloite group was set up in the
mid 1970s, its first publication was a
pamphlet retailing the bourgeoisie’s
myths—and adding some of their own.
They claimed that, during the Algerian
War, there was a “total military failure of
the FLN” (La crise du capitalisme d’Etat
et du bonapartisme en Algérie [April
1978]) and that the Evian accords went
so far in guaranteeing “imperialist inter-
ests in Algeria” that “the state structures
bequeathed by colonialism were not
modified in the slightest”! In its entire 62
pages, this pamphlet never hinted that, at
the time, the Pabloites, politically capitu-
lating before the Algerian nationalists,
had characterized Ben Bella’s regime as a
“workers and peasants government” and

USec leader Michel Pablo had been a.

member of his government.

Actually, the myth that there was a mil-
itary “stalemate” and that France then
withdrew voluntarily is accepted by many
Algerians—a circumstance for which
Algerian nationalists are largely respon-
sible. Here is what Ferhat Abbas, a prom-
inent bourgeois politician who became
president of the FLN’s Provisional Gov-
ernment of the Algerian Republic
(GPRA), wrote of the man who was,
more than any other, responsible for the
deaths of more than one million Alger-

»

alr—

Defeated

ians, the carrying out of torture on a mass
scale, and the driving of two million peo-
ple—one quarter of the country’s popula-
tion—into “regroupment centers” (con-

centration camps):

“By turning his back on ‘the spirit of
empire,’ by breaking the*vicious circle of
the colonial concept, General de Gaulle
was able to impose a solution to a prob-
lem which seemed insoluble. His cou-
rage, his lucidity, his firm determination,

* overcame the many obstacles in his path.
He recognized our demands and the
heroism of our fighters. Thus, he brought
an end to the Algerian War.”

—Ferhat Abbas, Autopsie d’une
guerre (1980)

‘Even FLN supporters who do not
revere de Gaulle are blinded by national-
ism to the profound social crisis that
accompanied the Algerian War. At the
Museum of the Army in Algiers, the dom-
inant theme is the overwhelming dispar-
ity in firepower between the FLN and the
French colonial army. Counterposed to a
piece of a downed French.plane and
an unexploded 700 kg bomb are the
FLN’s weapons—all light arms, includ-
ing homemade mortars and grenades.
Several displays represent the electrified
fences that ran the length of the Tunisian
and Moroccan borders, which prevented

- the FLN from bringing ifv artillery {Which
had been key to the 1954 Vietnamese vic-
tory at Dien Bien Phu). Large paintings
on the wall depict isolated groups of
guerrilla fighters being destroyed by
French helicopters, tanks, armored cars
and artillery. It is a moving testament to
those who kept up the struggle under hor-
rendous conditions. But presenting it in
this way as a purely military face-off begs
the question of how the FLN was able to
achieve victory over French colonialism.

Precisely that question came up at a
November 1984 historians’ conference on
the Algerian War sponsored by the Alger-
ian government (see colloquium proceed-
ings, Le retentissement de la révolution
algérienne [Algiers, 1984]). There, Brit-
ish historian Michael Brett challenged the
view that “by 1958 the French were win-
ning, and by the end of 1959 they had ef-
fectively won,” and that de Gaulle then
“withdrew” from Algeria “because he had
other ideas of national grandeur.” Brett
noted that “the sharp contrast” which his-
torians have drawn “between military de-
feat and political victory for the FL.N.”
seemed a “paradox,” and he cautiously
suggested that the explanation might be
“dependent upon the course of events in
France set in train by the war.” No histo-
rian took up the challenge, and none has
done so since.

As in most colonial wars, the Algerian
people were victorious in large part be-
cause their struggle provoked a deep
social crisis in France and crushed the
bourgeoisie’s will to fight. Yet that history
is almost totally absent from the history
books—and both the Stalinists of the
French Communist Party (PCF) and the
Algerian nationalists contribute to the
cover-up.

French and Algerian Workers
in the Algerian War
The first explosion of class struggle
provoked by the war was a wave of muti-
nies by soldiers refusing to be sent to
Algeria, often backed up by workers
strikes. Starting in September 1955, less
continued on paze 4
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Algeria...

(continued from page 3)

than one year after the FLN’s first guer-
rilla attacks, and lasting until about June
1956, these protests hit dozens of French
cities and towns, often involving hun-
dreds of workers in running battles with
the police.

One of the first, and largest, soldiers’
revolts took place in Rouen. On 6 Octo-
ber 1955, 600 soldiers bivouacked at the
Richepanse barracks in Petit-Quevilly
rebelled as they were to be transported to,
Algeria. They threw out their officers,
ransacked the barracks and barricaded
the entrance. The next day, dockers, rail-
way and other workers from neighboring
factories, responding to leaflets distrib-
uted by PCF youth and CGT trade
unionists, struck in support of the sol-
diers. When riot cops tried to overrun the
barracks, several thousand workers sur-
rounded them and showered them with
bricks. The fighting continued late into
the night. As scores of wounded cops
were carried from the scene, 60 busloads
of riot police from other cities had to be
rushed in as reinforcements.

By thie spring of 1956, one-day strikes
against the war began to hit entire cities
and regions, especially in mining areas,
where Algerian workers were an impor-
tant component of the workforce. On
April 30, striking workers demonstrating
against the war shut down the mining

no credit

French colonial troops stand over bodies of massacred Algerians.

protests trailed off, but strikes over eco-
nomic demands continued to skyrocket.
By 1957, the number of strikes ~was
greater than at any time since 1936, the
year of the general strike (Edward Shorter
and Charles Tilly, Strikes in France 1830-

. 1968 [1974]). They included heavy par-

ticipation by Algerian workers, who num-
bered almost half a million in France by

the end of the war and represented a

potential human bridge to class struggle in
Algeria. Even a PCF newspaper admitted,
“Algerian workers are among the most
combative in the common struggles”
(L’Algérien en France, October 1956). -

city of Firminy for 24 hours. On May 9,
9,000 miners throughout the Loire region
struck for one day against the Algerian
War and for higher wages. On May 20,
Saint-Julien was shut down by a one-day
strike against the war. And one week
later, some 10,000 miners in the coal
fields of Gard in southern France struck
for 24 hours, also ’calling for a “cease-
fire” in Algeria in addition to their wage
demands. A

Almost the only book to even mention
that unprecedented movement is the
PCF’s three-valume La guerre d’Algérie
(1981), edifed by former Algerian Com-
munist Party leader Henri Alleg. But
Alleg cites the protests only to argue that
they had nothing more than “a symbolic
value,” were “of limited scope,” “often
lasted a very limited time,” mobilized
“often limited” forces, and were “all told,
rather limited” in number. In reality, the
Stalinist leaders did everything pos-
sible—as part of their support to the
Socialist-led popular-front government,
which was brutally escalating the war—
to keep the soldier-worker revolts against
their officers from becoming a conscious
fight against the government, which
could have opened up a revolutionary sit-
uation. The PCF’s daily L’Humanité
mainly limited itself to publishing a sort
of box score on the inside pages contain-
ing a terse summary of the previous day’s
revolts. PCF members often learned of
protests in neighboring towns only by
being arrested, and meeting comrades in
jail. : -
~ With the working-class leaders either

directly carrying out the war or support-
ing the government, the soldier-worker

4

J.-P. Marais
French workers and soldiers defy cops to stop troop transport train at Le
Havre during Algerian War, 1956.

Meanwhile, Algeria was being swept
by an unprecedented wave of class strug-
gle, especially by the powerful dockers,
which several times shut down the coun-
try. (Except for some references by Alleg,
this is virtually absent from all histories of
the Algerian War—including those writ-
ten by Algerian nationalists.) In Decem-
ber 1954, six weeks after the FLN’s initial
guerrilla attacks, dockers in Oran—
including a strong minority of workers of
European origin—refused to unload arms

shipments for the French military. When

the Oran dockers were locked out, Algiers
dockers struck in solidarity. In June 1955,
French police attacked a union meeting in
Philippeville (today Skikda) and arrested
three union leaders, provoking a national
dockers strike that shut down every port
in the country for several days. In July
1956, the FLN and the newly formed FLN-
led UGTA trade-union federation called a
one-day general strike to mark the anni-
versary of the 1830 French colonial inter-
vention. Despite the terrorist bombing of
UGTA headquarters and the arrest of the
entire  UGTA leadership, it was the

- biggest strike Algeria had ever seen,

clearly demonstrating the social power of
that country’s proletariat, despite its rela-
tively small size. Interestingly, this strike
also mobilized a significant number of
workers of European origin. Thousands
of workers were fired for participating in
the strike, including scores of Jewish and
European-derived workers (L’Algérien en
France, August 1956).

Powerful working-class struggle in
Algeria continued throughout the fall of
1956. An August 10 strike by Algiers
dockers against a terrorist bombing in

the Casbah lasted for several days and
grew into a general strike of the capital.
On the 1 November 1956 anniversary of
the start of the FLN uprising, a general
strike called by the UGTA shut down
much of the country (and was joined by

Tunisian workers). Then in January

1957, the FLN initiated a catastrophic
one-week general strike in an illusory
(and vain) attempt to influence a sched-
uled United Nations debate on Algeria.
Coming just after Socialist prime minis-
ter Guy Mollet had turned over full pow-
ers in Algeria to the French army (using
the Special Powers Act, which had been
passed with PCF support), the strike was
brutally smashed. In the months-long
wave of terror that followed, known as
the Battle of Algiers, thousands of peo-
ple were arrested, beaten and fortured.
The FLN, though temporarily uprooted
in the capital, would continue the guer-
rilla struggle in the countryside. But the
UGTA was crushed. In the remaining

-years of the independence struggle, the

Algerian working class participated in a
number of national strikes called by the
FLN, but only as a sector of ngi_‘?eq le”

" under petty-bourgeois nationatist leader-

ship—no longer as a separate class force
with its own mass organizations.

By setting up a bonapartist regime

_"under de Gaulle in May-June 1958, the
bourgeoisie temporarily  checked the

social crisis in France. De Gaulle rammed
through austerity measures, ripped up
collective bargaining agreements, and
savagely stepped up the repression in
Algeria. By 1959, the French army’s vast
military sweeps of the Algerian country-
side had forced the FLN to break down
into small, isolated units which expended
much of their effort just trying to stirvive.
This is the period when the French bour-
geoisie claims it achieved “military vic-
tory.” But while the general staff con-
stantly repeated that the war was in its
“last quarter of an hour,” they denounced

- any suggestion of withdrawing French

soldiers from Algeria as treason.

The Pabloites, adapting to the bour-
geoisie’s triumphalism, proposed a “tran-
sitional solution” that deserves to be
quoted at length:

“Imperialism’s interest in oil and other
Saharan riches is now undeniably the
basis for its desperate eagerness to keep
Algeria under its effective control.

“In order to facilitate its disengagement
from this position, the Algerian govern-
ment could envisage, for an extended
period, the setting up of a joint company
to exploit the Sahara, with participation
by the Algerian state, [and] French capi-
tal,...the sine qua non being that the
Algerian state hold the absolute majority
of shares. Furthermore, the profits of this
exploitation could cover the foreseeable
indemnification of the European agrar-
ians and industrialists to be expropriated
in Algeria.”
— Quatrieme Internationale,
May 1959

This was an undisguised proposal for an
explicitly capitalist neocolonialist regime
in Algeria, serving as compradors for the
imperialists’ plunder of the country.

Defeat of the French
Bourgeoisie—De Gaulle
Calls It a “Victory”

The fact that the French bourgeoisie
did not suffer a single crushing defeat on
the battlefield as they did at the hands of
the Vietnamese in 1954 at Dien Bien Phu
was a factor, of course, in allowing it to
rewrite history. But that battle was almost
unique in the history of anti-colonial
struggles. What really gave the bourgeoi-
sie a free hand in its myth-making was,
above all, the fact that the Stalinists fully
participated in the fraud. When de Gaulle
first evoked the possibility of “self-
determination” for Algeria in September
1959, the French Stalinists denounced it
as “a maneuver” to cover a policy of “all-
out war” (at the time, they were calling de
Gaulle a “fascist”). But while the Krem-
lin bureaucracy couldn’t have cared less
about the fate of Algeria, it was keenly
interested in perpetuating the tensions
between de Gaulle and Washington.
Khrushchev seized the occasion to dra-
matically declare his support for de
Gaulle’s position and organized an offi-
cial visit to Paris. The PCF leadership
was obliged to make a shamefaced self-
criticism of their “error” which had “dis-
oriented the party” (quoted in Jean Po-
peren, La gauche francaise [1972)).
Meanwhile, just as the Gaullist regime
wave of defeatism was beginning to
engulf the bourgeoisie, as even the unpar-
alleled savagery under de Gaulle showed
no signs of bringing the anti-colonial
struggle to an end. By 1960, the signs of
this shift in bourgeois public opinion
were unmistakable. An antiwar student
movement had erupted, symbolized by
the UNEF (National Union of French
Students), the staid, corporatist student
association, being transformed into a
mass movement dominated by competing
left groups. Meanwhile, the liberal intel-
ligentsia began openly siding with the
Algerian independence struggle. The
September 1960 trial of a group of “suit-
case carriers” (those who helped the FLN
by transporting money) prompted a sup-
port declaration by 121 prominent intel-
lectuals. Signed by an entire cross section
of the country’s cultural elite—Jean-Paul
Sartre, Simone de Beauvoir, Pierre Bou-
lez, André Breton, Marguerite Duras,
Frangois Truffaut, Vercors—it declared
that it was “justified” to carry out acts of
“insubordination, desertion, as well as
protection and aid to the Algerian com-
batants” (Hervé Hamon and Patrick Rot-
man, Les porteurs de valises [1979]).
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In the French army, the growing
demoralization of the officer corps par-
alleled the defeatist mood of the bour-
geoisie. As one historian summarized it:
“As the year 1960 progressed, certain
currents of conviction in the Army were

perceptibly changing.... Few officers rel- -

ished the thought of relinquishing Algeria
to the GPRA, but an increasingly large
number realized that the end of their
adventure was in sight and silently sub-
mitted to the imperative™ (George Kelly,
Lost Soldiers: The French Army and the
Empire in Crisis, 1947-1962 [1965]). A
French battalion commander wrote in a
November 1960 letter: “The army has
had enough! The army wants an end to
the war! Of course, this refers to the
army of the djebels [countryside], the
fighting army, that is, the overwhelming
majority and not the military bureauc-
racy of the chiefs-of-staff” (La Nouvelle
Critique, January 1961).

Yet despite the government’s increas-
ing vulnerability—in fact, because of
it—the Stalinists and social democrats
persistently sought to head off major
working-class battles. The Wall Street
Journal (22 November 1960) noted:
“The country’s labor unions, which have
shown unusual patience during the Fifth
Republic’s two-and-a-half years of aus-
terity, are preparing to press for long-
deferred wage increases as soon as cur-
rent tension over the Algerian crisis is
abated.”

A key turn in the war came in Decem-
ber 1960, when de Gaulle’s tour of Alge-
ria was met by mass demonstrations
under the FLN banner. The enormous
turnout—surprising even the FLN lead-
ership—shattered de Gaulle’s hopes for a
pro-French “third force” with which he

could negotiate a settlement on his
terms. French troops joined fascistic
colons [European-derived population in
Algeria] in murderous assaults on the
crowds. But as the wave of demon-
strations continued, de Gaulle finally
ordered the army to halt the massacres.
One historian summarized the signifi-
cance of that order:
“The happenings of December, 1960,
presaged the end of the war.... By forbid-
ding the Army to suppress the adversary,
the government had chosen to talk with
him. Less than six weeks later the first
meeting took place between the accred-
ited representatives of the French gov-
ernment and of the provisional govern-
ment of the Algerian Republic.”
—Paul-Marie de la Gorce, The
French Army, A Military-
Political History (1963)
Military historian George Kelly noted
that the mass pro-FLN demonstrations
“shook sentiment in the Army badly and
dissipated the tenacious dreams of an
‘integrated’ Algeria.... The FLN had won
the ‘second battle of Algiers’.”

But de Gaulle put a very different spin
on it, one which historians have over-
whelmingly repeated. Several days after
the December 1960 pro-FLN demonstra-
tions, de Gaulle declared that he would
“consent” to Algeria “choosing its own
destiny,” but only because of France’s
“genius for freeing others when the time
comes.” In his memoirs, he adds: “The
war was practically finished. Military

ssuccess had been achieved.” fnd: “It was

not the military results obtained by the
FLN which made me speak as I did.”

In April 1961, the tensions building up
in French society under the pressure of

5 MARCH 2004

the war exploded when French rank-and-
file troops in Algeria mutinied en masse.
This was provoked by an attempted
putsch by French officers, seeking to

head off negotiations with the FLN. .
- French draftees spontaneously revolted

within hours of their officers’ putsch;
they took over military bases, arrested
their officers, sabotaged vehicles, cut
communications and refused to carry out
orders. Rank-and-file troops seized the
country’s main military air base in Blida,
arrested the officers and reportedly
raised the red flag of revolution. After
driving out the paratroopers, the draftees
celebrated by singing the French national
anthem and the “Internationale.” Defense
of the base against French elite para-
troopers was assured by propping up the
planes so that their machine guns pointed
at the entrance gate. Meanwhile, other
draftees took over the Orléans barracks
in Algiers, blocked, the entrance with
trucks and faced down the paratroopers
with arms at the ready. Units at the Ouar-
gla air base set up self-defense commit-
tees, blocked the runway with trucks and
posted guards-on the approach roads.”
Here, too, the bourgeoisie—with vital
assistance from the Stalinists—has blot-
ted out the historical record by cultivat-
ing a mythical version of events. In this
myth, rank-and-file soldiers are said to
have revolted against their officers
because de Gaulle appealed directly to
them for support in a radio address. It’s
called the “Battle of the Transistors.” But
an attentive reading of the chronology of
events shows that when de Gaulle deliv-
ered his radio speech, rank-and-file
troops had already been mutinying for a
full two days. Journalist Henri Azeau
admits this fact: “Truth obliges us to rec-

Ahmed Ben Bella,
left, with Michel
Pablo, right,

in 1993.

ognize that, at the moment. when the
head of state spoke..., most of the units
of the army whose officers had not

~remained loyal to the republic were in

open or latent revolt” (Henri Azeau,
Révolte militaire: Alger, 22 avril 1961
[1962]). De Gaulle’s call on the ranks
looks very much like a desperate attempt
to regain control of the French army
in Algeria—although no historian has
stated this obvious fact.

De Gaulle’s speech gave the draftees’
revolt fresh impetus by “legitimizing” it
and removing the enormous risk individ-
ual soldiers had run of being punished for
sedition. Soldiers everywhere refused to
go out on military maneuvers or follow
orders. In the words of one of the few his-
torians to write about this key event: “It
was a time of strikes: strikes against [mil-
itary] operations, against [radio] trans-
missions, against driving trucks” (Jean-
Pierre Vittori, Nous, les appelés d’Algérie
[1977]). Across Algeria, soldiers arrested
officers who supported the putsch, some-
times beating them and locking them up.
As Azeau noted, with the French soldiers’
revolt, “de facto solidarity was estab-
lished for several days between the draft-
ees and the Muslims” which was “born of
the fact that the draftees and the Muslims
found themselves for several days ‘on the-
same side of the barricades’.”

The importance of trade unionists and
leftists in leading the soldiers’ r&valt has
been widely noted. But with de Gaulle’s
speech, the pro-capitalist politics of
the leaders came to the fore. Leaflets
appeared in Algeria with the slogan,
“One leader: General de Gaulle.” The

Algerian dockers
on strike against
30 June 1955
arrest of union

~ leaders by
French colonial
police.

cross of Lorraine, the Gaullist symbol,
was painted on hangars in the occupied
air bases. In France, the PCF called a
“strike” (at 5 p.m.!); 12 million workers
participated in the mass protests, many
of them, like the miners and dockers,
striking for a full day. But the Stalinists
kept the slogans entirely directed against
the “insubordinate generals” in Algiers,
so that even the Gaullists supported
the demonstrations. The illusions among
rank-and-file troops in Algeria—but also
the potential for linking the soldiers’
revolt in Algeria with working-class
struggle by French and Algerian workers

in France—were reflected in a draftee’s -

letter: “On the evening of Monday 24
April, our transistors were tuned to hear
the magnificent protest strike.... Emotion
was at its high point when the guys from
Renault spoke” (Maurice Vaisse, Alger le
Putsch [1983)). .
The French soldiets’ revolt, coming on
“top-Of thé officers*pitsch, sharply under-
mined the ability of the French bourgeoi-
sie to pursue the dirty colonial war.
Within a year, almost 2,000 officers were
forced out of the armed forces, several
elite regiments in Algeria were dissolved,
others were shipped to outlying areas and
deprived of enough fuel to reach Algiers.
Rank-and-file soldiers streamed into po-
lice stations, offering to testify against
their officers. In units throughout Algeria,
soldiers refused to serve if their officers
were not replaced. Arrested putsch leader
General Maurice Challe declared: “The
unity of the Army can now be found only
in its hopelessness.”

Alistair Horne concluded: “The break-
ing of the army in Algeria and its subse-
quent demoralisation deprived de Gaulle
of any tool for ‘enforcement.’... It was
abundantly clear that de Gaulle had now
no option but to negotiate purposefully-
to end the war.” Nevertheless, de Gaulle
dragged out the war for yet another year,
desperately proposing scheme after
scheme to avoid conceding full indepen-
dence—splitting off the oil-rich Sahara,
creating a mini-state on the Mediterra-
nean coast for pro-French colons—and
being forced to abandon each in turn. Yet
throughout all these retreats, de Gaulle
assiduously cultivated the myth that
France had achieved a “military victory”
in Algeria. In July 1961, three months
after the officers’ putsch and the rank-
and-file mutiny, he still proclaimed
(Mémoires).

“In Algeria, it was necessary for our
army to win in the field so that we
would have full freedom of our decisions
and acts. This result has been attained....
Thus, France accepts without reserve
that the Algerian populations institute a
completely independent state.”

Lately, there have been a flurry of “bal-
ance sheets” by Algerian nationalists,
tracing the roots of the regime’s obvious
bankruptcy to the fact that from the start
it was “bureaucratic” and “‘undemocra-
tic.” This is basically the position of the
Algerian Pabloites, who center their

program on the suicidal illusion of pres-
suring the army-backed regime to insti-
tute “democracy.” But the FLN petty-
bourgeois nationalists simply aspired to
become the capitalist rulers of “their”
country. It is a reactionary utopia to
imagine that stable parliamentary de-
mocracy-—or any significant bourgeois-
democratic gains—can be achieved while
Algeria is crushed under the boot of
imperialist exploitation and plagued by
poverty, national antagonisms and medie-
val sexual oppression. However, it was far
from inevitable that the victory of the
Algerian people over French colonialism
would place power in the hands of the
nationalists. The history of the Algerian
War is a dramatic confirmation—in the
negative—of Trotsky’s theory of perma-
nent revolution, in which the prospect of
the proletariat leading all the oppressed in
a revolutionary assault on the capitalist
order was subverted by one thing: the cri-
sis of proletarian leadership.

The heroic victory of the Algerian
people over French colonialism is- itself
ample refutation of the bourgeoisie’s
insolent claims to have achieved “military
victory.” Yet as the “memory of the
working class,” we Trotskyists of the
International Communist League have
the responsibility to wage a .ceaseless
fight against the bourgeoisie’s efforts
to bury the history of struggle by the
oppressed under a mountain of myths and
distortions. The history of the proletariat
during the Algerian War is vital because,
uniquely, through the revolutionary over-
throw of capitalism, the working class
can resolve the bourgeois-democratic
tasks in-Algeria and provide a living link
between socialist revolution in Europe
and the African continent. The fight to
retrieve that history is part and parcel of
the political fight against both the refor-
mist leaders of the working class and
bourgeois and petty-bourgeois national-
ists in the struggle to forge a revolution-
ary international party.m
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Young Spartacus

%

Protest Racist Cop Terror at the
University of Chicago!

We reprint the following leaflet issued
by the Chicago Spartacus Youth Club on
February 23.

It didn’t happen in Mississippi, but it
sure reads like a story of Southern-style
“justice” straight out of the era of Jim
Crow marked by the lynching of Emmett
Till: Two University of Chicago cops bru-

tally beat a black university student for .

the “crime” of fraternizing with a white
woman! At 3:30 in the morning on Janu-
ary 24, after stopping Clemmie Carthans
for a WWB (walking while black), a
UCPD cop saw Carthans approach a
white student and give her a hug. The
cop then ran toward them screaming,
“Ma’am, are you all right, are you okay?”
Minutes later, Carthans was grabbed by
the throat, thrown to the ground, repeat-
edly kicked, handcuffed, punched in the
mouth and slammed headfirst against a
squad car three times. The officers even-
tually released him and he went to the
emergency room for treatment for his
injuries.

The assault on Carthans is one example

of the police violence that is systematically .

employed against the black population
under racist American capitalism, where
all black youths are treated as potential
criminals under the guise of the “war on
drugs.” This can only intensify as the so-
called “war on terror” is brought home
with a vengeance, targeting immigrants,
blacks and the whole labor movement.
From the bloody U.S. military occupation
of Iraq and Afghanistan to the cop sieges
of Benton Harbor and the Miami anti-
FTAA protesters, it is the capitalists who
are carrying out a war of terror.

In a deliberate attempt to justify
their attack, the cops have brought up a
previous felony conviction on Carthans’
record. It is truly beneath contempt that
the Chicago Maroon, a shameless lap-
dog for the racist U of C administration,
latched onto this smear in its Febru-
ary 13th headline article as a pre-emptive
exoneration of the cops. The real crimi-
nals here are the thugs of the UCPD, who
commit their atrocities against black stu-
dents and neighborhood residents alike
with the total impunity granted to them
by the U of C administration and their
capitalist masters. Moreover, as in the
recent case of Marcus Dixon, a Georgia

high school student who was sentenced to
10 years without parole for having con-
sensual sex at age 18 with a 15-year-old
white woman, the attack on Carthans viv-
idly shows that the “protection of white
womanhood” is still a rallying cry for

-racist state persecution and terror.

A group of university students, right-
fully outraged by this blatant attack, are
petitioning the UCPD to fire these two
cops and issue a formal apology to Car-
thans, to implement “sensitivity training”
for the cops, and to reform their proce-
dures for stopping and interrogating peo-

ple. This petition, circulated by Students
Organized United with Labor among oth-
ers, reflects the liberal illusion that the
state—the cops, the courts, the prison
guards, the military—is essentially a neu-
tral arbiter in society; or worse, that it can
actually be a force for good if you just
throw out the “bad apples.” The police
Jorces are not neutral and they cannot
be reformed. They are the armed forces
of the bourgeois state whose function is
“to serve and protect” the rule of the cap-
italist class, which means enforcing the
racial oppression of black people to
divide the working class and thus main-
tain the bosses’ class rule. There will be
no end to police brutality without getting
rid of the capitalist system through social-
ist revolution.

Carthans’ case reveals the raw racist
reality that is capitalist America, where

blacks continue to be a race-color caste
forcibly segregated at the bottom of soci-
ety. Whether you’re down and out, or up
and coming, black people are targets for
cop terror. As we’ve seen with the 1999
cop killings of Northwestern University
student Robert Russ and computer ana-
lyst LaTanya Haggerty, neither wealth
nor status makes a black person in Amer-
ica immune'to state persecution and ter-
ror. Robert Russ, LaTanya Haggerty and
Clemmie Carthans all share one thing
in common: Their perpetrators were all
black Chicago cops. Just as your social

Poto
June 1999: Racist killings by Chicago cops sparked outrage citywide, protest
march of hundreds

" status makes little difference to the cops

if you’re black, it makes no difference
whether the cops themselves are white or
black. Regardless of skin color, the cops
all enforce the same racist status quo.
Racist cop terror is nothing new in
“Segregation City” Chicago nor at U of C,
a leading landlord on Chicago’s predom-
inately black South Side. In a city that is
37% black, only 4% of the student popu-
lation is black. Even this figure is likely
to fall in the wake of the announced tui-
tion hikes and the nationwide attacks on
affirmative action. Historically, the Uni-
versity has been a bulwark against the
black community and is backed by a pri-
vate army of campus cops who systemat-
ically harass and terrorize blacks. Since
Carthans made his case public, at least ten
students have stepped forward to report
similar cases of harassment and attacks.

BOSTON

Wednesday, 6 p.m.
March 17: Bigots in Frenzy over
Same-Sex Marriage!

Full Democratic Rights for Gays!
Boston University,

Room TBA

Information and readings: (617) 666-9453
or e-mail: bostonsyc@yahoo.com

TORONTO

Thursday, 6:30 p.m.
March 18: Defend the Palestinians!
For a Socialist Federation of
the Near East!

York University Student Centre
Room TBA
Information and readings: (416) 593-4138
or e-mail: spartcan@on.aibn.com

CHICAGO

Thursday, 7 p.m.

March 11: The Struggie for
Black Liberation: The Key to
Socialist Revolution in America

University of Chicago
Cobb Hall, 5811 S. Ellis Ave., Room 204

Information and readings: (312) 563-0441
or e-mail: spartacist@iname.com

NEW YORK CITY

Tuesday, 8 p.m.
March 30: Capitalism and Women’s -
Oppression—The Fight for
Women’s Liberation Through
Socialist Revolution!
Columbia University
Fayerweather Hall, Room 302
Information and readings: (212) 267-1025
or e-mail: nysl@compuserve.com

BAY AREA

LOS ANGELES

Saturday, 2 p.m.

March 13: Women’s Liberation
Through Socialist Revolution

3806 Beverly Blvd., Room 215
(Vermont/Beverly Red Line station)
Information and readings: (213) 380-8239
or e-mail: slsycla@cs.com

Thursday, 5 p.m.

March 11: Celebrate International
Women'’s Day! Defend Abortion Rights
Through Class Struggle!

San Francisco State University
Cesar Chavez Student Center
Room C-112, Downstairs
Information and readings: (510) 839-0851
or e-mail: sfsyc@sfsu.edu

Cops off campus! Abolish the racist,
union-busting U of C administration!
Nationalize the University! The gates of
the “ivory tower” should be thrown open
to the sons and daughters of the black
families who live and work on the South
Side. For open admissions, no tuition and
a state-paid living stipend for all students!

The assault on Carthans comes on
the heels of the firing of 52 workers
at the University of Chicago Hospitals.
Ludicrously, the administration smeared
these workers as “thieves” for parking in
the wrong parking lot. This is simply a
union-busting assault on the predomi-
nantly black unions during their contract
negotiations. Reinstate the UCH workers
with no loss of pay!

But the working class is not just a
victim of exploitation. Since October,
70,000 supermarket workers in Southern
California have been locked in a strike
battle against their rapacious bosses. We
call for a victory to the United Food and
Commercial Workers strike and an exten-
sion of this strike nationwide. In solidar-
ity, we have ‘been campaigning to raise
money among youth to help the strikihg
workers pay their bills so that they can
hold out on the picket lines and win.

1ts" hands both thesocmlpowerandm ;

the historic interest to fight against the
exploiters and their state terror, in defense
of blacks and immigrants, and indeed,
to smash the whole capitalist system
through socialist revolution. In America,
black workers are a strategic component
of the working class and the whole labor
movement, providing a living link be-
tween the social power of the factories
and the anger of the ghettos. The key is to
build a multiracial revolutionary workers
party infused with the understanding that
there can be no end to black oppression
without a socialist revolution, and at the
same time there can be no socialist revo-
lution unless labor champions the cause
of black freedom.

The obstacle to unleashing labor/black
power is the misleadership of the trade
union bureaucrats, who are tied by a thou-
sand strings to the racist, anti-labor Dem-
ocratic Party. In this election year, many
rank-and-file workers also look to the
Democratic Party as the alternative to
President Bush and his ghoulish cabal.
However, the fact remains that the Demo-
crats, no less than the Republicans, are
the party of war and racism, 100% com-
mitted to upholding the capitalist order
on the backs of the working class and
oppressed. It was under Clinton’s Presi-
dency that the black prison population
skyrocketed, under the guise of the “war
on drugs,” while black Democrats like
Jesse Jackson Sr. supported the launching
of that campaign. The very thought of
the working class taking up the fight
for black freedom in America sends a
shiver down the spine of the American
bourgeoisie—and the pro-capitalist union
bureaucracy.

As revolutionary Marxists, we of the
Spartacus Youth Club are looking for a
few class traitors at the University of
Chicago who are repulsed by this racist
capitalist society and desire to fight for a
socialist egalitarian society dedicated to
the liberation of humanity. For black lib-
eration through socialist revolution!m

WORKERS VANGUARD



Columbia...

(continued from page 12)

The attacks against black students on
campus are a sign of the times. As the
Bush administration, with the Democrats
in tow, sends the U.S. military rampag-
ing across the globe and cracks down on
immigrants and labor at home in the
name of the “war on terror,” black peo-
ple have seen the onslaught against them
worsen. Inner-city public school funding
has been slashed, even as voucher pro-
grams and charter schools get shoved
down the throats of black people and
immigrants in the ghettos and barrios.
Black and Latino students in New York
State today are less likely to graduate on
time than anywhere else in the country.
Cop violence against black people con-
tinues unabated, as the killing of black
youth Timothy Stansbury Jr. in Brooklyn
earlier this year illustrates. For many
black youth, there is no escape from the
poverty of the ghettos; nearly half of all
black men between the ages of 16 and 64
in New York City are without a job.

In the days following the “bake sale,”
the Spartacus Youth Club mobilized for
a protest under the demands “Defend
Affirmative Action!” and “Protest Racist
Provocation by the Columbia College
Conservative Club!” Chanting “Defend
affirmative action, down with racist reac-
tion!” and carrying placards with such
slogans as “Finish the Civil War! For
Black Liberation Through Socialist Rev-
olution!”, the SYC led a spirited demon-
stration on February 12, drawing Colum-
bia students to a protest against the racist
offensive.

The Spartacus Youth Clubs defend
affirmative action in university education
because it has brought gains, albeit ter-
ribly inadequate, against the race and
class bias that permeates education under
capitalism. But the reforms won through
the civil rights movement like affirmative
action are demonstrably reversible. Today
the schools are re-segregating, and the
number of black students at elite univer-
sities is dwindling, particularly at schools
like UCLA and UC Berkeley, where affir-
"mative action was eliminated in 1996.
Elsewhere, the racist purge of the univer-
sities is driven not so much by admissions
policies as by the exorbitant and steeply
increasing cost of tuition. ‘

Campus Administration:
Tools of the Bourgeoisie

As if the “bake sale” were not enough,
" the Federalist, a campus rniewspaper bet-
ter known for its asinine bathroom humor
than incisive political commentary, ran a
vile cartoon that explicitly treated slavery
and all of black oppression as a joke the
following week. The cartoon declared,
“Black people were invented in the 1700s
as a form of cheap labor,” and went on to
regurgitate a series of disgusting stereo-
types of black people. The editorial board
of the paper tacked on a flippant dis-
claimer, declaring the cartoon “kinda
offensive.” The Fed later apologized for
the cartoon, but the CCCC was not con-
trite. In a letter to the Columbia Specta-
tor (February 26), the CCCC president

YOUNG SPARTACUS
CORRECTIONS

In “ISO Reaches Its Nader” (WV
No. 818, 23 January), we wrote that
“we are still eight months away from
the - presidential elections.” In fact,
Election Day 2004 is November 2,
more than nine months from when the
article was first printed. In “Trotskyist
Youth Intervene in Student Strikes at
Berlin Universities” (WV No. 819, 6
February), the caption for the photo of
the IG Metall strike support rally at
Berlin Technical University on page 6
incorrectly dates the rally as taking
place in May 2003 when it actually
was held in May 2002.
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and executive director declared: “We
stand behind the bake sale and offer no
apologies for the principles upon which
it stood.” :

In response to the Fed cartoon, as well
as the “bake sale” and the Columbia Uni-
versity Marching Band’s “Orgo Night” in
December, in which the band sneered at
and insulted black people and women, a
newly formed group called Columbia
University Concerned Students of Color
(CUCSC) initiated a series of silent vig-
ils in front of the administration building.
These vigils dominated discussions on
campus that week as hundreds of students
candidly expressed how minority stu-

e
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Young Spartacus

No amount of “Multicultural Affairs”
administrators or “Committees on Diver-
sity”—prominent demands of the CUCSC
—can change the fact that the university
is a privileged bastion of racism and an
arrogant bully of neighboring Harlem. In
1968, the militant student revolt at
Columbia was sparked by the university’s
refusal to allow the black community
access to a gymnasium Columbia planned
to build in Morningside Park. Columbia
continues this tradition to this day as a
notorious slumlord. More recently, the
administration has aided and abetted the
government’s anti-immigrant witchhunt,
turning over immigrant students’ names

Young Spartacus

SYC mobilized students in speakout against anti-affirmative action “bake sale”

at Columbia, February 12.

dents are under siege on the campus. As
anger at the racist provocations grew,
finally students dispensed with the self-
censorship of the silent vigils. Over 100
people -pasticipaged- in. a..February.. 26
speakout, chanting “Bollinger just face it,
‘this campus is racist!” and “We are here
for education, not to face discrimination!”

During the speakout, a small group of
students went inside to present Columbia
president Bollinger with a list of de-
mands. Other students were angered at
not being shown the demands taken to the
administration until a CUCSC meeting
three days later. At that meeting, where
the organizers disappeared discussion of
additional protest, one of the CUCSC
leaders involved in the negotiations indi-
cated that students were kept in the dark
so as to avoid jeopardizing a working
relationship with the administration!
Further, the leaflet of eight “Demands
Presented by CUCS to Central Adminis-
tration for a More Diverse Columbia”
handed out at this meeting omitted the
most controversial point in the CUCSC
“Student proposal for a more diverse
Columbia” posted on the Web and “sub-
mitted” to the administration. This point
called for “disciplinary actions and poli-
cies to prevent and handle transgressions
against marginalized student populations.”

The dangerous view that the adminis-
tration is a potential ally of minority stu-
dents on campus is explicit in this and
other CUCSC demands. If implemented,
the “proposal” would significantly in-
crease the authority of the administration
to intrude into and control the political
life of Columbia. And the administration
has its own class bias—it is the extension
of the capitalist state on campus and
answerable to the university’s Board of
Trustees, a collection of capitalist mag-
nates. To grant the administration the
authority to intervene into the political
activity of student groups would give it a
much freer hand in repressing political

- dissent by leftists, black people gnd other

minorities. For example, one could well
imagine legions of rabid Zionists, as has
happened on other campuses, running to
the administration with cries of “‘anti-
Semitism” to encourage a crackdown on
any pro-Palestinian protest.

to the federal government in 2001 soon
after Bush declared his “war on terror.”
Columbia’s main role is to provide the
State Department with diplomats, the
Pentagon with new gissile. technology
and corporations with a new generation
of union-busting lawyers. The 1968 stu-
dent protests at Columbia, which among
other victories drove the Reserve Offi-
cers’ Training Corps (ROTC) off campus,
explicitly recognized that the university
was a warmongering institution directly
and intimately linked to racist U.S. impe-
rialism. In that period, a group of black
students occupied the ROTC lounge in
Columbia’s Hartley Hall and renamed it
Malcolm X Lounge, which today serves
as’ the Black Students Organization’s
meeting space. It is worth noting that
Bollinger’s most recent previous state-
ment against “offensive speech” on cam-
pus was a denunciation of professor
Nicholas De Genova, who made laudable
anti-imperialist remarks at a teach-in dur-
ing the Iraq war. (See “Down With the

Witchhunt Against De Genova!” WV No.

801, 11 April 2003.)

Last week, Bollinger issued a state-
ment that spoke of the administration’s
“commitment to a spirit of tolerance and
mutual respect” (Columbia Spectator, 24
February). Such fraudulent pieties are
typically doled out when “liberal” insti-
tutions reveal themselves as the bastions
of race and class privilege they are. Bol-
linger, who during his tenure as president
at the University of Michigan fought anti-
affirmative action lawsuits, has angered
many students with his perceived com-
placency. But behind Bollinger’s defense
of affirmative action, like that of much of
the ruling class, is the view that such pro-
grams provide a gloss of “diversity” to
the racist capitalist system by maintain-
ing a layer of middle-class minority pro-
fessionals (as well as officers in a dispro-
portionately non-white U.S. military).
The racist rulers want to have black front
men to help bolster their class rule.

The CUCSC looks to the administra-
tion to intervene to create a “safe space”
for minorities on campus, such as by
establishing a “Multicultural Affairs
Office.” But it is impossible to transform
a small part of Columbia into an island of

racial equality, by pleading with the
administration; racism en campus is a
reflection of black oppression in capi-
talist America. Amid the all-sided offen-
sive against black people in recent years,
the achievement of full social equality
has seemed to many a distant prospect at
best. Talk of a “safe space” is both an
understandable reaction to the very real
prejudices permeating the campus and
an accommodation to them. The SYC
defends the right of minority students to
set up separate housing at various cam-
puses across the country. However, self-
segregation only serves to reinforce and
legitimize the segregation in American
society as a whole.

Further, the CUCSC’s demand for
“anti-oppression training” expresses the
mistaken belief that racial oppression
is the result of “bad ideas.” But black
oppression has a material basis in a coun-
try built on the backs of black slaves, a
country where black people still face seg-
regation and police brusality, a country
where racist bigotry is used to divide
and repress working people. Instead of
accepting racism as a given, all anti-racist
students should fight for genuine equality
for black people and other minorities,
which in the end requires a revolutionary
struggle against the capitalist system
itself.

The Problem with
Pressure Politics

At one silent vigil, we were repeatedly
asked not to hold our own signs, with the
slogan “Abolish the Administration! For
Student/Faculty/Worker Control of the
Universities!” drawing great ire, both from
demonstration organizers and student
club advisers. At another, we were told
that only the leaflets of the vigil organiz-
ers could be-distributed. Such attempts at
censoring us came about because while
the CUCSC makes appeals to Bollinger,
the SYC intervened in meetings and the
February 26 speakout to motivate mobi-
lizing students angered by the racist prov-
ocations in protest against the adminis-
tration. Down with censorship!

At the CUCSC speakout, multiple stu-
dents exhorted the crowd to vote in the
upcoming elections as a means of ameli-
orating the condition of black people and
other minorities in this society. The SYC
speaker there warned against any illu-
sions in the Democratic Party. At our Feb-
ruary 12 protest, SYC spokesman Erica
Jones stated that voting for the Democrats
“means voting for the party of Jim Crow
segregation, massive prison construction,
welfare destruction and the party that not
only endorsed the war in Iraq and the 12-
year sanctions there, but also the party of
the Bay of Pigs invasion in Cuba, the war
in Vietnam and North Korea.”

Where the liberals seek to sanitize the
racist status quo, we Marxists fight to win
students to the side of the working class,
the only class capable of overturning the
capitalist system. As the Boston SYC
wrote in a letter to Boston University’s
Daily Free Press (27 February) about the
“bake sale” held there February 18: “Just
as it took the Civil War to smash chattel
slavery, it will take a workers revolution
to sweep away the entire capitalist sys-
tem and lay the basis for wiping out the
centuries-old legacy of racial oppression.”

The International Socialist Organiza-
tion (ISO), despite their name, devote
their efforts to the futile strategy of trying
to pressure the capitalist rulers (and their
lackeys in the campus administrations) to
somehow act in the interests of the
exploited and oppressed. The ISO refused
to endorse our February 12 protest; like
the liberals, the ISO preferred to silently
beg the administration to establish the
ever-elusive “safe space” rather than seek
to mobilize outrage at the racist attacks
on campus against the administration. In
its first printed statement following the
“bake sale,” the ISO did not condemn
it as racist but rather complained that
the CCCC had “trivialized affirmative

continued on page 8
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(continued from page 7)

action,” much like the president of the
College Democrats felt the “bake sale”
was 2 “trivialization” (Columbia Specta-
tor, February 10). This gutless reaction
misses the point—racist provocations
make targets of and incite physical
attacks on minority students.

The ISO later referred to the “bake
sale” as racist in their February 26 protest
speech, but only after the liberals were
doing so as well. Such abject tailing of
liberals is almost instinctive for the ISO.
For example, in response to the racist cop
killing of Amadou Diallo in New York
City in 1999, the ISO pushed a program
almost identical to that of black Democrat
Al Sharpton, who introduced a whitewash
list of empty demands to “reform” the
police.

In an article on the right-wing attack on
affirmative action in the 27 February
issue of Socialist Worker, the 1SO says,

“Affirmative action was a direct result of -

the civil rights movement’s successful
effort to force the federal government to
recognize the systematic racism that
thrived in U.S. society.” In fact, affirma-
tive action programs were set up as a sop
to defuse social struggle. The affirmative
action programs in education established
in response to the protests and upheavals
of the ’60s were at best a limited gain
for a tiny percentage of minorities and
women; in industry the racist rulers ini-
tially implemented hiring quotas with
the intention of breaking the unions
and exacerbating racial divisions in the
workforce.

Further, the ISO suggests that the key
in the fight for black rights lies in con-
vincing the federal government to
acknowledge the existence of racism. Not
only is it absurd that anyone can think
Bush is unaware of racial disparities—his
old nickname, “Governor Death,” comes
from the stack of bodies of disproportion-
ately black and Latino men he executed
in Texas—but it also flies in the face of
history. By preaching reliance on the fed-
eral government, black Democrats and
reformists demobilized struggles for
black equality, straining to keep militant
fighters against black oppression within
the confines of Democratic Party elec-
toralism. While the liberal-led civil rights
movement of the 1950s and ’60s shat-
tered the Jim Crow system, it did not—
and within the confines of capitalism,

could not—get to the root of black
oppression. In adapting to the program of
the liberals, the ISO has adopted their
view of history.

Racist Ideologues
on the Offensive

The CCCC has made itself infamous
for witchhunting the late Edward Said,
sponsoring racist ideologues like David
Horowitz on campus, pushing anti-gay
bigotry and even protesting the use of
Columbia University facilities in the film-

Young Spartacus

national origin or class.” Appeals for cen-
sorship and repression by the administra-
tion would play straight into the trap laid
by. the right-wingers. On several cam-
puses, university administrations have
attempted to shut down the reactionaries’
provocations by invoking PC “speech
codes”—which is exactly what the con-
servatives want, so that they, overbred
scions and defenders of ruling-class priv-
ilege that they are, can bleat about being
ostensibly oppressed. Indeed, on such
campuses as the University of Colorado

“Columbia Colle

Columbia, April 1968: Black students and supporters occupying Hamilton
Hall. Wave of student protest, building occupations was directed against
school administration and its links to racist U.S. imperialism.

ing, of the Comedy Central movie, Porn _

’n Chicken. Though they are an unappe-
tizing, puritanical, bigoted bunch, their
provocation was not merely the action of
a few yahoos. At our protest, Erica Jones
noted that the CCCC’s provocation was
not an isolated affront to minorities on
campus, as the Conservative Club has
“ties to right-wing think tanks and groups
such as Campus Watch and those bigots in
the White House who are consciously and
intentionally pushing to roll back what
civil rights gains remain from the ’60s....
To let these racists 'go unanswered only
emboldens them and their racist agenda.”

The CUCSC “proposal” begins,
“Nowhere is the freedom of speech an
absolute right.” What the CUCSC means
is shown in its call for the administration
“to reduce the funding for groups that
use University monies to verbally and/or
physically harass students based on
race, gender, sexual orientation, religion,

and the University of Washington, the
right-wing Foundation for Individual
Rights in Education has leapt into the fray
with lawyers and Fox News camera crews
in tow, broadcasting the aggrieved con-
servatives’ cries of martyrdom. The bible-
thumping Alliance Defense Fund and the
notorious Center for Individual nghts
have also joined in the attack.

The all-purpose racist, présimpefialist-

pig, David Horowitz, has recently seized
on supposed violations of the “academic
freedom” of campus conservatives to
launch his campaign for a grossly mis-
named “Academic Bill of Rights,” which
purports to promote “intellectual diver-
sity” on college campuses. In an inter-
view in the Columbia Spectator (25 Feb-
ruary), Horowitz touts the myth that
conservatives are persecuted at Ameri-
can universities, even implausibly arguing
that “Marxists at Columbia are the rul-
ing class, but they like to think of them-

selves as victims.” The “Academic Bill of
Rights” is in reality an attempt to provide
the basis for a purge of the left from cam-
puses, with demands for “duly authorized
authorities” to snoop into tenure and hir-
ing decisions. Such an approach is likely
to be about as evenhanded in practice as the
jingoistic tirades on Fox News are “fair
and balanced.”

The SYC has exposed and protested
Horowitz on campuses around the nation
in recent years. The ambitions of the likes
of David Horowitz, the self-satisfied Ivy
League right-wingers and the ruling
class, which bases its opulent lifestyle on
the suffering and exploitation of others,
will not be thwarted through liberal
appeals to the class enemy. The capitalist
system in the U.S. is buttressed by the
special oppression of racial minorities,
black people in particular, whether
through the grinding poverty and naked
repression facing the ghetto masses or
even attacks on the precarious positions of
the all too few minorities on elite cam-
puses. We fight for free, quality integrated
education for all as part of our fight
against all of the inequities and iniquities
of capitalism. As our leaflet building for
our February 12 demonstration noted:

“To provide real access to higher educa-
tion, we call for nationalizing the private
universities and for open admissions and
free tuition with a state-paid living sti-
pend for students. Open the gates of
Columbia to the people of Harlem! We
demand full remedial programs at the
universities, an end to the racist ‘track-
ing’ system in the high schools and gen-
uine integration of the schools, including
the aggressive implementation of busing.
But lasting gains cannot be* achieved
through a strategy of pressuring the cam-
pus administration, the Supreme Court or
other capitalist institutions. Today, as in
the past, it will take massive social strug-
gle to gain any improvement in the lives
of oppressed minorities in this society.”

Class struggle is the only way forward.
Students must take their fight against
racism on campus to the multiracial

- working: class -of New York-€ity, from

campus workers to the hospital workers
at St. Luke’s to the transit workers, who
have social power that students lack.
Labor has the power to stop production, to
stop the flow of profits, and the power
and organization to restructure society on
the basis of a socialist economy. The
SYCs, youth/student auxiliaries to the
Marxist Spartacist League, seek to win
youth to the perspective of building a rev-
olutionary workers party that will lead the
proletariat in bringing down this whole
rotten, racist capitalist system. m

Gay Marrlage...

(continued from page 12)

dead people”—a statement seen by many
as an incitement to violence against gays
and lesbians. Now the governor has
declared thathe is not opposed to gay mar-
riage if the people want to change the cur-
rent state law, and announced, “I have no
use for a constitutional amendment” (SF
Chronicle, 2 March). Though California
Superior Court judges have refused to
halt the marriages, on February 27 Lock-
yer bypassed the state’s trial courts and
asked the state Supreme Court to stop SF
officials from issuing same-sex marriage
licenses and to invalidate all the weddings
that have taken place at City Hall over the
past two weeks.

The marriage certificates don’t appear
to have much mere than sentimental
value at this point, notes The Advocate
(24 February). The National Coalition
for Lesbian Rights advises all those who
are married in San Francisco to register
as domestic partners since there is no
guarantee they will receive the rights of
heterosexual married couples. And in an
act of bureaucratic revenge, so typical of
small-minded bigots, the Bush adminis-
tration has just ordered Social Security
. administrators nationwide to reject all
name changes based on any marriage

8

license—straight or gay—recently issued
by San Francisco!

Bush’s actions have emboldened right-
wing reactionaries. On February 19, a
group of Christian fundamentalists carry-
ing. homophobic banners were ejected
fromh City Hall after attempting to stop
the issuance of marriage licénses to gays.
The two groups challenging the same-
sex marriage licenses in court are the
Campaign for California Families and
Propesition 22 Legal Defense and Edu-
cation Fund (represented by the Alliance
Defense Fund). Both groups are part of
an all-out assault by “family values” big-
ots against gays, women and abortion
rights. The New York Times (29 Febru-
ary) carried a full-page ad applauding
Bush’s “courage” in putting forward the
Federal Marriage Amendment; it was
signed by Jerry Falwell and almost 100
of his fellow right-wing Christian funda-
mentalist bigots.

Legal marriage will do little to stop
the prejudice and violence faced by gays
and anyone else who steps outside the
stifling boundaries of bourgeois morality.
The National Coalition of Anti-Violence
Programs shows a rise in homicides and

assaults against lesbian, gayg#ransgender
and bisexual victims in 2002, including a
25 percent increase in the San Francisco
area. The vicious beating death of Gwen
Araujo, a Latina transgender woman in

the Bay Area that year, is just the tip of a
large iceberg.

Same-sex marriage challenges relig-
ious values andingrained social mores
among working people and throughout
'society at large. While there’s a broad
layer that empathizes with gays who seek
Jhe legal protections marriage offers,
there’s also significant opposition. In its
extreme, one gets the phenomenon of a
black Baptist minister, the Rev. Gregory
Daniels, who declared, “If the K.K.K.
opposes gay matriage, I would ride with
them” (New York Times, 1 March). He
might saddle up, but it will be a short
ride—the first target of this motley col-
lection of nativist, anti- labor fasmsts is
black people.

We have had to argue with workers in
the Bay Area that democratic rights are
indivisible. The fates of those subjected
to special oppression in capitalist soci-
ety—homosexuals, women, immigrants,
blacks—are inextricably intertwined be-
cause such oppression helps prop up the
capitalist system of exploitation; when
even partial gains are won by any sector

of the oppressed, it’s a victory for both .

the workers movement and all others who
face discrimination. Marriage laws in par-
ticular have been used to enforce discrim-
ination; Alabama only overturned its ban
on interracial marriage in 2000!

San Francisco has long been a haven

£

for mainly white, petty-bourgeois gays.
The annual Gay Pride March—once
viewed as a political statement against
legal and social discrimination—years
ago became a mainstream Democratic
Party event, where the gay cop contingent
is wildly cheered. Long gone are the
mildly radical *70s “gay liberation” days,
which at least implicitly challenged bour-
geois social morals, including monoga-
mous marriage. Today the rush by gays to
get married is part of a quest for legit-
imacy within the framework of, and
explicitly embracing, bourgeois “family
values.” Yet “family values” are the ideo-
logical bulwark of the institution of the
family and the vehicle for gay oppression
in this country.

Bigotry against gays flows from en-
trenched sexual stereotyping decreed by
the sexual division of labor in the family,
the root of the oppression of women in
bourgeois society, and is enforced by
religious moral codes against “sin.” Cap-
italist society needs the family, a conser-
vatizing - force and the mechanism by
which capitalist private property is passed
down from generation to generation; it
cannot ultimately ‘legitimatize’ those
who fundamentally deviate from its
restrictions. The family is a key prop of
capitalist class rule, which can only be
rooted out through the overthrow of this
profit-driven system of exploitation.

WORKERS VANGUARD
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(continued from page 1)

in solidarity with the UFCW strike. In a
huge display of labor power, some 20,000
workers turned out on January 31 for a
strike rally in Inglewood, However, these
numbers were not mobilized on the

_picket lines—where it counts—to shut

down the stores and grocery distribution
centers. As one striker told WV, “We could
have shut down the distribution centers.
The Teamsters didn’t have to wait a month

to back us. I can’t understand why the

picket lines were taken down from Ralphs.”

Dozens of strike militants and their sup-
porters were arrested on the picket lines.
The union bureaucracy devised civil dis-
obedience actions involving clergy and
politicians as a diversion, but workers
endeavored to turn these actions into real
displays of union power to close the
stores. In mid-January, 15 picketers were
arrested at a Vons store in Garden Grove

- for defending their picket line during a

protest rally that drew 1,200 strike sup-
porters. More than three dozen protesters
were arrested on February 19 for briefly
blocking entrances at four Vons stores in
Los Angeles, Santa Monica, San Pedro
and Mission Viejo. Many arrested work-
ers still face charges ranging from “tres-
passing” to allegations of attacks on scabs.
The entire labor movement must join the
UFCW to demand: Drop all the charges!
No reprisals against strike militants!
UFCW Local 770 president Rick Icaza
recently said, “I felt that by having that
relationship...we had passed the era of a

need for strikes. I thought those days
were over.” The union misleaders’ entire
strategy rests on a program of class col-
laboration, a purely electoral and legalis-
tic strategy of lobbying for pre-labor
legislation and herding votes for the
Democrats. Dority described the strike as
“successful” because it “sounded the
alarm that the American health care sys-
tem is ready to collapse”—i.e., the strike
was a pressure tactic to “demand. that
every candidate for office commits to
comprehensive, affordable health insur-

ance for every working family” (UFCW |

press statement, 27 February).

It is important to underscore that the
UFCW strikers are going back to work
with their union still intact, having perse-
vered against a vicious opponent and fight-
ing with one hand tied behind their backs.
But the outcome of this strike is a bitter
setback—the labor tops going all the way
up to the AFL-CIO leadership not only
betrayed the UFCW workers, but all of
labor. What is vital is for the working
class to draw the lessons of the UFCW
strike. ,

This strike—both the courageous de-
termination of the workers and the venal
treachery of the bureaucrats—underlined
in the most stark terms the necessity of
fighting for a new leadership in the
unions. The unions are mass organiza-
tions of workers to defend their economic
interests against the capitalists; but to
consistently fulfill that role they must be
led by a class-struggle, anti-capitalist
leadership that understands that the inter-
ests of the workers and the capitalists are
counterposed. We print below part one of
a January 31 forum by Spartacist League
speaker Steve Henderson. He explains
that the road to victory lies in mobilizing
labor’s power independently of, and in
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opposition to, the Democratic and Repub-

lican parties. Working people need a-

party that fights for their class interests, a
workers party committed to overturning
this whole system of capitalist exploita-
tion and racist oppression.

PART ONE

[

After 16 weeks on the picket lines in
the longest strike in UFCW history, deter-
mined grocery workers are still hanging
tough. And working people across the
country are closely watching this labor
showdown because they know the out-
come will shape their future and that of
their children. Millions are without health
coverage and even more are one paycheck
away from a family medical and financial
catastrophe. The grocery bosses want to
effectively eliminate medical benefits,
slash wages and pensions, and smash the

dv

"AFL-CIO president
John Sweeney
announces
endorsement of
Democratic Party
presidential hopeful

.workers to
capitalist
Democratic Party.

union. If they get away with it, it will set
the standard for capitalist takebacks and
union-busting efforts across the country.
But if, on the other hand, the grocery
workers win, it could be the springboard
for union organizing and a labor offen-
sive against America’s arrogant capitalist
rulers. The stakes are high and this strike
can win. But it will take the mobilization
of labor’s power on a national scale.
Despite porous picket lines and the
union bureaucrats’ sabotage of efforts to
shut down the distribution centers, the
strike is having an economic impact on
the grocery corporations’ revenues in
Southern California. But there must be a
fight to spread the strike nationally and to
shut down grocery operations in order to
make a major dent in the grocery giants’
overall profits. And in order for the strik-
ers to hang on long enough to win, the
labor movement has to immediately send
money to replenish the strike fund—
the strikers can’t live on air. The main
political obstacle to waging this kind of
class-struggle fight and mobilizing the
full resources of labor against the bosses

is the pro-capitalist trade-union bureauc-

racy, from the local level on up to the
national AFL-CIO leadership of John
Sweeney, Richard Trumka and the rest.
The outbreak of widespread and widely
popular class struggle is a welcome change
and the necessary response to the capital-
ists’ “war on terror,” which in fact is a war
on workers and the oppressed here and
internationally. Many here will rgmember
the New Jersey teachers vilified as agents
of the Taliban for daring to strike after
September 11. But it was not just Amer-
ica’s capitalist rulers and their politicians
who used September 11 to push the lie of
the bosses’ “national unity.” The top
echelons of organized labor loudly added

"*f‘f%ps‘ Subordinate

their voice to the government’s patri-
otic propaganda barrage. Shortly after
September 11, AFL-CIO president John
Sweeney proclaimed: “We are solidly
behind the president and our troops in the

field and we will remain so until world-

wide terrorism is eradicated” (speech to
Florida Alliance for Retired Americans,
AFL-CIO Web site, 16 October 2001).

Some local labor leaders, reflecting
growing disaffection especially: among
black and minority unionists, opposed the
war in Afghanistan and later Iraq. But
they did not do so an a class-struggle -
basis. Instead, the liberal and reformist
leaders of the short-lived antiwar move-
ment proclaimed that “peace is patriotic,”
pushed illusions in UN-sanctioned impe-
rialist intervention, and mainly sought to
channel popular discontent into an anti-
Bush campaign to benefit the Democratic
Party of imperialism and war leading up
to the 2004 elections. In the antiwar pro-
tests we put forward a perspective for
working-class struggle against capitalism
and its wars, and we told a basic truth: the
only way to end imperialist wars is
through international socialist revolution.
We called for the defense of Afghanistan
and Iraq against U.S. imperialist attack.
And we called for class struggle against
the U.S. capitalist rulers!

For socialists it is a given that those
who embrace the aims of imperialist cap-

“italism " abroad “are” iicapable of effec-

tively defending the interests of labor
and the oppressed at home. The bour-
geois triumphalism and capitalist arro-
gance in the wake of U.S. imperialism’s

easy wins in Afghanistan and Iraq set the -

stage for the bosses today telling grocery
workers to drop dead, the continuing
attacks on immigrants, the L.A. cop and
FBI raids on black housing projects and
the police sweeps of downtown L.A.
homeless encampments, the threats to
shut down King/Drew hospital which

serves South Central.

In the case of the grocery strike, the
connection is direct: Safeway CEO Ste-
ven Burd was appointed by “Homeland
Security” czar Tom Ridge to a high-level
private sector advisory committee in
December, while in the Bay Area, agents
from the Contra Costa sheriff’s homeland
security detail recently visited a local *

union hall to intimidate labor officials
planning protests near Burd’s home. That
the “war on.terror” is a war on workers
and the oppressed should be clear.

Pro-imperialist labor bureaucrats like
John Sweeney argue that with a Democrat
in the White House, there can be both
guns and butter, imperialist war abroad
and domestic prosperity at home. Well,
with the Clinton administration there was
the blockade of Iraq, the invasions of
Haiti and Somalia, the terror bombing
and destruction of Serbia—so there was
plenty of imperialist war. Domestically,
the Democrats abolished welfare, built
more prisons and more fences on the
Mexican-American border, strengthened
the death penalty, and put more cops
on the street. During the *90s economic
boom, unions still declined, immigrants
were used, abused and thrown out of the
country, and the conditions for blacks in
the ghettos became even more hellish.
Sweeney’s “America First” perspective of
enlisting unions as minor beneficiaries of
imperialist plunder is not only poisonous
national chauvinism but a lie. The same
capitalist rulers—Democrat and Republi-
can—who are waging war abroad are
waging war at home against immigrants,
blacks and minorities, and the entire labor
niovement.

So this is the political context in which
the strikes and lockouts are taking place.
This talk focuses more on the continu-
ing grocery strike, but our first article in
Workers Vanguard on the strike wave
here in Southern California was titled
“L.A. Strike City” (WV No. 812, 24 Octo-
ber 2003). There is a reason why L.A. has
over the past several years been called the
strike capital of the U.S. It has a very
large immigrant workforce and many
come to this country with a higher level
of political consciousness and more mili-
tant traditions of class struggle. Almost
40 percent of the workforce in greater
L.A. is Latino, about two-thirds of whom
are foreign born. Even with lower rates
of unionization among recent arrivals,
roughly 14 percent of union members
here “are Latino immigrants. Moreover,
immigrants and ethnic minorities are con-*
centrated in relatively low-wage jobs.
These workers do not accept the current
state of affairs in which the unions are
increasingly job trusts resting on the
gains of the past, but expect them to act
as instruments of struggle to better their
lives. .

Back in October the maintenance work-
ers in the Amalgamated Transit Union
(ATU) shut down L.A. transit, striking
to defend their medical benefits, and the
bus drivers union, also in contract negoti-
ations, was honoring their picket lines.
SEIU Local 660—representing 50,000
L.A. and Orange County public workers
—was working without a contract and
health care benefits were again the main
issue in dispute. There was the possibil-
ity here for key unions in Southern

continued on page 10
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UFCW...

(continued -from page 9)

California to link up in strike action,
which would have created a serious polit-
ical problem for the bourgeoisie and
could have forced favorable settlements
for all the unions.

But the SEIU leadership refused to
strike and instead made compromises
over wages and health care benefits,
avoiding a confrontation with the Demo-
cratic Party administrations running local
government here. The ATU leadership
followed the lead of so-called “friends of

labor” Democrats like Antonio Villarai-

gosa, who simply wanted to diffuse a
hot political situation. They scuttled the
transit strike after one month and sent
the membership back to work with no
agreement on health care, leaving it to a
pro-company “mediation” committee to
decide the fate of the union’s medical
benefits. A favorable opportunity for
class struggle was thus betrayed on
behalf of the Democratic Party.

If unions are to start winning some
strikes, a central lesson here is the need
for the unconditional independence of
labor from the bosses’ government and
the bosses’ political parties—both Demo-
cratic and Republican. And this includes

- the bourgeois Green Party, as well. We
need our own party, a revolutionary work-
ers party that acts as a tribune of all the
oppressed and mobilizes labor’s power in
class struggle against capitalism and for
a socialist future. ’

Mobilize the Power of Labor!

Today, striking UFCW workers remain
locked in a bitter struggle for the very sur-
vival of their union. They are faced with
the reality that their enemy is at home
in the form of bloodsucking and profit-
hungry grocery bosses. However, the
UFCW leaders have relied essentially on
public sympathy for the strikers, along
with Democratic Party-dominated rallies,
to sway the bosses—which doesn’t work.
As far as these things go, the consumer
boycott has been somewhat successful in
Southern California, but even that was
undermined when the UFCW took down
the picket lines at Ralphs. More impor-
tantly, appealing to the general public is
not a substitute for labor mobilizing its
power to shut down production and distri-
bution, and crucially, to spread the strike.
Now the strike fund is almost depleted.
Strike pay is down to $100-150 per week,
many strikers have had their medical
coverage lapse, and all are facing great
personal hardship. Although scabbing by
UFCW members is not widespread, some
demoralized elements have returned to
work.

Now Sweeney’s AFL-CIO leadership
has announced it’s taking over “national
strategy” for the strike. So what’s hap-
pened and what is the way forward?
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"TORONTO, February 29—Canadian
Auto Workers (CAW) members. in
Southern Ontario auto plants showed the
kind of militant solidarity that’s needed
to win labor’s battles. On February 20,
5,000 mechanics, cargo loaders and
clerical workers at Canadian National
Railways (CN), who are also organized
by the CAW, launched a national strike.
Three days into the walkout, workers at
three Ford plants in Oakville and St.
Thomas refused to handle parts being

- shipped on CN trains. Production was
disrupted for two days until manage-
ment stopped trying to use the trains.

The “hot cargo” action spread to a

‘Canada: Auto Workers “Hot Cargo”
in Support of Rail Strike

Ford 5lant in Windsor, where CAW
members refused to load finished
engines onto CN trains. DaimlerChrysler
reported that shipments of truck frames
from a Milton parts plant destined for a
U.S. assembly facility were also dis-
rupted. In Oshawa, General Motors was
forced to store thousands of completed
vehicles on company parking lots when
it was unable to ship them out. The
union’s Railfax strike bulletin (February

- 24) reported how GM “spent most of the

day scrambling to find trucks to deliver
autos from its three assembly plants in
Oshawa because of the rail strike.” It
added: “Special thanks go out to CAW

sympathy strikes and other militant

‘other no-win tactics typically promoted

auto workers who placed themselves at
risk yesterday in order to support their
striking brothers and sisters at CN Rail.”

Ford is estimated to have lost $18
million from the February 24 shutdown
alone. Refusal to handle struck goods,

actions at the point of production are
key weapons in labor’s arsenal because
they stop production and cut off the cap-
italists’ source of profit. Such examples
of labor power are a thousand times
more effective than all the “corporate
campaigns,” consumer boycotts and

by the union bureaucracy.

Well, let’s start by telling the truth so
that workers can forge a leadership in the
unions based on a Marxist understanding
and class-struggle program.

According to a recent article in the Los
Angeles Times (22 January), local union
leaders said they were blindsided in the
negotiations by the depth of the cuts
demanded by the supermarket giants and
that they subsequently underestimated the
ability of the three chains to stay united
against the workers. That they underesti-
mated management’s resolve is obvious,
but this is largely self-justification and
abdicating responsibility for their failed
strategies and refusal to wage hard class
struggle. A year before this strike began,
the national UFCW leaders met with
the corporate CEOs in preparation for the
contract negotiations that would soon be
taking place piecemeal by locals across
the country. They walked away from this
meeting knowing that the grocery bosses
would demand massive concessions. .
Instead of mobilizing the combined na-
tional strength of the unign, each. region
was left to negotiate separately. '

When the strike dragged on here in

‘Southern California, the local union tops

offered $500 million in concessions,
assuming such a huge giveback would
end the strike. But the grocery bosses are
out for blood and they rejected it. The
basic underlying problem is that the
union misleaders accept and defend the
capitalist system. They routinely sign
“compromise” contracts laden with con-
cessions in order to keep class peace,.and
then are utterly disarmed when the bosses
really decide to play hardball and demand
total capitulation—it’s been one-sided
class war.

Many strikers are frustrated and angry
with the leadership and the way it has run
the strike. There is widespread bitterness
that the pickets were taken down at

ant

Ralphs, which is sharing its windfall
profits with the other chains in an act of
capitalist solidarity. Union militants want
a solid strike. That the regional food dis-
tribution centers, which are mainly organ-
ized by the Teamsters, were picketed at
all is testament to the pressure from the
Teamsters ranks against the resistance of
their leadership. They understand that if
the UFCW loses, they’ll be targeted next
year when their contract expires. But

these efforts at union solidarity have been -

repeatedly sabotaged; the Teamsters tops
have again sent their members back
to work and the UFCW has dismantled
the pickets at Teamsters warehouses. At
the El Monte distribution center, where
UFCW members worked as meat cutters,
strikers have defiantly refused to take
down their lines and Teamsters are still
honoring them, but that is the exception.

So what are our political opponents
on the left saying about all this? The
Workers World Party has shamelessly
supported the UFCW misleaders’ every
move, in particular their decision to take
down the picketsat Ralphs. The Intetna-
tional Socialist Organization (ISO) also
alibis the bureaucrats, calling the decision
a “strategic blunder” In an ISO .arti-

cle titled “How Can the UFCW Win?”
" (Socialist Worker online, 23 January), the

author said he “respectfully” asked a
UFCW official at a support meeting to

.“be willing to acknowledge a mistaken

strategy and move on to shutting down
the stores....”. But the decision was not
some error; it flowed from the bureauc-
racy’s class-collaborationist program. And
this is what the ISO avoids saying,
because at bottom they seek to be “left”
advisers to one or another “progressive”
wing of the bureaucracy. The ISO even
lavishes praise on pro-Democratic Party
labor sellouts like Miguel Contreras, who
brokered the deal between Antonio Villa-
raigosa and ATU 'president Neil Silver
to scuttle the transit strike. One UFCW
striker who read our paper, Workers Van-
guard, and the ISO’s Socialist Worker
todd us she liked the ISO because they
are “less Marxist.” Well, I'm sorry she
doesn’t agree with Marxism and I'd like
to convince her otherwise, but she’s cer-
tainly correct in her assessment of the ISO.

Now that the UFCW’s back is up
against the wall, the AFL-CIO national
leadership has stepped in, with secretary-
treasurer Richard Trumka running
“national strategy.” It’s no accident that
the AFL-CIO leadership was all over the
FTAA protests in Florida, because that’s
where they can push their protectionist
program in the guise of opposing sweat-
shops. Yet for months they completely
ignored the class struggle at home with
the UFCW strikes. The AFL-CIO tops
want to blame foreign labor, but when
American workers go on strike the
bureaucrats have done virtually nothing.

This strike needs to squeeze the gro-
cery chains’ flow of profit, because Wall

Street investors vote with their pocket-.

book, not their “conscience.” The grocery
giants are taking a hit in Southern Cali-

_ fornia, but they have nationwide opera-

tions that give them a significant buffer.

The AFL-CIO is planning a few informa- ~ -
tional pickets at some stores around the
country, asking for a consumer boycott,
rather than decisively spreading the strike
to really hurt business operations nation-
ally. The UFCW has already settled strikes
in some regions. It should have been “one
out, all out”—until everyone has a con-
tract. But there are still many locals with
contracts already expired or in negotia-
tions (Arizona, Indianapolis and Seattle)
or coming up in the next few months
(Denver, Chicago, Washington, Las Vegas
and Northern California). So spreading
the strike is both necessary and still
possible.

However, instead of class struggle
Trumka is heading up a “corporate cam-
paign” to embarrass and morally shame
the CEOs, while also trying to convince
pension funds with large stock invest-
ments in Safeway and the other chains to
pressure management to settle. This is a
diversion which has served to alibi the
union tops after they’ve run a strike into
the: ground. Maiy ‘strikers will 'see ‘any_
action calléd by the labor moveément as
an opportunity to press their demands,
which can sométimes go beyond what the
leaders have in mind. What’s clear is that
the union tops are feeling a lot of pressure
from the base to do something, and that
unionists know the strike is not over and
they want to fight to win. This provides
Marxists with the opportunity to say what
needs to be done'and why the bureaucrats
aren’t doing it.

Without money the strikers will be-
come increasingly hard pressed. A recent
AFL-CIO strategy session resulted in
an initial pledge, according to Trumka,
of over $600,000. Compared to what’s
needed, that’s chump change: do the
math, $10 per striker. Millions of union-
ists across the country would gladly see
their dues go to win this strike. Now the
L.A. longshore locals alone have donated
$155,000 and promise to raise $1 million
for continued medical benefits, which is
a good thing and should be the beginning
of much more to come to aid the strikers.
But this too is a political question. The
national AFL-CIO already has umpteen
millions sitting in PAC funds designated
for lobbyists and Democratic Party poli-
ticians who represent the class enemy.
$56 million went for Gore in 2000. Who
knows how much is socked away this
year for the Democratic candidate? In
California alone, the state federation of
labor dumped millions into former gov-
ernor Gray Davis’ anti-recall campaign.
So the money is already there—but will it
be used for class collaboration and capital-
ist electoral politics, or will it further the
class struggle and help win this strike?

Militant tactics and even a broader
national strike strategy are not a guaran-
tee of victory, even if the grocery strike
were led by class-struggle Marxists. But
class struggle is the only way workers
have won—or held on to—significant
gains. The problem is that the present
union leaders consciously restrict their
aims, and therefore their tactics, to what
is acceptable to the capitalists—even
when they occasionally do win a strike.
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On the other side of this battle, the super-
market owners are fotally committed to
their class interests. And the issues in this
grocery strike—health care, pensions and
the attempt to force two-tier wage take-
backs—have important implications for
the rest of the bourgeoisie. They will
quickly unite to demand strikebreak-
ing intervention by their government if
faced with hard working-class struggle.
So workers need to be politically prepared
for what they are up against.

The Class Nature of the
Capitalist State

A BusinessWeek article a few years

ago reported that the number of workers.

who would join a union if they could has
doubled since 1984. If even half of those
were unionized, organized labor would
represent 35 percent of the workforce,
the same share as its peak in 1945. This
would cost employers hundreds of bil-
lions of dollars in increased wages and
benefits. That’s why union-busting is a
billion-dollar industry and it’s what the
capitalists are looking to do in this gro-
cery strike.

Trumka, who was one of the main
advocates of the “corporate campaign”
strategy during a string of losing strikes in
the 1980s, said in a recent interview, “We
have our work cut out for us, but I predict
that three months from now, there will be
a whole different attitude out there” (Los
Angeles Times, 20 January). Well, the real
question is: three months from now, what
will have happened to the strikers out
there? Workers and their allies need to
understand the history and real treach-
ery underlying the “corporate campaign.”

When Sweeney and Trumka took over the

leadership of the AFL-CIO in 1995, they
promised to bring back the “militancy” of
labor’s past. But in fact what they meant
was not the powerful strike struggles that
built the unions in the 1930s, but instead
civil disobedience tactics and “corporate
campaigns” appealing to the capitalists’
“moral conscience”—mass rallies with
preachers and Democrats instead of mass

_ _picket lines to shut down production, pac-

ifist civil disobedience instead of “sit-
down strikes, consumer boycotts instead

" racy,’

of secondary labor boycotts by transport

workers who declare struck goods “hot
cargo.”

Epitomizing this layer of “corporate
campaign” bureaucrats is AFL-CIO
secretary-treasurer Richard Trumka, the
former head of the United Mine Work-
ers. What'’s his history? Trumka entered
the UMW bureaucracy on the coattails of

"Arnold Miller, who was elected through a

Labor Department-supervised election in
1972. As the government’s and Demo-
cratic Party’s man in the union, Arnold
Miller later betrayed the historic 110-day
miners strike of 1978. To distance him-
self from the despised Miller, who was
forced to resign in 1979, Trumka went
back to the mines, cultivated a machine,
and was elected president of the UMWA
in 1982. He went on to perfect the art of
keeping his historically militant member-
ship hogtied by bowing to. every rule in
the bosses’ strikebreaking arsenal. With
a lawyer’s flair, he worked his way up
the AFL-CIO bureaucracy by mouthing
support for “civil disobedience” while
calling off mine occupations, like at
Pittston’s Moss No. 3 Plant in 1989, and
letting strike militants like Jerry Dale
Lowe be jailed. (See “An Injury to One

Is an Injury to All!” WV No. 814, 21

November 2003.) After two decades of
such government-orchestrated “democ-

shadow of a once-powerful union.
“Corporate campaigns” have been the

death knell for hard-fought strikes rang-

ing from the Hormel strike of UFCW

meatpackers in 1985-86 to the Detroit
newspaper strike in 1995. One Detroit-

strike activist at the time pointedly
asked: Why do strike leaders think it’s
OK to illegally sit in the roadway and get
arrested but not to illegally build mass
pickets and stop the scabs? (See WV No.
632, “Labor: Stop Playing by the Bosses’
Rules!™.) It’s not about legality per se—
there’s a political reason the bureaucrats
bow to the bosses’ laws against effective
strike tactics.

Civil disobedience is particularly
su1te51 to_their aims because it js an

and respectable “public opinion” which

the Mine Workers are now a

avoids any working-class threat to the ~

capitalists’ property.rights and preroga-
tives. The pro-capitalist union bureau-
crats do not want to unleash labor’s
social power, for fear that in the course
of struggle the working class might chal-
lenge the framework of capitalism. For
example, writing about the explosive sit-
down strikes of the 1930s, the Bolshe-
vik revolutionary leader Leon Trotsky
noted in the 1938 Transitional Program:
“Sit-down strikes...go-beyond the limits
of ‘normal’ capitalist procedure. Inde-
pendently of the demands of the strikers,
the temporary seizure of factories deals
a blow to the idol, capitalist property.
Every sit-down strike poses in a practical
manner the question of who is boss
of the factory: the capitalist or the work-
ers?” This is the question writ large that

the trade-union bureaucrats, who now .

consider strikes passé, want to avoid. It’s
ultimately the question of capitalist
reform vs. workers revolution.

The turn of the century American
socialist and labor leader Daniel De
Leon described the conservative trade-
union leaders as the “labor lieutenants of
capital.” Their aim is not the elimination

- of cap1tal1sm but to “make capitalism

work”—which is a common liberal view
in America. If certain capitalists just
weren’t so greedy, we could all get along.
The capitalists are typically divided into

" impotent moral appcwl" the capltzih' sts T rgood and —bad”-actors: whether it’s

parasitic financiers vs. productive indus-

Karl Marx,
founder of
scientific
socialism,
explained nature
of capitalist
exploitation in his
1849 work, Wage-
Labour and .
Capital.

trialists, or the 1980s version of Wall
Street raiders vs. “warm-hearted” factory
owners fighting off hostile takeovers, or
the current “socially responsible” local
companies vs. supposedly all-powerful
international corporations beholden to no
one. Or, in this strike, the “good” Kroger
CEO vs. the “bad” Safeway CEO. In all
these cases, the proponents of reforming
capitalism make a qualitative distinction
between different capitalists.that doesn’t
really exist. Capitalism is based on a sys-
tem of production in which maximizing
profit, through the exploitation of labor,
is the,goal. Since profit is derived by pay-
ing workers less in wages than the value
they add to a product or a service through
their labor, with the “surplus value” being
pocketed by the capitalist, the most basic
way to increase profits is by lowering
wages.

The. trade-union tops demand a “fair”
wage, but wages are not determined by
fairness. Capitalists seek to drive wages
toward the minimum amount needed to
keep the workers physically and mentally
able to do the work, as well as raise the
next generation. Workers inevitably resist
and seek better terms of exploitation,
which is why they form unions. The terms
of capitalist exploitation—also known
as wages, benefits and working condi-
tions—are ultimately determined by the
class struggle, which is what today s

- union leadets wish to aveid. -

[TO BE CONTINUED]

Haiti...

(continued from page 1)

by the violent advance of a motley oppo-
sition comprised of former supporters
and former opponents of Aristide. When
Aristide was ousted in 1991 by Raoul
Cédras (a graduate of the infamous U.S.
military “School of the Americas” a/k/a
“School of the Assassins™), some 70,000
desperate Haitians fled in rickety boats,
while several thousand left behind were
killed in the streets. The refugees were
arrested by the U.S. Coast Guard,
imprisoned for years at the U.S. military
base in Guantdnamo, Cuba and detention
centers in the U.S., and then deported
back to political repression and poverty
in Haiti.

Clinton re-installed Aristide at the
point of bayonets in 1994 in large part
to stop the flow of Haitian refugees.
Today’s invasion by the U.S. Marines is
again mainly motivated by the domestic
agenda, that is, racist anti-immigration
policies. No huddled, desperate black
masses yearning to be free will be permit-
ted to come ashore Bush’s America. The
prison camp in Guantdnamo has been
readied in anticipation of countless Hai-
tians the U.S. will intercept on the high
seas and throw in jail. The U.S. invasion
of Haiti is also a danger to the Cuban
deformed workers state, as well as to the
militant proletariat of the Dominican
Republic, which shares the island of His-
paniola with Haiti. We demand: U.S. out
of Guantdnamo! Defend Cuba! Asylum
Jor the Haitian refugees! Full citizenship
rights for all immigrants!

While the White House hesitated, it
was the Democrats of the Congressional
Black Caucus who demanded that U.S.
Marines be sent to Haiti. Thus, these
black front men for U.S. imperialism
prove themselves to be the enemy of the
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U.S. military policeman brutalizing
man during 1994 occupation of Haiti,
ordered by Clinton White House, that
restored Aristide to power.

black masses—here in the U.S. and in
Haiti—by fostering illusions that this
government, which viciously oppresses
labor, black people and immigrants, can
act in the interests of the downtrodden
anywhere. Break with the Democrats!
Build a workers party!

When Aristide took power in 1991, we
warned: “Aristide will either play the role
of groveling instrument of the Haitian
bourgeoisie and the U'S. imperialist over-
lords or he will be swept away in a reac-
tionary crackdown aimed at decisively
disciplining the pitilessly oppressed pop-
ulation” (“Haiti: Election Avalanche for
Radical Priest,” WV No. 517, 4 January
1991). Aristide did both.

Initially, Aristide irked the U.S. by rgsist-
ing their economic diktats and estab-
lishing diplomatic relations with Cuba.
Then, after he was toppled in 1991, Aris-
tide proved his reliability to his U.S.
overseers by agreeing in ddvance of his
return to power to a drastic austerity pro-

gram, privatization of state-owned indus-
try, massive layoffs in the public sector
and the virtual abolition of import tariffs.
The latter induced the collapse of the
indigenous economy as the market was

flooded with, for example, American rice

at prices cheaper. than the Haitian-grown
product. Having dissolved the army (a
center of his opposition) in 1995, Aris-
tide propped up his rule with a brutal
police force and gang terror.

The Bush administration, citing elec-
tion fraud in Haiti in 2000 (which takes
chutzpah—remember the Florida “chads”
of 20007?) drastically slashed foreign
aid to Haiti, even blocking previously
approved loans from the Inter-American
Development Bank for improvements in
education, roads, health care and the
water supply. In short, the Bush adminis-
tration plunged what was already the
poorest country in the Western hemi-
sphere and one of the most malnourished
populations in the world intoa living hell.
Yet Aristide demonstrated to the workers
and the poor that his loyalty was not to
them but to the White House and IMF.
One of the few benefits from the Aristide
regime was that his diplomatic ties to
Cuba meant that over 500 Cuban doctors
and nurses have been working in Haiti. As
a letter to the New York Times (2 March)
points out, “In the provinces, where most
Haitians reside, Cuban doctors and nurses
outnumber the Haitian medical person-
nel.” These crucial medical teams will
most likely be thrown out of the country
by whoever the U.S. installs to run Haiti.

For 200 years, the Haitian masses
have been paying in blood for the suc-
cessful slave revolt and the defeat of
Napoleon’s army. A perceptive article by
Gary Younge, “Throttled by History,”
(London Guardian, 23 February) notes:

““Men make their own history,” wrote
Karl Marx. ‘But they do not make it
just as they please; they do not make it

under circumstances chosen by them-
selves, but under given circumstances
directly encountered and inherited from
the past.” From the outset Haiti inherited
the wrath of the colonial powers, which
knew what a disastrous example a Haitian
success story would be. In the words of
Napoleon Bonaparte: ‘The freedom of the
negroes, if recognised in St Domingue [as
Haiti was then known] and legalised by
France, would at all times be a rallying
point for freedom-seekers of the New
World”.”

In return, for international recognition
and to compensate France’s former slave-
owners, Haiti was compelled to pay 150
million gold francs—approx1mately 18
billion dollars at today’s prices. By the
end of the 19th century, 80 percent of
Haiti’s national budget was going to pay
off its former exploiters, and the country

. remains a hideously impoverished debtor

nation today. The French imperialists,
who first enslaved the Haitian people,
gave asylum to the hated Duvaliers, and
demanded the ouster of Aristide, have the
gall to posture as “saviors” of Haiti today.
Le Monde’s lead editorial on 1 March,
headlined “Help Haiti,” concludes with a
pious chastisement of failed American
policy, and ominously intones, “What is
necessary is a continuous presence under
a renewed UN mandate.”

The bitter truth is that the desper-
ate conditions of Haiti today cannot be
adequately resolved within Haiti, where
the economy is so destitute that there is
barely a working class. Social power lies
in the hands of the North American pro-
letariat, including its important Haitian
component in Miami, New York and
Montreal, as well as their class brothers
and sisters throughout the Caribbean and
Latin America. To put an end to the cycle
of puppet dictators in Haiti, it is neces-
sary to defeat the imperialist puppet mas-
ters and sweep away capitalist rule from
Port-au-Prince to Wall Street!m
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WORKERS VANGUARD

Outrage Against Racist

“Bake Sale” at Columbia U.

Young Spartacus

Campus Right-Wingers Target

NEW YORK, March 1—In a calculated
racist provocation during Black His-
tory Month, the Columbia College Con-
servative Club (CCCC) staged an anti-
affirmative action “bake sale” in Lerner
Hall, the student center, on February 5.
This “bake sale,” which peddled baked
goods to Jewish, white, Asian and male
students at higher prices than to black,

Young Spartacus

Latino and female students, was a sneer-
ing message to minority students that in
the eyes of these right-wingers, they do
not belong. Underlining the insult, the
CCCC’s “pake sale” coincided with the
Columbia Center for Career Education’s
Diversity Recruiting Conference, a jobs

Black Students

Above: SYC speaker at February 26 protest organized by Columbia University
Concerned Students of Color against racist provocations on campus.

fair for minority students. This provoca-
tion sparked outrage among hundreds of
minority and anti-ricist students who have
organized silent vigils, overflowing meet-
ings and speakout protests on campus.
Nearly four weeks after the “bake sale,”
the campus remains a hotbed of justified
anger. A militant, mass, integrated protest
on campus would make the racist yahoos
think twice about spewing their filth.
Racist provocations like that of the
CCCC are part of a crusade to dismantle
those gains of the civil rights movement
that remain. A February 11 Spartacus

Youth Club statement on the “bake sale”

noted:

© " “At Columbia University, where the
black population is fairly . small, the
CCCC attempted to heighten racial divi-
sions between students by promoting the
lie that black students in this country are
given a free ride.... While black students
are under siege nationwide, the CCCC
aims to drive black students off campus
at Columbia.” - .

There has been a right-wing onslaught
on campuses nationwide, both at state
schools and elite private ones. Since the
beginning of 2003, College Republicans

and other conservative groups have held
racist anti-affirmative action “bake sales”
at schools across the country, including
UCLA, UC Berkeley, the University of
Wisconsin, the University of Texas at Aus-
tin, Northwestern University and Boston
University. The “bake sales” have grown in
number following the U.S. Supreme

Court’s ruling last year, which did not gofar

enough for the right-wingers in gutting
such affirmative action programs as still
exist. In mid-February, the College Repub-
licans at Roger Williams University in
Rhode Island took this racist offensive a
step further by presenting a $250 “student
of non-color, caucasian descent (white)”-
only scholarship at a lecture they sponsored
on “How the ‘Civil Rights Movement
Destroyed the Black Community.”
continued on page 7

SAN FRANCISCO—The newly elected
Democratic Party mayor of San Fran-
cisco, Gavin Newsom, set off a political
firestorm when he ordered the county
clerk to begin issuing same-sex marriage
licenses on February 12. In search of a
symbolic recognition of equality and the

ability to partake in the multiple entitle-

ments currently only granted to hetero-
sexuals who marry—from pension bene-
fits to hospital visitation rights—3,400
gay and lesbian couples married in the
last two weeks. The first license was
issued to Del Martin, 83, and Phyllis Lyon,
79, partners for 51 years and the founders
of the first national lesbian organization,
the Daughters of Bilitis, in 1955.

The marriages defy a state initiative
(Proposition 22) passed in 2000 that
states: “Only marriage between a man and

. a woman is valid or recognized in Cali-
fornia.” Newsom, who barely defeated
Green Party candidate Matt Gonzalez last
December, has now cleverly co-opted
much of Gonzalez’ liberal base. So while
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the religious right howls in outrage, mar-
riage mania has gripped San Francisco
City Hall.

We communists are committed to full
democratic rights for gays, and we wel-
come any legal advances that can be
wrested from this cruelly bigoted society,
including the right to marry. In a recent
editorial “Civil Right or Regressive Poli-
tics?” a gay, black Oakland man wrote:
“The fight is not about church weddings.
It is for legal recognition—specifically,
laws involving property rights.” A per-
son’s marital status should be genuinely
irrelevant and every individual should
have the same rights and protections
regarding health, home and children.

Days after Newsom’s proclamation,
President Bush said he was “troubled”
by San Francisco’s act of municipal dis-
obedience. Spoofing Bush, a local comic
strip (“Bad Reporter” by Dan Asmussen)
ran a humorous and bogus SF Chronicle
headline: ““Weddings of Mass Destruction’
Found in San Francisco—Bush Targets

Newsom as Critics Predict ‘Queermire’.”
Bush is now calling for a constitutional
amendment defining marriage as a union
of a man and a*woman, asserting that
same-sex marriages defy “more than two
centuries of American jurisprudence and
millennia of human experience” (SF
Chronicle, 25 February). .

Among younger gays and lesbians,
Bush’s opposition to this basic demo-
cratic right has driven some to white hot
rage and many to jump on the Demo-
cratic bandwagon. But they should re-
member that it was Democrat Bill Clin-
ton who signed the Defense of Marriage
Act in 1996, which enshrined marriage
as the union between one man and one
woman and blocked access to federal
benefits for gay partners indefinitely.
Both major Democratic presidential con-
tenders, Senator John Kerry and Senator
John Edwards, oppose same-sex mar-
riage while also ‘opposing a constitu-
tional amendment to ban it.

Newsom’s action comes on the heels

of the Massachusetts court ruling last
November sanctioning gay marriage. To-
gether with Bush’s proposed constitu-
tional amendment, this issue is polarizing
the country in the lead-up to the 2004
elections, much to the Democrats’ dis-
may. Meanwhile, the Green Party mayor
of New Paltz, a small college town in
upstate New York, began performing same-
sex marriage ceremonies on February 27;
the Democratic state attorney general
refused the request by Republican gov-
ernor George Pataki to intervene to stop
them. .

California. governor Arnold Schwartz-
enegger’s first response came on Febru-
ary 20 when he ordered the Attorney Gen-
eral Bill Lockyer to take action against
the SF city administration. Then on
NBC’s Meet the Press (February 22),
Schwartzenegger conjured up the fantasy
that “All of a sudden, we see riots, we see

" protests, we see people clashing. The next

thing we know, there is injured or there is
continued on page 8§
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