
Well, it seems they dodged a bullet. Or did they? 
Was there ever a realistic chance of the bullet striking 
home? We're talking about the threat of a government shut 
down, and now Obama and the Republicans are talking 
their way into a deal it seems.

The partial shut down (83% of government 
functions continued, according to the Wall St. Journal) 
was bad enough. The Wall St. Journal's chief of their 
Washington bureau, Gerald Seib, wrote about it: “Let’s 
face it: A superpower that isn’t sure it can fund its 
government or pay its bills, overseen by a president who 
recently found that members of Congress from both 
parties were unwilling to follow his lead on military 
action in Syria, isn’t in a great position to work its will 
abroad.” He writes about “the broader doubts about 
American credibility and reliability now being sown, 
regardless of the outcome of the current comic opera. If 
the president and Congress can’t agree on a plan to keep 
open the Washington Monument, how can foreign powers 
assume the U.S. government can unite behind efforts to 
do much harder tasks abroad?”

US Capitalism's Contradictions
The whole affair came about because US capitalism 

is unable to resolve its contradictions, and the capitalist 
class and their representatives – Democrat and Republican 
alike – are determined to make working class people pay 
for it. In 2007, when the housing bubble collapsed and 
threatened to drag the banks down with it, these two 
parties pushed through a banking bailout. Then another 
was pushed through in 2008, this time under Obama.

People were outraged. Why should the government 
bail out the banks while millions were losing their homes? 
A legitimate question, and Corporate America had to think 
fast. They succeeded in turning most of that anger into an 
anti-government  as opposed to an anti-corporate 
campaign. Thus was the Tea Party lunacy born. Standing 
behind it were such millionaires and billionaires as 
Richard Stephenson, a millionaire banker, Richard 
Mellon-Scaife (heir to the Mellon fortune) and the DeVos 
family – founders of Amway. (The DeVos family are the 
main backers of US Representative Justin Amish of 
Michigan – one of the most intransigent Tea Partiers in 
congress.) Foremost amongst these billionaires are the 
infamous Koch brothers. 

The Capitalist 
Radicals

The main wings 
of the US capitalist 
class accepted their 
more radical class 
brothers and sisters. 
They appointed David 
Koch as a trustee to 
the New York 
Metropolitan Museum of 

Art, a position which the New Yorker magazine calls 
“perhaps the most coveted social prize in the city” and 
named a wing of the Lincoln Center after him. “Perhaps 
his views are a little radical, but he's well meaning and, 
anyway, his politics are good for profits.” This was their 
thinking.

This rich boys club has financed such foundations 
as  Freedomworks, Americans for Prosperity, the Club for 
Growth and Heritage Action Network - the action arm of 
the Heritage Foundation. (These foundations are the main 
funders and therefore the main organizers for the Tea 
Party movement. As such, they have turned it towards the 
Republican Party.) Encouraged by a workers' movement 
disarmed by an ever compliant union leadership, they 
really believe that the clock can be turned back to the 
1920s and before. In those good old days women had no 
rights, nor did black people. English was the only 
recognized language. And there were no union rights nor 
was there any social safety net. Social security? 
Unemployment insurance? Medicare? Who needs those 
drags on profits? And as for government regulations, 
especially environmental controls – why that is a 
communist plot. 

“ObamaCare”
The capitalist radicals and their supporters' outrage 

was increased when they lost control of the White House – 
and to a black man at that.

They came to focus on Obama's “Affordable Care 
Act” (ACA) – better known as “Obamacare”. While this 
act does very little to make health care affordable, but to 
these rich radicals it is a great threat since it recognizes 
that this vital industry cannot function without 
government intervention. What is next – socialized 
medicine? 

So it was that these capitalist radicals were able to 
nearly take over the Republican Party in Congress. Shortly 
after Obama's reelection, the New York Times reports  “a 
loose-knit coalition of conservative activists led by former 
Attorney General Edwin Meese III gathered in the capital 
to plot strategy. Their push to repeal Mr. Obama’s health 
care law was going nowhere, and they desperately needed 
a new plan.”1 According to the same article, their plan 
was to stop the funding of the federal government until 
Obamacare could be repealed or crippled. Originally, they 
planned to do this in March of 2013, but they couldn't 
keep all their sheep in line. So during the August recess 
they mobilized their crazed base back in these Tea Party 
congress members' home districts to put the fear of god in 
them. They returned sufficiently cowed and on October 1, 
they were able to intimidate their “leader”, John Boehner, 
Speaker of the House, into refusing to bring a funding bill 
up for a vote.

1http://www.nytimes.com/2013/10/06/us/a-federal-  
budget-crisis-months-in-the-planning.html?
pagewanted=all&_r=3&
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Tea Party “Strategy”
Their “thinking” is seen in comments such as this 

one of Pat Buchanan, writing in the Pittsburgh Courier-
Review, a paper owned by Richard Mellon-Scaife: “The 
tea party is feared and detested in Washington because 
these folks threaten the ideology, the vested interests and 
the rice bowls in this city that voted 15-1 for Obama.” As 
every Tea Partier knows, Washington is predominantly 

black, and this is a veiled 
racist attack – who cares 
what black people think 
or want? Or this 
comment by Richard 
Viguerie, Republican 
strategist: “It isn't who 
“wins” or “loses” in the 
short term according to 
the vote count on the next 
continuing resolution. It 
is which side comes out 

of the fight having educated the voters, energized and 
enlarged their base and branded their opponents as 
dangerously wrong on health care.”2 In other words, they 
have a higher goal – build a populist anti-government 
(meaning “free” market) movement, in part based on 
veiled racism.

The mainstream of the US capitalist class is 
perfectly happy to have this attack dog roam, but the dog 
must know its place; it must go back into the kennel on 
command. That's the problem, though. The dog has a will 
of its own. Once having acquired the taste for human 
blood (and flesh and bones) it wants more. Or, to put it 
another way, once he got that presitgious seat as a trustee 
on the board of directors of the Metropolitan Museum of 
Art, David Koch thought that he could really do whatever 
he pleased.

So it was that he and his comrades in arms went 
from a partial government shut down to plans to shut 
down the government almost entirely come November 1 – 
the date on which the congress must approve an increase 
in the federal debt. The partial shut down was bad enough, 
as Gerald Seib explains, but it is tolerable for awhile. 
After all, the military can continue to send out drones to 
bomb little children in Somalia. And retirees – a huge 
voting block – will continue to receive their social 
security check. The main ones to suffer are recipients of 
food stamps, people on the Women-Infants-Children 
(WIC) program, etc. In other words, mainly the very 
poorest, and who cares about them? Poor children can't 
vote, after all. And most hungry mothers are too scattered 
and unrepresented to be a real threat. 

But the November 1 vote – that is a different story. 
If the federal debt limit is not raised, then social security 
checks would stop, causing social protest at the very least. 
And the stop to massive government funding would cause 

2http://triblive.com/opinion/featuredcommentary/481851
9-74/conservatives-establishment-canal#axzz2hFrmWOH4

economic chaos also. And there was even a doubt that the 
bond holders would get their interest payments on time! 
Now that cannot be tolerated.

Mainstream Swings Into Action
So the mainstream of the US capitalist class swung 

into action.
Over the weekend of Oct. 5-6, the tops of the 

Republican Party gathered at a conference of Crossroads, 
an “influential” Republican fund raising group led by Karl 
Rove (who has opposed the Tea Partiers for some time). 
Donor/fundraisers like Bobbie Kilberg of West Virginia 
commented publicly, “I oppose Obamacare as much as 
anyone else does, but this is not the way to repeal it... 
“The fact is, donors have had it. I will only give to 
individual candidates who get it.”3

Then, several days later, influential journalist 
Robert Parry, the journalist who broke the Iran-Contra 

scandal, published an online article in 
Consortiumnews.com in which he attacked “the right 
wing billionaires and their political front groups,” and he 
revealed some of the racist roots of their strategy. This 
included their whole “states' rights” view – a mainstay of 
the racist governors like George Wallace during the Civil 
Rights era. He even exposed that conservative icon, 
William F. Buckley, who said during that era, “The white 
community in the South is entitled to take such measures 
as are necessary to prevail, politically and culturally, in 
areas in which it does not predominate numerically.” As 
Parry explained, these views were the fore-runner of the 
view of the Tea Partiers in Congress that although they 
were a minority, they were entitled to “take such measures 
as are necessary to prevail.” Racism, you see, is all very 
well and good but it must be kept in the closet and only 
brought out in roundabout ways, as in the attack on the 
“rice bowl” of those who live in Washington, DC. It won't 
do for polite society, such as those who sit on the Board of 
Directors of the Metropolitan Museum of Art in New York 
City.

Parry was careful not to attack the capitalist class 
as a whole, however. “Of course, many pragmatic rich 
folk understand how the extraordinary U.S. system – built 
by the sweat and ingenuity of countless “average 

3 http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2013/10/06/far-right-
republicans_n_4055431.html
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Americans” and protected by the blood of heroic common 
citizens – has made their fortunes possible. These 
patriotic multi-millionaires cringe at the spectacle of a 
U.S. government shutdown and panic at the thought of 
defaulting on U.S. debt,” he wrote.4 And the mainstream 
news outlets – the main newspapers, etc. - did not pick up 
on this piece. After all, they don't want the Tea Partiers 
totally discredited; the attack dog is handy to have around 
from time to time.

If that weren't enough, on October 8 the Wall St. 
Journal reported that some of the top bankers, including 
Lloyd Blankfein, CEO of Goldman Sachs, had met with 
some of these Tea Party Representatives as well as with 
Obama administration officials. As the WSJ blandly put it, 
they “urged lawmakers to approve an increase in the 
statutory borrowing limit.” One can only imagine 
concretely what they said behind closed doors.

Attack Dog Brought to Heel
And so the attack dog was brought to heel. On Oct. 

9,  a representative of the Koch brothers announced5 their 
opposition to the government shut down. Then the House 
Republicans entered into negotiations with Obama over 
the federal debt limit. They dropped the “ObamaCare” 
issue. Instead they are negotiating over further reductions 
in federal spending. Most assuredly, this won't involve 
reduced spending for NSA spying, drone bombings, 
federal support for fracking, etc., but any working class 
person who benefits in any way from any federal 
program, or anybody concerned about the environment, 
had better look out.

Conclusions
The ordinary worker or young person would view 

these maneuvers with dismay and demoralization. “Who 
really cares about the maneuvers in this dirty game called 
'politics?'” However, to hunt a dangerous beast, we must 
understand how it functions. In these maneuvers we see 
some of the main forces at work in US capitalism. This 
includes how the weakness of the workers' movement has 
encouraged the capitalist class, how that class's most 
aggressive wing strives to get out of hand, and how the 
mainstream of the class brings it back into line. It is 
divisions like these amongst the rulers that play a major 
role in encouraging a revolt by the ruled as they feel the 
grip on their throat weakening.

These maneuvers also thoroughly refute the view 
of some anti-capitalist activists that electoral politics 
should be abandoned. The capitalist near-monopoly on 
electoral politics is used to set the political agenda, to 
maintain a monopoly on the public political discussion – 
what issues are raised and how. It is true that the 
mobilizations in the streets can and do weaken this 

4 http://consortiumnews.com/2013/10/08/the-koch-brothers-
samson-option/

5http://www.dailykos.com/story/2013/10/09/1245727/-  
Koch-Brothers-Abandon-Tea-Party-Government-Shutdown-
Strategy 

monopoly. That's what the Occupy movement showed. 
But such mobilizations can't be maintained forever. The 
Occupy movement showed that too. Running openly 
socialist candidates for office is an important tool in 
breaking this capitalist political monopoly. 


