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T
he legacy of the new communist movement 
with regard to the national question is a rich 
one. The proletarian elements who emerged 
out of the powerful national movements of 
the 60's and 70's are among the best and most 

dedicated revolutionaries. In the previous generation, the 
maturity of the national movements, its Marxist-Leninist 

influence, surpassed that of the labor movement. While 
this is an historically transient phenomenon it is 
nonetheless true. The communists from the Afro­
American national movement spent many years struggl­
ing through Pan-Africanism, cultural nationalism, and 
other views to seek out and discover the true source of the 
oppression of black people and the scientific guide of 
Marxism-Leninism to liberation. The Workers Viewpoint 
Organization (WVO) played a major role in fighting for a 
correct presentation of the Afro-American national ques­
tion and the question of national minorities in relation to 
the multi-national proletariat and the struggle for 
socialism. In the course of the struggle, there was (and is) 
a danger of one-sidedness among comrades from op­
pressed minority background. But this was not (and is 
not) the main problem. The main struggle in the move­
ment has been against chauvinism, against revisionist and 
Trotskyite liquidation of the national question, from 
both the 'left' and the right. 

The historical demand of the early 1970's was to unite 
the cream of the crop from the anti-war and national 
movements around a correct Marxist political line and 
definition of tasks. For comrades coming from the spon­
taneous movement, the main danger was empiricism. 
WVO took the lead in struggling for a correct political 
line on questions including the trade-union movement, 
the vanguard Party and character of revolution in the 

U.S., the national question, and in criticizing various
revisionist lines on these questions. WVO struggled for
comrades to study, implement, test, verify and develop
these lines in practice, in the heat of class struggle. The
CWP was formed to give leadership to the working class,
national movements, women and youth movements, etc.
It was formed in order to systematize the work, to
crystallize and propagate the advanced experience from
struggles around the country. CWP has been successful
in accomplishing this task. This is proven by the develop­
ment of the CWP since its inception. There have been
weaknesses. In the struggle against revisionism, CWP

went "too far" in our thesis that the Soviet Union had
restored capitalism. In our practice also, we are guilty of
a number of doctrinaire errors. Still, history has convinc­
ed us of the necessity for our struggle against revisionism
in the 70's and the correctness of our struggle to forge the
CWP and take up leadership in the class struggle.

Every error the CWP has made in the course of our 
fighting to implement our political line, every mistake we 
have committed in the course of leading struggles, are a 
million times more valuable than the smug declaration of 
the Line of March Editorial Board (LM) "critics" from 
the sanctity of their posteriors. We have learned from 
ours successes as well as our mistakes, and with our learn­
ing we have been able to make advances which neither 
Line of March nor the whole "anti-revisionist, anti-'left' 
opportunist" trend combined have matched. 

The fact is that the "anti-revisionist, anti-'left' oppor­
tunist" trend is in shambles. Nothing has been resolved in 
"the trend," there is no political line unity on the trade 
union question, national question, character of the 
economic crisis, danger of fascism, or other lines. There 
has been virtually no united action on anything. The 
struggle against "ultra-leftism" has served as a cover for 
hiding out from the demands of the class struggle as well 
as a cover for revisionist lines on the character and tasks 
of revolution in the U.S. 
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destined to rule and the latter is sub-human, destined to 
be ruled. 

From the beginning racism was a false conception of 
history. Racist ideology covers up the objective and real 
social relations between people, which are the relation 
between the productive forces and the relations of pro­
duction, and class contradictions, which under slavery 
was the contradiction between slaves and slave-owners. 
Racism in the U.S. historically arose from the material 
conditions of slavery in the South and has been actively 
promoted by the bourgeoisie ever since. With the 
development of imperialism, the U.S. bourgeoisie further 
used racism for their plunder of colonial and semi­
colonial countries, thereby transforming racism into a 
most brutal reactionary imperialist ideology. Although 
the original material conditions under slavery that gave 
rise to racism have long been transformed, racism as an 
ideology did not passively die away. This is an example of 
the relative independence of ideology from the material 
base. 

Slavery and racism hampered the development of 
capitalism in the U.S. before, during, and shortly after 
the Civil War, and that was why the northern bourgeoisie 
supported the abolition movement against slavery and 
racism. But once they won their victory, they turned 
around and utilized racism, remolded it to their monopo­
ly capitalist interests for national (and colonial) oppres­
sion, using many of the old forms but changing the class 
and national content. 

Because racism, chauvinism and nationalism exist in 

the ideological superstructure (people's thinking), the 
day-to-day oppression of blacks manifests itself in both 
national and racist forms. But the real content of this op­
pression and resistance is not a racial question but a na­
tional and class question, For example, Jesse Helms of 
North Carolina may consider himself just a good ol' 
racist, but in content he is a bourgeois imperialist. 
Likewise, Malcolm X originally thought the oppression 
of blacks stemmed from racial exploitation; he called 
white people the enemy. He later came to see the true 
content of the oppression of Afro-Americans as class and 
national oppression, which stemmed from capitalism. He 
then identified, not white people, but the capitalist 
''bloodsuckers,'' as the enemy. 

The fact that the manifestation of national oppression 
takes on a racial form is precisely because racist ideology 
reacts on the base. As Engels said, "The economic situa­
tion is the basis, but the various elements of the 
superstructure-and even the reflexes of all these strug­
gles in the brains of the participants, political, juristic, 
philosophic theories, religious views and their further 
development into a system of dogma-also exercise their 
influence upon the course of the historical struggles and 
in many cases preponderate in determining their form."' 0 

For example, the struggle of blacks for emancipation 
under slavery often took the form of acute religious 
distress and yearning of salvation from God to deliver 
them from evil. Was the real content a yearning for God 
or a yearning for freedom? Was the content aimed 
against "evil" or against the slave system? 

The sixth annual African Liberation Support Committee Conference held in Greensboro, North Ca�olina, 1978. Self-determination for the Black 
Belt Nation was a theme of the conference. 
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Study Questions 
I. What is the process of formation of the Afro­

American nationality? Why were Africans not 
assimilated into the dominant American oppressor·na­
tionality? 

2. What is racial oppression? What is the difference
between racial oppression and national oppression? 

3. How does Line of March liquidate the Afro­
American national movement? How do communists tap 
the nationalism of Afro-Americans to prepare for 
socialist revolution? 

4. Are the masses of white workers cushioned? What
is the difference between the masses of white workers 
and the labor aristocracy? What is the best way to com­
bat chauvinism and racist prejudices in the working 
class? 

5. Why is Line of March's United Front Against War
and Racism strategy an idealist conception of how to 
mobilize white workers against the bourgeoisie? How 
do communists build unity in the multinational working 
class? 

... 
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