9 NLLITTNE

/




CONTENTS - 1.5, BULLETIN No. 36

On Black Liberatign - Jack T.

Announcement ‘f Wigmen's Caucus - Blane C., Eiie€n K., Gay S.; Ilene W., Jackie
» Jean M., Laura G., Peuline B., Ruth A.

Of Dope And Socialism - Mark Smith
Notes .on LynﬁuSQnés' Viomen's Liberatipn Perspectives - Andrew B.

Recent Additions to the Boek Service Catalague. - Jim W,




ON BLACK LIBERATION .

Jack Trautman

This document is an effort to continue'the discussion on black libera-
tion begun for the IS National Convention of 1972. It is an effort to lay
out the Leninist position on the nationeal, questlon ~-- the position which I
contend must form the basis of any perspective for unifylng the struggles
of blacks and whites in America -- and to discuss.the positions put forward
primarily though not exclusively in the light of Lenin's analysis.

There is no disagreement on -the need to fight nationalism as a polisi-
cal ideoclogy and as a strategy for attalning black liberation. The aim is
to create working class internationalism between blacks and whites. The
question at issue is how best to accomplish thls exceedingly diTficult task.

The strategy put forward in the Trautman document can be guickly sum-
maerized from a sentence in the document"‘“The putpose of all of this is to
create working class internationalism -- to break down the nationalism of
the oppressor nation, upon which is. built the nationalism of the cppressed
nation,” {Jack Trautman, Black leeratlon, page 13, paragraph 20, emphasis
in the original). .

This is the key to focus on: the necessity to break white workers from
their bourgeoisie. It is only on this basis that any "unity of the clgus"
can be successfully attained. Any other "unity"” would be on the basis of .
blacks being willing to asccept the fact that their. “alllns " the wilte work-
ing class, support the oppressive, racist policies of.. the, ruling class. The
consequence of this would be the acceptance of blacks of their subordination
to whites. Any such "unity" is illusory and unaccepiable-iq scciallists.

The key position of black workers in the society, and their zlvanced
consclousness, enables them to play a leadership role in developing a united
class struggle and in helping to win whites from.their nationaliem. But that
18 the key task -- not saying to blacks, "It would be such a PataSurophe for
you to separate that your self-conception as a separate and distirct jecople
is illegitimate." (More on this later.) ; 1

Lenin and Luxemburg on the Right of Nations to Self-Determination

This is the seme strategy that LeninAdeﬁeloped in Russia for dealiag
with the aspirations of oppressed nationalities. His conception was that
it was necessary for workers in the oppressor nation to break decigively
from their own bourgecisie and to support.the national aspirations of the
oppressed nation. This, then, provided the basis for pointing out to work-
ers of the oppressed nationality that thelr Ln$erests lay.in linkinz up with
their fellow workers and not with thelr oyn - national bourgeoisie ani petty
bourgeoisie. W
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Lenin's was a strategy for building a united working class movement
not by denying the legitimacy or reality of naticnality and the rights of
oppressed nations, but by asserting them and fighting for them and thus
aiming to break through the historical emmities which hed kept workers from
different nations apart. 1

Needless to say, Lenin did not have in mind merely the obligation of
members of the oppressor nation to fight for the right of cppressed nations
to secede; but rather the fight for all rights of the oppressed nation. The
right of secession then logically flowed, and Lenin presented this as a
strategy for attaining unity. Thus: '

."Is it not clear that the more liberty the Ukrainian nationality enjoys
in any particular country, the stronger its. ties with that country will be?
One would think that this truism could not be disputed without totally aban-
doning all the premises .of democracy. Can there be greater freedom of na-.
tionality, as such, than the freedom to secede, the freedom to form an inde-
pendent state?” (Lenin, The Collected Works of Lenin, Vol. 20, p. 422, 196k,
"The Right of Nations to Self-Determination”). : . _ 5

Nor did he mean by this that the national rights of oppressed nations
were limited to the right to secede. If they did npt-secede they were to
have -- and the revolutionaries were to fight for ==full naticnal rights
within the larger state: ' ‘

"Complete freedom of secession, the broadest local (and national) auto-
nomy, and elaborate guarantees of the rights of nqtional minorities -- this
is the program of the revolutionary proletariat,"” (Ibid., Vol. 2k, p. 73,
"The Tasks of the Proletariat in Our Revolution").

Lenin's perspective was not a nationalist one, no metter how hard he
fought for national rights, including the right to secede. The following
sums up his position well:

", . . on the one hand, the absolutely direct, unequivocal recognition
of the right of all nations to self-determination; on the othwzr hand, the
equally unambiguous appeal to the wqueré for international unity in their
class struggle," (Ibid., Vol. 20, p. 432, "Right of Nations to Self-Deter-
mination™}. B T

Lenin's policy was harshly criticized by Rosa Luxemburg who perceived
it as a capitulation to bourgébiﬁ”natibnalist*tendenctesf*'She felt the pol-
icy would tend to subordinate.the workers to their bourgeoisies and would
tend to fragment rather than unite the international working clags movement:

", . . it is in this that the utopian, petty-bourgeois character of this
nationalistic slogan resides: that in the midst of the crude realities of
class society and when class antagonisms are sharpened to the uttermost, it
is simply converted into a means of bourgeois class rule. The Bolshevike
were to be taught to their own great hurt and that of thz ravolution, that
under the rule of capitalism there is no self-determinatinn of psoples, that
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in a class society each class of the nation strives to 'determine itself' in
& different fashionw and that, for the bourgeois classes, the standpoint of
national freedom i& fully subordlnated to that of class rule;" (Luxemburg, -
The Russian Revolution and Leninism or Marxism?, Ann Arbor Press,..1967, pp.

031 s, |

Although most of her wrltlngq on the national questlon remain untrangs
lated, Max Schachtman provides us with a useful summary of her views in an
article in the March 1935, New International entitled "Lenin and Rosa  Iux-
emburg.!"” It is 1nstruct1ve in the current debate in the IS to examine Lux-
emburg”s arguments and the response Lenin made to them.

i & n she did not deny‘the right‘of all nations‘and national minori-g
ties to dispose of themselves as they saw fit, for this was to her an 'ob-
vious and uncontested' right, 'conforming to the elementary principles of
socialism.® It was not, however, to be realized under capitalism. 'So-
cialism,' she wrote during the war in the famous Junius pamphlet, 'grants
every people the right to independence and freedom, to independent dispésal
over its own destiny . . . International socialism recognizes- the right of
free, independent nations having equal rights, but only it can create such
nations, only it can realize the right of self-determination of the peoples.
But to advocate the 1ndependence of Poland would produce, she argued, pre-
cisely what Lenin, in polemicizing against the Polish nationalists in 1903,
warned against: the corruption of the class consciousness and independence
of the proletariat, the confusion of the class struggle, the impregnation of
the workers with petty bourgeois democratic phraseology, the disruption of
the unlty of the proletariat® throughout the emplre in 1ts common struggle .
agalnst ¢czarism.

- .

"To proclaim this right, Rosa contended, would not result in a positive
solution of the national question. In defendlng it, the proletariat would
inevitably come under the domination of the natlonallst bourgeeisie, eventu-
ally become the football of the big imperialist powers, and lose both its
independent identity and the possibility of fulfilling its historic mission.
Fromﬁthe international standpoint, also, socialist policy could not include
the establishment of an independent Poland (under conditions of capitalism,
be it always understood) for that would bind the social democracy to demand -
the separatlon of the” provinces of / Alsace' and Lorraine from Germanhy and their
return to ﬁrangé, the promotion of the separatist aspiratiors of the Czechs,
the ac plsgtion df Trlecte by Italy, ete. -- support to all of which would-
s1mp¥y riech théi‘tﬁé sotial democracy obligates itself willy-nilly to serve

] ?%ﬁﬁaf‘ %?é‘ alism Br another in a capltallst Wer, “that. belng the: only
means by whi 61 these aspirations could be realized outside of the so=-
c1a11§:cl5:“e"'5i fioﬁ"’ kemination into the concrete possibilities of realizing
the rlgh% df[:r ftdétermlnatlon, she therefore concluded, especially when it. .-
is consﬁﬁéﬁf"?%ﬁ% théjrlght is worldwide and consequently includes the co-
lonial emplyes‘of iﬁperlallsm, eéxcludes the struggle for it under capltallsm
as utoplan,‘ané makes 1t rea]lzable only in -the soc1allst soc1ety.

Luxerburg counterposed the struggle for national rights to the struggle
for socialism. Paul Frolich in his blography of Luxemburg makes this very
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clea%’iﬁ.:L$‘ﬁ§féﬁhfasé;df her idéss: "Rosa confronted the appareant but.in

reality impossible unity of the proletariat and ‘bourgeoisie in Poland with
the unity of the proletariats ol “aklk- the nations within Russia," (Paul Fro- ...
lich, ‘Rosd Duxemburg, Plufo'Pféss;;@ﬁl@i;p,wgﬁ)j;:;tf::‘&;.‘Jj % :

\
But Lenin pointed out that from the standpoint of democracy it is im-

possible t0 deny the right of anf pécple ‘to self-determination. -The prgle-
tariat of ‘the o

Spégggrfnatioﬁfcannét1refuseito support such.a demand with- .
EcOmPlice in its opprégsion. As Lenin put itg ot

"When, in her anxiety not to ras&ist? the nationalist bourgeoisie .of:. . v‘f
Polangg.BpsaﬂLgxggbgrg rejects the right to self-determination in the pro-
grammé of. the Marxists 47 Rugdie-she-is in fact assisting opportunist tol--
erance of the privileges and_worse- than priviieges)-of the.Great Russians. . ...
MELe and ool -0 ann ! Fdnl tBad i aner pogn @t e
e Stigele bgainst nationalismi in: Poland, Rosa Lux~. . .
¥k HHationalisi of theilreat Russiaps although it is
15" the most rormidablerat: the present. time," (Lgnin, ..

o

3G

2,0 RIght of Nations td Self:Determination'').

right of ‘eny wation o 5 kEs Jluimination atd
Wor of for to advocate:gecesgion..  That.question .
willi-that struggle be ad-. .

oo B

f course, supportidg
not obligate one’to bt i T of’
is dgt;gﬁ ] y”fhg'needsibf~the*é&ass struggle:: "
vanced or R frrieon omuslo oadd b

it e L TR B e |

r 4 7 hOWahj:§ Bty
attitude -toward the Tight of natiens should: be applied-in qeomerete situas -
tions. Lenin had a different attitude toward the nationalism of.the oppres- ...
sor nation and that of the oppressed. Nationalism of the oppressor nation
is éhgﬁ s -;“yﬁe“fightmfoffﬁrivileges,ﬁforﬁthe tright" to subject qther
pEODgeﬁqw*Bhphﬁﬁeiﬁaﬁionalism*offthe oppréssed. nation couldistill be prom: ...
gressive, sbill be the banner under which the'battle fox. demogratie.rights . .-
wes fowghts ..o . E e Ched BOE Bl ok ke ul g

Aﬂdeeﬁfn:ﬁéﬁt'ihtofgréaffaétailfinvvérious plgces;'ﬁﬁuéxﬁéa

.

Ty . . ‘ Ce SV, e Baob B UPMIEE. . U Rl ok
;Iﬁ{%he‘yéskgrﬁ‘c@uﬁtfies*the national mevehent is a thing.ef.the dis- .. .
taqgégﬁf% L. Th ‘pbé _i&h {s different-in:Bastern Buropze. +As far as.the. .
Uk{ﬁ;ﬂ}Q§w§QQQ3¥‘_brugslans;:fof instance, are.concerned; only aMartian. . .
dreamer. could dény’ that the national movement: has ot yet been: consummeted.
s, that, the awakenify of the mssses- to' the full ase of thelr mother s
tonggﬁhwpdjliterafuréjg 0 S18 8till going on thére. « The;'fatherland' 1s.. .-
higtorically not yet quite @ dead Ttetter there. . There: the ‘defense of the . .
fa%ﬁé;%éjd@rcan s?TTi,bE*the“dbfeqéE“of demccracy, of- ona's native language, ..
of. polifical liberty against oppressor nations, ;against’ medievalism,-whereas .
the English,. French, German and It&lians lie when they: speak of defending [ .-
thei;nfaﬁhéﬁland in the presént war, because actually vhat they are defend-
ing is not their native language, not their right to national development, .
but their rights as slave holders, Their colonies, the foreign 'spheres of -
influence' of their finance capital, ete.™ (IBid, Vol. 23;. pp. 39-40, "A
Caricatyre of Marxism and Imperialist Economism™) . ‘

i
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Lenin derived political consequences from his analysis of the different
nationalisms. That of the oppressor nations was an unmitigated evil which
must ohlv be fought. Workers: who refused to abandon it were not welcome
within the ranks of the revolutionary soclalist movement. But for workers
of the oppressed nation the!story was quite different. Lenin made this dis-
tinction crystal clear, usiiig the. example of Norway, which separated from
Sweden in 1905. LIRS

"ocauld a Swediszh worker who did not recognize Norway's right to seces-
sion remein a member of the Social-Democratic Party? He could not . .
The Swedish worker could, while remaining a Social-Democrat urge the Norwe-
gians to vote againsu secession . . . But the Swedish worker who, like the
Swedish aristocracy and bourgeoisie, would deny the Norwegians the right to
decide this question themselves, without the Swedes and irrespective of their
will, would have beer & social-chauvinist and a miscreant the Social-Demo-
cratic Party could not tolerate in its ranks," (Ibid., Vol. 23, p. 52, *Tm-
perialist Econoaism."). '

This, however, did not mean that the revolutionary of the oppressed na-
tion had no internaticnalist obligation. He did, but it was different from
that of the revolutionary of the oppressor nation:

" . a Social-Democrat from a small nation must emphasize in his agl-
tation the second work of our general formula: ‘voluntary integration' of
nations. He may, without failing in his duties as an internationalist, be
in favor of both the political independence of his nation .and its integra-
tion with the neighboring.state of X, ¥, 2, ete. But in all cases he must
fight against smell-nation narrow-windedness, seclusion and isolationm, con-
sider the whole and the general, subordinate the particular to the general
interests,” (Ibid., Vol. 22, p. 3477, "The Discussion of Self«Deternination
Summed Up"').

Why did Lenin take this position? Because he was an internationalist.
He was seeking international working class unity and his, not Luxeumburg's,
was the road to its realization. Lenin's perspective was absolutely neces~-
sary if it was to be possible to break workers from the oppressor nation from
their "'own native bourgeoisie. B

"The Swedish workers would have had the right and the opportunity, with-
out ceasing to be socialists, to agitate against secession, but only if they
- had ‘waged a systémétic; consistent and constant struggle sgainst the Swedish
" government for Nofﬁay‘s freedom to secede. Otherwise the Norwegian workers
and people would uot and could not accept the advice of the Swedish workers
as sincere,” (Ibid., Vol. 23, p. 57, "Imperialist Economism").

Thus revolutionaries were unequivocally and always for the right of
self-deternination of oppressed nationalities, for the right to secede.
That, however, did not mean that revolutionaries need be in favor of seces-
sion itself. That EEEends npon the concrete situation. Lenin was explicit
on this point: ‘ :
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"The right of nations to self-determination implies exclusively the .
right to‘independencé in the political sense, the right to free political 3
separation from the oppressor nation. Specifically, this demand for polit-
ical democracy implies complete freedom to agitate for secession and for a
referendun on secession by the seceding nation. This demand, therefore, is
not the equivalent of a demand for separation, fragmentation and the forma-
tion of small states. It implies only a consistent expression of struggle
against all national oppression,” (Ibid., Vol. 22, p. 146, "The Socialist
Revolution and the Right of Nations to SelffDetermination")° o

Why was it necessary to take this position? Was there a material basis-
for it? There was. It was the objectively different circumstances to which
the proletariat of the different.nations were subject. The workers of the
oppressor nation were grivileged'xelative to those of the oppressed and be-
cause of the oppression of the subjeéct nation: : ‘ :

"Is the actual condition of the workers in the oppressor and in the op-
pressed rations the same, from the standpoint of the national question?

"Ns, it is not the same. .

.+ "(1) Economically, the difference is that sections of the working class
in the oppressor nations receive crumbs from the sugergrofits'the bourgecisie

of the nations obtains by extra exploitation of the workers of the oppressed
nations. Besides, economic statistics ghow that here;é'iarger percentage

of the workers become 'straw bosses' than is the case in the oppressed na-
tions, & larger percentage rise to the labor aristoeracy. That is a fact.

To & certain degree the workers of the. oppressor nations are partners of their
own-bourgeoisie in plundering the workers (and’ the mass of the population):

of the oppressed nations. ' ' ' '

"(2) Politically, the difference is that, compared with the workers of
the oppresscd nations, they occupy a privileged position 'in many spheres of
political -life. ‘ " o '

."23) I:eologically,"or'spiritually3 the difference is that they are

taught, at school and in life, disdain and contempt for the workers of the
oppressed nations,” (Ibid., Vol. 23, pp. 55-56, "Imperialist Economism" ).

o Lenir also éséérted that the attainment of independence was possible un-
der-capitalism, even if that independence did not end econonic dominaetion.
Luxemburg argued that uvnder those circumstances self-determinatiOn is illusory:

"0an one seriously speak sbout the 1gelf-determination’ of the formally
indeper.lent Montenegrine, Bulgarians, Rumanians, Serbs, Greeks, partly even
the Swiss  whose independence is a.result of the pclitiéal struggle and the
diplomatic .game of the 'concert of Burope'?" (Quoted in Lenin, Ibid., Vol.
20, p. 338, "Right of Nations to Self-Determination™). :

Lenin's response was that such an idea was ridiculous:
P



Page. 7 On Black Liberation Jack T,

“For the question of political self-determination of nations and their
independence a2s states in bourgeois society, Rosa Luxemburg has substituted
the question of their economic independence. This is just as intelligent .
es if someone, in discussing the programmatic demard for the supremacy of
perliament, i.e., the assembly of prople’sirepresentativefj in a bourgeois
state; were to expound the perfectly correc¢t conviction that big capital
domingtes in a bourgeois country, whatever the regime in it," (Ibid., Vol.
20, p. 399, "Right of Nations to Self-Determination"). :

In fact, part of the genius of Lenin's formulation is its abllity to
tap the revolutionary aspirations latent in the national struggle under cap-
italism, -It was the support for tuese aspirations by the Bolsheviks and
their being ignored by the Kerensky government that gave impetus to the on-
1y successful socialist revolution the world has ever seen. As Schachtman
put it: : )

"The terr:toricl disintegration of the Russian revolution, and its con-
sequent collapse, proved to be an unjustified fear expressed by Rosa in hgr
1918 criticisms, in which she so acidly ridiculed the idea of a "Ukrainian
nation.! That centralizetion, 'big-statism,' which i's the socialist ideal,
was realized in Russia not along a rigid and straight line, but dialectic-
ally as a process, which began with recognizing the right of each nation to
separate, actually granting thersepération, strengthening the proletarian
movement and sharpening the class struggle in the separated nation, the vic-
tory of the proletariat in the struggle, and finally the federal reaffilia-
tion into a cenktralized union of Soviet states,” (Iyiéa)a

Luxemburg's views, on the other hand, were implemented by the Hungarian
Soviet Republic and led to its defeat. When the Rumaniane invaded Hungary
they were welcomed by the captive Russian minarity of Hungary as liberators
because: they had not been allowed to exercise their right to gelf-determina-
tion: ’ o r

'None of this makes Lenin into a nationalist, despite his vehement de-
fense of netional rights.. Rather, he was aware of the dangers of national
chauvinism. To fall into that trap would be to capitulate to bourgeois
tdeology. What was necessary was to find the correct formulation that would
recognize the progressive aspects of the national struggle, even under bour-
geois leadership, while pointing out its reactionary aspects insofar as 1%
was counterpossd to the class struggle. In ho case did this pcsition in any
sense mean that the working class must subordinate its struggles to the ’
bourgeéoisie. Rather, the proletariat must always, in every case, be organ-
ized independently. It is from that point of view that Lenin put forward
his position: '

v "The proletariat . . . volues ebove all and places foremcst the alli-
anee of the proletarians of all natlons, and assesses any national demand,
any natidnal separation, from the angle of the workers! class struggle.

By supporting the right to secession, we are told, you are supporting the
bourgeois nationalism of the oppressed pations. = ' .
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MOur reply to this is: No. To the workers the important thing is to
disginguish the principles of the two trends. Insofar as the bourgeoisie of
the oppressed nation fights the oppressor, we are always, in every case, and
more strongly than anyone else, in favor, for we are the staunchest and the
most consistent enemies .of oppression. But insofar as the bourgeoisie.of
the oppressed nation stands for 1ts own bourgeois' nationalism, we ‘stand ;..
against it, We fight the privileges and violence of the oppressor nation,
and do not in any way condone strivings for privileges on ihe part of the
oppressed nation," (Ibid., Vol. 20, pp. Ld1-k12, "Right of "Nations to Self-.
Determination").

Lenin refused to run away from the concrete application-¢f his point of
view when the world presented a'test;;'Speaking'bf»the«struggle of Serbia’
against. fustria in World War I he pointed out that if* the world war had not. -
made every struggle part of an imperialist war, socialists would have to sup-
port the struggle led by the Serblan bourgeoisie: 4 -

- "In the present war the natibnal element is represented only by Serbia's
war against;Austria . . . It is only in Serbia and among the Serbs that we
can find a national-liberation movement -of long standing, ewbracing millions,
‘the .masses of the people,’ in a movement of 'which the present war of Serbia -
against Austria is a 'continuation.' I this war were an isolated one,- i.e.,
if it were not connected with the general Eurcpean war, with the selfish and
predatory aims of Britain, Russia, etc., itwould have been theduty of all
socialists to desire the success of the Serbian bourgeoisie:(Ibid., Vol. 2L,
p. 235, "The Collapse of -the Second International™). 7" : ;o

* Lenin filled in more precisely what he meant:

"The bourgeois nationalism of any oppressed nation has a genuine demo=-
cratic content that is directed against oppression, and it is thisi.content...
that we unconditionally support. At the same time we strictly distinguish.. :
it from the tendency towards national exclusiveness; we fight against the °~
tendency of the Polish bourgeoisie to oppress the Jews, ete., ete.," (Ibid,,
Vol. 20, p. 412, "Right of Nations to Self-Determination"). -

But Lenin'sfppposition tov"national-gxclusiveness"‘did'not mean opposi-
tion to the national struggles of the oppressed. The main burden was on the
prolétariat of the oppressor pation to break from ils tendency toward na-
tional exclusiveness. ‘ ' s T

- -Lenin rejected Luxemburg's éounfefposition'of the national and social
struggles of the oppressed nations: insofar as that counterposition took
place, it was reactionary. - - = '

", . . Kievsky bypasses the central question that belongs to his spec-
ial subject, namely, égﬂ will we Social-Democrats gbolish national Oppres-
sion? He shunts the questidh”éside with phrases about the world being
"drenched in blood,' eté. :(though this has no bearing on the matter under
discussion). This leaves only one single argument:’ the soclialist revolution
will solve everything! R e ' o -
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"prom the thecretical standpoint that view is nonsensical; from the
practical political standpeint it is chauvinistic. It fails to ‘appreciate
the significance of democracdy. For 'sociallism.-is impossible without democracy
because: (1) the proletariat cehnot perform the socialist revolution unless
it prepares for it by thé-8truggle for dempcracy;.(Q) viclorious socialism
cannot consolidate its victory and bring humanity to the withering away of
the state without implementing full democracy,” (Ibid., Vol. 23, p. T4, -
"Imperialist Economism"). ' - .

Moreover, he argued that a policy demanding the right of self-determin-
aticn of oppressed nations was necessary from the point of view of the work-
ing class of the oppréssor natiom. -- that, given their own interests that
was the course they must pursue. And it was on those grounds that the pol-
icy could be argued to them: : g

"Let us consider- the position of an oppressor nation. Can a nation be
free if it oppresses other nations? It cannot. The interests of the free~
dom of the CGrest-Russian population reguire a struggle against such oppres-
sion. The long,” #é@nturies-old history of the suppression of the movements
of the oppressed nations, and the systematic propaganda in favor of -such op-
pression coming from thé ‘upper' classes have created enormous obstaclss %o
the cause of freedom of the Great-Russian people itself, in the form of - pre-
‘Judices, etc. S .

"The Great-Russian Black Hundreds deliberately foster these prejudices
and encourage them., The Great-Russian bourgeoisie tolerates or condones
them. The Great-Russian proletariat cannot achieve its own aim: cr clear
_the road ‘to its freedom without systematically countering these prejudices...

"In the leaps which all nations have made in the perio? of bourgeois -
revolutions, clashes and struggles over the right to a national state are
possible and probzble. We proletarians declare in adveance thal we are op-

" posed to Great-Russian privileges, and this is what guides our entire prop-
aganda and agitation," (Lenin, Works, Vol. 20, pp. #13-h1lk, "The Right of
Tations to Self-Determination, emphasis added). :

. Lenin went on to point out that, from the standpoint of the class strug-
gle, the main task facing revolutionaries was the combatting of the national
chauvinism of the working clase of the oppressor nation.

“Tn her quest for 'practicability! Rosa Luxemburg has lost sight of the
princigg}_practical task both of the Great-Russian proletariat snd of the
proletariat of other nationalities: .that of day-by-day agitation and prop-
aganda against all state and national privileges and for the right, the equal
right, of all nations to their national state. This (at_present) is our prin-
cipal task in the national question,:for-only in-this way can.we defend the
interests of democracy and the alliance of all proletarians of all nations
on egual footing," (Ibid., Vol. 20, p. 414, Right of Nations to Seclf-Deter-
mination"). “a g ‘ AR o % gn . : o
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The anslysis Lenin presented for resolving the apparent conflict be-
tween the national and the class struggles provides the basis of a perspec—
tive for unifying the apparently contradictory struggles of black and white
workers. The tendency of the black movement in America to develop in an
enti-white direction can best be countered by an open appeal on the part .of
white workers to champion the demands of blacks. White workers must be willing
and able to show blacks that they do not and refuse to participate in the op-
pression of placks in any way -- that it is the ruling class that is respon-
sible for that oppression.

A Theoretical Lnalysis of Blacks in America

T am arguing, in contradistinction to the Landy-Coleman-Finkel pyramidal
caste conception that it is most appropriate to view blacks as a national mi-
nority and, in overvhelming proportions, as & super-exploited section of the
working class. '

. In any but a mechanical sense, black people possess most of the character-
istics of a nation (though not a nation state). Specifically, they have a
separate and distinet culture, commen traditions, & community, and a self-
consciousness of themselves as members of a distinctive people set apart
from the rest of the society -- as well as an awareness of their coumon plight
as distinguished from the rest of the society. (BSo, it should be remembered,
do whites have that cqnsciousness_of blacks.) R a

This is not to say that blacks as & people nécessarily have a conscious-
ness of or a desire to create a black nation state, nor that there is wide~
spread acceptance of nationalism as a political ideology or strategy for black
liberation. It is the latter which both Landy-and Coleman (the latter in two
discussion documents) try to pin their case on. ‘

Throughout - the debate ther have tended to confuse nationalism as & polit-
ical ideology or strategy (including the desire to create a nation state) with
e national self-conception of struggle. The first Trautman document by not
directly addressing the gquestion may have permitted such confusion to continue.

Rosa Luxemburg was a Pole and thought of herself as such. That certainly
did not make her a nationalist, nor did it make her willing to countenance any
tendencies toward privileges or exclusiveness, any more than Lenin who was &
Great Russian was willing to do so. e

~ To. think of oneself as part of a distinct nation is quite different from
adopting a nationalist perspective. Black haticnélism as 2 political ideol-
ogy or stratesgy means tendencies toward separatism, pan-Africanism, black cap-
italism, or other efforts to carve out a black colony; or black "exclusiveness"
toward whites -- the belief that it is white workers who are the real enemy Or
the refusal to act in class solidarity with workers or %o appeal to whites to
jion blacks in a class struggle and in the struggle against racism. All of

these are blind alleys, But, they are not the same as national consclousness.
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over the declaration of the Sotsial-Democrat that the incorporation of Kour-:. .
land (Estonia) into Russie is annexation. But annsxation is the act of incor-
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.- Por Lenin, what was key obviously was Sscial, justice and the breaking: .
doun ofi-the subjective barriers of nationalism for: the -purpose -of making .pr
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It is significant in : this regafd tov no.;zte thaf dé“spi;‘;é I;,eni“x‘z'vs tutoring -
of :Stalin in- the production oft 2 The National Question™-and desplie Lenkn's

referving to it dpprovingly,- Lenin. himself did: nokdraw: the jdoncluaions aowt «
bleck people that Landy does. ‘Th a littleskuown-work, “entitled "Btatisties . 0

and Sociology™ which was meant to be' a-large book on the .national guestion,
but whidh-was ifiterrupted by the February Revolution; Lemin nakes the follows"=

ing statemént: - -

"In thé Utilted Stdtes, ~the Negroes {and dlso: the Mulattos and‘ Indtans) o -
sccount:‘for ohly: LLil percent.’ They should be classed! ag -an: oppréssed nation,

for the equality won in the Civil War of 1{61-65 and: guardnteéd by the .Consti-
tution of the Republic, was in many respects increasingly curtalled in the
chief Negro ereus: (the South) in connection with the trahsitlon frow the pro-
gressive, pre-monopoly cepitalism of 1860-70 to the reactiocnery monopoly caps
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italism (imperialism) of the new era, which in America was especially sharply
etched out by the Spanish-American imperialist war of 1898 (i.e., a war be-
tween two robbers over the division of the booty)," (Lenin, Works, Vol. 23,
pp. 275-276). He made similar statements in a few other places, as well.

- That Lenin said id does not make it so; it is not even an aréument'inv
favor of the- thesis, .since black people in Americs were hardly among Lenin's
areas of expertise.” - s . , ; '

What is significent about the statement is the method gmployed: Lenin
vwas aware of -the fact that black people did not have = separate language,
territory or economy. Nonetheless, he was willing to state that they were a
nation. {His reference to blacks being concentrated in the South was not the
basis upon which he argued his case. It was their being deprived of equality
with’ﬁhitgs.) Whether Lenin was right or wrong is not the point.. He, unlike
Landy end Coleman, was able to see .that the categories themselves, even if
generally correct, do not determine the -issue. As .usual;. Lenin was right.

Hal Draper in another context, that of the Jews in Paiestine, provided
& valusble statement of Marxist method, one which is quite applicable in this
debate: A T o '

"A question of Marxist method is in order here. One cen dispute ever-
lastingly whether s certain people constitute a “‘rotiop!. One can usefully .
go over various criteria for nationhood, among the varying criteria which have
been weighed by Marxists among others. Such theorefical discussion can be
very good., But for Merxists above g1l others) Thé test of.theory comes in
life. . If 'theory' has told us that X-is not a nation,:but if this people
acts historically and collectively in every way that a national -people acts,
then something is wrong with the :theory,. or else sore jmcortant change has
taken place which theory has not yet caught up with,"™ /Zionism, Israel, .and
the Arabs, ed. by Hal Draper, page 163).

In-the case of~blacks in América they have gons through .a set of histor-
ical experiences which have created a national self-consciousnesz: the whole .
history of racist oppression of the past 400 years. . It is neceszary to begin
with this understanding. ‘ : .

The black community has<its base #n and #5 fundanentally created by the
racist oppression blacks face and their resistance te¢ it .In the North blacks
are usually forced into ghettoes because th-» canngt move wherever they want.
In Chicego black migration osutside the ghetto is met with a wall of fire .
bombs. Public housing is overwhelmingly black because whites refuse to live
in integrated housing (except for the liberal middie clas:z). The resulting
tremendous overcrowding and high rents for worss faciliiies cre the result of
the fact that the white community in its entirety -- state, realtors, bankers,
ﬁbﬂiﬁd&ﬁﬁﬂtahﬁréetdfsf”bburgéaisiégé&iddléﬂn1@35;-énd;werking{dlag@la-ﬁdoﬁhdt_ ,
“Wawt %o live with blacks and fortce blacas to live:-in ghettoes. _

' 'Intthe ‘ghéttees Blacks rédeivé an Hinfefior “educaticn vin the fsehools ‘with
-L&da "dpent "Per pupil for racist iresfons, with ‘an-cducation’ taught by recist
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teachers. They face an occupying forelgn army, the police force, which lives
outside their communities,.which oppresses them in ways entirely different
from the oppression-of white working people. They face a welfare systém.de-~.
signed to demean them, to split up their families, and to put them in.a de-.
meaning position fitting to the white concegtion of black .subservience.’

In the economy, blacks still participate to an extent in a separate, ra-
cist labor market, with a JOb ceiling to it. They often do not get jobs in.
the same way, are not ellgible for the same jobs, enter different Jjob chan-
nels, are barred in reality if not in law from the highest, ‘best paying, most
prestlgous JObS. Even when the .economy expands, along wlth growing employ~-
went, blacks do not get their due whare of new JObS but 'they do get twice
thelr share . of unemploymentn S

. The very materlal basis. for the popularltj of black capitalism derives
from the cohesiveness of the.black community. Success in this society de-
rives from success in capitalist enterprises. Poor blacks often feel an ob-
ligation to strengthen black capitalists, their people, as part of the suc-
cess of the black community. DNot just that they should succeed in the white
communlty, but develop their own economy. :

One might leg1t1mate1y ask, - what is the historic d1rect10n of the black
community° Is it moving more towards becoming a natlon, or more towards
disintegrating? This question was touched upon in the first Trautman docu~
ment.on page T, paragraph 32. It is stated there that because blacks lack
a common, separate ‘térritory the tendency is not toward thelr becoming a fin-
ished nation. However that pos51b111ty is by no means excluded, including
their taking territory In the long run what determines the outcome is- the..
actions of the whites. To ‘the exient to, which black oppress sion continues,
or even ‘inéreases, the likelihood of that historic opticn being taken like- -
wise remains or increases. To the extent that vhite workers adopt a posi-:
tion of championing black interests as. part of a class conscious strategy, ..
and thereby present a real solution to bLlack oppression, this alternative -is
likely to be avoided. Given this fact alone, Landy-Coleman-Finkel's aims
should dictate to them the pursuance of the pollcy presented 1n thls doth-
ment, . g

In analytlc and polltical terms, the value of the analy51s of blacks as
a2 national minority is that:

_First, it describes Best the character of oppression that blecks have
suffered. = -

Blacks have experienced the oppreeeion of e'peopie; .All blacks -~ even
those who have attained the greatest wealth and status, are subject to many
of the same humiliating and galling actions.

Blacks have the consciousness of a people. Tiey See themselves as set
apart from white America. They have a different cémhoni.ty, culture, histor-
ical associations, interests, etc., and perceive themselves as sucH.
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*BléCks undergo the same oppression a8 that which other national minori-
ties have undergone. Thie includes the suppression of their culture and his-~
tory, diserimination in all walks of life, and generally poorer living stan-~
dards. -Economically they are kept in a position that lays then Open to super-
exploitation as a peopie. B . S

‘Second, it describes best the tendency for devélopment of the black move- o
went.

Blacks tend to develop a sense of cohesiveness and community; they have
a tendency toward self-organization that is-ruch stronger than that.of eny’
ethnic group in this country; in a struggle there develbp tendenciég toward
separatism, and also toward & greater asserticn of black consciousness as ,
struggle tends to escalate. Unlike ethnic groups, blacks cannot assimilate,
which aecentuates these tendencles. Furthermore, the culture of resistance
blacks have developed has great positive significance. If black oppression
ended tomorrow, it would not end plack culture. - This culture includes music,
poetry, literature, independent black organizatiqns such as the churgh and
social c¢lubs, different family patterns from whités,,different values.~- all
of which have a positive meaning to the black cqmmunifiﬂJ_ % :

RN

Third, and mosi important, it prescribes the Leninist policy on the s,
rigﬁt'of.nations;to self-deternination as the correct way to find the path
to working 'dlass unity between blacks and whites in a revolutionary strug-
gle to destroy capitalism. o

"7 1t is certainly not pro-nationalist to make these -assertions.  We must
fight nationalism &as a political ideology, end as a program for libération.
But the most effective way to fight it is to produce tangible results on the
part of whites in terms of demonstration of their willingness to support and
fight for the rights of blacks. It is not to rut the onuz on blacks by say-
ing that for them to develop in a national direccion would be such a catas-
trpphe that national self-conceptions are not legitimate. e

. . A :
- Concretely, while the understaending of blacks in America as, a national
minroity is necessary for formulating a,strapegy,‘it,isvﬁot sufficipnt.‘MWe'
need to know more about the specific relations between blacks and whites; -
and especially black and white workers in this country. It was this need
which the second characterization; blackg as & super-exploited section of
the working class, was designed to fiil.

‘Brian M."is covrect in his “Critique 0. Landy on Black Liberation"
(Bulletin No. 26, page 3) vhen he points out that not thé whole black commu-
nity is a. super-exploited cnction of the working class -- only black workers
are. Butvthis‘critiqhe is not really a very telling blow against the thesis
advanced here. = 0 - - :

In the Trautman document explicit recognition of this féctfﬁés ﬁadé‘ig}
the secion entitled "Blacks as a Super-Exploited Section of the Working
Class."- - . .. : . _ :
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© "The black community is multi-class., There are. alfferent strata, .and
that, of course, 'is one reason why there are different” strategies for black
llberatxon.

"This overwhelming dcminarce of the working class in the black community
has significent implications: it means that the social weight of ‘workers is
50 great as to .tend to force support for working clars demands from other
strata, It means that the “ocus of struggle for black llberatlon has an in=-
evitable tendency to move to the working clas:c as 1ts base of power, For
example, during the formation of the CIO the NAACY and many black churches
played a.signifieant rolc iu cncouraging black workers to JOln the 'mo ement.
The social dynamism generated by cac uev union movenent began to transform
the political orienfation of virtually the entire black comnunlty," (PEge o
10, paragraph 5). . e

Nonetheles:, Maﬁ cnrie's reminder of the need for precision is 8 valus
eble one, as is the rest of his document. Most everything in it is quite
true, if beside the peint in relation to ihis partlcular dlspute. ‘But, if
we. are to be prec1se, let us: look at. the matter w1th st1]l more care.

What is superexp101tat10n in Ehe ccieatific sense? uxp101tat10n alone
involves the seliing of lsbor power ai ite value as a commodity. The explo-
itaticn involves the expropriation of what the worker produces over and
gbove the value of his or her labor pover by the capitalist,’ which is sur-
plus value. The rate of exploitation, then, is the rat.o of.surplus value
to necessary.value, that is, the amount of what is produced which 1s neces-
sary to sustain and reproduce the working class at an hlstorlcally determlned
level, etec.

Scientifically, then,-superexploltqtloq is the selling of labor power
below its value as a eommodity. S-en in this light, not only is it the
case that not all blacks are super exp101tea, but .ia fact not even all
black workers are super-exploited-

However, blacks as a people, just like colonical peoples or women, are
through their oppression kep: in a position to be super- -exploited. Scien-
tifically, only some of them are, but it is the oppression of blacks ‘as &
people. that produced their . super-s: p301tat10n so that as. & people they L
earned “only 63 percent of what whites earned 1n 1966 (oefore the reeession, B
which hurt blacks worse tkan it did whitesg).

~ It is the very fact of blacks .beccming uverwhelmlngly workers, and thus
a signlflcant part.of the American . working class. that, together with the ad-
vanced consciousness that thuy nold -- conscicusness produced by'the strug=
gles for national rights -- thot enables blacks to play a special role in
the development of a revolutiouary movemsnt. They can play a leadershlp
role. in developing a united class.stiruggle and in helping to bresgk whltes !
from the’r nationalism. Bu* the latter, . as Lenin argued (quoted on page’ 9
of this- document) is still the prlQC¢pal task; the extent to which whites
can be gotten to bresk from their naticnalism w1ll determlne the extent to
which it will be possible to build a united class movement. - The same asser-
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tion simply cannot be made concerning black nationalism. {(That is, breaking
blacks from their nationalism does not hecessarily mean it will be possible
to break whites from theirs.) SR

As Trotsky put it: "The argument thet the slogan ‘for self-determina-
tion' leads away from the class basis is on adaptation to. the ideology of the
wyite'workersn The Negro can be developed 1o a ¢class standpoint only when .
the white worker is educated,” (Trotsky on Black Nationalism, page 7).

Blacks have the potentiality of playing a vanguard role, and. we should- .
urge them to do so. But we must recognize that if they do not do so, the
fault is not theirs. We should reject strategies thatwould counterpose
their struggles as blacks to the ¢lass struggle; we should not call upon
them to give up their struggles for the class siruggle, but to partake in
both struggles. If, for reasons of distrust of whites or whatever, they re-
ject the broader struggles, we d4c ot Tor ‘thHat reason refuse to Join in and
support their struggles, end urge whites to do sC. To fail to take this poSe
{tion would be to indicate %o blacks that' they were right -- that whites cans
not be trusted, that the only reason they join them in struggle is for thelr
own purposes. It would be to make any future unity impossible.

, quemanLSfﬁBriéf Comments ©n Trautman‘s 'Black Liberatiqnt":gf

' Coleman's "Brief Commerits™ i< an attempt. to criticize various aspects.
of "the Trautman document. Many ‘of them are small points, and they cannot
gll be taken up. ; o 52 g _

~ For example, on page 3 Coleman reminds us thet E. P. Thompson vas in-
correct simply to define class in terms of class conscicusness, implying that
{ was unaware of that fact (perhaps even laying the basis for his later abs.
tack on the section on racism as being philosophically idealist).

However, the Trautman document recognizes this fact quifte explicitly:

"There are materiel conditions whlch sive rigse to the class conscilous-.
ness of the working class of which Thompso: cpoke. And there are material -
conditions which give rice to black nationalist consciousness.: Most lmpor=-,
tant of these conditions 1is one which is given very little treatment in
Landy's document: white racism,” (Page 6. paragraph 2h).

It is worthwhile to teke the matter a 5it. further and to defend Thoup-
son and to get the matter straight on Merxist methodology. e e g

ForﬁMarx, both the objective conditions and the.subjective_understand—
ing of those conditions (consciousness) were necessary factors in defining
class. But they referred to different ‘aspects and conceptions of &lass, ‘
The former refers to people in a similar relatior to the means oOT production,
having interests opposed to another class (“class~of-itself"); the latter to
a leitical entity capable of acting ip 'its wwn interests ("clags-for-. - 5
jtself"), E. P. Thompscn was obviously referring to the latter -- a class.
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conscious Englich working class -- and the whole of the bock refers to how
that consciousness developed.

Marx illustrated the two concepts in reference to the peasantry, which
he did not consider a class in the 1atter(sense:

"In so far as millions of families live under economic conditions of
existence that separate thelr mode of life, their.interests and their cul-
ture from those of the other classes, and:put them in hostile opp051t10n to
the latter, they form a class. In so far as there is merely a local inter-’
conpe¢tion among ‘these small-holding’ peasants, and the identity of their -
1nterests begets no community, no natidnal bond and no political organiza-
tion among them, they do not form a class," (Marx, The 18th Brumaire of Louis

Bonaparte, page 124, International Publishers, 1963).

More substantively, Coleman takes issue with the statement in the Traut-
man document that "black natlondLlsm, like any nationalism, has contradictory
tendencies. It is the locus for gdruggle against oppression, and as such we
gsupport it. It is also the attempt.to put s break on the struggle developlpg
into a class struggle . . . and as such we .oppose it," (page 9, paragraph 38).
Coleman {page 6) presents this statement as. equivoceting on the question of =
nationalism. ' -

But this statement is virtually identical (and its content is identical)
with Lenin’s statement on the.nationalism of the oppressed nationalities,
quoted on page 7 of this document. Does Coleman disagree with Lenin also?
Does he feel that there is no difference between the nationalism of the op=- .
pressed nation and that of the oppressor nation? Perhaps Lenin was mistaken
in going to all the trouble he went to to distinguish between the two klnds
of natlonallsm? If not, why not?

He argues that "in any specific sense, nationalism is not at all an.
adequate solution and that in any specific sense it is the wrong locus for.
struggle,” ("Brief Comments,"-page 6). He attacks the tendency of black haw-
tionalists to see "separate organization as a princdiple flowing from black:
national identity, rather then:as a tactic of sqlf-organiZation leading %o
broader forms," (page 6). He condemns the tendency to see "whife workers
as at best a vacillating social force rather than as a force presently hos-
tlle, yet indispensable- to black liberation," (page 6).

Here is expressed some of the real;ban?ruptcy}of.Colemanﬁs}position.
He might as well have chastised them for not being revolutionary socialists:
for not seeing the existing situation as part of g process, for not under-
standing the material reasons that have led whites to raclst attltudes and
actions, for not understanding ‘that the economy is:moving.. 1n such a diréction
that the possibilities of -class struggle are re-emerging. after a quarter-
" century lull -- in sum, for not understandlng that ”all of history is the
history of class struggle." . B i g

This is not to say that we do not crit1c1ze tendencies fox not belng
revolutionary socialists. But, in the case of a movement this is not suf-
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ficient: it is necessary to present a strategy to move 1t to a revolutionary
socialist perspective. “Coleman not only fails to do thig, he doesn't &ven
gee it as an important problem. o RORERTRS RS wgn e

Given “the experience of the ‘last twd'décades-(at & minimum) it is lit=
tle surprise that blacks should have a tendency to view whites as at best a
vacillating social force. That is what they have been.

Is that attitude Coleman expresses here limited' to black nationalism;*
or does it apply to all nationalisms? He 5ays nationalism is not an ade- '
quate solution. That is correct; it is for that reason that we are ‘social-
1sts. But the question is, is it a solution at 511 t6 national oppression?
Is it wrong and to be -condemned for blacks to struggle against that national
 fight -ageinst their

national oppression?

“Nationalism is not an adequate solution anyulere., Coleman goes fur-
ther; it is always the wrong locus of struggle. Why then should we be in ¥
fevor of self-determination . . . ever?~ Why is he for self-determination?
Why 'isn't ‘Rosa Luxemburg correct? ' She, too, ‘Telt it was the wrong locus for
-$truggle, that it was not an adequate solution, and therefore counterposed -
socialism to nationalism. How would Coleman answer her? T

» queman'isvult;matistic and therefqre_conservative, like all untima-
tists. He sees a struggle taking place; and his attitude is to tell the
people involved in that Struggle to stop struggling, They're engaged’ in

the -Wrong struggle. They shculd be in "this" struggle, not "that” struggle.
Théy should not be’in the struggle for national rights, but in~the class =
struggle: Of course, since "this" struggle is not presently’cccurring he 1s
gaying that they should go home. ! # R : :

That should obviously be the wrong approach. We revolutionaries support

national struggles of the oppressed. Weé do not counterpose ourselves or so-
cialism to“them; nor ‘is there redson to think that we’'need to do so: -social-
ism stands for ‘the ndtional rights of the oppressed. We attempt to demon- E
strate that "the goals of that struggle cen best be fulfilled by broadening
ther to = c¢lass struggle. If, however, that understanding is not accepted
we do not “then shrug our shoulders end wallk away. We recognize that the ™
basic reason for the failure to see things from a class standpoint is" the
failure of the workers of the ‘oppressor nation to indicate that that is

how they view things. ‘VWe fight for the independence of the working class in

the national struggle, and for ‘a working ¢loss "national program" .
““Coleman's hostility to thg politics of -the rdatidndlists is correct, but:
he is at & loss to formpulate a strategy ‘for ‘coping with it.~ What he ignorés -
and fails to understand is that the key to breaking black workers from their’
nationalism is bresking white workers frog theirs. The reality of the situ~
ation mMust be changed. The way to overcome it 1§ to ‘show that not all whites
are vacillating -- the revolutionaries are not. Needless to say, denial of '
national rights, or of the legitimacy of national struggles, dcesn't help.
Colemen's lack of uhderstanding of this basic fact leads him to turn-bis ire

f
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on the conception of blacks as a nation and on the black nationalists as the
main problem, rather than turning where he should: to white workers. v

The attitude that Coleman takes demonstrates that he does not compre-
hend the Leninist‘methodoloéy for treating oppressed nations and national
minorities. He (like Rost Luxemburg) sees the problem as the nationalist
tendencies in the oppressed nation, forgetﬁing what feeds that nationalism.
The fact is, Luxemburg was wrong. Lenin's methodology of supporting and
fighting unremittingly for the nationsl rights of the oppressed nation was
the only method which could link the national and class struggles into .so-
cialist revolution. The same is true here.

White Raéism

This section of the document has come under attack more than any other
save only the section on blacks as ¢ national minority. It is no surprise:
the two are related. ’

. The, "telling" point made over and over again -~ if it were true it:
would indeed be a telling 'point -- is that the thesis put forward is clasgsi-
cal philosophical idealism. ("Trautman makes of white racism not a powerful
ideological prop for the subordination of blacks, but the cause of the su-
bordination . . . This gross idealism . . .") ("Brief Comments,” page 5).

Some of the misunderstanding can only be described as obscurantist,
given what is in the document; some of the rest of it involves a failure ta
understand the Marxist view of the role of ideas 1n history.

On much of it the document itself is unequivocal:

"Racism.is an ideology (emphasis added) that was consciously developed
by the ruling class," (Trautman, page 13,‘paragraph'h). “In any case, ra-
cism was developed and elaborafed as an ideology. It served to legitimate
the enslavement process; as a means of social control (attempt to instill
its ideas into the slave class itself); and as a means of undercutting op-
position from lower class whites -- who were given a higher status than
blacks and a certain (false) identity of interests with the ruling class as
a result," (pp. 13-1k, paragraph 7).

. "Racism is aiidol“that has continually been utilized by employers to
help prevent the development of class consciousness," (page 1%, paragraph
9). "The terrible thing is that the white working class accepted and em-
braced the ideology. 45 a result, the history of the United States is re-
plete with stories of white working class violence against blacks," (page
14, paragraph 10). i

The section includes a discussicn of how class struggle and consclouss
ness have in the past partially broken through thet racist ideology -~ par-
ticularly during the populist movement and the CIO -- and a discussion of
the material basis for the acceptance of the racist ideclogy on the part of
the white working class. The argument is made that it is the exploitation
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that white workers suffer themselves that leads them td befopen touﬁﬁéipgt
their exploitation by accepting the increased exploitation of blacks. It
is pointed out that it is in the nature of capitalist competition not only

to create class solidarity, but alsc to create intra-class conflict because. .

under capitalism everyone 1s in competition with everyone else.

t

In fmerica a great historical effort -- largelﬁ*successful=Qézhas4béeﬁf

made by the ruling class to create the racial. hatred between blacks and

whites. Under conditions where class struggle has been minimal the tendenf_

cies among whites for an individvalistic, ratuer than a class view of how
to get ahead in the world has emerged dominant. Vith only so many Jjobs, so
much prestige, income, etc. allocated to the working class, black efforts

to increase their share are seen by whites as a threat to themselves. In.a,
certain sense they are. -- given the limits prescribed by capitalism: the "~

distribution of wealth, income efc., and piven the acceptance of those lim~

its by the working class as characterized by the lack of spruggle. This ..
lack of struggle tends to lead to viewing the situation as a "rat-race" in .

which each individusl wust do as best as he or she can witchin the limits
prescribed. (Incidentally, it is no aceidént that vhites ere less inclined
to struggle and therefore to break through bourgeois ideclogy -- of which .
racism im only one part -- less rapidly thon are balcks: they do .not:feel
the oppression with anything like the intensity that blacks do.) ‘The prob-
lem is that white workers accept-those limits as.given. ' -

. Moreover, it should .be noted that whitc workers, as:well as whites of
other classes, take part in ..e oppression ‘and super-exploitation of blacks
in large numbers and benefit from it. Thus, Shay are insulated by blacks
from fears of unempioyment, Irom getting the worst jobs with the lowest
pay, end so on. In that' sense, the opnression’of blacks is-2 gain to the
vhites,.

_But unlike the Weathermen and RYM-2, we do not conclude from that .

fact that white workers are a privileged class in the society. Many of o

them are privileged in relation to blacks, but thein fundamental conditian
in the society as a whole is that of an erploited class. B

A& stated in the Parker 1970 conventiui documsnt and reiterated in'ﬁhe
Trautman couvention document, it is the-privileged position of whites rela-
tive to blacks which leads them to accept their exploitation. But, it is
the fact of their exploitation which opens them up toiclass struggle and to
be willing to fight for the interests of blacks and to overcone - their ra-
cism as part of a strategy 'to build a united clase movement. R
(It is the same dynamic operating within virtually the entire American
working class that makes them accept American imperialism. The privileged’
position of American workers in relatlon t9, say, Vietnamese workers -- and
partly based upon their oppression and supcr-exploitation -- weds them to
support for the imperialist policies of the Awerican bourgeoisie.) . .

The documeht goes further to maintain that waereas there is ah objec-
tive basis for racism in capitalism, in the conditions in which, the working
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class is forced to live that, nonetheless, an analysis of the dynamic of the-
racist ideology cannot simply be pinned to these conditions, As the Traut-
man document puts it: %. . . racism often prevails even when it contradicts
the immediate material interests of white workers . . . (it) . . . has taken
on a life of its own," (page 17, paragraphs 28-29). It is this contention
on which much of the claim (if not Coleman's) that the document is idealist
has rested. The hostility to this noint of view represents a fundamental
misunderstanding of the Marxist view of the role of ideas in history.

The viewpoint is not written down and therefore cannot be discussed in
detail., The only way to deal with it is to lay out the HMarxist view of the
matter (briefly). g K ; '

The basis for the critique is expressed in several places in Marx's
writings:

"In the social production which men carry on they enter into definite
relations that are indispensible and independent of their will: these rela-
tions of production correspond to a definite stage of development of their _
material powers of production. The sum total of these relations of produc-;.:
tion constitutés the economic structure of society -- the real foundatiom,
on which rise legal and political superstructures and to which correspond
definite forms of social consciousness. The mode of production in material
iife determines the general character of the social, political, and spirit-
val processes of life. ‘It is not the consciousness of men that determines
their existence, but, on the contrary, their social existence determines their
consciousness," “(Matk, "Preface to A Contribution to the Critique of Political
Economy," in Feuer, Marx and Engels, Basic Vritings, pape 43),

"In direct contrast to German philosophy (idealism), which descends from -
heaven to earth, here we ascend from earth to heaven. That is to say, we do
not set out from what men say, imagine, conceive, nor from men as marrated,
thought of, imagined, conceived, in order to arrive at men in the flesh. We
set out from real, active men, and on the basis of their real life process
we demonstrate the development of thé ideological reflexes and echoes of this .
life process. The phanto@S‘formed'in the human brain are also, necessarily,
sublimates of their material ‘life process, which is empirically verifiable
and bound to material premises. Morality, religion, metaphysics, all the
rest of idealogy and- their corresponding forms of conmsciousness, thus no
longer retain the semblarice of independence. They have no history, no de-
velopwent; but imen, developing their material production and their material =
intercourse, alter, along with this, their real existence, their thinking, and
the products. of their thinking. Life is not determined by consciousness, but
consciousness by life. In the first method of approach the starting point
is conscioustess taken as the living individual; in the second it is the
real, living individuals themselves, as they are in actual life, and con-—
sciousness is considered solely as their consciousness,” (Marx and Engels,

The German Ideology in Feuer, pp. 247-248). '

N

It is on the basis of these statements, and of statements like these,
wrenched out of context, that Marx has been misintérpreted -- sometimes by
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"Marxists", including Kautsky and the Stalinists, both of whom often wished
to avoid comnsciously acting-to change historical development in a revolution~
ary direction; sometimes by bourgeois  theorists who wished to portray Marx as
a vulgar materialist —- to mean that ideas play no role in history.

‘ : .

From that point-of view, what does.it mean to say. that ''religion.is the
opiate of the masses;" or to speak of some peédplevas having "falge" con-
sciousness, i.e., a consciousness which does not:correspond to the objec~-
tive reallty?

If religiontis“the“opiate of the masses, that means that ideas play a
role in how people act -- in this case a certain set of ideas instill accep-
tance of what is, ipstead of struggle against it.

Engels vas explicit in disavowing the laternative interpretation in a
letter to Joseph Bloch in 1890:

. "Marx and I are ourselves partly to blame for the fact.that the younger
people sometimes “ay more stress or the aconomic side than is due to it. We
had to emphasize the main principle vis-a-vis our adversaries,.who denied it,
and we have not always the time, the place, or the opportunity, .to give their
dye to the other elements:involved in the interaction. But when it came, to,
presenting a section of history, that is, to making a practical gpplication,
it was a different matter and the¥c no error was pernissable. [nfortunately,
_however, it happens only too often that people think they have fully under-
s;ood‘k new theory and can apply it 'without more ado from the moment they
hive ‘assimilated its main principles, .and even those not always correctly.
And T cmnnot exempt many. of” the more x@cent_’Marxists"frqm this reproach,

 for the most amazing rubbish has been produced in this quarter, too,"
(Feuer, pp. 399-400). o ‘ '

:Hé states it again more explicitly in a letter to Mehring in 1893:

, " ™Hanging together with this is the fatuous notion of the ideologists,
‘that because wé deny an independent historical development to the various
‘ideclogical sphéres which ‘play a part in history we also deny them any ef-
feet upén history. The basis of this is the cormon undialectical conception
of cause and ‘effect ‘as ripidly opposite poles, nheatqtal..disregarding‘of
interaétién;‘ ese geéntlemen often almost deliberately forget that once a

histcric“éléhen; has ‘been brought into’ the world-hy other, ultimately eco-

_nomic causes it reacts, can react on its enviromment and even or: the causes
' _that have given rise to it," (Feuer, p. 409)..

b 5 e f oy : i s :
In thé above-cited letter to-Bloch, Engels;also stated.the correct re-
lationship: o PEOEL T . 5 ’

n. . . ‘According to the materialist conception of history, the ulti-
mately cetermining element in history ‘is the production .and reproduction of
real life. IMore than this neither Marx nor T has ever assarted. Hence if
somebody ‘twists this into saying that the economic element. is the only de-
termining one he transforms that proposition into a meaningless, abstract,

a0 BT T T TALL e e, a8 I T

* "
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senselegs -phrase. ' The economic situation is the basis, but. the variacus ele- .
ments -of the superstructure —- political forms of the class struggle and its
results, to wit: censtitutions established by the victorious class after a
successful battle, ete., juridical forms, and even the reflexes of all these
actual ;struggles in the brains of the participants, political, jurilstic,
philesophical thecries, religious dogmas --‘also exercise their influence ..
upon the course:of the historical struggles ang in many cases preponderate .
in determining their form. There is an interaction of a'l these elements )
in which, amidst all the endless host of aceldents (that is, of things and
events whose inner interconnection is so remote or so impossible of proof
that we can regard it as non-existent, as nepligible), the economic movement
finally asserts itself as necessary, Otherwise the application of the theory
to any period of history would be easier than. the solution of a simple equa-
tion of the first degree," (Feuer, pp. 397-398).

The:.relations of production are the ultimacely determining element: . in
the long run. But that long run ailows much play to ideas, including racism,
playing an important role, even in opposition to the objective conditions.

Given. all of this it is.difficul:t to wainiain‘seriously that I did not j_

see that racism Is a powerful ideological tocl for the subordination of
blacks and that capitalism is the uncerlyiag: cause of their subordination.
But once that is said, a number of questicns remain,

PO S i
S R

- Coleman objects to the statement "Racism 1s the.objective'basis of black o

national oppression and super-exploitation," (changed from "matcrial basis),
(p. 13, paragraph 1 in the Trautman documant). Ie might have something of a
case if the statemeuts previc:sly quoted from the Trautman document were not
there. Given them, his position that I maintain that racism is the only ob-
Jective basis of black oppression is incomprehensible (7. . . white racism

is advanced as the only explanaticn for the position of blacks in America

== p. 5). What I am naying 15 that inzofar as blacks are cppreczed as blacks,
racism is the basis of that cppression. Where the racisn origi-zted and is
fed is a different st-yy, discucsed ahove and see paragraphs 5-6, 8-9, and
19-25 in the Trautman documsnt in the seciican on racism.

- Colemanimay cbject tc the use of the v2rm "objective" in refererce to
consciousness, . f £o; he weuld he moking a big mistake, The .conscioueness
of the working class is one of the objective factors that we must take into
account when we analvze our situaticn. OF covrss, we identify it, or take
it into account for the purrose of changiug it. The recopnition of this true
fact has often been the basis for the opportunism and reformist actions of
the Stalfnidts who recognized

2d the baciorard consciousness of the masses as one
of the objective conditions facing them, buat who Ffailed (or refused) in those
periods to understand the importsnce of the subjective factor —- the ability
of the revoluticnary party to interverne in the historical process to help to
transform the comsciousness of the masses.

Coleman obiects furiher fo the ¢ '~im tha” ", ., |, wvhat makes the insti-
tutions function in a racis: manner are the widespread existence of racist ‘
attitudes throughout the society,” (p. 13, paragraph 3). What else makes the
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probation period in auto racist, except that the foreman who do the firing
are racist -- that they fire blacks: because they are black? It is true that
the first Trautman document made too categorical a statement on this matter.
The statement captures an important aspect of what makes institutions racist.
Malcolm X refers in his autobiography to white welfare workers purposely de-
stroying his family. VWhy did they do it? Because they were purposely mali~
cious? No. In their own racist way they thought they were helping the fam-
ily and were incapable of viewing a different culture from their own as '
healthy, viable and acceptable. Of course it is the fact that racist ideas,
conceptions, attitudes are spread throughout the society that makes virtually
every aspect of the society racist. Does Coleman seriously maintain some-
thing different? If so, what? Vhere these attitudes, etc., come from is, of
course, another guestion -— one which is discussed though not thoroughly in
the document. : : o

It is also tfue that the very nature of the institutions encourages ra-.
cist attitudes and behavior, and makes it difficult to resist them, For ex-
ample, teaching in a ghetto school tends. to foster racist attitudes, even
among "idealists". The individual teacher who accepts the framework of the
educational system does not oppose it and thereby ends up taking responsi-
bility for it, is pressed in a racist direction even if the school admini-
stration does not intentionally foster racism, : ‘

Moreover, the results of past generations of racism makes the institu-
tions function in a racist manner, as well. Thus, blacks have been for years
systematically kept out of the job market. . As a result, vhen lay-offs take
place, because blacks have low-weniority they tend to get laid off first,
Thus the economy, in its normal ups and dowms is racist {(to take one exam-
ple). The outline of this analysis was inserted into the document by my ac-~
ceptance of the following amendment by Mike Parker:

"White racism is not just an abstract sét of ideas held by some people,
It is manifested in objective social institutions. The discrimination
against blacks has put them in a different employment market from whites, a
different housing market, o different consumer market, as well as a differ-
ent education system. These are the objective conditions of white racism in
the present day US. ' They are a part of the conditions which make the exper-
ijence of blacks different from European ethnic:grouns,” (Bulletin No. 27) .

The Landy Document

The Landy document gives us very little analysis of black people in
Arerica, Whereas Comrade Landy spends a good deal of time arguing that
blacks are not a2 nation he spends virtually no tirme at all on his conception
of blacks as a "pyramidal caste." "Even in this discussion, besides his me-
chanical application of Stalin's method (under Lenin's tutelage), all he is
really arguing is that nationalism is not 2 viable strategy for black liber-
ation. No one has disagreed with that. But, what is a pyramidal caste?
What is its relation to nations, to other social groupings. MNone of these
questions are answered, or even approached, in a satisfactory mamner.
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Almost nothing is told us about blacks in America. All we are told is
that ". . . blacks differ from the white majority in that they, as a special
caste, have been denied throughout their history the benefits of bourgeols
democracy,”" (Landy document, Bulletin No. 18, page 7). We are told that
blacks are not simply a super-exploited séction of the working class. But,
there is no discussion of the extent to which they are such a section, or
its significance in terms of building a revolutionary movement.

And, Landy draws the political conclusion from his analysis. He rejects
the right of self-determination for blacks, and in so doing rejects the whole
of the Leninist perspective on the national question as a way of approaching
blacks., e says:

"Because the black movement is not now a national novement we do not
put forward self-determination as an imperative, agitational or prominent .
slogan. We state educationally and propagandistic,ily that we favor and
would fight for the right of blacks to such a state in the event of a catas-
trophe which forced such a national status on American black people," {(Bulle-
tin No. 18, p. 33).

Since blacks are not a nation (after all, they don't match up on our list
of categories, do they?) they are not entitled to national rights. If at some
time they should become a nation (things finally get bad enough), then we will
be generous and grant them those rights, If there were ever a strategy calcu-
lated to drive a wedge between black and white workers Landy has found it.

Given these problems, what on earth could have led Coleman and Finkel
to claim that Landy's docurent ". . . constitutes the beginning of a theor-
etical re-examination and reasnalysis of the position of blacks in the US,"
(Bulletin No. 25, "Armendments to Landy's Black Liberation,” page 1)?

Coleman gave an answer to that question when he presented the ammend-
ments at the convention, He stated then that the advantage of the pyramidal
caste conception is that it states that blacks are an inextricable part of
American society that only a catastrophe could change. HNo effort was made
to defend the conception itself from which the conclusion follows. Anything
else which stated the same would have been sufficient from his point of view,

The fact is there is no such thing as a "pyramidal caste," despite
Landy's claim that there are many of them all over the world., It is an in-
vented category which permits avoidance of the national questions: that is
why Coleman is so fond of it. Once you have such a catepory, you can then
be hostile to the national struggles in America, to national rights, to the
progressive aspects of nationalism,

The category provides the theoretical basis for opposing blacks when
they engage in struggles against their oppression. Unless they generalize
it to a class struggle, it is false consciousness and thus to be opposed,

If blacks conceive of their struggle as a national one, what do revolution-
aries say? "We will defend you?" No. '"It's Ffalse consciousness. It's you
who are creating the problem, not the oppression, but you.,"




'She, goo, felt: it would be a‘catastfophc’—-'reactlontry ~~ for Péland to
" separate. from Russia and felt that Lér radn job we a8 to inveiph ‘against the
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Without this manufactured category, they would be theoretically naked.
Blacks may bé an "inextricablé" part of Ameérican society from Coleman's point
'6f view. That notion might be a bit more difficult to sell to black people
who have been nothiny if not excluded from this society.

" Moreover, there are “catastrophes" and ' catastrophes'. W.E.B, DuBois
points out in his autoblography that: o o

"But one thing is sure and that is the fact that since the 15th century
‘these ancestors of mine and their other descendants have had a common hig~-

itorys they have suffered a common disaster and have a long memory," (DuBois

Dusk of Dawn; Schocken, 1968, p. 117).

Who is going to decide when a sufficiently catastrophic, catastrophe has
occurred to blacks that we will support’ them in a.Struogle for self ~determin~
ation? ‘Why do we ‘set up- conditions? WhY does Lahdy tell us that 'we state
educationally and propagandistically ‘thHat we favor and’ would fipht for the ‘
‘right of blacks to Such' a state in the bveht of & catdstrophe whidh foreed

- such’ a national st~tus on American black pedpls*™t Do we favor the right of

self-determination oxly when we favor its exercise?

! '.:The methed employed hete is similhr té and as Histaken as Luxeﬁburg S,

1

Polish nationalists. She evetr opposed' affiliation of thé Russo-Polish So-""
cial-Democratic Party with the Russian Social-Democratic Party on the grounds
that the Russians had a clause in their program favoring the right of nations
to self—determinatlca. : v o J

Far from belng a step towards ‘a Marxist analysis, Landy's document re=
presents a step toward no analysis, or towards one with disastrous political

conclusions.

¥

Lhe Coleman—Finkel Ammendments

g

The Coleman-Finkel Anméndments accept the Hasir nroblems of the Landy

.document mentioned already: :

Where Lardy pins his analysis on-.the denial of bourgeois democratic ;
rights, they back away from that 'notion (in the process gutting what there -
is of .Landy's .conception -of what ‘blacks ‘a¥e).' For them, the denial of bour<
geois; democratic riths ‘is only a part of black oppression (". . . thé oppres-
sion of blacks nust be analyzed 'in part -—'biit not entirely -- as the denial
of bourgeois democratic rights,"” (Bulletin No: 25; ‘'Amendments,' p. 4).
(Emphasis theirs)

Instead they argue that the concentratlon of blacks in the proletariat
plus digerimination: creates a "unique' position dlfferentlating blacks as a'
cormuriity from whites., This unique position tends to create a "unique® cdn-”
sttousness". What is this consclousmess? It is not nitional consciousress
according to Coleman and Finkel. 1Is it "pyramidal-caste consciousness™? '




Page 27 On Black Liberation : j;ck T

Not likely. They do not seek to describe in any way what this consciousness
is, ;or vhat its ‘sipgnificance is, while at the same time they give explicit
recognition -to the fact that blacks are set off distinctly from whites in a
separate cotmumity -~ something that both they and Landy went to some pains
to argue was untrue,. ‘

Nor do they at any point seek to explain why blacks are so dispropor-
tionately concentrated in the working class, except in terms of the econony
as a whole. .

et This altermnative to Landy's thoroughly inadequate theory which they fro-
vide is the most ambitious section of their amendments. Unfortunately, it is
not adequate either. :

"Placed at the bottom of society by history they are kept there partly
by racism (deriving from a narrowv group self-interest conception on the part
of .whites) and more fundamentally by the history and present structure of
American society and its econory, vhich is unable to integrate and develop
its most backward c=ctors,” (page 5).

(1) “Thibugh they refer to racism, it nlays no real role in their analyéf
sis- of biack oppression. Like Landy, they fail to recognize the importance
of racism in defining blacks and in defining the conditions under which )
blacks live. This is why they are blind to the importance of white chauvin-
ism-in creating black nationalisn.

(2) Their concept of racism (". . . a rairow group self-interest on the
part of whites . . .") is too narrow. It ignores the fact that the racist
ideology has its own dynanmic. The significance of their failure to recognize
this is, once again, that they underestimate the importance of racism —— its
likely staying power.

(3) The guts of their conception is that it is the history and struc- .
ture of th2 soclety and economy which have made black oppressidn inevitable.
As they put it again ". . . of underlying importance is the fact that the ..
black pcsitien at the bottom of the economy. is locked in by the instability, -
of the economy to expand massively or to develop its backward sectors," (pape
6). ' The problem with this forrulation is as' follows: R 5

We all know that capitalism always creates scarcities. It.is incapable
of providing a decent life for all, even though the material bagis for this
exists. But, that axiom is cerfainly insufficient to explain why blacks as
a group"must suffer the worst hircumstangest That question simply cannot be:
answered in‘terms of the weaknésses of an economy. Someone is forced to bear
the worst Brunt of the oppression. Why blacks? Théir answer is the history.

use’ of

andustructure’ of the American economy is fundamentally the specific.
black oppression. o o

In thé past the American economy has gone through enormous; é;;pgi;sionsj;
The period<of the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries wag a peériod
of huge expansion of the economy. But blacks scarcely benefitted at ‘alli
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. Since 1955 the American economy has added 20 million jobs -- as many as
there are blacks in the whole population. Why is 1ﬁ*that blacks continue
to be on the bottorm, continue. to have monumental unenployment rates, to
gsuffer the worst jobs,: the lowest living standards° :

The answer to this question should certaln_y be as obvious to us as it
is- to blacks themselves, It is the racism which oppressés blacks economi-
cally, culturally, psychologically, legally, etd, that gives rise to the na-
tionalism (here is meant not simply autonomy or a sepavate state, but all of
the forms of black nationalism enumerated above). Coleman-Finkel and Landy
seem blind both to this -dynamic and te.iits importance. Thus the whole empha-
sis is on.attacking hlack nationalism. *, .., we reject black nationalism
as an ideology and attack its ideologically developed expressions uncompro-
msingly. " (page 9)

Is there any statenent about racism and its relation to black nation-
alism? None whatsoever.. Is-there amy statement of the dual nature of the
nationalist movement»such as Lenin formulated? HNone whatsoever. They em~
phasize (page 9) that "Our goal of class unity .can only be .won if we recog-
nize that, in general, blacks will constitute a motor force in such colla-
borative efforts :and will tend to provide leadership-for: the class ds ‘a
whole.” It appears that discussions of class unity revolve only around what
blacks can and must do'-- and mever ‘around the whites. . :In fact, we are
forced to conclude by paraphrasing Lenin: - Carried .away by:.-the struggle
against black nationalism, Coleman and Finkel have. forgotten the chauvinism
of the whites although it is this natlonalism that is the nost fornxdable at
-the present time, - CETE . . Do

As stated above, they have no ‘strategy to hreak -the  nationalism except .
;to lecture the black nationaljsts for not bein~ sufficiently class conscious. -
to overlook the racisnm of the whites, .

Given their theory, what would. happen if:the economy were to expand
again? Do Coleman and Finkel beliewe that that would fundamentally change
things? It is no accident that they. focus virtually solely on: the economy
which is clearly a critical underlyin~ aspect. of the problem. It points. -
only in the direction of class struggle, without raising the comcrete prob-
lems that black people face: as black people in. thisisociety. Néither Landy
taken alone, nor Landy armended even terins to deal w1th these questions

Colemnan and'Fipkel make a blr point of the utopian1sm- of natlonalism
~- meaning the concept they;have of.what natiomalism is ~- especially in am=
mendments 7 and 13, 'page. 7 and 8-9.. What. do they mean by this? In armend- -
ment 13 they state it means-that nationalist progrmms cannot end the oppres-
sion of blacks by US capitalism or significantly affect it... Elsewhere they
say_ that such programs are. imposslble (page 7): Y. . . no viable and stable
naﬁiuﬁallst program is possible.” At the same tire, however, they staté.
this would change in the cvent of a “catastrophe”. Why? If it is impossi-
E;gﬁnﬁw,iﬂhy does a greater urgency moke it morc possible? . The only meaning
that aikss this formulation to make any:.sense is that .a catastrophe would
convince tore blacks of the urgency of.separation, -But if that is what they
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mean then all they are saying is that most blacks today are not for fighting
for an independent state or black autonomy in this one -- hardly an earth-
shattering statement.

. As to their contention that nationalist programs "'represent no solution
for black workers wnd the unemployed," {page 8), what they shouid say is they
do not represent a full solution (onlv the overthrow of capitalism can do
that). They forget that a good part of the problem 6f black workers and the
unemployed is racist discrimination -— that's vhy blacks don't get jobs, A
black nationalist program in the sense that Coleman and Finkel describe it
can have a certain impact on that.

-~ Finally, it is commendgble that Coleman and. Finkel back avay from Landy's
position on'self-determination. Théy-do not make ‘the right of self<determin-
ation conditional on catastrophes. They state: ", . . we demand the removal
of all barriers placed by white societv in the path of black national develop-
ment, confident that the option of nationalism will be oSt decisively reject-
ed by black people through their own free:choice," (page 9). But what if it
weren't rejected, c: they were not so confident that it would be? Would they
then still be willing to carry out the policy? Tt would still be correct to
do so, including to fight alongside of blacks in a struggle for sclf-determin-
ation =-- even though we night oppose that particular exercise of the ripght of
self-determination. - ‘ x o :

The Coleman-Finkel position on sclf-determination is an advance over
Landy's. But it has no justification and is thoroughly ad hoc, pragmatic and
empirical. . : o

What is the purpose of identifying blacks as a nation or not,. 1f not to
follow, the consequences in policy? When the Bolshevik Party argued that thk
Jews did not constitute a nation in Russia they drew the nolitical consequenc-
es.from it: Jews did not have the right of self-determination. But, in the
case .of blacks. the comrades back away from this conclusion and throw in the
demand on a thoroughly ad hoc basis.. Why do they ‘throw it in? Is it that
they are unwilling openly to abandon the Leninist position, even though that
is what- their theoretical nremises drive them to, and even though the whole-
rest of their position does abandon Lenin's strategy for uniting the workers
of the oppressing and oppressed nations?

2
i s

Postscript

This docurent does not, by itself, provide a strategy for building a
class movement, nor does it provide .a stratepy for linking the strugples of:
blacks and whites. What it Adoes do is:to provide the basis for such & stra-
tegy. It lays out the premises upon. which such o stratepgy rmust be built.

Such a strategy must be baged on Lenin's strategy for uniting the working -
class of the oppressed and oppressor; nations. Tt is that strategy ‘that lay

at the base of the dispute between the documents, and not simnly a question

of how black people in America should be "defined”. Future documents will
develop this point further, and will begin to lay out what our stratepy should
be. i e ah M B ¢ H
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Agnendix #1

The following book review oppeared in Newsweek magazine on August 14,
1972, 1 append without comment because I myself have not read the book. As
for myself, its correctness or incorrectness mnkes little difference regard-
ing my position. But Landy and Coleman-Finkel have made much of the lack of
a separate language for blacks. If Dillard's thesis is correct, their stance
is, from their point of view, that rwch weaker. ; &

"Talking Black"

" Black English: Its History and Usage in the United States. By J.L..-

Dillard. 361 pages. Randon House. $10.

"'An' so 1 comin' down m' she out tﬁere blabbin' her mouth told my: sis-
ter I was playin’ hookey from school.' The speaker is obviously black and

‘probably poor. And to nmany white fmericans his specch seems practically sub-

versive -- illogical, ungrammatical, unclear and, well,. lazy. :J.L. Dillard's

important, provocative study of the distinctive way the majority of black

Americans talk is written ott of 2 moral irperative to correct precisely this
reaction. Black English is not a sloppy imitation of white English, Dillard
insists, but a precise languare with a history and grammar of its own.

"A teacher of linguistics at the University of Puerto Rico, Dillard
writes in a laborious, take-nothing-for-granted style that makes for heavy
going. But he marshals an impressive —-- .md often fascinating ~=- case. Un~-

til recently, he writes, many Arerican linguists have myopically tried to:
trace black languape patterns to archailc regional British dialects, thus cre-

~-ating an impression of 'a Negro who just can't catch up or keep up.' Close

analysis of black syntax, however, reveals a far more plausible set of his- -
torical connections -~ narely, with West Africa. The frequent use of done
(as in 'I done went'), notes Dillard, resembles Yest African lancuages gram—
watically, as does the form 'I is': the tendency of some blacks to ignore
pronocun sex rcferences -- as in 'He a nice little pirl' —- is characteristic
of Caribbean Afro-American dialects, Such usages are not imprecise, insists
Dillard. 'He workin' when de boss come in' implies that the worker nay be
goofing off the rest of the time; while 'He be workin' when de boss come in'
implies conscienticusness,

"Using seventeenth-czentury journals and several writings of Daniel Defoe
as evidénce, Dillard traces the oririns of black Enpglish back to the.slave -
trade, which forced the uprooted_heterogeneous Africans to learn 'an auxili-’
ary’ language in a hurry in order to establish cormunication.’ The pidgin
English that resulted incorperated Portuguese pidgin words: (such as 'pick-
aniniy'), went through a process of 'creolization' (still intact in the Gul- -
lah dialect of the Sea Islands) and gradually 'decreolized' through the in- -
fluence of white English. = C oy s

"Dixie: The influence was not all one~way, Dillard not only shoots
down the assumption that the MNegro got his dialect from the Southern white,
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but asserts that the Socuthern white dialect was in fact heavily influenced
by Negro speech., Before the Civil War, he notes, the typical Southern white
child of landed gentry was "bidialéctal® —- fluent both in white English and
the Plantation Creole'’l¢farned from his ﬁammy.”findeed, writes Dillard, that
most Rallowed white Sbuthérn word of all <~ Dixié -- probably comes from a
Plantation Creole prohunciation 'of the second’ surname in the 'Mason-Dixon
line.’ And to whites who cite the blacks' fondness for grandiloquent speech
(as in the Ringfish~Sapphire exchanges in 'Amos and Andy') as proof of their
desire to imitate white English, he supgests that such 'fancy talk' may have

fts roots in the West Afriean tradition of high-blowm oratory.

« v .'"Ultimately, of course, the real test of black English is its usefulness
.~in present-day America. On this score, Dillard has no doubt. It 1s high
time, he arpues, that white teachers and testers stop putting down slow-learn-
asing black children as "nonverbal.' He proposcs that vhite teachers be tested
‘- dn the difference between, say, 'He done go' and 'He been ro.' And he sug-
gests that black childten first be taught how to read black Enplish so' as to
« “i:.1¢arn the principles of reading before beine taught standard English., His
cause is not his ¢m: in recent years, black militants 'and a°few frustrated
white educators have been sdying the same things with a vengeance. Now,
anyene wnc réads’ 'Black English' will find it hard not to agkee,"

"
]

Charles Michener
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Tote: e “allorin, Iatoer soa sar g capt out te gansn oo 2l2s
nationally, by the women who signed it. It is being pub-
lished in the bulletin both to advise all comrades of our
‘position and activities, and because we would like to hear
the responses and comments of male comrades as well.

Dear Sisters,

e are a group ‘'of women in New York who are the moet strongly
in favor of the existence of an organization such as a women's
cgucus in whe 1S, both nationally and locally, to deal with the
problems of women. Recently the question of the existence of a
women's caucus/fraction in the NY branch, and the whole question
of the advigability of +the 'self-organization of women in the IS
in general, has been under debate and under fire in NY. We would
like to sketch out our situation to you in the hopes of initiating
a discussion among women in cther parts of the country. o ’

what has haspened in NY is this: after the virtual non-funct-
ioning of the women's caucus/fraction for over a year, the question
"SHould there be a caucus/fraction?" was finally pushed to a dis-
cussion among the women in the branch this Fall. This question arose
mainly because of the wealkness. of the caucus/fraction, which had been
further undermined by constant questioning of its very existence.
Thie is something unheard of for ‘any other ‘group in the organization,
When a committee, fraction or group functions poorly, its perform-
ance is examined, its reason for existing is not debated. But the
caucus/fraction had been subjected to constant over-scrutiny and
questioning and had conseguently suffered a continuous identity
crisis, which hastened its receat dissolution.

A discussion on the question was held, attended by mearly all
the women in the branch, including opponents of a women's caucus
sanctioned by the organization, and women who had not been partice
ipating in the caucus/fraction for one reason or another. As it
turned out, almost half of the women seemed to be either opposed,
or indifferent, to a caucus.We represent most of the women in favor
gf the concept of the independent organization of women within

he IS.

The political discussion was on the following grounds: L
1. The advisability of the self-organization of women :
within the IS. '

2. Whether such organization is possible or desirable now.
There was no controversy over the advisability of maintaining a women's
liberation fraction.

Our position was, and is, that it is advisable for women to be
self-organized in the i8S, It is essential for The raising of con-
sciousness, as well as to guarantee that women's questions are an
integral part of the I3 program. We feel that only women themselves..
can gee vhat *this ig done, and that the very process of self-org-
anization is essential for us, as well as for other opvressed groups.
#e feel that the attack on the woment's caucus is not an isoclated
organizational question, but is part of & larger change that we
sense is beginning to take place in the politics of the 138. Ve
believe that opposition to the women's caucus is related to many
comrade‘'s reluctance to advecate the independeni organization of
opvressed groups ouiside the 18 as well,

The following tasks present a tentative outline of the func=-
tions of a women's caucus: 4,
1. Guarantee that women's questions are a serious part of th
15 program. ‘
2. Insure that theoretical work on women be done. s

—



3« befend ourselves againsi male chauvinisnm in the Is; .

a) Insure that women®s ‘hPoblems end political work are .
taken seriously;: A

b) Pressure the orgenization to consider special problems
such as chila care. '

4. Pressure the srganization to integrate women into the
industrializatioan process, "and vo do discussion and
back 0p work for infustrialized women comrades.

5. Extend to women comrades the informal education and oral
tradition of the IS, neve more readily available to men.

6. Guard against exclusiou by omissicn of women from oppor-
tunities for political responsibility and development.

Te Deal with tne gpecial probléms of female yecruitment.

, - R Pl

8. See that the women'’s movement and issdes of women's lib-
erationrreceive regular coverage in wP. -

¥ . . N 9

9. Keep up with the women's movement, and participate, however
critically, whe:izver vogsible.,

10. Maintain regular correspondence between women in different
branches.

We feel that all of %pese tasks are now being neglected.,
Regardless of the outcome ¢ the naticnal discussion on women's
liberation, these concrete internal tasXks remain neglected. Women
are in retreat in the organizadtion. ¥We are playing an increasingly
minor role in the internal 1ifs of the IS5, and the question of women
workers, and women's liberation, is by and lerge ignored programat-
ically. We see tnis, of ccurse; as a reflection in part of the waning
of the women's movement. nHowever, we Jeel that the waning of the IS's
interest in the problems of women is inexcuzable, and very dangerous,
both for the members of the IS and its program. Whai we find espec-
tally grave is thevfict thet wemen are industrializing at a slower
pace than male comrades, which will of courge increasingly affect the
leadership composition of the 1S and the place which women workers
have in the IS program.

We feel that the problems of women in society in general, and
ian the 1S in particular, are rot being dealt with by the organization.
froblems are elther ignored or nushed aside. '

In addition, w2 have stroug disagreements with what seems to
be emerging as our position in V2 on tne women's movement: ignore it.
Although the movement is cramatically weakened znd almost totally
bourgeois in comvosition ang pragram, 1% is by no means dead or neg-
ligible. 1ts ideas perwads. rociely, and are perreating tne working
class, a8 never before. Mocw importany, we finf? some of these ideas
necessary for tne motion of vomen workers. Therefore, we don't wantg
to see them ignored, as ‘s apparently the policy of WP now.

Since our discuss:ion wook nlace She cuestion of a caucus has
been up in tne air, witi documents in prervaratioan.

: We are forming a saucus of women, vhc are in political agreement
on tne need for tne selr-organization of women iu the 1S,in the nY

branch. rroposals to th: branch for improved metnods of providing
child care for LS members and contacts will be one of our first




ez,

concerns, We would welcome any ideas or comments about the issues
we have raised, information about the status of the women's
caucuses in other branches, and suggestions about specific
proposals for its functioning, ’ ‘

Yours in struggle,

Diane C,
Eileen X,
Gay S.
Ilene W,
Jackie A,
Joan M,
Laura G,
Pauline B,
Ruth A,

Please write to us c/o Laura Guggenheinm
. 320 W, 87th Street
New York, N.,Y, 10024




OF DOPE ALD 30CIALLSH:
by Mark Smith(Austin-San Antonio)

(The political perspective of the following document was adopted unanimously
by the ‘ustin-San :ntonic chapter.)

tlost TSers wuuld zgree that a socialist organization should not make
drugs a primary polnt ol internsl debate. This is especizlly true when we
are devoting our energl.s bo industrialization and do not want our trade
union agitation to be sicwed down by quibbles over trivia. But when there
appears to be a lire devsloping that is so bad that it msokes the IS5 look
ridiculous to cur contasts and makes us embarrassed to sell WP, then that
line should be brought out in the open =znd examined in detail.

If someone had ever accussed me of belonging to a political organiza-
tion that loolked at heroin like the 1930s "scare posters" hysterically
portrayed marijuana, I would have told him that was blatantly absurd - the
IS is perhaps the one organization that demands scientific lMarxist anaglyses.
We wouldn't even iisten ‘e anrthing that opportunistically ridiculous as a
serious minority tendercy, Then I rsad (/P /67 "Smash Smack? and find I'm
pushing a newspaper thau presents just that position, implying it is.
endorsed by the 13,

The article cleariy signalled that internal discussion is necessary to
determine what our cxy :iizational liie on drugs should be. s a beginning
for discussion I wasnt tw o over what the article salid, explain exactly what
was wrong with it, and wele some suggestions for a socialist perspective,

The article, which was a reprint from United Justice Train(a Ui R&F
publication), started off with a very good point: orime is up tremendously
because heroin addictsrip people off to supply their habits and working
people are hit hardest by the thefeus, llext, it goes on an incredible
morality tangent, presenting hsroin as some sort of ungodly demon that is
out to eat up your soul if you don't watch out: It destroys working class
solidarity! It reduces gcod human beings to robots!.,.Tt brings criminals
into the shop! Tt breaks up families!" (Sound like something from a’ Dick
Tracy comic kook” o, it's straight out of the organ that represents you
and me.) Then the article makes a brief attack on capitalism as it points
out how.the hosses ciuin't care less how much workers are messed over by -
what's going on, wiile interestingly naking no mention at all of how the -
capitalist productive system 2llows the i'afia bosses to reap tremendous pro-
fits off the junk. Lastly, it presents the incredible program for riding
ourselves of the demon., The program is about right between the typical Pig
Dept. scare.propaganda and the Pentacostal Church, Grab every young worker
and give him -the Yord; we all gut together and pledge not to let ourselves
be seduced by the demon; “rafuss to talk to any worker wkwm on the stuff;"
Jesus will descend the second %ime as a cold turkey for methadone is yet
another demon,

In making & case azainet thie jibberish, there are four points I want
to cover: first, hercin is not a-cdangerous drug in a medical sense; second,
heroin is made danzareus o cenitalism; third, to attack the unfortunate
people who are on smarl instesd of +he bankrupt capitalist institutions that
cause the evils zosociabed wich addiction is one of the most extreme and
vicious forms ¢f srperiunism a socialist organization can degrade itself to:
and, fourth, any sclution %o “he problems of heroin must begin with a demand
for free heroin to all addicts and incorporate an uncompromising attack on
the profits of the Mafis and other drug companies getting rich off people's
habits.




"Dangers" of Heroin 2
Let's begin by looking at the myuhical fantasies and the scientiiic resl-

ities of heroin. liythical fantasy has it that getting addicted to smack is

the beginning of death - the drug slowly works away at your body so that with-

in a few years you've completely deteriorated physically: you. probably won't

last a few years cause you'll get wiped out by an overdose or hepatitis first;

after the drug has completely homogenized your brain you can't

even think enough to hold a job and do simple work; so you have to start steal~

ing and fucking other people over to get enough money to pay for your hakit.

A1l of this stuff happens. but the mythical fantasy part is the belief that

it is direcfly caused by the heroin and inevitably results from it.

Heroin is the most powerful derivative of epium. Various opiate deriv-
atives have been used by doctors for centuries to eliminate pain during sur~
gery. The reason that opium has been a faverite over other drugs like
alchohol is that opium is the one drug that does not destroy bodily function-
ing ond make a person more susceptible to disease., liany people, after getting -
an opiate addiction because of an operation,chose to remain on it rather than
go through the hassle of withdrawal, and continue to lead a normal life for
years. The most problem they get from the addiction is having to shoot up
every so often (more similar to a disbetic with insulin than a devil with a
pitchfork) and they have a lousy sex life.

But the smack a junkie gets from his neighborhood pusher is not the same
as heroin produced in a clinically pure lab. lLigybe 10-15% real heroin; 20
or 30 7 powdered sugar; 30 or LO ¥ baking soda; a little bit of strychnine
to pep it up: maybe a pinch of rat poinoning to pull it down; and, of course,
a smudging of Johsnon's Baby Powder to shooth it out. So junkies may well
get sicker than most people -~ but it's the hon-heroin additives that make
up 80-907 of his fix that do it. The disease potentialities are helped out
by the price going up .so much that addicts frequently spend almost every-
thing they have on junk so they don't eat theif inihimum daily requirements.
Its the impurity of the poorly manufactured street smack that causes over-
dosing., Getting 307 pure stuff when he's been getting 10y pure hits has
killed many an addict that wouldn't have died if he had had a drug store hab-
it. Deing hounded like they are, junkies don't bother with the other nicit~
ies of life like washing out their needles and hepatitis follows. Going
through years -of injection non-heroin crap and getting harassed by pigs is
what screws up a person’s head so much that he can't hold a Job.. It has al-
most nothing to do with the addiction itself. .. study of 25 addicts who mi-
grated from the Canadian holy war system of dealing with addicts to the '
more humane British system showed that in Canada ! held steady jobs, while
in Britian 68 were regularly employed. (These and other statistics I'1l
mention on crime rate and cost of heroin are from Edgar liay,"Drugs without
crime: A report on the British success with heroin addiction," Harpers

Magazine, July, 1971 pp. 60-65.)

Of course; what really gets people uptight about junkies (and is of
primary importance for a political analysis) is how much they rip off
other people to pay for their “expensive" habits. There is a strong myth
that heroin is an extremely expensive drug to produce., The fact is that a
heroin addiction should cost no more than a cigarette addiction. The same
quantity of heroin that sells for 31000 on the streets of New York goes for
$2.16 in a British clinic, The }.afia markup is clearly what causes the
burgularies, Without such a tremendous margin of profit there would be no
need for crime. The above-mentioned study also found that in Canada addicts
spent 25% of their addicted years in jail and only 2% when they were in
England. Other investigations find the typical British addict, who is given
heroin free, commits fewer crimes after addiction than he did before.
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Capitalism the culprit ;
This pubts us right in the middle of point two, that the evils of smack

“are caused by capitalist property relations. The koy o the whole social
ﬂature of heroin is the '$997.8L difference between what it costs to produce
it and the $1000 it sells for on the strests. Capitalism started out pro-
ducing commodities that people needed. But as it bocame the dominant mode
of production, the profit motive became the basic reason for production
rather than the usefulness of the things produced. Ldvanced capitalism gives
rise to a whole number of industries that don't produce anything at all but
exist simply becagée they are profitable: advertising, competitive insurance
companies, military products., All worthless junl that canmch be consumed,
but makes profits and/or incresases profits of consumptive industries, These
areas of worthless production have one thing in common ~ “hey take advantage
of a human weakness and twist it away from its normal cocizl surrounding of
people trying to make up for it and use it for profits. Capitalism exploits
and magnifies every human frailty that is susceptible to profit-making.

Heroin does have one bad feature - it zddicts you. *nd it does that
better than anything else the Lord has set on thic garth (cther than sex and
revolutionary politics). Because of this powerful human :ieakness, heroin
provides snother way for the b1%g thirsty swine to steal from working people
w1th9ut‘producing anything. The i{afia sets up a whole corporate structure,
bec9mes the monopoly in its field, and is now tha ulsimate MiniMax -- ;
minimum expenses with maximum profits. The chain of relations is exemplary
of our free, competitive economy: The'.addict:tresks into homes to attack
WOrgers and steal their belongings, which he sells to pay the petty bour-
geois pusher, who gives the lion's share of «thié profits “o the big Mafia
bosses, who invest thier profits in police equipment and enccyrage drug
crackdowns to wipe out small competitors and ensure theirp monopoly position.

It's a classic capitalist screw job. Just with a 1it+ls more
intense suffering along.the line. The whole thing clearly reveals that the
bourgeoisie is perfectly willing to cause any amount ¢f snffering necessary
to maximize profits, since witheut the profit mobive over 99% of the pain
that goes along with smack would disintegrate. Tiis sector of the bourgeoisie
needs a few things,to help them along. They need pecple who are so messed
up that they need some kind of junk to get by; and the #free enterprise"
system does an excellent.job of providing this. They need comething like
illegal marijuana to.insure their expanding clientale have ready access to
dealers: and the alcohol lobby willingly does what it can to help with this.,
But most importantly, they need mass hysteria sgainst the demon drug so it
will never be distributed to addicis free; and WP pitches in to provide
some of this, - , ;
OPPORTUNISH

In elaborating on this third point, the WP sitempt to degrade the is
into extreme opportunism, there are four subpoints T nced to make: firstly,
that attacking zddicts is not an IS originai but “z a vulgar SWP-like try
at recruiting black militants by tail-endingscre shsurd idsa they come up
with; secondly, that the moralistic puritanism that is the basis of attack-
ing the oppressed has no Place in revolutionary Marxism; friedly, that this
current binge is completely alien to the harxict tradition of always attack-
ing the oppressor and never atticking the oppressec; and, fourthly, that by=-
passing these liarxist traditions plays right into the hapde of the bourgeois
attempts to divide the working class.

£ D e ey
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Subpoint ;1: Tail-ending. For a couple of years now various black

militants, “especially those coming out of the BPP tradition, have been on

a nut tangent to purify the black community by purging it of smack dealers.
~‘Partly its a blend of "a Meoist 'serve the people" orientation and a Muslim
-Mget-right-with-4lah' trip. But more than that, it reflects the BPP's ine

ability to relate to the working class. With a failure of a proletarian out-

look, they fell into ultra-leftist attacks on the nearest thing looking like
" an enemy. ‘hen this got them jailed and clubbed, they needed something a
little less dangerous than cops to attack, and found junkies. Instead of -
criticizing this path, WP gave tacit support as it included junkie-baiting
along with fairly gochEEticles on Jackie Robinson and WY bussing in the
"black issue", #67. o

Je had a distasteful experience with the "smash smack®" orientation in
‘ustin a little over a year ago. Vhen people started freaking out on bur-
gularies by addicts a group of liberals called a public meeting over it, and
they were quickly supported by the Cormunity United Front, sustin's version
of the BPP. They hopped up and down. and made a lot of noise . on the news and
had a moralistic program foreshadowing the WP:article. They also got a pledge
from the City Council to act on the problem, The Council proceeded to pass-
an ordinance offering a $500 bounty for anyone informing on a person who gets
convicted of a narcotics charge. The result .of the whole thing was several
bounties being paid for grass busts and none for heroin, some liberal poli-
ticiens getting more publicity, and-a great number of léeftists becoming .
discouraged and cynical. /e made a bad mistake in our intervention. But
our mistake was not that we failed to yell "me to0o'"™ when the do-goodies .
slobbered out their morality crap. Our gross, terrible error was that we .
were too timid to stand up against the preveiling winds and scream out,
polemicize, and Teaflet what we knew to be correct - that there .was nothing
wrong with heroin per se and a program must demand free heroin to addicts
with an attack.on flafia profits. The winds blew S0 strongly we knew: they
would never change. DBut they did. A number of the best people read up on
‘heroin independently, found out about the drug, became disgusted with what
‘was going on, and left the whole mess. . If we had had the courage to pre-
sent the correct line at the beginning of the thing we would have been _
hounded and ridiculed; but when those people with ‘the best conschousness had
found out for themselves that the one group that publicly put forth the
wierd, isolated position was absolutely correct, there is no doubt we would
haveé made some very good contacts. But we would have gained absolutely
nothing by just being another sect vying for the title of loudest me-tooer.
We will not win respect from blacks by abandoning the socialist role of
criticizing well-intentioned mistakes of other leftists and tail-ending
every half-assed tangent the dashiki militants are off on,

‘Subpoint ;}2: puritanism. '/hile reading the "Shash smack" article, it
occurred to me that the non-opiate“drugs alcohol, barbituates, and metha-
drine all have four things in cormon that distinguish them from heroin:

- 1) they are all a worse problem in terms of numbers of people atidicted;-

.1°2) they all cause definite physiological damage;

3) they are all more socially acceptable addictions;

.. L) none of them were explicitly condemned in the WP article.
It was clearly heroin's lack of social acceptability rather than any of its
innate characteristics that provoked the attack on it. This attack would
fit better with PL's condemnation of gays as representing bourgeois degen-
eracy than the Marxist position that a person's private behavior is not
subject to regulation by state or party. I'm sure a2 lot of the search for
medical substitutes for heroin that do the identical thing as it does:
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follows the same line of réasoning - the ecstacy of the rush a person gets
off ‘a- heroin injection.is vaguely -reminiscent of the ecstacy of sexual cli-
maxand .enything. which has even the remotést resemblamce to sexual pleasure

megrtainly hos no -place in-medicine. . . socialist position should be. that

. +¥bat drugs a person: takes,.like his preference for copulatory positions,
ébgvldfbé left solely for him to decide. Of course, ther should be laws .
.gwéﬁiﬁiiing talcing drugs or fucking while driving a car or operating machine

Jéf&“éiﬁﬁe this could endanger other people, '

A;%ﬂbpoiht i 3: tho do you hate: People .who shoot smack rip off other
_pgople. So they become the most immediate target for the hostility of the
people who gk get ripped off. The real question is whether the role of a
liatxist should be to follow the immediate, reflex responses of workers or "'
t¥y to lead Workers and redirect this hostility toward the ruling class. ™77
~The ' first uniohs on the west coast titre Fofmed to keep out cheap oriental =%
labor. -:Tithink the }erxist orientation would have been to demand equal e
wages. for all workers, i.e., that oriental as well as white workers stop get-
ting -attacked by the bosses, rather:than tail-end the primitive racism of..:-
Ihe workexs. .lUomen who have illegitimate children are fucking over other .
workers just as surely as junkies are.. There is no question that an illeg- .
itimate kid is much more likely to be a tax burden and later a criminal.
..x5 the socialist position to attack poor women who have the audacity to’ have
‘sexudl intereburse outside of marriage or to damand free, legal abortion and
an improved quality of life for everyorie? -When unemployed blacks resort to
robbery we don't tail-end Nixon and demand more pigs on the streets. We
put forth a socialist program of demanding a decent standard of living for
the unemployed and defend the rights of the prisoners, Ty

» - A primary characteristic of oppressed people is that they are fucked
up. - As long as there is capitalism there will be people race-baiting and
shooting junk. The task of socialists is to point to the ruling class and
say "there is the pig" and not to expect the problems of capitalism to be
solved by workers being more virtuous, To base a revolutionary program on
the personal morality of oppressed peoples is to expect socialist man be-
fore we have socialism - a prograri the groovy, cosmic cormunalists get
into well enough withouwt our encouragement.,

Subpoint #h: Divisions. Perhaps the greatést single factor keeping
the capitalist class in power is the deep divisions of the working ¢lass.
Their.first goal is to get people to compete for jobs. DBut their more sub-
tle aim is to create antggonisms off the ‘shop {loor that will prevent braad
class unity from developing, The H.S.:ruling class has been incredibly suce
cessful at convincing a huge number of workers their biggest -enemy is "the
welfare moochers". ILiberation novements.very easily fall into attacking the

most dggraded secbor of society,because its one of the few attacks .they can
make without the heavy hand of the state coming down on them. ihen left
movements fall into this trap, it is thé”hiSthical role of Marxists to

point out what's happening, not to fall into the same trap. i

i ne type of broad class unity.that is essential for revolu-
tionary developments is k&x building a working class perspective
in the ¢.I. movement. = Suppose we take the "Smash Smack” line of
"refusing to tall to workers who -use heroin" for a G.I. program,
Then we have the fantastic idea of recruiting -enlisted men by not
talking to those who shoot junk. Given the number af G.I.s who
are on gaack, this would be one of the best ways to destroy any
rotent:iai of influencing that movement. I E
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7 (1t's interesting to contrast this ‘attack on addicts with
the NAC's recent line on "war prisoners.” While going apeshit
over the penny-ante crimes of the lumpen, the ruling class ioves
to excuse their criminal lackeys and even make heroes out of them.
One of their most blatant and successful tries is the recent "POW"
campalgn. These "POWs" are mainly career airforce officers who
volunteer to burn school children and hospitals to spead up their
next promotion. Look at the ranks on some of the bracelets:
Major Whoozis, Colonel Whizbang, Captain Asslick, ad nauseum,
Not exactly -typical enlisted men. When the NAC calls for the re-
lease of all "war prisoners”, but does not specifically exclude
these butchers, the implication is a cowardly bbwing”to Nixon's
pressure. Make no mistake about these viclous zaimals. They are
not prisoners of war and they should not be released - they are
war criminals and they should be executed. For once in their
Stalinist careers the North VietnameSe’beﬁrocrats were correack .
when they used to insist on their right to bring these war crim-
inals to trial. I hope the NAC's action was an oversight, But
if they insist on defending the capitalists' most bloodthirsty
swine while attacking its most oppressed victims, they might also
consider changing our revolutionary symbol from a red star to a
yellow stripe.) ‘ SR - ‘

Program

The fourth major point is what a Marxist program for drugs
should be. As a beginning, we should consider slogans iike the
following: : . :

1) Reduce crime - federal clinics for free heroin to addicts

2) Fight burgularies - smash Mafia profits

3) Fight addiction'~ no drug advertising and propaganda -

nationalize drug companies under workers' control

Actually, these would make lousy slogans because the wording is
awkward. But the ideas need to be there. It's important to
mention federal clinics since people would be well aware that
igsolated local clinics would attract huge numbers of addicts to
their area. It's important to hit:drug advertising =ince every-
one has at least some primitive consciousness aroused when the
TV has one blurb right after the other. to put more crap in your
body. The essence of socialist propaganda on drugs must be to
1ink robberies and the pain people feel in their personal lives
to capitalist profits. While most drugs are sort of half-good,
half-bad in what they do physiologically, hercin provides us with
a crystal clear picturs of how a déhaying socila system can make’
a drug 1000 times worse than it has to be.  We must agitate on
this point whenever we're talking about drugs.

'Thege are at least three general ways capitalism messes
peoplenover with drugs: ' '

k). Capitalism makes some drugs more danéerous than they
have to be (heroin is the prime example). ;

2)iCapitalism creates conditions that makes workers take
speed like methadrine to keep up with the line (tbis is

N S



DOPE . - = Austin-San Antonio

important and deserves attention in WP, but I'm not going over
it. since there probably-ism't any internal controversy over it)

4 3); Capitalism results in certadin- &rugs ‘that are more dan-
gerous being pushed over others when there “i8 & higher margin
of profit. Marijuana and alcohol provzde £ good example of this
»and there needs to ‘be: discussion on; thiS'pbint sincé the ug 1al
Marxist position: is-that leftists” shouldn® t even waste time ’al-
king about grass, -

Pot and booze tend to be consumed in a "one~instead-of~the-
other" fashion - you might well substitute smoking a j01nt for
drinking a beer when you get ‘Home from work, but it's very un-
likely you'll substitute cocaine or aspirin. Since marijuana
¥s in an almost ready.to: ‘eonsume form whin it ripens, it will
' never ‘be a source of. high profits. Its product;on cannot in-
volve. very much labor: to exploit and its price would quickly be
driven down were it ‘to be legallzed - Alcohol requires considera=-
ble labor in its productioch -and ‘therefore is a source of surplus
value and profits. This means alcohol industrialists probably
could not make up the lost brewery investment following legaliza-
tion.

On the other hand, the scientific evidence consistently and
strongly implies people would, in general, be much better off if
they were potheads instead of boozers. Even though the U.S. gov=-
ernment has spent vast amounts and offered large rewards for
research proving the harmful effects of marijuana, they can't
find any. Yet alcohol clearly does such nice things as rotting
out your liver and causing most of the injuries from auto acci-
dents. (The typical results are like those of the Bureau of
Motor Vehicles of Washington State that found marijuana causes
the same amount of errors on simulated driving performance that
taking no drug at all does, but alcohol significantly increases
errors. Grinspoon, "Marihuana," Scientific American, Dec,,1969,)

In the last few years the type of people(whites) who smoke
grass has broadened from a few campus freaks to a huge sector of
working class youth. Iong hairs are frequently recruited, along
with blacks and Chicanos, %o do the worst jobs with the lowest
wages. Unlike the rich hippy who has no job to lose and whose
daddy pays off the D.A., it is these working class dope smokers
who get hit hardest by the anti-marijuana laws. Socialists
should be pointing out how anti- -dope laws are not devoid of
class content but attack a sector of the working class to pro-
tect the interests of the alcohol industry.

It seems that some comrades, in order to prove the purity
of their industrialization miofive, feel guilty about coming from
a middle class college and do everything possible to deny their
background. Since middle class college kids were the ones who
made dope popular, it becomes unsocialist to even mention it.
While we don‘t propose centering socialist agitation around blacks
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weating Afros of women going without make—up, when theseé issues
come up on the job, we certainly give full support and point

out that only with a socialist revolution will personal :liberties
be - fully protected.  Failure to do the same for marijuana is-to" °
give-up a revolutionary socialist analysis and retreat into basing
a. program on guilt feelings. This guilt apprcach is more charac-
teristic of slobbering liberal reformism than the perspectives :
the I8 should be taking._

. In conclusion, we should all agree. that heroin, marijuana;
and other drugs are not primary arenas for our political work.xe,
But occassional leaflets and articles in WP are entirely consis~
tent _with a socialist: organlzation. If we are going to win
respect for the IS, it will have to be based on the:way we pre- - -
gsent revolutionary Msxi® Marxist. analyses and programs rather : .
than our ability to be quicker than the SWP in opportunistically
jumping on bandwagons. P4 -




NOTES 6N LYNN JONES' WOMEN'S LIBERATION PERSPECTIVES
P » o o by Andrew B.
12/25/72

What follow ars two brief comMEhtson the uce. of, statlstics in
Lynn Jones' documen L, "Women's leerg ;on Perspcctlve , BULLETIN
No, 34 (Deceﬁber g, 1972). o

The firgt cox meﬂt concerns. the llkclv mlsanerDretatlgn of
the diqtrlbuh¢oa of U S. woilen workers into the "“lue ~collar,
"white-collzr," 21d "service' cetegories in Jones' Tsble 1--.
Employment of Women, By Type of Work, 1540, 1$50, i96° (page 3) and
Teble 2-Emplovment of Women, By Occunation, l,o, (pege 4), The.
Women's Burezu of the U,S, Department of Laoor (DoL) i=:the source
of the deta in Jones' tsbles. The two Women's Bureau oublicetions
cited by Jene= utilize the came Census ‘Bureszu cetegories Which
Andrew Levlieon hrs’. efully criticized for zrosely underktating
the number swnd “srcentoge of blue col’ ar/uanual w0fk=rs id the U,S,
(See hie "The vorxéng—CWC Hajority, " Hation, 'CUXTII, no. 20
(December 13, 1.71), pr. 26 528, )Hle metnccolcgv wag aprlied to
the 1S6¢ Cemnsu= decie (the seme year used in Joneg? * Paly geiff 1 ¥ "ahd 2)
for the workin~ vopvlsticn zg s whole, dlicsacgres atl”” cignificant
numbers cf blue-coller workers from Lhe'"aervlce" “egory and ALt
other menusl “rorisre from the "wHitelcolZar" satec o“". Similar
arithmetlc megvi»-lations ofithe drta used by the DoL ¢ Women' g
Bureay woulc mive ug 2 more vrecicse notion OL ohe Zrosg ocoupational
distrivuticn of T.S. women worKkers. '

The second comment concerns the comnarison of women's median”
wage comrered with thst of men durlng the 2eet decade end a halfy :
The table belcw is derived from Joneg' Ta}ie_E'(page 19): -] ﬁ“

Teble l-- Dgller Gar Between WOmen and hen & Mgdiaﬁ Annual -
Wooe, 1955-1965 - - R R SR

Women's Median Wage as Doller Biennial Increase

Year A Percentame of Men's Gan In Dollar Gap

1955 63.9% ,_/_/3 g W

1957 63.8 1 705 - #1852

1958 61.3 2018 - 311

1961 594 21y LT 29T

1963 5G6.6 2,417 104

1 g5k LI 0.0 2,552 135 o
1867 - B £ SN 3,032 +430 “ing
1960 60 5 3,250 218

Thus, 1ﬂ fllueeﬂ years, while women's median anunusl wage-
incressed 83 p-r cent, the dollar gap geprreting women's median
annual income .rcm men's incresgsed by 109 per: gentl Jones writesy:
"Phis fem in coroinge hos been oun the incrzase in recedt years (See
Teble 5), elthcuzh women did make a slishit gai between 1567 and
1869, nﬁcubted1v “he result of the impcet of the women'e movement."
(Dage 1S) Mot go! In the 1S67-1G6G bienulurm, ihe dollsr gap
betweed mew =n? omen workers widened bv $218 tc a chesm of §$3,250.
dJones peye Ltoo much ettention to the 2.7 nercintcre rvoint increass
in women‘e mediay ivncome ag 2 nDercentesge of wen's (1957-1959) to
notice thet romer contlinued to lose ground to mer during this two-
year pericd--zo durive the entire neriod under considerstion,
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