Negroes in the Rfevloiuﬁon: R

The Significance of Their Independent Struggles

(The Jonuary, 1945, number of the NEW INTERNATIONAL eay-
ried the resolution of the National Committee of the Workera Party
and the resolution of the minority of tha committes on “Negroes
and the Revolution.” The following article in & dlscussion article

on this- question which ls now being diseussed in the Workera .

Party.—The Editor.)
L v 4

The whole argument on the Negro
Question revolves around our relationship Lo the independent
strugyles of the Negro masses. Com. Johnson in his resolu-
tion states:

The ideal aitustion is that the struggle of the minoxity group
ahould be organized and led by the proletariat, But to make 1hia
& precondition of supporting the struggle of the non-projetarian,
semi-prolotarinn or non-tlasn-conacious groups is a repudintion of
Marxist theory and practice, Thus it 4@ utterly folew to draw the
soveluslon thot the independent atrugyle of the Negro massce Jor
their democratic rights is to be looked upon wmerely as o prelimni.
nary sfuge fo o recognition by ke Neproes thet tie rral stronle
ix the etruggle for socialiam (p. 16, col. 1).

Except for some vague phrases about the revolutionary
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potentialities of the Negro masses, there is nowhere in Com.
Coolidge, hemmed in by “narrow confines.” He displays a dis-
Negro mass struggle to the struggle of the whole proletariat.
Com. Coolidge is most insistent upon the fact that ‘

While even violent struggles may take place around such [ssues
(equality}, the aim of tho WP must be to lead the struggle for
democratic rights out of these merrow confincs” (p. 9, col. 2. My
emphasis—F. F.). . . .
Not anly are these democratic struggles, according to Com.
Caclidge, hemmed in by "narow confines,” he displays a dis
regard of their significance except to the degree tha they are
integrated into the general class struggle. It is his conception
that:

Tho stenpgle for demoerntic rights must become and remain
an Integral pnrt of the class struggle in the U. 8. Nepgroes can at-
tain the strength and confidence to bremk through the thick walls
of Jim Crow to the degree that they sre aupported by and inte~
prated into the working class and its organizations (p. 10, col. 2,
My emphuuls,—F, Fi). )

Are the wremendous sirapgles that the Megroes are carying on
toduy, despite the “national unity” called forth by the im-
perialist war, to be looked down upon because of the "“narrow
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roplines”? et the naniow wmfines in actuality the confines
of the aapitalist state [ionn which the Negro mases will never
Lreak out exeept through treaking deat state? i dhis struggle
e they hine o+ decisive sole o play or can they not get o first
hae except as anintegral pt of the general class soaggler

The question ol the ellect of independene stroggles of
winovity groups i not withoot a past, alibough Goem, Con.
lidge seets e distegd that past. Heve is wha Lenin wrote:

The dinlectic of history is such that smell nuations, powerless
us an independeat factor in the strugele sgalost imperlalism, play

a purt as one of the bacllli, which help the veal power against im-
perieiiam to come on the scene, namely, the soeiuliet proletaviat.

Does or does not Com, Coolidge think that the Negro
strugples in Awerica are just such bactlli as Lenin vefers 103
What dues he think brovght about Excoutive Order 8802, the
FEPIC, the ives-Quinn Bill¥ Doesn't Labar Action, week in
and week out, stress the fact that it is the activity of the Ne-
groes, their refusal 10 subordinate their demand for deme-
vtidie righis to “national unity,” their demonstrated hostiliny
to this imperialist war, that forced these sors out of the capi-
alisy stieter What stimulated both the i and AFL o fight
fnr the passage of the Ives-Quinn Rill? Here, 100, wasn't it the
activity of the Negro masses that broughe abour the united
front between labor and the Negro? § should like w know
from Com. Coolidge: does he or does he not accept Lenin's
analysis of the significance of the struggles of minerity groups?
His Resolurion is a veiled polemic against Lenin's views.

“The Trade Unlons or the WP"?
Here is how Com. Coolidge defines our task:

The WP does not consider the struggle for democratic rights
an end in ilself. The porty does not leok upon the. Negro or mixed
organizatiuns formed for leading this struggle as ends in them-
#elves to be permanently meintsined and vseful in 21l situations
und in all efreumstances” (p. 9, col. 1. My emphasis.—F. F.).

Whoever comsidered any struggle “an end in itseli™? \\'I'l}"

sheuld any one wish to maintain any organization “perma.
nently”? Com. Coolidzge cansiders the “ordeal of agitation for
democratic rights and the economic strugyle” justified because
it is the best means of bringing thé workers “inio cluss strug-
gle and class conscicusness.” (p. 9, col. 1) Does he then con-
sider the class struggle “an end in itself*? The final struggle
against capitalism is not an “end in isell” but a struggle for
socialism. What is an ‘end in fuself*? Against whom is he argu.
ing? He continues, as follows:

The masses of the Negroes today are triply deluded. They are
beguiled by white politicians, troduced by the  industrial over.
jurds mnd misled by the Negro lendery, Jicutenants of the politica.
economic general staff of the burgeolsic. Hereln les.the danger of

" uneritical mupport of organiztions, even the best of them, fighting
for democratic rights. The program of thir leadership doea not in-
clude & struggle againat capitalism, now or in the future” (p. B,
col, 2. My emphasis). '

I should like to ask Com, Coalidge: what revolwinnist ever
gave any organiration, not to speak of a non-Marxist one, its
“uncritical support™? T should like to ask further: <oes the
program of the trade union leadership envisage such a strug-
gle agains capitalism? And we do, don't we, cnthusiastically
suppart trade union struggle for immediate demands?

. Itis all the nare impossible to make ovt what Gom. Coo-
lidge means since he dnex net carry the critical attitude that
he has 1oward Negro organizations over to the trade unions.
On the comrary. Here is what he writes:
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The steategy nnd taclies of the revolutionists must be Lo Jiqul-
dute the ileolopgical influence of the preaent Negro and white Jead-
ership of the Negro masses and to replace this ieadership with o
mifitant lenderahip at least moving in the direction of ciaar con.
sciousners, Concretely, this could only be a leadership supplinl
from the trade enivee or the WP {p. 9, col, 2. My emphasisn—F., 7.}

Now, why—to borraw an expresdon from Com, Coolidge—
so “exalt”™ ihe wade wnions as to clevate theny to an, equeat
pline with o sevolutivnary Marxist political pariy, the 1P}
A trcde union is not a political party; s field is genevally
limited 10 cconmnie stggeles of an immediate nature, strug.
ghes that are hemmed in—~to borrow anather expression from
Com, Coolidge—by “narrow cocfines,” At the moment ir has
a class-eollaborationist, pro.dmperialist war leadership--all the
attributes which make Coolidge distrust the Negro arganiza-
tions. What, 1 repeat, causes the distinction in suitdes never-
theless?

Com. Coolidge is betrayed into this false position by the
motive which drives him all through the Resolution to wipe
away any significance that can be attached to the independent
Negro seruggle. We suppart the trade union struggle for im-
mediate demands because, due to the workers' role in the
process of production, this struggle leads them w a struggle”
against capitalism, despite the class’collaborationist program
ol their leadership, Likewise, the logic of the Negro struggle
for immediate democratic rights will lead them to a struggle
against capiial and the state. The MOW, for instance, was @
movemeni direcied against the capitalist state. The Negrnes
were prepared Lo march on Washington. That is where they
have to begin. In 1905 the Russian profetariat under the lead-
ership of a priest marched 1o the Crar; that was the beginning
of their wisdom., Con. Coolidge, however, plays down the role
of the MOW, while a1 the same time exalting the trade union-
ist part of the leadership whose program is indistinguishable
from that of the petty bowgeois leadership and whose action

. has bound the masses to the chariot of the capitalist state.

Hore is what he widies:

The MOW was at firat visualized and advertised as a militant
muss movement of prolest sgainst Jim Crow and diserimination.
-+« The leaders of the MOW, however, with the szception.of Ran-.
dolpk, being from Negro and Negro-white petty bourgeois organ-
izations, with jobs to prdtect, soon turmed the movement away
from its militant beginnings Into a sort of pacifist do-nothing or-
ganization. Before Lhis stage was resched, however, most of the
original Negro leadership in the MOW had withdrawn, (P. 10, col.
1.. My emphnsis—F. F.) - . -

IE, us is true, the petty bourgeois leadership had withdrawn
before even it became a do-nothing organization, who then
ied jt 1o the do-nnthing stage? Coms, Coalidge, in anc breath.
admits that the tade.unionist Randolph wha remained the
leader of the organization led it to this stage, and, in the next
breath, writes “if it {a militant Negro organization) is to serve
the interests of the masses of Negroes, such an erganization
will have to be led by militant Negro workers of ‘the trade
unian movement” (p. 10, col. 1, my emphasis F. F.} Once
again: why so exalt the trade union leadership? Isn't this the
political consequence of belittling the mass activities of the
Negroes? ‘

An Appzal fo fhe Trade Uniens or Fignt Againsé
the Bourgeoisie?
" The cvux of the mater lies in this: Com, Conlidge conceives
of the struggle for demacratic rights not as a_fight egainst the
bourgeoisic but as an appeel to the trade union maovement,

Here is how he expresses it:
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The demand of the WP for social, political and economie equal.
jty for Negroes is not direcled primarily at the hourgecinle, ..,
The slogan i3 addressed divectly to the white proletariat: to the
white workera in the orgunized labor movement, (P, 10, col, 2.)

Who oppresses ihe Nepro: is it the hourgeoisie or is it the
white workingefass? Who deprives hin of social and political
equalitg? Is it the capitalist state? Ov is it the vrganized labor
mnovement?

bis true thar there iy 3 disinetdon within the vanks of e
profetariat, -t is this which motivated "rotsky 10 say ihat to
the Negro worker the white worker appears as i oppressor,
A revolutionary party, he counselled, should ke that o
cousitleration; it is one of the clements which makes of the
Negro problem a special problems that cannot bz nerely
“integrated” into the general class struggle. It is true, further,
that the distinction within the proletaran ranks motivated
Lenin 1o espouse a “duality of propaganda,” one addressed
to the proletariat of the oppiressing nation which gains from
the special oppression by its bourgeoisic of the waorkers of the
ofrpressed nation, and th= other adressed to the proletariat of
the oppressed nation which suffered from a@al.‘npprcssiun.
Education of the proletarizt of the oppressing nation proceeds
at all times, but at no time is the fact lost sight of that this
consists not merely of an appeal to the proletariat but a strug-
gle against capitalism and. the state. ’ :

The Negroes and the Trade ‘Unions
Since World War I the Negro has experienced a phenom-
enal proletarinnizition and urbanizatien. In addition to this,
" he has, since the organization of the CIO, experienced a tre-
‘mendous unionization. This, however, has not solved the
Negro problem because the more integrated into the trade
union_movement, the morg -the Negro resefits and sirojgles
against_his_seovegation owtsidé of it. ‘This is an organic part
of the Leninist conception of the National Question. Com.
Johnson has drawn from this the following zonclusion:

This dual movement is the key to the Marxist analysin of the
Negro quediton in the U. 8. A. (P, 13, col, 1.) o
Far Com. Coolidge, on the other hand, this integration into
the trade wnion movement is the straight road to the solution
of the Negro problem, and he counsebs:

Tho Negroes In the United States must loy their case before
the trade unfons, Not as outsiders seeking a mited Tront, but from
the Inslde as on integral and integrated part of the labor ‘move-
ment, (P, 10, col, 2,)

+ It is a fact, however, isn't- it, that in Detrait, where the
Negroes ave most integrated into the trade vnion movement,
the riots oceurred? Precisely because the significance of this
escapes om. Conlidge, fic falls into subjectivism, Duality of
propaganda in his hands becomes a duality of blame. Where
he dees not blame the bourgenisie for its "plots,” he blames
the Negro working class for its “delusion” and he appeals to
the white proletariat “to wipe out che blot placed on Iabor's
escutcheon by the shabby and shamefl ireatment labor has
accorded the Negro since emancipation.” (P, 10, col. 2) The
greatness of the Bolshevik solumion lies precisely in knowing
ftow to meet the danger of the division in the laber move-
ment. We go to meet it by class siruggle, and by stimulating

- the independent mass movement af the Nigives and curning -

it against the bourgeoisic. ‘Uhere is no other way of avoiding a
dlivided fabor movement. Didr't the independent activity of
the Nepraes stimulate the UAW to fight for Negra housing in
Detroit and have a united front with lalor in the elections?

284

THE HEW INTERNATIONAL - MAY, 1945

Indepentent wass activity of the Negroes is the hest imsone
ment for educating both white and Negro warkers wd mobi-
liring the white workews in the fighe [or Negro emanipation,

The Porty Policy
Cam. Coolidge wriies:

While the party is poritive and aincere in its demumds for Ne-
pro equality, urging Negroes to carty on the fight coaselesaly und
relentlenaly, the party has its own correct Marxinn outlook and
aims, the consolidation of the whole proletmrint, Irtespective of
race, color or nationality. (P. 9, col, 1. My emphasis—F, F.)

Why, in a political resolntion, is there need o offer asur.
ances of the party’s “sincerity” in the fight for democrnic
rights unless implicit v that resolution was a distrust of (hese
struggles? Implicit, becawse our condescending anitwde
these struggles, which we consider an “ordeal,” is positively
protruding through ihe assurances? Implicit, hecause Com,
Coolidge gives with one hand and takes away with the other.
Although he has stated that only “one totally ignorant of the
dual disability of the American Negro” would wish 10 sulr
merge the struggie for demacratic rights in the gencral class
struggle, he has also written: :

We huave said that not eren the struggle for democratie rights
can be divorced or separdted from the class struggle. (P. 11, col. 2.
My emphasis—F. F.}

Why then does there exist a special Negio problem and
what is our attitude to the Negro organizations that (ry to
deal with that prohlem? Com. Coolidge explains:

The WP will approach Negroes and Negre organizations with
an appeal directed primarily to the proletarians, Qur aim is to
break the wage earners away from the stultifying, defeatist, class.
collaborationist Negro leaderahifi, Thig 1o tHa"firat step in creating
A clmass rupture between  the prolétarians ahd the. Negro leader
clque, servitors of the white bourgeolsie. {P. 9, col, 2. My empha-
sis ~F. F.) _ .

The first step ought; to be fo fight. Tf the first siep is not to
fight, but to create a class rupture in these organizations, does
or does not such'a statement mean a declaration of wir’
against these organizations? This is not a theoretical ques~
tion, but one concerning practical action, Do we propose fo
make these organizations appendages to the revolutionary
party? If that can be done, then why shouldn’t they become
an integral part of the revolutionary party? To maintain.a
separate existence under the circumstances that they are pro-
letarian organizations and have adopted a revolutionary pro-
gram would indeed be reactionary. If the first step in entering.
the arganizations that figlit for demooatic rights of the Ne-
gro people is the creating of a class rupture hetween the pro-
letarian Negroes and the “leader cligue,” then, of necessity.
the party in actuality is demanding that these organizations
accept our program as a condition for our suppart,

The Neyro Question as a National Question

The failure to recognize the objective validity of the Negro
‘msss struggle: or recognize it in one paragraph and deny it
in the next compels Comrade Coalidge 'to slip inta an ideal-
istic approach to the Negro question. He writes:

Two and a half centuries of bandage place o atignia on the Ne-

Zro Which even after soveral deeades of ficedom he hias nist Leen

able to wipe away. (P, 7, col, 1, My emphasis—F. F.}

But what, Comrade Coolidge, is the economic voat of this
stignm?z Ian't it orae that for o “stigma” 1o be so peisistent it
mine feed and nourish itself in economic raots deeply im-
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Bedded it the community? Could the “stigma® have persisted
i toug § the veconomic remains of shavery had not pesisted?
Of the thirteen million Negroes in Amevica, nine and a hall
mitlion ave still it the Somth and the majority of these are
shiarecroppens. Lenin thought hat within the economie re
muins of shvery vesided the economic voots of the Negro fues-
tron. In his study of Gapitelism and Agricaliure in the Uniled
States, Lenin Iound a “striking similavity” between the cco-
nomic position ol the American Negro and the Russian serf,
Lenin stressed the faer that the Negro is “conditioned and
developed by spec il ceomomic relations” which follow him
wherever he gows, whether on the plantation or in the factory,
in the Notth or in the South. It is this in fact which motivated
Lenin in his Theses on the National Question to single out
the Irish and the American Negroes as examples of special
uppression that required specinl methads of handling outside
of the general strugule. It iy the special oppression which has
pessisted through the industrialization and vrbanization of
the Negro-and which has made the Negro conscious of his
being a speeial “group” in the community thar maotivated
Troisky in 1934 (o place the Negro question in the category
of the National Question, Does Comrade Coolidge accept this
interpretation?

In a Marxist organization like owrs Cownade Coolidge
should mak: clear: (1) What is_ his attitude to the Leninist
_vonception of the Negro Question? {2) Whae is his attitude
16 Trowsky’s conception of the Negro Question? (8) Does he
believe trat Lenin and Trotsky thought the Negroes were a
nation ard that this is the reason for the position they tock?
- (4) Does'he believe that they snderestimated the rdie of the
Negro proletariat and that is why they placed the Negro Ques-

. did? (5) Or does he agree that they ‘placed the Negro Ques.
tign as part eof the National Question because of their con-
ception of the Negro struggle as an independent mass strug:
gle? Bolshevism has always known that the aveidance of stat-
.ing an attitude ‘on hese questions is in reality to repudiate
them. .

*  Comrade Conlidge’s resolution ¢onfuses the party as to
the significance of {he position of Lenin and Trotsky on the
National Question and makes impossible any understanding
of, the continuity of Marxist. doctrine and its. application to
the developing situation. )

Conclusions

How, concretely, do the differsnces between the Coolidge
ind Johnson positions express themselves in the politics of
roxlay? . ' ‘

Comirade Johnson's resolution attaches enormdus signifi-
cance to'the movement of the Negroes in Hatlem, in Detroit,
cic. It claims that these movements have initiated political ac-
fivity amony; the organized proletariat. it_claims, further,
that it is along these lines that the Negro struggle must. and
will develap. Tt asseits tliat TH€ best means of educating the
Negro people in'the realities of class politics is by means of
encouraging organizations of these mass scruggles. Te states,
i'urt_her. that it is hy means of this mass struggle that the or-
g:lm_zcd labor movement, which is predominantly white, will
realize that the Negro struggle is net merely a trade union
question but one that vequires politieal organization and
extra-parliamentary siruggles, The Johnson resolution clainms
that this is the way, both among the white proletarians ‘and
among the Negroes. to wipe away the possibiiity of inter.racia!
clashes which might disrupt the solidity of the lahor move-
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tion a5 part of the National Question, as they, nnmistakahly

ment. It is atlong these lines that the propaganda and agita-
tion of the party i ity education not only of Negraes but of -
the white proletariat con do its bust service,

Read the Coolidge reselation. 1t does noy understand the
significance of the mass struggles of the Negro penple thm
excited such enormuons interest and foreed the bourgeolsie o
pass hitls, for the most part spurious. These can have value -
only il the mawses of the Neproes continue o stemonsirate
their hostility 1o the dygradation 16 which they are subjecied.
1t is this which makes the Negro Question a special gquestion,
Without this there would be no niced to discuss the Negro
Question at all.

‘The consequence of Comrade Coolidge’s resolution s, on
the one hand, to {oster the impression among the white work-
ers that to the extent the Negroes come into the trade unions
the Negro problem is in the course of being settled when in
reality the whole preblem gets more and move sharpened;
and, on the other hand, it encourages among the white work-
ers a disregard. of the Negro struggle and its significance,
thereby weakening both the Negro and the white proletarian
seruggle against the Lowrgeoisie. It is ihis type of autitude
which Comrade Trotsky feared when he wrote that, to the
Ncgro, the white worker is an oppressor, and that, further-

_moare, to think that the Negro problem is not such a special

problem as to make it part of the National Question was *a
concession to the point of view of American chauvinism.” His
solution was nnt to turn the independent mass struggle into
an appeal to the white proletariat, but 2 deepening and
widening of that independent struggle. S

It is perfeatly rrue, of course, that the Negroes are depen-
dent upon the white proleiriat for ultimate victory. Jt'is also
peafectly true that the independent mass struggle of the Ne-
groes has a fundamental. contribution to make 10 the strug-
gle of the proletariat and ull the oppressed masses for social-
ism. There is no conception of this in the Goolidge resolution,
_ Merely ro say that labor will “fix" it all iz to say nothing,
Labor has to,“fix" all problems. The proletariat is the only -

cohesive revolutionary class in present<lay society and no fun-

damental transformation of the sacial order can occur except
under its leadership. But meanwhile the Negroes are in con-
stant activity and organization (NAACP, Urban League, Gar-
vey movement, MOW) on the basis of the fact that they are o
nationally oppressed minority. It is up to the revolutionists
to recognize that fundamental fact, €o see that it 5 not mere- -
Iy a trade union question, nor even 'mercly a question’ of
grudging support of these democratic struggles, but of support
and development of a powerfnl force, which, when it fights, as -
it must, leads .inevicably to clash with the bourgeoisic and
thereby makes it a part of the strugale for socialism,
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