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The Anti-Nuclear Movement

The rising cost of nuclear power is pushing the U.S. ruling class to
a new reliance on other fuels. They have taken advantage of this
setback to create a new “Trojan horse” anti-nuclear movement to
divert workers from fighting racism and the ruling class. This edit-
orial is based on a report from the National Committee of PLP.

John Brown’s Raid—
Guns Against Slavery

The raid on Harper’s Ferry grew out of a massive anti-slavery move-
ment, and a conviction that racism and oppression will not yield
also draws lessons from history for today’s -
struggle to build multi-racial unity and smash wage slavery.

Can History Be A Science?

Bourgeois schools teach us that history is a chaotic series of
dom events. Dialectical materialism shows us that history, like
all other sciences, has laws and an orderly process of development.
It also has an inescapable conclusion—socialist revolution.

Dialectics: Outline for Study
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| Prepared for the PLP national cadre school on dialectical material-

ism, this outline is a beginning
the science of revolution.

The Bolsheviks and Peasants

In 1917 and after, the Bolsheviks believed that Russia’s landless
peasants, the vast majority of the population, could not be won to
socialism. The origin and consequences of this strategic error are
examined in this article.

In Struggle

First appearance of a new feature in PL Magazine, this section will
reprint significant articles from Challenge-Desafio. These articles
are selected to show different areas of the Party’s work, and the
Party’s analysis of the struggles reported.

guide for leaming—and applying—
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The articles appearing in

: PL Magazine are published because the Editorial Board believes they are generally useful in the
i political ideological development of the inter_national revolutionary communist movement. However, only the editorial
and documents of the National Committee of the Progressive Labor Party represent the official policies of the Party.
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notes and
comment

- We welcome letters from readers about articles in
PL Magazine and related topics as well as comments
on the magazine itself. Please write to:

PL MAGAZINE

GPO Box 808

Brooklyn, N. Y. 112072

FromThe Editors

We hope you have noticed and approved of the
improvement in PL Magazine over the past year.

The magazine is now appearing regularly and on
schedule four times a year, and has a new and attrac-
tive format. The editorial committee in New York has
been expanded, with stress on soliciting aid from com-
rades in other areas. The editors are attempting to
assure that high quality articles and cultural features
are obtained, with enough lead time so that each can
be carefully examined and improved before publi-
cation. Articles will include all major policy state-
ments of the Party, and important topical issues such
as the nature of Soviet imperialism and fascist ideo-
logy in health care.

PL Magazine remains the main theoretical organ of
the Party. It is here that questions can be discussed in
a depth and breadth not always possible in the weekly
Challenge-Desafio. Thus, the magazine serves as an
essential half of the theory-practice dialectic by
which we grow and develop. It is the most important
journal of political theory and practice in the world
today in so far as our Party is in the leadership of the
international struggle of the working class against
capitalism and revisionism.

Despite the importance of this magazine, many
Party members and friends do not read or sell the
magazine. In fact, we do not actually know how
many are sold. We would like to launch a struggle
to urge all members to read PL and distribute it in a
mass way. We would also like to be able to measure

our success. To this end, we suggest that magazine ar-.

ticles be read and discussed at club meetings and that
figures for sales be collected along with Challenge
figures. If this is done, there will also be more con-
structive criticism, and more articles forthcoming.
One person in each area should also take responsibil-
ity for distribution to newsstands, libraries and book
stores.
We hope to hear from you soon with numbers
and suggestions.
—The Editorial Committee

On Poetry

To the Editors:

Neither poem is about
revolution. The ‘“Workers
United”’ poem is about the
way our message reaches
the masses and how the
masses, symbolized in the
fist through the broken
window, the voice saying
‘‘thank yoou,’’ pin the rib-
bon of victory on our
demonstration.  Although
understated and a little
oblique, it is clear enough
and discovers the reason
for optimism in the small
sign given by a member of
the working class. The
‘“Motown”’ poem is a dif-
ferent matter. Its tone is
ironic: how a musical star,
through the decadence of
rock, rises out of the work-
ing class to leech on it
through his music. The
irony is twofold. The rock
star’s success is made be-
cause the working class
consumes his music, and so
on. Are the poems po-
litically inspirational? I
hardly think so. But they
are good poems and written
from a working class per-
spective and sympathy.

I think they are suitable
for PL. My view is that a
pboem with a good political
line but bad technique is
not a good political poem.
Lurking behind the bad
technique is bad politics.
The old form and content
argument. Content may be -
primary (even that is an
oversimplification), form




secondary, but that doesn’t
mean form doesn’t count.
Good politics requires an
appropriate form, not the
disregard of form. These
poems are technically good
and pro-working class, al-
though not revolutionary.
Let them go. Until we have
a poetic practice to go on,
we’ll never acquire the ex-
perience to construct a
bona fide revolutionary
working class culture. of
course until we have an
ascending, at least some-
what mass revolutionary
working class political
movement under the guid-
ance of the Party, we will
not be able to construct a
bona fide communist cul-
ture. This is primary, but
in the meantime, poetic
practice is _necessary.
Best wishes,

P.S

On Fascism

I have a comment on one
point made in the articleon
the KKK (Summer, 1979;
page 70.) The author lists
three reasons why fascism
was not yet on the agenda
for the U.S. bosses in the
late 1920’s and 1930’s. (1)
that the capitalists had not
fully centralized their:
power, which would have
been necessary in order to
institute fascism; (2) that
although the U.S. bosses
were very hard up, ‘‘The
U.S. ruling class did not
feel the same level of
urgency to opt for fascism,
as the German, Italian and
Japanese bosses, for in-
stance, as the U.S. bosses
had slightly more economic
leeway’’; and (3) ‘‘Prob-
ably the key reason for the
decline of the KKK and the
halting of any drive for
fascism in the U.S. was the
multi-racial, and often
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To the Editors:

The articles on the his-
tory of the Ku Klux Klan
have performed a very val-
uable function for readers
of PL magazine and for the
working class as a whole. It
is an important contribu-
tion to understanding the
nature of fascism and
should be carefully studied
by members and friends of
the PLP. Furthermore, it
is an excellent opportunity
to distribute PL Magazine
to large numbers of people
who have never seen the
magazine; there are thou-
sands of people who would
thank us for introducing
them to these articles and
to PL magazine ingeneral.
Widespread distribution
should be systematically
organized.
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Statement of Solidarity from Ethiopian Workers

The following is a state-
ment of solidarity from some
Ethiopian workers living in the
United States who are partici-
pating in the May Day march
organized today by Progressive
Labor Party and International
Committee Against Racism.
We are making this statement
of solidarity for the following
reasons:

First, May Day is the holi-
day of the international work-
ing class, the symbol of the in-
termational nature of the work
ing class and of the worldwide
scope of its struggle against
capitalism. The proletariat is,
by its very nature, an inter-
national class because the cap-
ital which exploits and op-
presses us is worldwide in
scale. This fact is never more
true than at present. When
South African auto workers
rebel against apartheid, when
Iranian oil workers strike

. against fascism, they are more
and more directly confronting
the GMs, Exxons, and Citi-
banks—the main forces of
imperialism for which the Vor-

sters, the Somozas and the
Shahs are mere scabs and pup-
pets. But no matter how im-
posing the class enemy'’s forces
may appear, the working class,
when led by revolutionary
communists, is assured of ulti-
mate victory.

Second, we have chosen to
celebrate May Day this year
with the Intermational Com-
mittee Against Racism in par-
ticular because of InCAR’s
demonstrated history of mili-
tant struggle against racist and
fascist groups like the Ku Klux
Klan and the Nazi Party. The
international working class is a
multi-racial and multi-national
working class, and racism is
therefore the enemy of all
working people. We urge all
people, including our fellow
Ethiopian workers and stu-
dents, to join Intemational
Committee Against Racism.

Third, we recognize that
national borders and the nat-
ional divisions they engender
are artificially created so that
the bourgeoisie can divide
workers and increase their ex-

ploitation. At this time the
bosses are attempting to divide
our class with propaganda
about ““illegal aliens.”” We must
reject these lies, and demand
an end to racist deportations:
as Marx and Engels wrote 131
years ago in the Communist
Manifesto, “Working people
have no nations.”

,F,‘iﬁﬂally, we are marching
oti: May Day because we know
that racism can only be com-
pletely obliterated when the
source and cause of racism is
completely destroyed and that
means the capitalist system
must be smashed with socialist
revolution. To achieve that
revolutionary goal, all workers
must reject narrow nationalist
outlooks which impede prole-
tarian internationalism and
which have been the fountain-
head of capitalist restoration
in those countries which have
experienced revolutions.

We workers and students
from Ethiopia therefore join
you this May Day in saying:

FIGHT FOR SOCIALISM!
POWER TO THE WORKERS)

communist-led, movement
against the growing fascist
malignancy. The growth of
the leftist Congress of In-
dustrial Organizations
(CIO) was a crucial factor
in this movement as the
CIO was instrumental in
preventing the KKK and
.other fascist movements
from gaining a foothold in
the  industrial working
class. The mood of in-
dustrial workers often is
the decisive element in how
far the bourgeoisie can go
in instituting its nationwide
designs. That a large part
of the multi-racial working
class often rose up against
the KKK and Co. was prob-
ably the main reason why no
serious fascist threat de-
veloped in the U.S. (or

Canada, either.)’’ :

The role of the CIO in
organizing anti-racist,
anti-fascist activity, andin
developing anti-racist con-
sciousness was extremely
important. While the Com-
munist Party was probably
not a truly revolutionary
communist, Marxist-
Leninist party by the mid-
dle 1930’s, the fact remains
that there were very signi-
ficant revolutionary as-
pects to much of its work.
However, I do not think that
this was primary in stop-
ping the bosses from insti-
tuting fascism.

Mass militant reform
activity, even if the reform
activity has many revolu-
tionary aspects, cannot
discourage the bosses away

from fascism if their sys-
tem is totally crumbling
and they are forced into
fascism. Such a mass
movement can discourage
them from instituting cer-
tain specific forms of re-
pression at particular
times and this is important,
but the only thing that can
stop fascism dead if the
bosses have made up their
minds is Leninist-led so-
cialist revolution. Itis true
that mass support can stop
particular fascist abuses—
even Dimitrov, a known
communist, won his free-
dom and was able to spit
in the eye of the Nazi gov-
ernment because of this
support. However, the
other side of the coin is
that the German working




class—which was militant,
and was primarily anti-
Nazi—was not capable of
stopping fascism as a
whole.

As Dutt (Fascism and
Social Democracy) pointed
out, the Roosevelt regime
in the United States ac-
complished many of the
same things that fascism
in Europe accomplished,
especially by getting the
workers to labor under
near slavery conditions
with very low wages. The
Communist Party (CP) and
the CIO forced the bosses
into giving many conces-
sions; this was very im-
portant both for the spread-
ing of political conscious-
ness and for alleviating
some of the severe misery
which the working class
had endured. However, if
the U.S. system had been
completely collapsing, the
bosses would not have
granted many of those con-
cessions, no matter how
mass or heroic the CIO
and the CP had become. If
U.S. capitalism had been
in even more trouble than
it was, the bosses would
have opted for fascism.

The bosses use some
fascist techniques all - the
time. However, deciding
to institute fascism on a
major scale is notamatter
of choice. If the bosses
had been weak or desperate
enough, they would have
tried to bring in fascism
no matter how strongthe
opposition, no matter what
the costs. This would not
have been a badthing. Fas-
cism means that the bosses
are weak and can be
smashed with communist-
led revolution.

To sum up, the strength
of the CP-led CIO was
probably very important
in stopping the KKK and in
building anti-fascist, anti-
racist consciousness, and
in stopping certain specific
fascist-type abuses. How-

ticular

ever, they are not what
prevented the bosses from
bringing about fascism as
a whole. The bosses were
not yet forced into it. Had
the CP been more revo-
lutionary, they might have
sufficiently weakened the
pbosses andthenoverthrown
the capitalists, or at least
severely damaged the U.S.
empire and set the stage
for revolution at a later
date. But they weren’t, and
they didn’t.

The danger in the
article’s emphasis on the
CIO is that it opens the
door to the false and il-
lusory ideas that: (1) fas-
cism is a matter of choice
for the bosses, and there-
fore, (2) a mass move-
ment can stop a determined
drive towards fascism by
the bosses without making
a  socialist revolution.
Since there was no revo-
lution in the U.S., that is
the logic of saying that the
CP-led mass movement
was the primary reason
that the bosses could not
institute fascism. This is
wrong, and opens the door
the various revisionist
strategies of building non-
revolutionary sell-out
¢united fronts’  with
liberals.

While fascism as a sys-
tem can only be destroyed
by socialism, we must not
be mechanistic in applying
this to daily work. As stated
before, a mass militant
movement that is not yet
armed with guns can still
win some. important po-
litical and temporary mili-
tary victories over par-
fascist abuses.
Politically, and most im-
portant, a mass, anti-fas-
cist, anti-racist movement
can prevent the bosses
from winning a mass base
among workers; this would
make the fascism very weak
and unstable, as in South
Vietnam, rather than so

utterly devastating, as in-

Nazi Germany. Building a
militant, mass movement,
including INCAR can mean
the difference in saving
millions of lives. Further-
more, our determined and
militant security teams,
combined with the strength
and unity of our rank-and-
file have prevented police
attacks on our demonstra-
tions from Boston to
Chicago to Tupeio to Los
Angeles. Although we were
not armed with guns, we
were able to beat back
these specific fascist-type
attacks. This is very im-
portant and must not be
minimized.

We reject all idiotic
theores that say we should
engage in random ter-
roism or we should ‘‘sit
back and wait for the magic
day when workers rise up.

««This is what makes trot-

skyites such a pitiful bunch
of clowns. However, while
the mass movement is
very important, it is ul-
timately capable of stop-
ping genuine fascism only
when it is armed with guns
and led by a Marxist-Len-
inist party. And genuine,
full-fledged, no-choice
fascism is what the ruling
class of the U.S. is being
forced towards in the
1980’s. Not Roosevelt’s
«‘semi-fascism.”’ Not Joe
McCarthy’s brutal ‘‘fas-
cist-like’” repression of
part of the working class.
But full-fledged, desperate

political and economic sup-

pression of the working
class similar to Nazi Ger-
many, fascist Italy, Chile,
Argentina, etc. There will
be variations, of course,
but one thing remains the
same—genuine fascism
will only be defeated by a
massmovement armed with
guns, and led by a Marxist-
Leninist party.
To smash fascism, build
the party!
Comradely,
S.O.R.
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EDITORIAL

This editorial, which originally appeared in CHALLENGE-DESAFIO, is based on a report
from the May, 1979 meeting of the National Committee of the Progressive Labor Party.

The Anti-Nuclear Movement

- The Bosses Build
a Trojan Horse

n May 6, over 100,000 people
marchedin Washington against
nuclear power. This was an
important event! important,
but for whom? Who will the
anti-nuclear movement benefit? Is the anti-nuclear move-
ment really a mass movement from the grass roots against
government and corporate power, and for the progressive
workers and others? Or is the anti-nuclear movement and
the large action in Washington, D.C., actually an example
of the cynical use by the ruling class of the millions of
people who are concerned with nuclear safety? Who are the
leaders, anyway?
® ““‘Proposition 13’’ Governor Jerry Brown of California.
A recent article in an oil industry newspaper states,
“Brown’s position with the oil industry cannotbe discounted
... Brown ana his staff have been sincerely working with
California (o0il) producers and refiners.”” The same news-
paper (The Oil Daily) headlines another article, ‘‘Better
Times Ahead for Qil Industry in California?”’ talking about
“Friendly Jerry,’”’ and how ‘“0il producers can count on
the support of the state government.”’
® Jane Fonda, who introduced Brown at the Washington
rally, -is already a multi-millionaire, and about to reap
fantastic additional profits as a result of her movie, The
China Syndrome.
® Ralph Nader and Barry Commoner, who have advocated
a return to ‘“‘labor intensive’’ production, at lower wages—
in other words, back to the sweatshops?




The Shift To Coal Builds Up Steam

It’s been several months
since the large anti-nuclear
march on May 6th in Washing-
ton. In the Challenge-Desafio
editorial of May 23rd we com-
mented on the demonstration
and on the implications of the
anti-nuclear movement. That
editorial is reprinted here.

It has now become public
fact that the ruling class has
retreated from its ambitious
plans to build a huge nuclear
energy capability to offset the
vulnerability of its oil supplies.
The bosses are abandoning ser-
jous expansion of nuclear
power. This is not because of
mass pressure or safety factors,
but because of economics. The
plain fact is that nuclear plants
are enormously expensive to
build and operate. Coal and oil
are cheaper and sufficiently
efficient.

Currently, the smallest nu-
clear plant costs over $1 billion
to build. Given the fact that
the ruling class is in decline and
more and more limited in terms
of capital investment, nuclear
energy is no longer attractive.
Carter’s last two energy add-
resses barely menttioned nu-
clear power—he uttered one
sentence, saying that the gov-
ernment couldn’t close existing
plants. On August 8th, New
York State’s Energy Office

issued a 15-year master plan for
the state’s energy supplies. The
plan emphatically rejected any
new nuclear plants beyond the
two already about 80% built.
The state energy commissioner
said that the plan was “‘general-
1y consistent with the plan out-
lined by Pres. Carter in July.”
(New York Times, 8-8-79)
Coal, rather than oil, is to
be the main new source of ex-
panded energy supplies, and it
is no accident that the big oil
companies own over 80% of the
coal supplies in the country.
0il companies and large banks
have taken a financial bath as
a result of their investments in
the nuclear energy field. It is
no accident that the large ban-

king interests of the nation,

located in New York, who con-
trol the state and nation’s pol-
itics, influenced the state to
take the lead in putting down
nuclear energy as a major new
source.

Thus, the anti-nuke move-
ment is no reform movement.
The ruling class long ago deter-
mined the ineffectiveness of
nuclear power. And as long as
they were moving away from
nuclear, why not look good in
the process? So they built and
financed the anti-nuclear move-
ment to involve large numbers
of the middle class in a useless

activity for a plan the bosses
had already agreed on. In this
way they appear responsive to
mass pressure. And at the same
time they win sections of the
population to their leadership.
The new confidence they win
as' a class on the nuclear issue
is credit stored for their move
to war and fascism. ‘

More and more the bosses
are moving to directly lead the
mass movement in many issues.
As the C-D editorial points out,
the anti-nuclear movement,
the ecology and consumer
movements, ‘“left”-labor coali-
tions and the endless liberation
movements of women, gays,
and ethnic groups,all place the
bosses at the head of mass
movements, as do the openly
fascist groups like the Nazis
and the KKK. To take any of
these as reform movements is
a mistake. -

In this period all political
developments must be viewed
in the context of the ruling
class’s plans for war and fas-
cism. Do the bosses build mass
movements for our interests or
theirs? The sooner people face
this question, the better! Move-
ments cannot be determined
by subjective factors. They can
only be judged by this test:
Which class do they serve?

®The environmentalists, who have
just advocated decontrol of oil prices,
thereby ‘‘forcing consumers to use fuel
more sparingly.”’ (Wall Street Journal,
March 21) Pay more for less!

If you detect a link to the oil com-
‘ panies, you're right. Who benefits more
from a shut-down and/or limiting of
nuclear plants? The major oil com-
panies, of course. And since the oil
used to replace the nuclear power would
come from OPEC, with whom they have
made a deal and therefore get additional
profit of 80 cents a barrel over and
above their normal huge profits, the
major oil companies have even more
to gain. So for whom are anti-nuclear

protestors working? The people, or
Big Oil?

Does this mean that the nuclear in-
dustry is made up of good guys? Of
course not! Are they murderers? Of
course they are. They care no more for
workers’ health and well-being than the
auto bosses, the coal bosses, or the
oil bosses. Bosses are bosses, the
world over, and they must be wiped off
the face of the earth. The question 1is
not whether nuclear power is safe, but
whether anything is safe in the hands of
these scum. Any worker could have told
the nuclear bosses that the system was
designed badly. Anytime a hanging yel-
low tag covers up a crucially important 7




light (reported in the New York Times,
May 8), the system is screwed up be-
cause the bosses just don’t give a damn.
Any group of workers could have de-
signed a better system—{(and the bosses
along with it) to smithereens and take
control themselves! :

BEWARE THE BOSSES BEARING GIFTS

The big bosses’ spokespeople at this
rally, and their media, have been blaring
forth about the evils of nuclear power.
Has the ruling class suddenly become
concerned with workers’ safety? Over
and over again we have been bombarded
in the bosses’ media with reports about
unsafe nuclear power. ,

Unsafe compared to what? To coal,
which maims and kills hundreds of min-
ers each year, as well as causes em-
physema in people who breathe its dust?
To 0il production? More canceris caused
by one oil refinery in one year than all
of the nuclear plants put together over
all of their lifetimes. Are any of the
leaders of the anti-nuclear movement
showing any concern over those forms

EDITORIAL

of cancer production? Have they ever?
Or have they marched for better hos-
pital care for workers (where you might
have a real chance of reducing the death
toll from cancer)? Have they ever
marched against the evils of racism
which kills more in a day, every day,
than any one nuclear plant ever could,
even in the worst conceivable accident?
Have they ever campaigned against de-
teriorating housing in our cities, where
an epidemic of tuberculosis is raging?

hat is the significance of

the anti-nuclear movement

in relation to permanent
mass unemployment for millions of black
and Latin youth? What of the millions of
lives which have been destroyed in the
past years by a system that can only
thrive on mass unemployment, especial-
ly among black and Latin workers? The
anti-nuclear movement, organized and
led by the bosses (the movement has
received large sums of money from GM
heir Stewart Mott—cars don’t run on
nuclear power); pales next to the ques-
tion of war and fascism. One nuclear

The real nuclear safety issue—the working class must disarm the bosses’ plans for war and fascism.




warhead is more lethal than all the
nuclear plants in existence, and we know
there are thousands upon thousands of
nuclear weapons. We know that the ruling
class is mobilizing itself and the masses
to use nuclear weapons in a war against
their Soviet competitors in an effort to
save their sinking profit system.

In order to mobilize for war, the
ruling class is moving towards fascism.
It needs to bamboozle and coerce mil-
lions into their profit web. At the
moment, tens of millions of workers and
others in the U.S. are not won to killing
other workers, or dying themselves, for
the rulers’ profits. So when the bosses
organize a movement that seems to be

beneficial to our interests, we should

be ON GUARD. Certainly the bosses
will never organize a movement against
their own interests. Nor will the bosses
organize to commit suicide. The May
7th issue of Fortune magazine ‘points
out, in part, the disenchantment of the
ruling class with nuclear power, which
had already reached huge proportions
long before the Three Mile Island acci-
dent. Fortune says:
Whatever facts emerge, the mis-
hap has dealt a further, severe
setback to a technology that was
already beginning to lose sup-
porters where it needed them
most among electric utilities.
Their executives’ growing disen-
chantment with the atom had
nothing to do with reactor safety,
which they did not—and do not—
consider an important problem.
It arose from the licensing bat-
tles, the expensively ratcheting
safety standards imposed by reg-
ulators, and the construction cost
overruns that were steadily erod-
ing the savings that are the chief
selling point of nuclear electricity.
(Our emphasis)

ortune, one of the prime
mouthpieces of the bosses,
makes it overly clear that
safety is noconcern of theirs. Thebosses
who are moving to close down the nuclear
plants are guided only by two things:
profits and the cynical use of the mas ses’
grievances to win them to march under
the bosses’ flag. For example, the
Fortune article says:
The heavy capital charges to pay
off the plant would make up nearly
three-quarters of the cost of pro-
ducing nuclear electricity,

Fbasco’s study indicates. And
when all other charges are fig-
ured in, including fuel, nuclear
electricity would turn out to be a
mere 2% cheaper than electricity
from the coal plant....
Even before Three Mile Island,
the electric companies were
starting to desert uranium and
drift back to coal as a fuel for
new power plants. Of the 32 large
generating units ordered last
year, 27 were coal-fired, three
were gas-turbine or oil-fired and
only two were nuclear....
Coal is the only real alternative
for utilities, at least for some
time to come, even though it is
hazardous to mine and dirty to
burn. Its use will probably cause
far more fatalities than all the
nuclear mishaps that may occur.
And there is a controversial
theory that a large increase in
coal burning might accelerate the
carbon dioxide buildup in the at-
mosphere, which already threat-
ens to warm the earth’s climate,
perhaps melting polar ice caps
and flooding seacoast cities (see
«“New Fears Surround the Shift
to Coal,”’ Fortune, Nov. 20, 1978)
‘With all its disadvantages, coal is, of
course, abundant and comparatively
cheap. And the cost difference between
coal and nuclear power has beennarrow-
ing.... .
Charles Komanoff, a New York City
energy consultant who has made many
of the cost studies quotedby anti-nuclear
groups, contends that nuclear electricity
in future plants will be atleast 509, more
expensive than electricity fromcoal....
(Our emphasis—editor)

Obviously the big bosses are not con-
cerned with safety but only with profits.
At the anti-nuclear demonstration no
mention was made of a need to shut down
the unsafe coalindustry.Nota word about
closing down the oil industry. Ironically
and tragically, right after the rally many
oil workers were drowned or electro-
cuted when an offshore oil rig near Gal-
veston capsized. In other words, the
anti-nuclear marchers—mostly middie
class and virtually all white—do not see
themselves affected by racism. They do
not view themselves as hurt by unsafe
coal mining and oil production. Their
short-sighted concern is that they and
their families can be hurt by nuclear
power.
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This is what makes it easier for the
bosses to draw them into their orbit.
The bosses exploit selfishness amongst
this section of people.

The battle over nuclear power is not
4 mass movement against the ruling
class’s . interests. It is simply another
dog-fight between different ruling class
interests. The prize is profits not peo-
ple’s welfare, and nuclear power is los-
ing because it is turning out to be un-
profitable, not because any boss is con-
cerned about anybody’s health. As early
as 1975 the New York Times ran a story
headlined, “‘Is Nuclear Power Too Cost-
ly?’’ One month later the headline was,
‘“‘Hope for Cheap Power From Atom is
Fading.”” And the Miami Herald in Dec.
1978 headlined: ‘““Nuclear Power Industry
‘Is Withering on the Vine.’” A utility
spokesman says in the article, ““They
are too expensive.”’ It is the greedy grab
for profits and more profits that is fuel-
ing this dogfight among scum, not any
concern for people.

The large banking institutions are no
longer willing to lend huge sums of money,
often to smaller utility companies, in a
losing profit effort. And those large
companies, including some of the oil
companies, who have invested in nuclear
bower are pulling out. Last year Exxon
lost $66 million in nuclear investments.
These oil barons are pulling out, leaving
the small fry to whistle. The big buildup
previously given to the use of nuclear
power is now being reversed. In the
past we were told nuclear power was the
workers’ panacea. But before the Three
Mile Islandaccident occurred, the bosses
had launched their campaign to reverse
the development of nuclear power plants,
The Jane Fonda picture, The China Syn-
drome, was an important step in this
process.

WHEN THIEVES FALL OUT

As Challenge-Desatio has pointed out
over and over again, the U.S. ruling
class is moving quickly to war and fas-
cism. The essence of fascism is to pre-
serve the profit system for the capitalist
class. This is done primarily by sup-
pressing the working class and organiz-
ing workers to fight in imperialist wars
to secure areas for exploitation. How-
ever, an important aspect of the fascist
development is for the larger capitalists
to smash the smaller bosses within their
own ranks. The bosses try to streamline
their operation in a futile attempt to

make it more effective and profitable.
Recall the early period of Hitler when
his forces, in The Night of the Long
Knives, murdered throusands of other
Nazis who were part of the Roehm gang.
In that period the Hitler forces repre-
sented the big industrialists (Krupp, 1.G.
Farben, etc.), and the others reflected
the lesser ones.

This intra-imperialist fight within the
U.S. sharpened considerably during the
Watergate period. It was then that the
‘‘old money’” forces (headed by the
Rockefeller interests) disciplined the
““new money”’ people (primarily in the
South and West). The political machine
around Nixon, which represented ‘‘new
money,’” was dismantled. This fight is
still going on, with many twists and turns.
However, the essence of this struggle is
for the main section of the ruling class—
still parading behind a liberal facade—
to secure more complete control over the
economy and the political levers in the
country. This is why many of the liberal
politicians, particularly Kennedy, canso
easily assume an anti-nuclear stance.
They do this because it serves their class
interests:

The relatively recentinvolvement
of Gov. Edmund G. Brown, Jr. of
California, Senator Gary Hart of
Colorado, Senator Edward M.
Kennedy of Massachusetts and
Representative Morris K. Udall
of Arizona also has forced Presi-
dent Carter...to modify his out-
spoken backing for nuclear power
. In the face of criticism from
political rivals.” (New York
Times, May 13)

WORKERS AND ALLIES: FIGHT FOR
REVOLUTION, NOT FOR THE BOSSES

As we have pointed out, itis impossible
for the bosses to move to war andfascism
unless they win the workers and others
to their ranks. Initially they are not go-
ing to crassly announce their fascist
plans. In the early period of the develop-
ment of fascism in Germany, the Hitler-
ites lulled many German workers into
passivity and into Nazi ranks because
they said they were for ‘“‘National Social-
ism.”” Millions of German workers
looked to socialism as the only alterna-
tive to capitalism. During the rise of Hit-
ler, it was fashionable in Germany to be
‘‘anti-establishment,”’ especially against
Jewish bosses. There are few politicians
today, including the President and presi-




There is more pollution from coal, and more danger to those who pr
or built could cause. Coal is the new favorite fuel of the U.S. ruling

oduce it, than all the nuclear plants ever planned
class, sponsors of the anti-nuclear movement.

dential aspirants, who are not ‘‘anti-
establishment.”” Being anti- Washington
is the most ««American’’ thing on the
market. Millions of people became en-
meshed in the Nazi web because the
bosses, hiding their actual class aims,
built the mass movement around the
aspirations of the masses. Hitler said he
would provide jobs, law and order, clean
streets, smash the bosses and even se-
cure peace. However, alongside this
program the German bosses gradually
built. up the political ideas of racism,
jingoism, and other concepts that sup-
ported German imperialism.

Today in the U.S. we know that the
bosses are doing similar things. But they,
too, are building up mass movements
under their leadership for their goals.
These movements break up into many
strands. There are the open fascist
groupings such as the Nazis and the KKK.
Naturally, they are easy to spot. How-
ever, it would be naive to believe that
the bosses are usingonly this one obvious
tactic.

In the labor movement, the bossesare
pbuilding the Fraser leadership. Fraser
is the president of the United Auto Work-
ers. He and his counterparts in the Ma-
chinists (Winpisinger), the Mine Workers
(Miller) and the Farmworkers (Chavez),
all have been working with might and
main to betray the workers every inch
of the way. (Chavez, the most liberal of
this gang, has called over and over for
the deportation of undocumented work-
ers.) Why should these misleaders now
suddenly reflect the interests of the
workers onthe political level? The lesson
of reformism is clear enough. The re-
form leaders are tools of the ruling class.
Their job is to keep the workers within
the confines of the system and win them
to fascism. If they involve themselves in
building movements, it is only to main-
tain the grip of thebosses over the work-
ing class. The steady erosion of workers’
conditions is testimony to their leader-
ship. Their only skill is to fool the work-
ers into believing that they are acting in
the workers’ interests. This act is get-
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ting harder and harder, as workers from
New York to the fields of California are
striking in their own interests.

imilarly, the nationalist
leaders in the black and
Latin areas are playing the
same role as the Judenrat (betrayers of
the Jewish workers) didin Hitlerite Ger -
many. One of the latest examples of this
is demonstrated by Jesse Jackson who
is taking the line of “blaming the vic-
tim,”’ the same line being put forward
by the bosses. Jackson’s ‘““leadership®’
to the black masses says not to organize
for revolution along multi-racial lines,
but to “‘study harder.”’ Jackson tells the
masses that their plight is not due to
the racist profit system, but because
they haven’t helped themselves through
study. Well, there is something to the
idea of helping one’s self. The way to
help yourself is to fight for revolution.

Then there is Ebony magazine coming
out in agreement with the KKK line that

undocumented workers should be de- -

ported because they are stealing the jobs
of black and Latin workers. They are
doing the bosses’ dirty work in placing
the cause of unemployment on other
workers instead of where it belongs—
on the capitalist system.

Finally there is the whole welter of
““liberation’’ movements, from the Gay
Liberators to the Women Liberators.
These movements are organized by and
for the bosses. During the last Presi-
dential election, the Gay Liberationists
supported Carter. Gloria Steinham ad-
mitted working for the CIA, and Ms.
Magazine, one of the leading publications
of the Women’s Movement, is put out by
the Kinney Corporation, a wing of I.T.&T.
Recently a new women’s mass circulation
magazine, called Self, hit the stands.
“Self”” is an apt name for the logical
development of fascist ideology. Cer-
tainly Self stands in opposition to the
communist, working-class concept of
‘(we.,’

Within the context of these develop-
ments comes the anti-nuclear movement.
It is a reactionary movement, organized
by the bosses for their purposes. The
bosses have developed it in a period
when they are moving towards fascism.
It is wrong, a serious mistake to become
involved in this reactionary movement.
It is no accident that many of the same
people who only weeks ago were de-
nouncing Jerry Brown as a fascist for
his role in the Proposition 13 movement

hailed his participation in the anti-
nuclear movement. Brown, the darling of
the oil industry in California, the
espouser of ‘‘fortress America,” (he
advocates depending only on this hemis-
phere’s’ oil supplies), and the espouser
at the anti-nuclear rally of the old
Mussolini slogan of the “‘politics of the
future,”’ finds no problem in leading the
openly right-wing anti-tax movement,
and the liberal anti-nuclear movement.

that the anti-nuclear move-

ment of today follows the
anti-nuclear testing movement of yester-
day. Again the futility of reformism is
pointed up. These reform movements,
touted and built by the ‘‘Communist’
Party-Socialist Workers Party axis,
have only helped lead tothe proliferation
of all forms of nuclear power and wea-
ponry. By diverting the masses from
revolution, they have helped engage mil -
lions in a futile exercise. They have been
able to do this by pandering to the peo-
ples’ fear of nuclear power, and chan-
neled this fear into pacifism and non-
violence. The only way to make anything
safe in this world is to place it in the
hands of the working class. Only work-
ers’ power is safe power.

We call upon all participants in the
anti-nuclear movement to withdraw. You
are only hurting yourselves and others
by enmeshing yourselves in the bosses’
web. The only way to secure your aspira-
tions for safety or whatever else, is to
unite with the working class. The only
way to have a secure future is to become
involved with the International Com-
mittee Against Racism (InCAR) and the
PLP. March under the workers’ flag of
revolution, not under the bosses’ flag of
reformism. We realize it is difficult to
believe that by building the anti-nuclear
movement you are aiding the bosses’
plans. But it is in this period that the
bosses are building fascism. The bosses
are not in the business of building anti-
fascist movements.

A recent issue of Challenge-Desafio
reflected this same weakness. We com-
pared the anti-nuclear rally movement
to the anti-Vietham war movement.
Nothing could be further from the truth,
The anti-nuclear movement is not the
anti-war movement. In the first place,
the PLP helped launch that movement.
It started as a grass roots movement
with a cutting edge against the bosses.
It took several years before our leader-

It should also be pointed out




issues facing the U.S. working class.

The ruIi class-led antinuclear movement is mostly white and middle-class

ship was defeatedandthe anti-warmove-
ment was fully co-opted by the bosses.
Today the bosses are stillusing the same
Fonda-Hayden-Commoner-Brown ma-
chine to divert the masses from their
real interests. Down below, the bosses
have the CP-SWP axis to help mobilize
the workers and others for the rulers’
aims. It is the revisionists (betrayers
of Marxism-Leninism) and the Trotsky-
ites who provide the legions of poster-
hangers and stickerers. It is they who
supinely organize the masses for the
bosses’ fascist goals.

We in PLP should point out to the
thousands of open-minded people in this
movement its reactionary nature, and
what to do about it. We should not only
put forward our line in a massive way,
but we should help people break away
from the leaders of this reactionary
movement. We must always remember
that IT IS THE LIBERALS WHO HELP
OPEN THE FLOODGATES TO FASCISM.
The liberals of the day in the Germany
of the 1920s and 1930s played exactly the
same role. They diverted the masses
from revolution. They were aptly char-
acterized by the communist movement as
social-fascists.

The bottom line that we should inject

into the mass movement is anti-racism.
Racism is the fundamental contradic-
tion in the working class and inthe mass
movement in general. It is no accident
that the anti-nuclear demonstration was
barren of black and Latin workers. Con-
sequently, this action took on a racist
hue. There is a deliberate aim of the
ruling class to organize the masses into
separate tents, one tent for women, one
for white workers, one for black workers,
one for Latin workers, one for the middle
class, etc. The ruling class trembles at
the spectre of a unified mass movement
under communist leadership.

OUR GOAL IS TO DO JUST THAT!
More and more, workers in the shops
and in the fields across the country are
responding to the class struggle with
class actions. Many are responding to
PLP’s ideas. More and more are joining
our ranks, and the ranks of InCAR. This
is where we should keep our eyes fo-

¢ cused. This is where the future lies.

The future is with the working class.
The ruling class stinks from the destruc-

“tion of workers’ lives around the world.

The ruling class stinks fromthe corpses
of racism, pollution, war and fascism.
We will eradicate this stench once and
for all.

—and does n t‘dea‘i with any of the main
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By RA

~ John Brown’s Raid-

Guns Against Slavery

ohn Brown led a multi-racial

group of five black men, in-

cluding two- ex-slaves, .and

sixteen white men in seizing

‘ the Federal Arsenal at

Harper’s Ferry, Virginia (now West Virginia) on Oct. 16,

1859. Their plan was to take the thousands of muskets

stored there into the Appalachian Mountains, and from there

to make raids on slave plantations. Freed slaves who wished

to join the guerrilla army would be trainedin the mountains

and help make further raids. This process, plus the slave

rebellions it would encourage, would continue until slavery
was eliminated. .

John Brown’s band made tactical errors. They were trap-
ped in the arsenal. After a two-day gunbattle, the survivors
were captured by U.S. Marines‘ led by Colonel Robert E.
Lee, who became military leader of the Confederacy.

Harriet Tubman, escaped slave and organizer of hundreds
of trips south to aid other slaves in escaping, famous as
“‘General’’ Tubman of the Underground Rail Road, had helped
in preparing for the raid. She hadintended to participate, but
was sick and her departure for Virginia was delayed. Mean-
while, for fear of being discovered, John Brown had started
the raid two weeks earlier than planned. By the time General
Tubman and others she had recruited arrived, the raid had
been defeated.

‘'John Brown and other captured survivors were tried for
murder, treason against the state of Virginia, and inciting
slave rebellions. They were convicted and hanged. The en-
tire judicial process took less than eight weeks. The slave
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owners of Virginia were so afraid of
attempts by abolitionists to rescue John
Brown that a total of 1500 members of
state militia, federal troops and Virginia

Military Institute cadets guarded the’

execution.

While in jail awaiting death Brown
predicted his hanging would do more to
free the slaves than his original plan.
In a note he handed to a guardon the day
of his execution, Brown wrote that his
only error had been to underestimate the
amount of violence necessary to destroy
slavery. Mostbourgeois historians claim
that John Brown’s intense hatred of rac-
ism and his actions against slavery prove
that he was insane, particularly because
he was white and not enslaved. Yet, des-
pite this most agree with Brown’s own
evaluation. They admit that the raid on
Harper’s Ferry and the trial and execu-
tion that followed swung the abolitionist
movement onto the path of destroying
slavery by force rather than ‘‘moralper-
suasion’’ and piecemeal reforms and es-
capes. The raid also encouraged a new
wave of rebelliousness among slaves.
Fear of slaves and abolitionists gripped

the slave owners, and provided the final
push into secession and the setting up of
a separate country based on the mainte-
nance of the chattel slavery of four mil-
lion black men and women. That in turn
led to civil war and abolition of chattel
slavery.

Among abolitionists and wider circles
of northern working people, John Brown
had become a symbol of hatred of racism
and slavery and of defiance of the slave-
owners. The song ‘‘John Brown’s Body”’

‘was the marching song of Union troops
in the Civil War. It was invariably sung
by soldiers and civilians alike at de-
parture ceremonies for newly-formed
regiments of volunteers: ‘‘John Brown’s
body lies a mould’ring in the ground, But
we go marching on.”

Long before 1859, John Brownhadbeen
advocating the necessity of violence to

destroy slavery. He practiced what he .

preached. In the struggle in the territory
of Kansas between advocates of slavery
and ‘“‘free labor,”” Brown and his sons

and friends led numerous armed
struggles against pro-slavery ter-
rorists. He became known as “0Old
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JOHN BROWN

Osawatomie Brown’’ during 1855-56. On
May 24, Brown and his followers madea
night raid on the homes of some particu-
larly vicious pro-slavery terrorists,
captured five of them, and killed them
with broadswords. Kansas entered the
Union as a free state.

Within less than two years after John
Brown’s raid on Harper’s Ferry the
Civil War was-in full swing. By 1865,
about 1,300,000 union troops had marched
through the South to the tune of ‘‘John
Brown’s Body.’’ About 200,000 of these
troops were black men, many of them
escaped slaves or slaves freed by the ad-
vancing Union Army. These black troops,
and many of the white troops, were
opposed to slavery and racism. They
were an armed expression of multi-
racial unity. This was in marked contrast
to the Lincoln administration, which was
grossly racist and wanted to maintain
the union with the least possible change
from the racism necessary to maintain
capitalism, . 4

That hundreds of thousands of white
workers picked up the guns to destroy
slavery is a hard pill for white racists
and black nationalist misleaders to swal-
low. They frown on unity of black and
white workers based on common class
interests, and instead advocate unity
with white or black bosses. That John
Brown and other white men and women
put their lives on the line against slavery
and racism contradicts the theory of
black nationalism. _

. History was made by these millions of
ordinary people fighting back. The twenty
others- who raided Harper’s Ferry are
listed below. Hundreds of others aided
the preparation for the raid, thousands
indirectly. When we say ‘‘John Brown’’
or ‘‘Harriet Tubman’’ we are not talking
about some ‘‘super-hero’’ contrived by
capitalist press agents to impress us
with our own insignificance. We are talk-
ing about people whose words and actions
and thoughts best summarized the words
and actions and thoughts of countless
others. Bourgeois heroes reduce us to a
passive audience applauding their
splendid speeches or exploits. Revolu-
tionary leaders encourage our strengths,
so that we can consciously participate in
understanding and changing the world.
John Brown is marching on in us every
time we help one fellow worker to shake
off the mental and physical chains of
capil@iist enslavement by daring to join
with.others to fight the enemy. We write
this" article not to glorify John Brown,

but to help lead our class closer to revo-
lution by learning from John Brown and
from the millions thathe gave leadership
to and learned from. Much of the ma-
terial we quote makes too much of John
Brown the individual. We ask the reader
to discard that, while retaining the other
essential points of the quotations.

John Brown was. a Christian, not a -

Marxist, and he did not attack the capi-
talist system along with slavery. We now
realize that racism cannot finally be

destroyed without destroying capitalism.

But we study John Brown so that we may
learn from his strengths: multi-racial
unity, boldness in seizing the offensive,
reliance on the masses to embrace vio-
lence to destroy a. ruling class. These
qualities are going to be more and more
in demand now and in the near future. A
celebration of their existence in the past
is in order. -

We in the PLP are preparing for an-
other civil war, this time to destroy wage-
slavery and with it, all oppression. His-
tory—the story of the struggles of the
working classes—is the material out of
which our ideas on how to make a revo-
lution are produced. The Party and the
working class must learn history to
develop and embrace revolutionary
theory. Revolutionary theory does not
develop primarily from the conditions
in one’s own city, plant or campus, or
even from studying present day society
as a whole. It comes from studying
change. ’ '

THE LESSON OF HISTORY: RELY ON
THE MASSES TO CHANGE THE WORLD

John Brown’s father was a ‘‘con-
ductor’’ on the underground railroad.
John Brown was born, in 1800, into a
household that harbored fugitive slaves.
Blacks were portrayed by Southern slave
owners as happy with slavery and unfit
because of their ‘‘inferiority’’ for a life
of freedom alongside whites. Racists in
the north repeated the picture of blacks
as servile, shuffling, meek, cowardly
and dancing in blissful ignorance. This
general argument has been raging about
all oppressed and exploited people for
thousands of years. Today we are told
that white workers in the United States
are happy beer drinkers glued to the
boob tube incapable of thoughts more
complex than the feud between Reggie
Jackson and Billy Martin. Left out of
the picture are the recent strike wavein

New York City, the coal strike lastyear, -
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The Harpers Ferry Raiders

John Brown, born 1800 in
Torrington, Conn. Tanner, sur-
veyor, sheep herder, seller of
wool.

John Henry Kagi, a self-ed-
ucated writer, teacher and law-
yer. He wasrun out of Virginia
for anti-slavery views. Killed
at Harper’s Ferry. -

Aaron Dwight Stevens of
Mass. Condemned for leading
an army mutiny against a pro-
slavery major, he escaped from
prison and joined Brown ‘in
Kansas. Hanged after the raid.

John E. Cook, a young law
student from Brooklyn, N.Y

Charles Plummer Tidd es-
caped after the raid, and died
as a 1st Sgt. in the Civil War.

Jeremiah G. Anderson, 217,
a sworn abolitionist. Killed at
Harper’s Ferry.

‘Albert Hazlett, a Pennsyl-
vania farm worker. Executed.

‘Edwin Coppoc, a farmer

and a Quaker. Executed.
Barclay Coppoc, 20, bro-
ther of Edwin. He escaped, re-
turned to Kansas, participated
in anti-slavery raids in Missouri
and died in the Civil War. ’
william Thompson, 26, a
neighbor of the Browns at N.
Elba, N.Y. Killed at the Ferry.

Dauphin Thompson, 20, -

brother of William, also died at
Harper’s Ferry. -
Oliver Brown, 20, was J ohn

Brown’s youngest son. He died .

in the battle. :

John Anthony Copeland,
25, an Oberlin-educated free
black. He was hanged.
~ Stewart Taylor, 23, a Can-
adian wagon-maker. Killed in
the Arsenal.

William H. Leeman, 19, the
youngest raider. Shoe factory
worker from age 14. Killed.

Osborn Perry Anderson, a
black printer, escaped and later

fought through the Civil War.
Francis Merriam, wealthy.

young abolitionist. He escaped

and served as captain of a black

company in the Civil War.

Lewis S. Leary, 25, black.

and the descendant of a Revo-
lutionary War soldier. Worked

i

as a hamess-maker. He died of

wounds suffered at the Arsenal.’
 Owen Brown, another of-

John Brown’s sons. He survivgd

the raid and died in 1891. e
Watson Brown, 24, another -
of Brown’s sons. He, too, was_.

killed at Harper’s Ferry.

Dangerfield Newby, afréea .

slave. Unable to buy his wife
and seven children out of sla-
very, he joined the raiders and
was killed in battle.

Shields Green, an escaped
slave with a young son in bon-
dage. He met Brown through
Frederick Douglass. Green was
hanged after the raid.’

the millions of working people who par-
ticipated in and supported the movement
Vietnam war, and the
hundreds of thousands of GI’s, black,
latin, asian and white, who fragged of-
ficers, deserted and in general made it
impossible for the U.S. ruling class to

against the

continue the war.

John Brown saw with his own eyes
blacks who were opposite of the racist
stereotype,who had planned ingenious and
daring escapes from slavery, and had
carried them out with courage and forti-
tude, in the face of whippings, jailings

and often death if captured.

of course: the blacks who
escaped were the lunatic fringe, a mal-
content handful of the four million black
men, women and children in bondage.
Perhaps if John Brown had restricted
his gaze to slavery as it was at a par-
ticular moment in the United States, he
found that answer half-
convincing. But John Brown looked far
- and wide. He looked at history, recent
and ancient. He studied the slave rebel-
lion led by Nat Turner in Virginia in

1831 that had the slave-owners in hys-

would have

sassin”of his

Santo Domingo,

terical fear, forced to admit that every
one of their slaves was a potential“as-
“peloved’’ master. He
knew in detail of the formation of armies
of thousands of slaves on the island of
and their success in an- -
nihilating their French masters and

establishing the black Republic of Haiti

in the 1790’s.
John Brown

slaves on the is

studied the uprising of
1and of Sicily in 73 B.C.,
led by Spartacus. It took the*‘invincible”’
Roman legions two years to destroy this
uprising. John Brown studied the struggle

of the masses in Italy, in a movement
. led by Garibaldi, to set up a unified re-
lave owners and their rac- public and destroy the power of feudal
ist apologists had ananswer mini-stafes and their mini-kings. '"He

stated that he had read all the books on
insurrectionary
lay his hands on: the Roman warfare,
the successful opposition of the Spanish
chieftains during
was a Roman province,—how, with ten
thousand men, divided and subdivided
into small companies, acting simultane-
ously, yet separately, they withstood the
whole consolidated power of the Roman
Empire through a number of years...
the successful warfare waged by Schamyl,
the Circassian chief, against the Rus-

warfare that he could

.

the period when Spain
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sians..,.” (Testimony of Richard Realf
before the Senate Committee investigat-
ing John Brown, in DuBois, p. 216)

From his own participation in the
abolitionist movement and from his
knowledge of the uprising led by Sparta-
cus and Toussaint L’Overture, of the
slave rebellions of Nat Turner and
others, of the struggle for the Italian
republic, John Brown arrivedattwopro-
found conclusions: 1) people fight back
against oppression. 2) their
causes change. These conclusions were
the opposite of many that were heard then
and are heard today: ‘‘Nobody where I
work wants to do anything.’’ ‘““You can’t
fight city hall.”” ‘“You can’t win.”’ ‘““The
more things change the more they stay the
same.”’

While John Brown was engaged in the
fight against chattel slavery, the
European revolutionaries Karl Marx
and Friedrich Engels were leading the
working class in the fight against wage-
slavery. Based on their participation in
the revolutionary movement and their
study of history, including the history of
the development of the natural sciences,

struggle’

they developed the philosophy of di-
alectical materialism. This philosophy,
outlined in the Communist Manifesto of
1848, when applied to history, proves
that John Brown’s conclusions were
and are correct. Class struggle is the
motive force of history. Periods of seem-
ing passivity among the oppressed, how-
ever prolonged, are replaced by blazing
struggle, like the explosion of a ‘‘dor-
mant’’ volcano. Systems of class exploi-
tation, although they seem at times
permanent and even ‘‘natural,”’ end. We
are no longer cultivating crops and build-
ing pyramids in the Nile Valley. Slavery;
has ended. Feudalism has ended. Capital-~
ism will soon end. Most people do not
yet realize this, just as most people in
1859 did not yet realize that slavery was
on the verge of extinction. Slavery had
existed for over 200 years and appeared
permanent, like capitalism at the U.S.
bicentennial. Even socialism, which will
replace capitalism, will in turn be re-
placed by communism and the end of
class society.

Not only does the struggle of opposites
cause irreversible change in social re-
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lations, but in the relations of the entire
universe as well. Atoms, mountains,
planets, stars, galaxies—all are born to
die and be transformed into something
else, if not in seconds, then in millions
of years. In the most apparently ‘‘stable”’
object, electrons are whirling around
the nuclei of atom at close to the speed
of light. Powerful atomic forces are tug-
ging against each other. Passivity is
relative, activity is absolute. While we
cannot develop this point within the con-
fines of this article, we urge the reader
. to study the Manifesto and other writings
of Marx and Engels, Lenin, Stalin, Mao
Tse-tung and others on dialectical ma-
terialism, including the articles ‘‘Can
History Be A Science’ in this issue of
PL Magazine and “Dijalectics—Compre-
hending and Transforming Reality”’ in
PL, Vol. 10, No. 6

Of all the questions raised by John
Brown’s raid, this question is the most
fundamental. If the oppressed are es-
sentially passive, and if you can’t win,
and if nothing really changes anyway,
then we in PLP should quit the Party and
seek more ‘‘immediately gratifying”’
things to do. But if the workers are es-
sentially active in struggle, and if we can
win, andif everything constantly changes,
then you should increase your partici-
pation in and commitment to the revolu-
tionary process, by joining the Progres-
sive Labor Party, and by helping recruit
others.

Participation in the class struggle and
the study of dialectic materialism in
general and of history in particular, are
the ways of resolving this question.

MASS REVOLUTIONARY VIOLENCE IS
THE METHOD OF CHANGE

Slavery in North America began inthe
colony of Virginia in 1619, when the first
shipload of blacks arrived. Slavery was
born in the violence of capture in Africa,
and violently delivered to the new world
in the form of leg-ironed bodies jammed
into the filthy holds of sailing ships.
Slavery grew up in the violence of the
overseer’s whip onthe field-hand’s back,
and as slavery reached maturity at the
turn of the nineteenth century, the vio-
lence required to maintain it intensified
because of its relationship to capitalist
industry.

Slavery was first of all a system ‘of
production. In its earlier days in North
America, the surplus produced by the
slaves (the amount above and beyond

that required for their own survival) was
primarily consumed by the local slave-
owners. For the part of the surplus that
was sold in commerce, demand was
relatively limited. .

The industrial revolution changed all
that, in particular the development of the
steam power-driven English cotton in-
dustry. The demand for cottonto feed the
ever-faster spinning wheels of the
English factories became relatively in-
satiable. Competition between manu-
facturers placed a premium price on the
cotton crop brought in first, and planta-
tion owners scrambled to have their
cotton baled on the pier before their
neighbors. Their method was toincrease
the hours of work of the slave, and the
intensity of work during those hours, to
the point where the field hands nolonger
had the time nor the energy necessary
to reproduce themselves and guarantee
a next generation of slave labor. The
African slave trade having been ended
legally (although in fact some slave trad-
ing continued), breeding plantations were
therefore established. There, at the
foothills of the mountain where the ships
could not reach and the soil was not as
good for cultivating cotton, slaves were
grown. Karl Marx compared the cotton
fields to the mines worked by slaves in
ancient times: A

Where not the exchange value but
the use-value of the product pre-
dominates, surplus labor will be
limited by a given set of wants. ..
No boundless thirst for surplus
labor arises from the nature of
production itself. Hence in
antiquity overwork becomes hor-
rible only when the object is to
obtain exchange value in its
specific independent money form;
in the production of gold and sil-
ver. Compulsory working to death
is here the recognized form of
over-work...Still these are ex-
ceptions in antiquity. But as soon
as people, whose production still
moves within the lower forms of
slave-labor. . .are drawn into the
whirlpool of an international
market dominated by the capi-
talistic mode of production, the
sale of their products for export
becoming their principal interest,
the civilized horrors of over-
work are grafted on the barbaric
horrors of slavery...Hence the
Negro labor in the Southern States .
of the American Union preserved
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something of a patriarchal char-
acter so long as production was
chiefly directed to immediate
local consumption. But in pro-
portion, as the export of cotton be -
came of vital interest to these
states, the over-working of the
Negro and sometimes the using
up of his life in 7 years of labor
became a factor in a calculated
and calculating system. (Capital,
V. 1, p. 235—emphasis ours.)

Marx obtained this information about
field-hand life expectancy from reading
the slave owners’ own writings on the
economics of managing plantations. This
‘“‘calculated and calculating’”’ murder is
comparable to the daily violence of capi-
talist production today: each hundred
million dollars of surplus equals so many
workers killed by black lung, red lung,
chemical-caused cancer, and so many
workers killed and maimed by industrial
‘‘accidents,’” all to maximize profitand,
therefore, competitive advantage.

Slaves fought back against the violence
of overwork, and the slaveowners en-
forced their system of production with
the violence of the whip, the chain, the
branding-iron, the bloodhound, the jail
cell and the noose. “‘In the Old South,
violence tended to be more personal and
more socially acceptable than elsewhere.
Slavery, after all, depended upon physi-
cal force or the threat of force, and from
childhood slaveholders were accustomed
to striking their chattels with impunity,
because blacks struck whites at the risk
of their lives.’’ (Thomas, p. 20)

Richard O. Boyer writes of how Andrew
Jackson, later the president of the U.S,,
advertised a $50 reward ‘‘for the capture
of a man he owned who had escaped,
‘and ten dollars extra for every hundred
lashes any person will give him up to the
amount of three hundred.’ ’Boyer quotes
John Calhoun, senatorial theorist of
‘‘states rights,’”’ on one of his captured
runaways: ‘‘ ‘I wish you would have him
lodged in jail for one week, to be fed on
bread and water and to give him 30 lashes
well laid on.’”” Thousands of news-
papers carried advertisements like
these:

‘““RANAWAY, my negro man Richard.
A reward of $25 will be paid for his
apprehension DEAD or ALIVE.

‘“‘RANAWAY, a negro woman and two

children. A few days before she went off

I burnt her with a hot iron on the left
side of her face. I tried to make the
letter M. '

“RANAWAY, a negro woman, named
Maria, some scars on her back oc-

casioned by the whip.’’ (Boyer, pp. 50-51)

ehind these threats of
death, these brandings and
whippings lay the power of
the federal government. Slavery had been

written into the United States Constitu-

tion. Article IV of this racist document - g

In my opinion, the
biggest things that are
happening in the world
today are...the move-
ment of the slaves in
America started by the
death of John Brown,
and...the movement of
the serfs in Russia...

I have justseen in the
Tribune that there has
been a fresh rising of
slaves in Missouri...the
signal has now been
given. If things get ser-
ious by and by, what
will then become of

Manchester?

—Karl Marx, to Friedrich Engels
dJanuary 11, 1860

guaranteed the slaveowners that ‘‘No
person held to Service or Labour in one
State, under the Laws there, escaping
into another, shall, in consequence of
any Law or Regulation thereof, be dis-

charged from such Service or Labour,
but shall be delivered up on Claim of the

Party to whom such Service or Labour

may be due.’’ This Article also guaran-
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teed State governments that the Federal
government would respond to any request
for help in putting down ““domestic Vio-
lence.’”’ This provision was used in 1831
to send federal troops to aid Virginia in
the suppression of the slave rebellion
led by Nat Turner, and to send U.S.
marines to Harper’s

With the Fugitive Slave Act of 1850 the
slaveowners used their control of the
Federal Government to begin a pro-

slavery offensive. This law'not only re-

stated the Constitution’s provision that
it was illegal to aid escaped slaves, it
required citizens of Northern states to
assist in their recapture when asked to
do so by private slave catchers and/or
federal marshalls. The penalty for re-
fusing to help could be six months in
prison or a $1000 fine, even if the per-
son being seized had never been a slave
at.all. Under this Act, there were numer-
ous kidnappings of free blacks and their

«peturn’’ to slavery. The Act had other

features we would now call fascist, such
as no trial by jury (northern juries gen-
erally would not convict anybody accused
of helping an escaped slave, even if they
had clearly done it) and no testimony al-
lowed by the person-being captured.

How could this have been tolerated in
the ‘‘democratic’’ United States of Amer-
ica? We have something similar today.
The U.S. Immigration Dept. mans check-
points on roads leading north from the
Mexican border (in some cases hun-
dreds of miles above the border) where
they randomly stop and search vehicles,
particularly those containing people who
“‘look Latin.’”’ Those who cannot prove
their citizenship or produce documents
showing they are legally in the country
are jailed and deported. The Immigration
Department has employed similar tactics
in raids on factories, movie theatres and
other places where there is a concen-
tration of latin workers. The super-
exploitation of black slaves ledto escape
from slavery which in turn led to slave-
catching, which created a cloudof terror
under which the entire working class
lived. The super-exploitation of workers
in Latin America (and elsewhere) leads
to escape into the U.S., which leads to the
hunt for undocumented workers, which
creates a cloud of terror under whichwe
live today.

This cloud seemed small to white
workers not obviously affected by it,
prior to the passage ofthe Fugitive Slave
Act. After this Act, the danger to allbe-
came more evident. As John Brown put it,

Ferry in 1859.

«‘the Fugitive Slave Law will create more
abolitionists than all the lectures we
have had for years: (Quarles, p. 25) But
this Act was not a ‘“‘mistake’’ onthepart
of the slave owners; it was a necessary
reaction to_sharpening internal contra-.
dictions within slavery, and between
slaveowners and some sections of
northern industrial capitalists. T
Similarly, the U.S. ruling class today
is facing sharpening internal contradic-
tions with the working class, and, ex-
ternally, with the Russian imperialists.
They are discussing plans, based on the
Immigration Department’s ‘‘green card’’
and the computerized Social Security
System, for forcing all workers tocarry
identity cards andbe subjectto imprison-
ment if they cannot produce the card. So
what appears today to many workers who
are citizens as a small cloud on the
horizon_is developing into a_thunder-
storm of fascist terror. Only by joining
the struggle against deportations led by
the International Committee Against

Racism and the Progressive Labor

Party, only by advocating the unity of
all workers and the ‘‘abolition’’ « of all
borders, canyouhelp today to prepare the
working class for the task of overcgming
fascism with socialist revolution to-
mMoOrrow. :

Before the Fugitive Slave Act a part
of the abolitionist movement had advo-
cated violence against slavery. The
Ram’s Horn, a black newspaper in New
York to which John Brown subscribed,
for example, called for slave rebellions.
Henry Highland Garnet, an escaped slave
who became a close friend of John Brown,
told the National Negro Convention in-
Buffalo in 1843:

Brethren, arise, arise! Strike
for your lives and liberty. Now is
the day and the hour. Let every
slave throughout the land do this,
and the days of slavery are num-
bered. You cannot be oppressed
more than youalready have been—
you cannot suffer greater cruel-
ties than you have already. Rather
die free men thanlive tobe slaves.
Remember that you are FOUR
MILLIONS.

Although there had been some aid by this
movement to slave rebellions in the
South, this violence had been mainly
verbal. The Fugitive Slave Act gave
northern abolitionists the opportunity
to pick up the gun against slavery where
they lived. They responded by forming

associations in many northern cities and

g
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towns dedicated to armed resistance to
slave catchers, including federal mar-
shalls. John Brown’s involvement in this
movement was to lead inthe formation of
the League of Gileadites in Springfield,
Ohio, where he was living in 1851. This
League asked its members to be con-
stantly armed and ready to spring to the
defense of any fugitive slave or free
black threatened with capture or already
captured. Although it had white sup-
porters, its membership, other than
John Brown, was apparently all black.
This was a weakness. The League was
never tested in combat because no slave
catchers came to Springfield, mostlikely
out of fear for their lives. o

The next stage of the Federal Govern-
ment’s pro-slavery offensive, growing
out of the increasing desperation and
weakness of the slave system, was the
Kansas-Nebraska Act of 1854. This Act
set aside the Missouri Compromise of
1820, which had prohibited slaveryinthe
Territories (newly-obtained parts of the
U.S. not yet made into ‘‘states’’). Slavery
could exist until and unless the Territory
was admitted to the Union with a State
constitution prohibiting slavery. The con-
stitution was written by the elected repre-
sentatives of the territory, so the stage
was set for what appeared to be anelec-
toral struggle between advocates of slav-
ery and advocates of free labor and free
soil. Kansas was the territory where this
struggle was fought out. Just as elections
did not win industrial unions, or the eight
hour day, or civil rights, elections did
not decide the issue in Kansas. Violent
class struggle did.

The first round went to the slave
owners. They themselves did not go to
Kansas—they were waiting until the issue
was decided to bring their slaves and
set up plantations. Instead, they sent
‘“‘border ruffians’’ from the slave State
of Missouri, just as the wealthy bankers
and bosses of Boston stayed at home on
Beacon Hill in 1975 discussing their
liberal and conservative racist opinions
while they mobilized white workers and
unemployed teenagers of South Boston to
go out and throw rocks at Black school
children. In South Boston in 1975, in
Missouri in 1855 some whites found their
sense of superiority in the supposed in-
feriority of blacks, instead of identifying
with blacks and all other members of the
international working class, producers of
everything of value. Thousands of these
border ruffians, crazed by racism and
liberal quantities of booze into fighting

the battles of the plantation owners,
crossed over into Kansas to join with
others of their ilk who had actually
moved there to stuff the ballot boxes,
terrorize free-state settlers, and elect
a pro-slavery legislature and governor.
This government was recognized as the
official government of Kansas by Presi-
dent Buchanan. :

hite workers who had es-
caped wage-slavery by
V¥ moving to Kansas and set-

ting up.farms and small businesses,
white farmers who had moved to Kansas
seeking more acres -and fertile soil,
fought back. They set up their own anti-
slavery territorial government, which
in turn enlisted citizens into a militia to
counter the armed border ruffians and
their supporters, federal troops and
marshals. This movement had two re-

lated weaknesses which led to repeated -

defeats andthe verge of disaster.1) Most
of the white settlers shared their
enemies’ belief in the inferiority of
blacks, and did not want to live in a
multi-racial environment. Therefore
they either were not opposed to slavery,
but only to its extension into Kansas, or
advocated the abolition of slavery coupled
with the ‘‘return’’ of the slaves (whohad
by this time almost all been born here)
to Africa. A tiny handful of blacks, pre-
cursors of today’s black nationalists,
advocated such ‘‘colonization’’ schemes,
and were thus in objective and sometimes
organizational .alliance with out-and-out
racists.

2) Because the settlers were not won

politically to the abolition of slaveryand

to multi-racial unity, but only wanted to
be ‘‘let alone’’ to raise their crops (‘‘do
their own thing’’), they did not take the
offensive militarily against the pro-
slavery forces, but only called out their
regiments when they were directly at-
tacked. As anyone who has ever been in
a physical fight knows, you cannot win
if your opponent is throwing all the.
punches and you are just trying to block
them. Sooner, rather than later, you will
get hurt. In Kansas, the main free-state
settlement, Lawrence, was burned
several times, and hundreds of free-
staters were killed in battles and in at-
tacks by the border ruffians on unarmed
men, women and children. The South
was on the verge of winning this pre-
view of the Civil War. Abolitionists looked
with horror at ‘‘bleeding Kansas,’’ and
saw the ‘‘slave-power,’ as they called it
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‘spreading throughout the country.

Some did more than look.

A small minority of the settlers had
gone to Kansas not only to farm, but
mainly to fight in the front lines against
slavery and racism. Among these politi-
cally motivated forces were five of John
Brown’s sons, their families, and other
relatives and friends. Their letters de-
scribing developments in Kansas con-
vinced John Brown to go west, with
another son, a son-in-law, and a wagon-
load of rifles and ammunition.

On arriving in Kansas, John Brown was
commissioned captain of a Company of
Liberty Guards by the free state legis-
lature. Thus he came by the title,
«“Captain Brown’’ by which he was fre-
quently called for the remaining four
years of his life. His conduct in battles
in the area of Osawatomie Creek earned
him another name, ‘‘old Osawatomie
Brown.”’ _

““Badly outnumbered at Black Jack on
June 2, 1856, the Brown forces refused
to wilt under fire...Twenty-five Mis-
sourians were taken prisoner, Brown
exchanging their two leaders for his
previously captured sons, John, Jr. and
Jason.”” (Quarles, p. 33)

“Brown’s reputation as a guerrila
leader grew....At the end of August

(1856), he fought a skirmish at

Osawatomie in which he led a band of.

thirty or forty men against two hundred
and fifty commanded by a Mexican war
veteran, John W. Reid. Though badly
outnumbered, Brown fought backhardand
succeeded in escaping with the bulk of
his force.”” (Ruchames, p. 33)

John Brown and his troops were ordi-
nary people, not supermen. Their
bravery flowed out of political conviction

and collective organization. The by-laws -~ --

of the Company in the summer of 1856
included the election of officers, col-
lective disposal of captured property,
and trial by jury. _

A reporter from the New York Tribune
visited the camp at this time. John Brown
told him, ‘“‘I would rather have the
smallpox, yellow fever, and cholera al-
together in my camp, than a man with-
out principles. It’s a mistake, sir, that
our people make, when they think that
bullies are the best fighters, or that they
are the men fit to oppose these South-
erners. Give me men of good principles;
God-fearing men; men who respect them-
selves; and, with a dozen of them, I will
oppose any hundred such men as these
Buford ruffians.’”’ (quoted in DuBois,
p. 163)

Before any of these battles could take
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place, the killing of the five pro-slavery
terrorists at Potawatomie had to occur.
Lawrence had been sacked on May 21,
1856, while the demoralized free staters
were trying to negotiate instead of shoot.
John Brown’s company, summoned from
Osawatomie, arrived only to see the
ruins. The border ruffians had shot up and
terrorized the town for several hours.
The Federal government had recognized
the pro-slavery regime, and the rest of
the county was sullenly going along. The
morale of the free staters was low; some
were getting ready to go home while the
getting was good. The pro- slavery forces
were issuing warnings of death for those
who remained. On the night of May 24,
1856, about eight men Ied by Brown
knocked on the doors of five of these
racist vermin, escorted them out to the
woods, and hacked them to death with
broadswords. Even commentators who
are generally favorable to John Brown
shy away from supporting this deed.
Quarles, for example says ‘‘Brown’s
name would be forever tarnished’’ by the
incident, in which “‘five pro-slavery men
were cruelly put to death.’”’ (Quarles,
p. 33) .

James Townsley was an eye-witness
of the raid. He had been pressed into
. service by Brown’s band as a somewhat
reluctant guide to the pro-slave settle-
ment in the Swamp of the Swan. In 1879
he wrote about the incident in the
Lawrence Daily Journal: :

I desire also to say that I did
not then approve of the killing of
those men, but Brown said it must
be done for the protection of the
Free State settlers; that the pro-
slavery party must be terrified,
and that it was better that a score
of bad men should die than that
one man who came here to make
Kansas a free state should be
-driven out. ..

I then thought that the trans-
action was terrible, and have
mentioned it to but a few persons
since. Id after time, however, 1
became satisfied that it resulted
in good to the Free State cause,
and was especially beneficial to
Free State settlers on' Potawat-
omie Creek. The pro-slaverymen
were dreadfully terrified, and
large numbers of them soon left
the Territory. It was afterwards
said that one Free State man
could scare a company of them.
(Lawrence Daily Journal, Dec. 10,

1879, quoted in Ruchames, pp.
208-209, emphasis Townsley’s)
In South Boston in 1975 thousands
came out to cheer for Louise Day Hicks
as she spewed forth racist garbage, and
hundreds followed R.0.A.R.—Restore
Our Alienated Rights—in throwing rocks
at black school children. When CAR and
PLP organized even small numbers to
stand up to these Racists On A Rampage,
most of them politically “‘left the terri-.
tory.” ’ o '

And so it goes. ‘‘Bullies,’” to use John

Brown’s word, won over through racism
to do the bidding of the ruling class, be
they capitalists or slave-owners, can
never match the dedication of working-
class forces fighting for their own lib-
eration, united in multi-racial unity.
Today, some see only the superficial
arrogance of the boss and the super-
ficial passivity of the workers. They
conclude, as did most of the free staters,
that we cannot win and should not fight.
We can learn from John Brown to look
deeper, to the profound weakness of the
bosses and the strengths of the working
class. We conclude that we can win and

must fight. ) SRR "

W.E.B. DuBois explained in his

biography of John Brown the relation-
ship of the killings at Potawatomie to
events in the whole nation.

Not only was there ‘hell in Kan-

- sas’ but the North was aflame—
the very thing which John Brown
and Lane and their fellows de-
signed. A great convention met
at Buffalo and mass meetings
were held everywhere. Clothes,
money, arms and men began: to
pour out of the North. It was no
longer a program of peaceful
voting; it was fight. The Southern
party was certain to be swamped
....(DuBois, pp. 139-141)

DuBois explains how the Buchanan ad-
ministration, fearing that events would
develop into a general offensive against
slavery—a civil war—had to reverse its
policy from one of using Federal forces
to keep Kansas a slave state to one of
compromise. Free state professional
politicians, described by John Brown as
‘“always ready to sacrifice his prin-
ciples for his advantage,”’ (Ruchames,
p. 220) tried to create a state where
slave owners and free soilers could
peacefully co-exist. As the Civil War
was soon to demonstrate, this could not
be. Pro-slave forces were not condi-
tioned by slavery to compromise. They




could not keep their hands off the club
and rifle. Free soilers continued to fight
back. The war simmered until 1858 and
ended with the-total defeat of pro-slavery
forces and the adoption in 1859 of a state
constitution prohibiting slavery.

After the tide had turned against slav-
.ery in Kansas, the next and last act of
the pro-slavery offensive prior to seces-
sion itself was. the Dred Scott Decision
of March 6, 1857. Dred Scott was a
slave whose owner had taken him into
Minnesota, a territory where slavery
was prohibited, and Illinois, afree state.
In Missouri in 1846 Dred Scott peti-
tioned a Federal Circuit Court for the
right to bring suit for his freedom.
There followed twelve years of litigation
culminating in the 1857 Supreme Court
Decision. Chief Justice Taney, a well-
known pro-slavery advocate, wrote the
opinion for the majority of the Court.

look deeper to

the profound weakness
- of the bosses

and the strengths

of the working class...

He ruled that Dred Scott was a slave,
and therefore not a citizen of the United
States, and therefore not entitled to
bring a law suit into a federal court. The
Court’s opinion went on to ‘rule that no
black person, slave or free, was a citi-
zen of the United States, because at the
time the Constitution was ratified—and
continuing through 1857—blacks were
¢“considered as a subordinate and in-
ferior class of beings, who had been
subjugated by the dominant race, and,
whether emancipated or not, yet re-
mained subject to their authority, and
had no rights or privileges, but such
as those who held the power and the
Government might choose to grant
them.”’ (quoted in Fehrenbacher, p. 343)
" This Supreme Court decision in essence
made slavery legal throughout the United
States, and officially endorsed racism
as the doctrine of the U.S. government.

It was ‘‘an unusually bold venture in a
desperate struggle for power’’ by the
slave owners (Fehrenbacher, p. 3). The
venture failed. The decision unleashed
a wave of hatred of slavery and racism
that dwarfed the reaction to the Fugitive
Slave Act in breadth and depth. Intended
to avert the necessity of secession, the
decision helped make secession the only
possibility for the slave owners. When
secession did occur, hundreds of thou-
sands whose hatred had been aroused by
Taney’s open advocacy of the rightness
of slavery and racism were inspired to
pick up the gun and smash this racist
doctrine along with the Confederacy.

n September, 1856, hope-
ful, with reason, that free-
staters had their Sharpes
rifle at the ready and would no longer
supinely submit to slavery, John Brown

left Kansas. He headed east—in order t0.
head south. In his mind was the idea of an

offensive against slavery. Instead of at-
tacking the expansion of slavery, attack-
ing slavery itself. Instead of fighting on
territory coveted by the slave power,
fighting on territory already firmly in
its possession. Instead of limiting
slavery, abolishing slavery. Brown’s
criticism of Spartacus was that instead
of waiting to be attacked in Sicily, he
should have marched on the capital of
the Empire—Rome.. _

In the spring of 1857, John Brown was
in Connecticut, contracting to buy 1000
pikes, which were intended to be placed
in the hands of 1000 liberated slaves.

In the course of his travels to recruit
men for the raid, he was back in Kansas
in 1858. He left Kansas for the last time
in January 1859 with eleven freed slaves

whom he and other members of his band
conducted on an 82-day trip through
frozen wilderness to freedom in Canada,
harassed by federal troops during part
of the way.

A number of valuable lessons can be
learned from this prelude to Harper’s
Ferry.

When one of the slaves snuck across
the Missouri border to inform Brown
that he and his family were about to be
sold, and wished to take the risk of es-
caping rather than face separation,
Brown ‘‘at once decided to go to the
rescue.’’ (Quarles, p. 54) Brown and his
men made an armed, mounted invasion of
Missouri and freed the slaves, at the
cost of one dead slave-owner, that very
day. As we in the Progressive Labor
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Escaped slawes arriving at a station on the Un
in the raid bad long par

derground Rail Road. Brown, bis parents, and many of the participants
ticipated in this mass action against slawery

---——The .. raiders seized
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Party and the Committee Against Rac-
ism develop a reputation for attacking
racists and racism, we are more fre-
quently approached by others on the job,
on campus, or in the neighborhood seek-
ing help. Many of these are golden op-
portunities to build the revolutionary,
anti-racist movement. They must be
quickly seized and made part of our over-
all program, and not fritted away. In
many instances, a delay of a day can be
a day too long.

“horses, oxen,
foodstuffs, bedding and clothing’’ in ad-
dition to the slaves. Brown was con-
vinced that ‘‘the masters should bear the
costs aof transporting their former slaves
to freedom.” Although he had never read
Marx, or, so far as we know, the classi--
cal bourgeois economists, he seems to
have pentrated through the nonsense of
the slave-owners’ and bosses’ economic
utterances—‘‘Where would you have a
_Job if it weren’t for us’’—to the labor
theory of value. ““In a larger sense,
Brown held that whatever his party took
belonged in reality to the slaves, their

lat;or having produced it.”’ (Quarles, p.
55

Again and again during the flight to
Canada violence against the state ap-
paratus was proven to be the absolutely
necessary method of change. ‘“The blacks
were armed with rifles . .. and had prac-
ticed daily in order to become familiar
with their use.” ““Their last day in
Kansas ... was appropriately marked by
a battle between Brown and the federal
forces sent by the commandant of Fort
Leavenworth (anti-Indian ‘‘hero’ of
many a racist Western movie). The
Brown party, aided by some fifteen vol-
unteers from Topeka, defeated a force
nearly four times its number and took
prisoners.”’ (Quarles, pp. 56-57) These
fifteen volunteers from Topeka were:
but the tip of an iceberg. Large parts of
the trip to Canada were essentially pub-
lic, and the physical and moral support
of thousands sapped the morale of federal
troops and private slave catchers before
they even engaged the escaping slaves
and Brown and his men. Under such cir-
circumstances, a little determination to




meet violence with violence went a long
way. Samuel Harper, one of the escaped
slaves, later told of the experience. ‘‘The
governor of Kansas, he telegraphed to
the United States marshal at Spring-
dale: ‘Capture John Brown, dead or
alive.” The marshal he answered, ‘If 1
try to capture John Brown it’1l be dead,
and I'll be the one that’ll be dead.’”’
(DuBois, p. 197) ' ,
‘A federal marshal in Clevelandfelt the
same way. Following the safe arrival of
the eleven slaves inCanada, Brown, John
Henry Kagi (who had emerged as Captain
Brown’s main ‘‘lieutenant’’) and others
returned to the U.S. to continue the prep-

arations for Harper’s Ferry. March 23,

1859 saw Brown holding a public meeting
in Cleveland. Brown ‘‘stated that inas-
much as President Buchanan had offered

$250 for his capture, he wanted itknown

‘that he would give two dollars and fifty
cents for the safe delivery of the body of
James Buchanan in any jail of the Free
States.”” Quarles continues,
Brown could thus confidently chal-
“lenge federal authority in Cleve-
land because the city was in a
highly emotional state over the
so-called Oberlin-Wellington
rescue. Thirty-seven rescuers of
runaway slave John Price were
lodged in a Cleveland jail awaiting
trial. Sensing the angry mood of
many citizens, the federal mar-
shal’s office quietly ignored the
numerous posters calling for
Brown’s arrest. (Quarles, p. 61)
A massive, militant anti-slavery move-
ment, powerful enough to markedly limit
the actions of the federal government,
existed. It had been called into being not
by John Brown, but by John Price and the
thousands of others like him who es-
caped from slavery. John Brown did not
march on Harper’s Ferry to create a
movement, but to put that movement on
the offensive, as he had helped to do in
a more limited context in Kansas.
Militarily, the offensive nature of raid-
ing an arsenal inside Virginia, the oldest
and most powerful slave state, is readily
apparent. Politically, the offensive
nature of the raid is often glossed over.
Of all the possible methods of obtaining
weapons, John Brown and his men choose
to capture a federal arsenal. They made
a direct onslaught on the armed might
of the government of the nation—crime of
crimes. Their purpose could only have
been to dramatize that it was precisely
this armed might that upheld slavery.

'i‘he federal government t'fied, with in--

creasing difficulty as it was ‘exposed by
its actions, to pretend to be ‘‘neutral’’
between slavery and free labor. It made
moderate-sounding statements about the
need for ‘‘compromise’’ between pro-

slavery and anti-slavery forces. Just as ‘

today the President and the Labor De-
partment talk about compromise between
business and labor,
and ‘‘impartial arbitration’’—when what
they really mean is enforcement of capi-
talism with an iron hand. Similarly, at-
torneys general, police departments, and
the . American Civil Liberties -Union
talk' about ‘‘protecting the rights of the
Nazis and the anti-Nazis, the racists and
the anti-racists alike.” ‘ -

At Oxnard, California last suminerL

at dozens of other demonstrations and -

attacks against the Ku Klux Klan in the
past year, it was only the presence of
hundreds of cops that kept the KKK mem-
bers from being tornapartby anti-racist
fighters led by PLP and INCAR. Like-
wise it was only the power of the federal

government to enforce laws north and

south, to concentrate force against re-
bellion and escape, that protected the
slaveowners ' from being engulfed by
slaves and abolitionists. *
Proof that the federal arsenal at Har-
per’s Ferry was seen by the guerrillas
as primarily a strategic political target
rather than one picked for tactical mili-
tary reasons is evidentfroma Convention
in Chatham, Ontario that took place May
8-10, 1858, as part of the preparation for
the raid. At this Convention a “Pro-
visional Constitution’’ was adopted, which
differed from the U.S. Constitution pri-
marily inthat it outlawed slavery. Article
45 of this Provisional Constitution stated
that the aim was to reform the govern-
ment rather than overthrow it, and that
the flag ‘‘shall be the same that our
fathers? fought under in the Revolution.”
(Quarles, p. 48) Many of the blacks at
this convention did not agree with
Brown's patriotism and fought against
this Article, but after prolonged debate,
including supportby some of the key black
leaders, it passed. After this debate, the
entire constitution  was passed unani-
mously. The purpose of the document was
to provide a means of governing liberated
territory. So, despite the disclaimer,
the delegates were voting to create
another country until and unless the
United States agreed to abolish slavery.
Following the adoption of this Constitu-
tion, several of the positions in what

about ‘‘mediation’’ -

n
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was to be the new provisional govern-
ment were filled. John Brown was elected
commander-in-chief, and Kagi secretary
of war. The raid on Harper’s Ferry was
not only an attack on the United States
Government, it was the beginning of an
effort to overthrow the authority of the
U.S. government in whatever areas the
new power, based on the abolition of
slavery, could consolidate its control.
Had the guerrillas succeeded in building
base areas in andaround the Appalachian
Mountain chain, they would have been
on a collision course with the U.S, gov-
ernment. Instead of the Civil War that did

occur less than two years later between

a Confederacy of slave owners and the
U.S. government there would havebeena

war between a federal government sup-

-porting slavery and slaves and their free

black and white allies.

resident Buchanan did

everything he could to con-

- ceal the revolutionary im-

plications of the raid on Harper’s Ferry.
He made no.attempt to prosecute Brown
and the other survivors on federal
charges. Although their act of attacking
a U.S. military installation was cer-
tainly a federal crime, he was content for
them to be tried in a state court for
‘‘treason against the state of Virginia.”’
This helped-direct the anger of northern
working people against the slave owners

rather than against their protector in.

Washington as well. Buchanan tried to
portray Brown and his band as a handful
of isolated madmen and the raid on
Harper’s Ferry as an unexpected and
unpredictable bolt out of the blue. He
tried to conceal the relationship of the
guerrillas and the raid to the slave rebel-
lions, the fugitive slaves, the growing
abolitionist movement, the civil war in
Kansas. Buchanan wrote,
John Brown was a man violent,
lawless and fanatical .. . His
ruling passion was to become the
instrument of abolishing slavery,
by the strong hand, throughout
the slaveholding States. With him,
this amounted almost to insanity
....He was so secret in his pur-
poses that he had scarcely any
confidants . ...

But ‘‘facts are stubborn things’’ and
the facts forced their way out even through
Buchanan’s pro-slavery pen:

In the already excited condition of
public feeling throughout the
South, this raid of John Brown

made a deeper impression on the
southern mind against the Union
than all former events. Con-
sidered merely as the isolated
act of a desperate fanatic, it would
have had no lasting effect. It was
e enthusiastic and permanent
approbation of the object of his
expedition by the abolitionists of
the North, which spread alarmand
apprehension throughout the South
-+.. On the day of Brown’s exe-
cution bells were tolled in many
places, cannon fired, and prayers
offered up for him as if he werea
martyr &rom James Buchanan,
Mr. Buchanan’s Administration
on the Eve of Rebellion, quoted
in Rozwenc, p. 29-30) o
John Brown and his men placed their
greatest confidence in the most oppressed
and most intensely exploited sections of
the working class. Today, a dis-
proportionate number of these workers
are black, latin and other so-called
“minorities,” and live in inner-city
ghetto areas. Today as 120 Yyears ago
with regard to the black slaves, we are
constantly told by a chorus of racists
that these workers are too oppressed,
too tired, too concerned with immediate

needs, too stupid_and/or too inferior to

make revolution. But it wag the rebellion
and escape of slaves that brought forth the
abolitionist movement, and it is the
heroic rebellions of these minority and
white workers today that has brought
forth our revolutionary movement.

The one fact that President Buchanan

was too blinded by racism to see, or too -

gripped by racism to acknowledge, was
the reaction of the slaves to the raid on:
Harper’s Ferry. Buchanan wrote that
“John Brown, after all his efforts, re-
ceived no support from the slaves in the
neighborhood.”’ In fact, John Brown’s
raid raised the level of rebellion among
the slaves to new heights. His band held
hostage a slaveholder, Lewis W, Wash-
ington, a greatgrand nephew of George
Washington. ‘“On the night Col. Wash-
ington was taken, a free black who had
been visiting among the slaves had not
raised the alarm at Charlestown, leaving
its inhabitants to find out about the raid
from other sources and several hours
later. Train engineer William Wooley
reported that before the early morning
train which had been halted at Harper’s
Ferry was permitted to resume its jour-

'ney some 300 slaves had gathered around

the cars, shouting that they wanted their

LN



freedom, having been slaves long enough.

“A great change came over Harper’s
Ferry slaves immediately after the
raid,” wrote local residentJ ennie Cham-
bers. They were not as reliable as before,
often congregating without their masters’
 knowledge. Another resident of the neigh-
borhood, Presbyterian minister Charles
White, wrote on Nov. 10, 1859, that
. ‘geveral masters have been beaten or
attacked by their 'servants.’... Harper’s
Ferry whites sought to pretend that the
local blacks were indifferent to the raid
... But in the weeks after the raid there
could be no pretending about the un-
precedented number of fires inthe coun-
try. Night after night, reported a Rich-
mond daily, ‘the heavens are illuminated
by the lurid glare of burning property.’
The torch was put to stock yards, barns,
stables, haystacks, and agricultural im-
plements, causing a general suspension
of work on some farms. Wheat was
threshed earlier than usual, its owners
not daring to let it stand until the other
fall-work had been done. ..

““Among those suffering loss of prop-
erty were three of the jurors who had
tried and convicted Brown, among them
the foreman of the jury, Walter Shirley,”’
(Quarles, pp. 107-108) )

The slaveholders’ dread of insurrec-
tion increased notonly in Harper’s Ferry
and the rest of Virginia, but throughout
the South. ‘‘Slave patrols were strength-
ened, as in Mississippi where a suc-
cession of flaming cotton mills hinted
ominiously at a wave of arson.. .Slave
- quarters were: carefully searched for
firearms. A slave in Clarke County, Va.
‘Negro Jerry,” was sentenced to hang
for conspiring with slaves to rebel.”’
(Quarles, p. 159)

The Weekly Anglo-African, a black
newspaper,
slaves’ inspiration and  the Southern
ruling class’ hysteria inthe multi-racial
nature of Brown’s squad. ‘‘It asserted
that Virginia would never have trembled
at 17 or 1700 white men in arms, even
if they had all been John Browns. It was
the 5 black men, armed to the teeth, and
the 500,000 black men in their midst
‘armed with a quarrel,” who caused the
Virginians to shudder in fear.”” The
racist myth of the servile, shuffling black

was contradicted by the reality of blacks,"

shouldering guns. During the Civil War,
5 black men with guns multiplied to
200,000. Osborne P. Anderson, the one
black guerrilla who got away, and who
then fought in the Civil War, wrote in the

pinpointed a source of the

first biography of the anti-slavery lead-
er, ‘“John Brown did not only capture

Harper’s Ferry for twenty hours, but

he held the whole South.” (Quarles,
pp. 106-107) Perhaps it would have been
even more accurate to say that the at-
tackers of Harper’s Ferry held the whole
nation. _

During the next six weeks Brown spent
in jail, and following his execution, abo-
litionists in virtually every city and town
in the North held mass meetings at-
tended by a total of tens of thousands,
and read about in the press by millions.
These meetings were in the main led
by the militant abolitionists, many recent
converts to the advocacy of violence,
and in particular, by blacks. In New York,

<‘on the Sunday following the raid, Henry

Highland Garnet told his congregation
that it was the duty of every freedom-
loving person to affirm the rightness

Five black men armed

to the teeth

and 500,000

black men... - |
armed with a quarrel...

of the raid..... he asserted that the
only right slavery had was to die...”
(Quarles, p. 117) At another New York
meeting, ‘‘James Green, a former fugi-
tive, urged his listeners to get a gun and
to use it when necessary. Another speak-
er, J.J. Simons, said that Blacks should
follow Brown’s example and that this was
not to be done by prayer, thebestprayer
for the slaveholder being powder and
shot . . . Speaking to an all-white audience
at Brockett’s Bridge, New York, William
J. Watkins (a black man)...extolled
Brown, calling him a hero.. . Watkins
added that the slaves were destined to
be free even though they might have to
wade through seas of blood. .. A gather-
ing of Blacks at the Zion Church in
Providence, Rhode Island, although call-
ing attention to their abhorrence of blood-
shed and civil war, expressed their full
sympathy with their {riend Captain
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Brown, proclaiming him 3 hero...
Blacks in Cincinnati . . . adopted a resolu-
tion declaring that the death of Brown and
his associates would mark an era in the
abolitionist crusade...In Cleveland a
well-attended meeting of Negroes passed
a resolution declaring !
duty of the ‘free-men’ of the North to g0
ta Charlestown and liberate John
Brown.” (Quarles, pp. 117-118)
December 2, 1859, when John Brown
was hanged, was called ‘“Martyr Day’’
by blacks. Throughout the North, blacks
did not report for work, wore black arm
bands, attended mass meetings. Thou-
sands of whites participated as well. In
Boston, ‘‘the abolitionists held a stand-
ing-room-only meeting - at Tremont
Temple, with 3,000 gathered outside. ...
in Philadelphia...at g mid-morning
meeting in National Hall, called by the
abolitionists and attracting upwards of
4,000, an address by Robert Purvis
brought the meeting to anabrupt close by
order of the police.’’ (Quarles, pp. 125-
127) Purvis supported Brown to the hilt
and advocated armed slave insurrection.
“A  Philadelphia paper expressed no
surprise that blacks should revere
John Brown but was shocked and be-
wildered ‘that placid and pleasant look-
ing white women and white men should
display any other emotion than loathing
and terror at a conspiracy for butchery
and devastation’ such as Brown had en:
gineered.”’ (Quarles, pp. 127-128)

uarles sums up the results
of all those mass meetings
this way: ‘“‘Among aboli-
tionists their dislike of violence, previ-
ously one of their proudest boasts, now
Yielded to their stronger desire to see
slavery brought low. Even before Brown
went to the gallows, William Lloyd Gar-
rison had done an about-face onpacifism.
‘Brand that man as a hypocrite and das-
tard, who, in one breath, exalts the deed
,of Washington and Warren, and in the
next, denounces Nat Turneras amonster
for refusing longer to wear the yoke and
be c)lriven under the lash.’”’ (Quarles, p.
152
‘‘Abolitionist literature, hitherto more
reflective than incendiary, reflected this
mood of physical force. In-the spring of
1860, the American Anti-Slavery Society
published a thirty-six page tract, ‘An
Account of Some of the Principal Slave
Insurrections . . . During the Past Two
Centuries.’ In its December 1859 issue,
The Anglo-African Magazine reprinted

that it was the

‘The Confessions of Nat Turner,’ prefac-
ing it with an editoria] comparing Tur-
ner’s methods with those of John Brown.
Thomas Wenthworth Higginson wrote an
article on conspirator Denmarck Vesey
(a freed slave) and another insurrec-
tionist, Nat Turner (a slave) both ac-
counts appearing in the sedate pages of
the Atlantic Monthly, Higginson’s sketch
on Turner asserted that his plan and
that of John Brown were both ‘de-
liberately matured; each was in its way
practicable.’ ”’ (Quarles, p. 153) :

Support for John Brown was not limited
to articles and mass meetings. ‘‘As John
Brown waited in his cell for hanging on
December 2, 1859, Rev. Higginson ‘“was
organizing an expeditionary force to
storm the jail at Charlestown, Virginia
and rescue him. At the same time,
Lysander | Spooner, prominent Boston
attorney, who had called off his own plan
for invasion of the South when He heard
of John Brown’s, was enlisting men and
money to kidnap at pistol point Gov,
Henry A. Wise of Virginia and hold him
hostage. . . his life to be taken if John
Brown were executed. . .In Ohio’s Ash-
tabula County, where g2 secret anti-
slavery, s mi-military organization had
been organized by John Brown, his eldest
son, and others, scores were under arms
determined to protect from arrest those
leading citizens of their community who
had known of John Brown’s invasion or
helped prepare for it. In Iowa at Spring-
dale, where John Brown’s company had
drilled, an armed organization similar
to that in Ashtabula was patrolling the
roads, its members intent on preventing
the arrest of any of its citizens...In
Concord, Massachusetts . .. Franklin B,
Sanborn, another who had helpedplot and
finance the invasion. .. was soon resist-
ing the arrest of federal marshals long
enough and stoutly enough to permit cul-
tured Concord to raise a mob that res-
cued him...In New Yo rk, German
veterans of the Revolution of 1848, meet-
ing on November 22, agreed to join with
others from Boston and Ohio in invading
Charlestown with bombs and hand gre-
nades on the day of the execution to
rescue Brown as he approached the
gallows guarded by fifteen hundred fed-
eral :;nd Virginia troops.’’ (Boyer, pp.
16-17 '

John Brown rejected the rescueplans.
To advance the anti-slavery cause, he
said, ‘I am worth now infinitely more
to die than to live.’’ The realization that
slavery could not be limited, but had to
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Harper’s Ferry.as it appeared to Brown from the Maryland side of the riv

area, with the corner of the engine bouse in the right tongound. - : :

be ended, and that the slave owners would
not give up. their class position, but had
to have their power violently destroyed,
radiated from the jail in Charlestown
throughout the North, beyond the ranks
of the abolitionist movement. ‘‘Northern
workers held mass meetings to express
sympathy for John Brown. In - Ohio, the
Social Working Men’s Association of
Cincinnati, made up of many German
Marxists, drew up a set of resolutions
which declared: ‘““The act of John Brown
has powerfully contributed to bring out
the hidden consciousness of the majority
of the people.‘”’ (P.S. Foner, History
gg vgt)he Labor Movement in the U.S., p.

Transforming the opinions of the
masses had been anticipated by Brown,
and was part of the reason he chose to
strike at the Federal Arsenal. Frederick
‘Douglass, explaining why he had origin-
ally planned to participate in the raid
and - then declined, wrote of a conversa-
tion he had with John Brown two months
before the assault: ‘‘Brown for Harper’s
Ferry and I against it—he for striking
a blow that should instantly arouse the
country, and I for the policy of gradually
and unaccountably drawing off the slaves
to the mountains, as at first suggested

er. Inset shows the entrance tothe Arsenal
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and proposed by him.”’ (quoted in

Quarles, pp. 77) ' ‘

Why does one act of violence get a
mass response, while another only a
mass audience? What made the ghetto
rebellions of the 1960’s or the raid on
Harper’s Ferry different from the re-
cent killings of politicians and business
executives by German and Italianterror-
ists and the bank hold-up by Patricia

Hearst and the Symbionese Liberation-

“Army’’? Precisely that one was inti-
mately connected with and grew out of
the mass movement, and therefore re-
sponded to the deep needs of the masses,

while the others were planned and exe-

cuted by people who stood apart from the
mass movement, had no confidence inthe
masses being able to develop a political

understanding, and therefore ended up

being looked at by the masses as another
side show in thebosses’ circus of freaks.
The strategy of terrorism, for all its

“seeming militancy, 1s essen ially a

liberal one because it relies on scaring
the bosses into reforms within capital-
ism rather thandeveloping a mass move-
ment capable of wiping out the bosses
with socialist revolution. Terrorism,
like all forms of liberalism within the
movement, tends to prevent the masses
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from adopting a strategy of mass revo-
lutionary violence. It is based on the
idea that someone else—secret con-
spirators—will kill a few bosses and
scare the rest. .-

his was not John Brown’s plan. He

intended the attack by a few to be the

prelude. to a mass war on slavery by
thousands of slaves and abolitionists.
In-a different form thatis what happened.

John Brown was a conspirator second,
and a public advocate of violence against
slavery first. He was a conspirator in
the sense that he tried to ensure that
only those who needed to know, the direct
participants, were aware of the time and
place of the raid on Harper’s. Ferry or
the descent on the Swamp of the Swan
or the battle at Black Jack. If you are
serious about winning, and not suicidal,
why tell the enemy the tactical details?
But as to the overall strategy of attack-
ing slavery with vidlence, and the overall
politics of destroying slavery, John
Brown told all those who needed to know
—the entire working class, or, at any

rate, all those he could reach. One rea- -

son they needed to know is that without
their help the plan could not succeed.
Boyer writes, .
It was because much of the North
was imbued with a war psychology
that John Brown by 1859 could pub-
licaly disclose his purpose of
attacking the South’s slavery by
force of arms, asking and receiv-
ing contributions to bring his plan
into actuality at ga good many
public meetings, some of which
were widely attended. If his plot
was a conspiracy, and it was one
of the strangest in American an-
nals, it was also perhaps the most
public conspiracy in the history
of the United States. In whole
communities, from Ohio to Iowa to
Massachusetts, his purpose was
general knowledge months before
he attacked Harper’s Ferry, Vir-
ginia with his little army of white
and black. ] . .
‘“The most public conspiracy in the
history of the United States’’—what an
excellent description of the revolutionary
process. Do we in PLP te]l the ruling
class the identity of our non-public mem-
bers? Did we announce to the Chicago
police in advance that we were going to
invade Nazi Headquarters in Marquette
Park in April, 19782 On the other hand,
we have made it clear for over fifteen
years now in every Speech, in every

issue of our newspaper, that We Va'rhe:.
planning a crime against capitalism—
the overthrow of the United States gov- -

ernment. We have, in one form or an-
other, from tens of thousands of private
conversations to tens of millions of leaf-

lets, announced this plan to millions of

workers and requested their help, with-
out which we cannot succeed. . ' .
‘The message of Harper’s Ferry, the
need for mass violence to destroy
slavery, was clearest to those in the
North who were closestto the experience
of enslavement—to blacks. Prior to the
Civil War, Blacks by and large did not
celebrate the:Fourth of July, feeling that
the U.S.A. was not ‘‘their”’ country..
Their big public holiday was August 1,
the day the British Act of Parliament
freeing the slaves inthe West Indies went
into effect in 1834. On the first August
1 following Harper’s Ferry, in 1860, the
turnout in many cities wags bigger and
more militant than
characterized by a npew feature—
organized squads of blacks bearingarms.
Blacks had been fighting for the right to
enlist in a number of state militias,.but
had been barred by racism.
But the message of Harper'’s Ferry
was by no means restricted to blacks.
When the Civil War broke out less than
two years,later hundreds of thousands of
whites, including entire union locals,
answered the call for volunteers. A
large number, although perhaps not a
majority, were consciously motivated by
hatred of slavery and of racism. From
Harper’s Ferry, “‘the people of the North
learned, as little else could have taught
them, that the structure of slavery re-
mained intact primarily through the
power of the whip, the gun and the gal-

lows and that when these were gone there

was little else left. .. .It.was then that
many in the North realized that theissue
of slavery and freedom would be decided
by the weapons the South had chosen. The
battle at Harper’s Ferry demonstrated
wh)at those weapons were’’ (Ruchames, p.
39

Things are easier to see in retrospect
than while they are happening. We in PLP
say that capitalism, if not dead, is dying,
True, the death throes of the capitalist
system, like those of the harpooned
whale, can and do kill people. Neverthe-
less, they mark the end of the life of
the organism. Relatively few people, al-
though the number grows daily, under-
stand that capitalism is inits fina] agony.
In 1859, relatively few understood that

before, and was "




slavery was on
By 1861 it was ¢
to millions more, an
slavery was gone. Wendell Phillips, one
of the leaders of the abolitionist move-
ment, spoke at the bu
in North Elba, New Yor
1859. It appeared that the slave power
was putting John Brown in his grave,
but, said Phillips: R

He has abolished slavery in Vir-
ginia. You may say _this is too
much. Our neighbors are the last
men we know. The hours that
pass us are the ones we appreci-
ate the least...History will date
Virginia Emancipation from Har-
per's Ferry. True, the slave is
still there. So, when the tempest
uproots a pine on your hills, it
looks green for months—a year or
two. Still, it is timber, not atree.

the verge of extinction.
lear to millions, by 1863
d by 1865 chattel

rial of John Brown
k, on Dec. 8,

‘We are planning

a crime against
capitalism—

the overthrow of
the U.S. government.

lived on a rente

those who marc
bearing arms. I
women who were a
House until the las
prepare ammunition,
meals, and serving as
included those who he

John Brown has loosened the roots
of the slave system; it only
breathes—it does not live,—here-
after.

MU \
TO WORKING-CLASS VICTORY

The men who ‘‘abolished slavery’’
d farm on the Chambers-
burg—Harper’s Ferry Road until the
evening of October 16, 1859 when they
started on the five mile walk
eral arsenal. Their average age was 25.
We list them onp. 17. We include only
hed on Harper’s Ferry

LTI-RACIAL UNITY IS ESSENTIAL

to the fed-

f we were to include the
t the Kennedy Farm
t moment, helping to

equipment and
camouflage; if we
Iped to recruit the

guerrillas and those who donated money
for weapons; and if we included the thou-
sands who aided directly and indirectly
in building the movement to abolish
slavery, the list of names alone wouldbe
longer than this magazine. It would in-
clude blacks and whites, chattel slaves
and wage slaves, native Americans who
helped the Brown family in Kansas;
English cotton workers who fought
slavery against their immediate eco-
nomic interests, and workers born in
every country on earth. To itemize each
one’s important contributions to the
movement would take an encyclopedia.

» sborn Perry Anderson,'oi;i‘é‘
of the black members of

the company, described the

; atmosphere at the Kennedy Farm prior

to the raid in the first biography of John

Brown; A Voice From Harper’s Ferry,

published in 1861: ‘ s
A more earnest, fearless, de-
termined company of men itwould: .
be difficult to get together...
There was no milk and water sen- .
timentality—no offensive con-
tempt for the negro, while work-
ing in his cause; the pulsations
of each and every heart beat in
harmony for the suffering and
pleading slave. 1 thank God that
1 have been permitted to realize
to its furthest, fullest extent, the
moral, mental, physical, social
harmony of an Anti-Slavery
family, carrying out to the letter
the principles of its antetype, the
Anti-Slavery cause. In John
Brown’s house, and in John
Brown’s presence, men from
widely different parts of the con-
tinent met and united into one
company, wherein no hateful
prejudice  dared intrude its ugly:
self—no .ghost of a distinction
found space to enter. (quoted in
Ruchames, p. 249)

So high a level of multi-racial unity
did not develop overnight. The Brown
family was at a revival meeting in the
Congregational Church in Hudson, Ohio
in 1838 when they noticed that the few
blacks present were given seats in the
rear, by the stove. They invited the
blacks to sit in their family pew, moving
to the seats in the rear to make room,
and sharply raising the issue of racism
within the church. (Quarles, p. 17) In
1848-1849 the Brown's' were living in
North Elba, N.Y., ina community largely
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composed of free blacks, including run-
away slaves. _ : o

Brown took the horrors of slavery per-
sonally. In a letter to his wife after a
long absence, he wrote that ‘‘his own
mounting joy at the prospect of rejoining
his family....made him even more
sensitive to the 1ot of the ‘vast number’
of slaves who experienced separation
from their loved ones with almost no
hope of ever seeing them again.”’
(Quarles, p. 18) While he was meeting
with blacks in Springfield, Ohio to form
the League of Gileadites, some of them
told Brown they were unable to sleep
for fear of their wives or children being
kidnapped under the Fugitive Slave Law.
In another letter to his wife Mary, Brown
wrote, ‘I want all my family to imagine
themselves in that same dreadful con-
dition.’’ (Quarles, p. 25)

Within the anti-slavery movement in
Kansas, the Browns stood for making
the Territory one of multi-racial unity.
They were in a minority. among the
settlers, most of whom wanted noblacks
in Kansas, slave or free. , .

John Brown’s anti-racism with re-
gard to black Americans was part of his

‘general conviction that all oppressed

people are more the same than different.
Here is an account from an interview

. he had with a journalist when his com-

pany was camped on the Wakarusa River

in Kansas in July, 1856, revealing the

reporter’s racist fantasies about Roman
slaves and blacks as well as Brown’s
reply: :

He then went on to tell me of
Spartacus and his servile war,
and was evidently familiar with
every step in the career of the
great gladiator. I reminded him

* that Spartacus and Roman slaves
were warlike people in the country
from which they were taken, and
were trained to armsinthearena,
in which they slew or were slain,
and that the movement was
crushed when the Roman Legions
were concentrated against it. The
negroes were a peaceful, do-
mestic, inoffensive race. In all
their sufferings they seemed . to
be incapable of resentment or re-
prisal.

‘You have not studied them right,’
he said, ‘and you have not studied
them long enough. Human nature
is the same everywhere.’ (W.A.
Phillips, Atlantic Monthly, Dec.
1879, quoted in Ruchames, p. 226)

Struggle against exploitation is the
central aspect of the culture of all na-
tionalities. To those who tell us out of
the most uninformed prejudice, that
whites don’t fight back, or blacks, or
Cubans, or Mexicans, or Puerto Ricans,
or Dominicans, or Haitians, or Jews, or
some other group, or workers ingeneral,
we can think of no better answer than to
rely on the stubborn facts of history that
show that struggle is universal, and to
reply with John Brown, ‘‘You have not
studied them right and you have not
studied them long enough. Human nature
is the same everywhere.’”’ The slave-
owners, with all their talk of the ‘‘docile”’
blacks, knew this well. They were petri-
fied of ‘‘outside agitators’’ andpatrolled
all night with dogs and guns to keep
‘“Yankees’’and abolitionist pamphlets and
newspapers away from their slaves. But
what could a handful of abolitionists and
their ideas do without the four million
slaves? A Virginia legislator spoke in
1832 of the terrifying ‘‘suspicion that
a Nat Turner might be in every family,
that the same bloody deed could be
acted over at any time and in any place,
that the materials for it were spread
throughout the land and always ready for
a like explosion.’’ (Litwack, p. 62)

Whenever the bosses talk about ‘““out-
side 'agitators”” what they are really
afraid of are internal contradictions.
Today, the ‘‘outside agitators’’ are the
communists of the PLP, fighting to
abolish capitalism. The bosses assure
us that the residents of the ghettos—this
even after the rebellions of the ’60’s—
are too ground down by poverty, too
alienated to fight back collectively—
yet the bosses organize cops, preachers,
and black nationalists to try to snuff out
the slightest communist spark in the
ghetto. What are they afraid of? The
bosses assure us that the auto workers
have it too good, are too happy, to get
together and fight back. They tell us that
the workers hate communism. Yet the
bosses organize cops, plant security,
KKKers, black nationalists, and, most
especially, union hacks to try to stop
communists in the plants, to try to in-
stantly fire them when they are dis-
covered. What are they afraid of?

Multi-racial unity developed over a
period of years among black and white
militant abolitionists as they worked
with and got to know each other, along
with their families and friends. As we
mentioned, the first blacks John Brown
met, when he was a small child, were




Slae rebellions struck fear into the bearts of the slave-owners. Abave is Nat Turner, leader of one of the most im-
portant U.S. slave rebellions. The slave-owners were well aware of the possible consequences for their system.

escaping slaves who stayed over at his U.S. capitalism has been forced to create
house. In the nineteenth century black a contradiction between segregation in
people staying in the homes of white housing and integration within the factory,
people as overnight guests or viceversa, hospital, office or campus. The bosses
was even more unusual than it is today. try to bring segregation into the factory
Far from being woven into the ¢‘patural’’ too, in the form of racist job classifica-
fabric of society, it more often than not tion and reliance on different types of
required the tearing of that fabric, such bourgeois culture to keep the workers
as the act of escaping from slavery. apart (e.g., Soul V. Country Music).
Similarly, today, one of the main ways Nevertheless, the workers rub shoulders
in which people of different <races’’ every day and become acquainted. It is
and cultural backgrounds are able to the job of class conscious workers in
overcome the ‘‘natural’’ segregation of INCAR and PLP to develop acquaintance
capitalist society and become friends is into friendship.
through joining together to fight the
mutual class enemy. Racistand national- ' an such multi-racial work-
ist ideas cannot be overcome primarily ing-class unity grow in the
inside one’s head. It requires material : midst of a society per-
change in the way one lives. Thus the meated by racism? Then, as now, society
importance of building the International was racist to the core, with most of the
Committee Against Racism, and having white workers accepting a good part of
INCAR chapters lead workers in multi- the ruling class’s racist ideology. But,
racial unity against the boss. operating under the surface were de-
With the smashing of slavery and the velopments that required the workers to
development of large scale industry, in either move toward anti-racist thoughts
order to super -exploit black and latin and actions, or suffer severe economic
workers at the key point of production, and social setbacks. Both of these possi- 35
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bilities were open, but staying still was
not. The farmers and workers who had
picked up the gun to keep slaves out of

- Kansas, despite their racist ideas, had

started- a war that could not be: ended
without the abgliﬁon of slavery. John
Brown’s identification with the anguish of
the slave and his hatred of the slave-
owner had a basis in objective class in-
terest. Karl Marx explained why in
articles for the Vienna Presse, Oct. 25,
1861 and Nov. 7, 1861: : :

““The cultivation of the Southern export
articles, cotton, tobacco, sugar, etc.,
carried on by slaves, is only remuner-
ative as long as it is conducted with
large gangs of slaves, on a mass scale
and on wide expanses of a naturally fer-
tile soil, that requires only simple labor.
Intensive cultivation, which depends less
on fertility of the soil than oninvestment
of capital, intelligence and energy of

labor, is contrary to the nature of slavery.

Hence the rapid transformation of states
like Maryland and Virginia, which form-
erly employed slaves on the production
of export articles, into states which
raised slaves in order to export these
slaves into the deep South.

, “In the Secessionist Congress at
Montgomery, Senator Toombs, one of the
spokesmen of the South, has strikingly
formulated the economic law that com-
mands the constant expansion of the ter-
ritory of slavery. ““In fifteen years
more,”’ said he, ‘‘without a great in-
crease in slave territory, either the
slaves must be permitted to flee from
the whites, or the whites must flee from
the slaves.” Marx explained why
the war had to be fought to a conclusion
without compromise on the issue of
slavery:

“With the relinquishment of its plans
of conquest the Southern Confederacy

~would relinquish its capacity to live and

the purpose of secession. Secession,
indeed, only took place because within
the Union the transformation of the
border states and Territories into slave
states seemed no longer attainable. On
the other hand, with a peaceful cession
of the contested territory to the Southern
Confederacy the North would surrender
to the slave republic more than three-
quarters of the entire territory of the
United States.

‘““Thus there would in fact take place,
not a dissolution of the Union, but a
reorganization of it, a reorganization on
the basis of slavery, under the recognized
control of the slaveholding oligarchy.

In the Northern states, where Negroslav-
_ery is in practice unworkable, the white
working class would gradually be forced
down to the level of helotry. This would
accord with the loudly proclaimed prin-
ciple that only certain races are capable
of freedom, and as the actual labor is
the lot of the Negro in the South, so in the
North it is the lot of the German and the
Irishman, or their directdescendants. -
The present struggle between the South
and North is, therefore, nothing but a
struggle between two social -systems,
between the system of slavery and the

system of free labor. The struggle has

broken out because the two systems can
no longer live peacefully side by side on
the North American continent. It can only
be ended by the victory of one 's7ystem or
the other.’’ (Marx, Civil War, pp. 67-68)
Just as slavery had to expand or die,
wage-slavery must expand or dié. As
capitalists compete domestically and
internationally, they increase investment
in machinery to lower the costof produc-
tion. But rate of profit is the surplusvaiue
extracted from labor divided by the
total invested. Therefore, as investment
in machinery increases, the rate of
profit must decrease. Faced with this
declining rate of profit (even with abso-
lute profits at record heights) the capi-
talist turns to his workers to squeeze
-out more surplus. Thus, decline in real
wages, cutbacks in schools, hospitals,
etc., stepped up racist attacks on black
and latin workers to Jjustify lower wages
and living conditions, union busting. In-
ternationally, stepped-up competition
between imperialists for control of

Africa, Asia and Latin America for the
super-low wages that are paid to work-

ers there, and stepped-up fights for
world markets to sell the flood of prod-
ucts created by the more advanced ma-
chinery but which the workers increas-
ingly cannot afford to buy back.

These developments are leading the
U.S. ruling class today closer and closer
to war with their chief imperialist rival,
the Soviet Union, and closer and closer to
the fascism within the country required
to maximize profit and to force the work-
ing class to support and fight that war.
War and fascism will mean the death of
'millions of working people and their
families, and qualitatively increased suf-

fering for millions more. Relatively

comfortable, higher-paid workers will be
plunged into conditions similar to those
already existing in ghettoes such as the
South Bronx or Harlem or in the Watts
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area of Los Angeles. Appeals by the
bosses to race hatred, patriotism, na-
tionalism and anti-communism will be
used to win the workers ‘to accept whole-
sale slaughter and degradation. Only
multi-racial unity and communist lead-

ership can transform severe economic

and social - set-back via socialist revo- -

lution, into working-class victory. Both
possibilities are open to_”the workers,

" but staying still is not.

~ Objective political-economic pro-
cesses determine the limits of the po-
tential development of the working class.
The subjective efforts of: the workers
themselves determine their actual de-
velopments within those limits. In the
States that became the Confederacy,
anti-slavery forces among white farmers

and workers had been developing as the.

crisis of slavery deepened. In 1857, the

same year as the Dred Scott decision,
‘Hinton Rowan Helper’s The Impending

Crisis of the South was published. Helper,
a non-slave holding North Carolinian,
““exploited class divisions and struck at
white solidarity by condemning slavery

as an economic curse for the plain folk

“of the South.”’ (Fehrenbacher, p. 527)

But the anti-slavery forces were not
strong enough to withstand the attacks of
the secessionists. and were temporarily
silenced. 270,000 white southerners died
fighting to maintain the slave owners’
system (90,000 in battle, 180,000 from
disease), and several hundred thousand
more were injured. Most of them never
owned a slave. Of the one and a half
million heads of families in-the South
in 1860, ‘‘only about one-fourth. . .owned
any slaves at all, and of these as esti-
mated 60 percent owned no more than
five.” (Thomas, p. 6) ‘‘In 1860 only
about 2,300 people owned as many as 100
slaves and extensive acreage.” (ibid.)

Racism propelled these white workers
and farmers to their deaths on behalf of
the plantation owners who exploited them
as well as enslaving their black fellow
workers. The present U.S. ruling class
used racism to send 50,000 U.S. workers
to their deaths, and to the murder of
one million Vietnamese, as recently as
seven years ago. Theyplantouse racism
to line up workers to put down strikes
and rebellions here, and to fight our fel-
low workers, be they blacks in South
Africa, arabs in Saudi Arabia, or Rus-
sians in Europe. '

As the Civil War ground on for five
years, and the standard of living in the
Confederacy sharply declined with losses

in battle and a tightening blockade, class
struggle intensified. A wave of food riots
(largely led by women) broke out ‘in
Southern cities. The Southern politicians’
answer—in addition to calling the cops—
was, Are you with us, or with the slave-
loving Yankees? Racism proved stronger
than hunger, and the riots were sup-
pressed without leading to the answer
to that question that would have reflected
class interest—We are with the slaves,
against you! A series of strikes wasalso
defeated primarily by racism, such as
this one in one of the Confederacy’s few
remaining growth industries:
The classic example of the effect
of black labor upon white occurred
in a Richmond cemetery in August
1864. One morning a crew of white
gravediggers went on strike
against the city in the hopes of -
getting higher wages. Almost im-
mediately the municipal author-
ities hired a crew of blacks todig
the graves. When the white grave-
diggers learned of their replace-
ment, they returned to the ceme-
tary, drove the blacks away, and
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resumed digging graves. The black
men had broken the strike and then
absorbed the anger of the white
workers, all within a single day.
(Thomas, p. 236) e
By August 1864 Richmond and nearby
Petersburg were confronted by 100,000

troops of the Army of the Potomac.

The city was to fall after an eight-month
siege in which everybody who could be
drafted was sent to man the fortifica-
tions. Thousands were killed. Racism
caused these cemetery workers actually
to dig their own graves, instead of to
fulfill the historic role of the workers
as ‘‘the gravediggers of the bour-
geoisie.”” . . R R

On the other hand, the working people
who joined the Union Army including the

-approximately equal number that died

from wounds and disease, provided the
armed power that smashed slavery and
advanced the interests of the working
class. As Marx wrote in Capital,
In the United States of North Amer-
ica, every independent movement
of the workers was paralyzed so
long as slavery disfigured a part
of the Republic. Labour cannot
emancipate itself in the white skin
where in the black it is branded.
But out of the death of 'slavery a
new life at once arose. The. first
fruit of the Civil War was the eight
hour’s agitation, that ran with the
seven-leagued boots of the loco-
motive from the Atlantic to the
Pacific, from New England to
California. The General Congress
of Labour at Baltimore (August
"16th, 1866) declared: ‘The first
and great necessity of the present,
to free the labour of this country
from capitalistic slavery, is the
passing of a law by which eight
hours shall be the normal working
day in all States of the American
Union. We are resolved to put
forth all our strength until this
lorious result is obtained.’
Capital, Vol. 1., p. 301) :
After decades of struggle, including the
massacre of workers in 1886 at Hay-
market Square in Chicago that resulted

in our international working-class holi-

day May Day, the eight hour day was
finally won for most workers in this
century. But, many workers must work
dgvertime or two jobs to survive, and the
typical .family with the husband working
an eight-hour job and the wife working
at home has been replaced by a typical

family in which both husband and wife
work .eight-hour jobs.and at home. Fur-
thermore, although the Civil War re-
sulted in emancipation of the slaves,
after a brief period of ‘‘black recon-
struction’’ it resulted in about 80 years
of crude Jim Crow segregation and dis-
crimination and the continuation.to this
very day of social and economi¢ second-
class status for blacks.
What happened? Did the union locals
that volunteered en masse make.a mis-
take? Did the 187,000 blacks who en-
listed in the Union Army fight and die
in vain? U S

; e have seen that thé polm-
- cal-economic laws of slav-
ery required that the. war

end with the Union either all slave or

all free. How was this reality grasped

by, the Union leadership, and how did

this effect the outcome? Do,
Abraham Lincoln was President of the

United States from the beginning of the -

Civil War until his assassination a few
days after the South’s surrender. The
need to abolish slavery to save the Union

, Was grasped by Lincoln with the greatest
- reluctance. -

Many times during his politicai career.,
most notably during the debates with
Douglas in 1858, Lincoln openly stated
his belief in the inferiority of the Negro.
He never retracted these statements.

By his famous phrase ‘‘a house divided
against itself cannot stand’’ Lincoln took
great pains to explain that he meant the
eventual, gradual elimination of slavery,
most likely with cash compensation paid
to the slave owners for their ‘‘property,”’
which would then most likely be disposed
of by shipment “‘back to Africa.’’ o

On what we have seen to be the key
dividing line between racists and anti-
racists, the question of violence, Lin-
coln showed where he stood in a cari-
paign speech at Cooper Union in New
York City in 1860: ‘‘Old John Brown has
been executed for treason against a
state. We cannot object, even though he
agreed with us in thinking slavery wrong.
That cannot excuse violence, bloodshed
and treason.’’ (quoted in Gold, p. 59)

Not only was slavery to be ended
gradually and far in the future and at a
profit—it was to be ended voluntarily!
The Republican platform of 1860 pledged
no interference by the national govern-
ment in the internal concerns of States.
Under pressure from secession, the Re-
publicans positively grovelled before

o
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‘Black troops of the Union Army

oo F
S

With nearly 200,000 under arms and more in labor battalions, even Lincoln was
forced to admit their crucial role in the winning of the Civil War. ’ ‘

the slave owners:

A proposal to amend the Consti-
tution in the direction of a perpet-
ual commitment to the sanctity of
slave property in states as op-
posed to territories where it then
existed came from the special
House committee on sectional
conciliation....By March, 1861,
the proposed amendment had
passed through Congress. It
reached the White House in time
for Lincoln to refer to it in his
inaugural address. Such a restric-
tion on Congress’s power was al-
ready ‘implied constitutional law,’
Lincoln said. Therefore, he could
not object ‘to its being made ex-
press, and irrevocable.’ (Hyman,
p. 46-47) emphasis ours except
for ‘states.’,

John Charles Fremont, (who had been

the first Republican nominee for Presi-’

dent, in the election of 1856) issued a
military order emancipating the slaves
in Missouri. General David Hunter like-
wise emancipated the slaves on islands
off the Georgia Coast, Lincoln counter-
manded both of these orders. Even

‘northern, free Blacks who fought to

join the Union Army in 1861 were denied
admission. To ‘‘make itperfectly clear’’
where he stood on slavery and racism,
Lincoln appointed George McCellan to
be commander of the Union Armies. This
General, in Nov., 1861, wrote, to one
of his political backers,

Help me to dodge the n....r—we

want nothing to do with him. I am

fighting to preserve the integrity

of the Union and the power of the

government—on no other issue. To

This amendment was on the verge of
final approval by Lincoln, but the
Southern leaders would not give up their
war plans in return for its passage.
Even with the war well underway,
Lincoln kept trying for a compromise
with slavery. In 1861 Major General

gain that end we cannot afford to
mix up the negro question—it must
be incidental and subsidiary. The
President is perfectly honest and
is really sound on the n....rques-
tion. I will answer for it now that
things go right with him (quoted
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in Nevins, p. 304) : ‘

The  Emancipation Proclamation,
issued Sept. 22, 1862 and taking effect
Jan. 1, 1863 freed slaves only in rebel
states, and not those in Union-controlled
Kentucky, Missouri, Maryland and Wash-
ington, D.C. That is, it ““freed the slaves

where the U.S. government was not in

control, and refused to free them where
it was in control.” Even after that Lin-
coln “‘still flirted with colonization
chimeras.”’ (Hyman, p. 265) Finally, in
1864, Lincoln defended emancipation and
enlistment of black troops, against even
more overt racists, thus: A
There are now in the service of the
United States near two hundred
thousand able-bodied colored men,
most of them under arms, defend-
ing and acquiring Union territory
....Abandon all the posts now
garrisoned by Black men; take two
hundred thousand men from our
side and put them into the Battle-
field or cornfield against us, and
we would be compelled to abandon
the war in three weeks. (quoted
in Foner, p. 320)

Production. by slavery was the strength
of the South, but, once multi-racial unity
was achieved, it was the Achilles heel
of -the South. Super-exploitation of blacks,
latins, asians, native Americans is the
strength of U.S. capitalism, but once
multi-racial unity is achieved, it is the
Achilles heel of U.S. capitalism. As is
clear from the process by which Lincoln
was dragged, kicking and screaming
racist imprecations, into becoming the
““Great Emancipator’’ in order to defeat
the South, the strength of multi-racial
unity is an objective fact, independent
of the propaganda, agitation and struggle
led by the Abolitionists or by the Inter-
national Committee Against Racism.

Lincoln did not g0 through a moral
change during the Civil War. He was a
racist through and through, from be-
ginning to end. The northern ruling class
had been split in 1860 into at least three
groups, all in relative agreement on
maintaining the Union but in relative
disagreement on the question of slavery.
All three looked forward to super-
exploiting black labor in one form or
another after the war, As President,
Lincoln had the job of arranging com-
promises between these factions so that
the entire Northern ruling class could
avoid defeat at the hands of the Slave
Power. The abolition of slavery emerged
during the war as the only way to achieve

this end, at which point the big bankers
and their moderate republican represen-
tatives moved to make this program their
own. Inherently conservative, they looked
south to see who they could rely on to
keep the freed slaves and the increas-
ingly rebellious white workers down.
They could see only—the slave owners.
And so, as junior partners to Northern
capital, the South continued to be ruled
by the artistocrats of the plantation and
urban hilltop:
As William B. Hesseltine ob-
serves, ‘‘the men who led the
Confederacy were still the leaders
of the Southern people” afterAppo-
mattox. (Thomas, p. 232, footnote
quoting Hesseltine, Confederate
Leaders in the New South.)

This "was hardly the intention of the
rank and file of the union army, blackor
white. Even the relatively racist section
of the white troops had no love for the
Southern aristocrats, who they blamed
for the deaths of their comrades and
their own danger and discomfort. ‘“We’ll
hang Jeff Davis on a sour apple tree’’
was one of the most popular verses of
the John Brown song. The 187,000 black

troops fought heroically to destroy slav-

ery and racism. Adisproportionate num-
ber of them—some 68,000—died. Hundreds
of thousands of white. troops—a large
minority—were anti-slavery and anti-
racist by the end of the war. But they
had not broken their ties to the racist
Lincoln administration and to the capi-
talist class it represented. Their move-
ment was not an ‘‘independent movement
of the workers’’ to use Marx’s phrase—
it had failed to substitute the red flag for
the red, white and blue. Such an inde-
pendent movement was of course more
difficult to build until industrial capital-
ism, which emerged as the dominent
force in the U.S. from the civil war,
became more developed along with a
massive industrial proletariat.

At any rate, ifweare to note this weak-
ness in the rank and file of the union
army, and in John Brown and his men, we
must note it all the more among the Ger-
man Marxists. who had come to the U.S.
in 1848 and participated in the war under
Lincoln’s leadership (e.g., General
Wedemeyer) and in Marx himself, who
wrote several letters to Lincoln offeri
friendly advice, rather than attacking
Lincoln for the class enemy of the work-
ers that he was. The workers’ movement

. for the eight hour day thatemerged from

the Civil War was of great historic im-
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portance, but to view it as Marx and the
First International did, along with the
workers themselves, as ¢‘the first and
great necessity of the present tofree the
labor of this country from capitalistic
slavery’’ was, in retrospect, an error.
The first necessity for a truly independent
movement of the workers was thenandis
now the advocacy of socialist revolution,
because it is the smashing of the capi-
talist class that will make the working
class ‘‘independent.” The second neces-
sity, without which the first necessity
cannot exist, was then and is now anall-
out attack on racism. The opposite of
racism is proletarian internationalism:
Workers of the world, unite, you have
nothing to lose but your chains, and a
world to win—a socialist world, ‘‘inde-
pendent’’ of the bosses. Without an all-
out attack on racism, we g0 the way of
the Richmond cemetery workers—we dig
our own grave.

Lincoln

was a racist

through and through
from beginning

to end. |

But John Brown and his men, and the
abolitionist movement, and the early
Marxists, and the black and white union
troops. did not fight and die in vain. We
stand on their shoulders, learning (if we
will take the trouble) indispensable les-

.sons from their strengths and weak-

nesses. They negated chattel slavery,
which led to the gigantic growth and de-
velopment of wage slavery and to the
monopoly capitalism of today. But di-
alectical materialism teaches us that
change continues, that the end of one
process is but the beginning of another.
We will negate modern wage slavery
with socialist revolution—the negation of
the negation. ;
The present ruling class, having in-
corporated the slave owners as junior
partners, absorbed some of their culture.
They look back fondly to the ‘‘good old

days on the plantation,
juleps on the veranda,’’ the stench of
the branding iron on the skin of the
slave masked by the scent of magnolias..
John Brown remains convicted of murder
and treason. Recently, the U.S. Congress
granted posthumous amnesty to Robert
E. Lee, who violated his oath of allegi-
ance as a U.S. Army officer and led a
war that inflicted 300,000 deaths on the
U.S. army. Not that Lee was ever incon-
venienced even while alive. In returnfor
collaborating with the northern ruling
class after the war, he was made presi-
dent of Washington College (now Wash-
ington and Lee University) in Lexington,
Va. Countless streets, avenues, circles
and squares in the South are named for
Lee and Jefferson Davis, whose birthdays
continue to be celebrated as legal holi-
days in the States of the Confederacy.
The present main political representa-
tive of the U.S. ruling class, Jimmy
KKKarter, is an ardent waver of ‘the
Confederate Stars and Bars, although of
course all his racist statements are made
through a grin: : .
" The first unquestionably Southern '
president of the United States
since 1865 (stated) that his
favorite motion picture was Gone
With the Wind. Jimmy Carter then
added that he may have seen a
‘different version’ of the film in
his native Georgia. ‘My favorite
scene was the burning of Schenec-
tady, N.Y., and President Grant
surrendering to Robert E. Lee.’
(Thomas, p. 306. The quote from
Carter is from Newsweek, Nov.
28, 1977, p. 85)

lements of the struggle
against slavery are re-
tained in our communist

movement. We retain ]
advocacy of mass violence to smash
racism. We retain multi-racial unity
throughout rank-and-file and leadership.
We retain the taking of the political and
military offensive against the state ap-
paratus. We incorporate these qualities
within scientific socialism: a dialectical
materialist philosophy, a democratic
centralist party, proletarian interna-
tionalism, relying on the working class
to destroy capitalism and build a class-

less society.

Let Jimmy Carter sitinhis auditorium
and rerun racist films. Workers,
soldiers, sailors, students are joining

INCAR, a mass, multi-racial organiza-

sipping mint

John Brown’s open
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Sanity is a class questiontbe police brutality and endless opession of workers makes sense to the ruling class. The

Thursday's surder of 26 year ul: .u13 Taez by the police is not
an iszolated incident of poliee terror. It is onc of the many examples
that have in the past two yusrs. In

Brooklyn slone, it was Randy Evans, last susmer Arthur Miller, on Thurs-
day, Luis Baet. In light of this record who would you say should de
getting bullet-proof vests, cops who Carry guns of the average
working person?

Cops are well known licensend killers for the U.3. bosses. In
11ght of the staggering U.S. systes which 1s in an ecofamic crises-
recession and s preparing for world war against its chief compe~
titor, the Soviet Union, the 0Ops Ars SErving the same purpose
as the KKK. They as well as the KKX are needed to create an atmos-
phere of tarror in an attempt to weaken the unity of the werking
cless.i

Por NYC workers police terror is not unlike the violenve of
racist hospital and sehool closings, the deterioration of eur living
conditions, racist slave oconditions in NY's sain industry:
which employs thousands of black and latin workers and seassive
unemployment. We must take the offensive against copa-KKK-KOCH
terror. The Committes Ageinst Racism along with the revolutionary
communist Progressive Labor Party have been in the lead against
racist attacks whether be the cops in Brooklyn or the Klan in Tupelo’
Miss. Our protection lies not even in getting bullet-proof vests
but in Joining in the mass muiti-racial moveent being built by
the Committes Againet Raciss. WE NUST OISPEL THE ILLUSION THAT
COPS ARE HERE TO PROTECT US.' They are not here to defend us sny
more than poli ticians of whatever party or natiocnalist forces.

WE MUST RELY ON OUR CLASS~ THE WORKING CLASS- BLACK, LATIN, ASIAN
WHITE. DEATH TO XILLER COPS! BUILD MULTI-RACIAL UNITY! JOIN CAR!
CELEBRATE THE 120th ANKIVERSARY OF JOHN BROWNS RAID IN HARPERS PERAY!

Por inforwation call 989-5499.

BUILD MULTI-RACIAL UNITY!

leaflet inset above leaves no doubt about what is sane for the working class.
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tion. They are determined to overcome
racism in the heat of class struggle.
'Within and outside this process, the
Progressive Labor Party is gaining
strength and size. We will lead the work-
ing class to give this racist yet another
scene. The White House will be burning.
The President will be dying. Capitalism
will be ‘‘gone with the wind.”’

SANITY MEANS COLLECTIVE
STRUGGLE FOR SOCIALISM

Pro-slavery President Buchanan, as
we have seen, charged John Brown with
insanity. The paid mouthpieces of the
bourgeoisie have followed his lead ever
since.

Allan Nevins and Bruce Catton were
the big bourgeois historians of the Civil
War of the 1940’s,1950’s and early 1960°s.
Their multi-volume works, combining
““‘scholarship’’ with popularity, have won
Pulitzer Prizes, National Book Awards,
and numerous other ‘‘honors.”’ They
have been picks of the Book of the Month
Club and the History Book Club. Nevins’
Ordeal of the Union is read in most
college courses on the Civil War.

. We could go on for pages with the list

of ‘‘historians’’ turned quack psychia-
trists. The Civil War Dictionary lists
“Brown, John: Fanatic abolitionist
(1800-1859). .. Asserting that he was an
instrument of God,’’ (p. 91) Shelbey Foote
calls the anti-racist, counter-terror at-
tack in Kansas a ‘‘massacre’’ and refers
to Brown as ‘‘the oldfanatic.’’ (The Civil
War, A Narrative, Vol. 1, pp. 31-32)
Stuart H. Holbrook, in Dreamers of the
American Dream, a book which treats
19th century feminists, founders of
utopian communities and fighters for the
abolition of alcohol with great serious

ness, leaves out the movement for the
abolition of chattel slavery and refers to
‘‘the madman John Brown,”” ‘‘the most
lunatic reformer in the country.” (pp.
39, 274) )

Nevins believes as did Buchanan, that
the Civil War could have been avoided,
and slavery ended in an evolutionary,
non-violent manner. ‘‘Instead,’”’ he
writes, ‘‘John Brown’s mad raid fell on
public opinion like a thunderstroke,
exasperating men everywhere and di-
viding North and Seuth more tragically

than ever. The last chance of persuading

the South to submit to an essential step,
the containment of slavery, was gone.’’
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Catton describes Brown as “‘a brutal
murderer if there ever was one...un-
balanced to the verge of outright mad-
ness.’”” (The Coming Fury, D. 20)
Catton regrets that many made amartyr
out of John Brown: ‘‘The institution of
slavery - had one maddening quality: it
ennobled its opponents...he (Brown)
had touched a profound moral issue, an
issue that ran sodeep he tookona strange
and moving dignity whenhe stood upon the
scaffold.”’ .

Catton, who shares Nevins’ thesis of
the possibility of non-violent reconcilia-
tion between North and South, keeps the
racism rolling: ‘‘What had happened in

San Domingo (victorious slaye rebellion
resulting 1n the republic of Haiti) might

conceivably happen on the Yazoo Delta
or in the South Carolina rice fields, and
John Brown had been so frightening pre-
cisely because no one could be entirely
certain that his monstrous dream was
impossible of attainment.’’ (p. 87)
Samuel Eliot Morrison, the ‘‘dean’’
of American historians, writes in the
Oxford History of the American People,
that, *‘Excepting that lonely fanatic John
Brown, no abolitionist attempted to incite
a slave insurrection, but many took part
in a conspiracy of evasion (the Under-
ground Railroad escape route).”’ (p. 521)
Here is Morrison’s reference to Brown’s
slaying of five pro-slavery terrorists in
the Kansas War of 1856: “‘A fanatic
named John Brown killed a number of in-
nocent people at the ‘Pottawotami mas-
sacre’.”’ (p. 591) Morrison has received

. countless awards for lying for the ruling

class: he was given the Presidential
Medal of Freedom, for example, by Lyn-
don Johnson, butcher of Vietnam, no doubt
another ‘‘innocent.”’

«‘Scholarship’’ such as this sets the
tone for more popular treatments of
John Brown, which merely repeat the
same unfounded accusations without
benefit of footnotes, and sometimes with-
out words at all. The brochure given out
at the John Brown Wax Museum at Har-
per’s Ferry shows a picture onits cover
of Brown with eyes bulgingout and mouth
open in a scream. Actual photos show a
composed, dignified expression. Ele-
mentary and high school social studies
textbooks routinely refer to Brown as a
madman.

Clearly, these accusations of insanity
are not allegations that Brown was un-
able to function. If anything, Buchanan
and the rest of the pack think that he
functioned only too well. It will be re-

called that the Harper’s Ferry guerrillas
were taken for the cure nottothe asylum,
but to the scaffold with the endorsement
of A. Lincoln. Mental hospitals seem to
be reserved for cops like Robert Torsney
who kill black children.

John Brown is charged with insanity
because, in the eyes of his accusers,
mass violence against slavery was illog-
ical, unnecessary and uncalled for. In
their eyes it was particularly illogical
for a white person ‘to attack slavery,
and absolutely uncalled for to attack a
federal arsenal andincite slave rebellion.

The facts are, as we have shownabove
that slavery would expand unless smashed
by violence; that it was in the class in-
terest of white working people to attack
slavery; and that the federal government
was the main protector of slavery and
therefore the most logical target to at-

ck.

Not that these historians are cate-
gorically opposed to anyone giving up
his life for reasons of political commit-
ment. They praise Crispus Attucks, a
black man who was the first victim of
British bullets in the American War of
Independence. They chime along with
Patrick Henry —‘Give me liberty or

give me death.’’ They tell us we should.

have undying gratitude for the 50,000
young men—disproportionately black and
latin—who ‘‘gave their lives for their
country’’ in Vietnam. In other words, it
is logical—even noble—for a black man
to die for the interests of the U.S. ruling
class; but it was insanity for a white
man to die for theinterests of the slaves!

To use the word “monstrous’’ that

_Catton applied to John Brown’s ‘‘dream’’

of slave insurrection, this is monstrous
racism. Recall the Philadelphia news-
paper (see above) that ‘‘expressed no
surprise that blacks should revere John
Brown but was shocked and bewildered”’
that placid and pleasant looking white
women and white men should display any

NAOYI NHOS

other emotion than loathing andterrorat .

a conspiracy for butchery and devasta-
tion such as Brown had engineered.”’
To these racists, any
against slaveowners quickly calls words
like ‘‘monstrous’’ and “‘putchery’’ to
the tongue, but the true «“devastation,”’
the day-in and day-out “putchery’’
against four million blacks gets a rare

act of violence . _..

mention, in terms far less passionate.

This racism is part and parcel of their
fear and hatred of the entire working
class, particularly when the workers
take the offensive against the system as
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Haﬂfper’s Ferry is not unique in U.S, bistory. Armed miners above were on

strike against Rockefeller’s mines in Colorado in 1914. They defeated Rockefeller’s private army and won the strike.
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did the guerrillas who raided the arsenal
at Harper’s Ferry. In retrospect, even
Harriet Tubman is grudgingly accepted
by the bourgeois historians, even though
at the time she was called a thief, a
murderer, crazy, a man masquerading
as a woman, and many other vile racist
and sexist terms for her success in lead-
ing hundreds of slaves to freedom. With
the Emancipation Proclamation, Harriet
Tubman was transformed into a ‘‘good
reformer’’ while John Brown remains
an ‘‘insane revolutionary.’’ That General
Tubman’s experiences in fighting slavery
had led her to agree to participate in
the raid on Harper’s Ferry is rarely
mentioned by bourgeois historians.
Racism and anti-working class senti-
ments always emerge when violence is
the issue. In the recent coal strike, the
bourgeois press ‘‘sympathized’’ with
the miners grievances, but described
their violence of the mainly white miners
in crude terms similar to the above,
During the anti-Vietnam war moveément,
the bourgeois press ‘‘sympathized’’ with
some of the grievances against the gov-
ernment, but when it came to violence
on campus, the zoological references

usually reserved for participants in
ghetto rebellions were applied even to
Columbia University students. These
Same papers used a far more pleasant
vocabulary to describe the dropping of
jellied gasoline on Vietnamese villagers!

When pressed, of course, these racists
will suddenly ‘‘remember’’ the violence
of the slaveowner, or of the U.S. Air
Force, but then they have a ‘‘defense’’:
Using violence will make you ““just like
them.’’ On the part of politically sophis-
ticated people, this statement is pure
hypocrisy. It is addressed always to the
oppressed, never to the oppressor. As
for naive people thoughtlessly repeating
this statement—shed your dangerous in-
nocence. Do not mouth “God-given”’
maxims that help only the boss. You
probably don’t believe it anyway. Do you

believe that a woman who fights baclk-- .

against a rapist is ‘‘just like him’’?
There is not a shred of evidence for the
proposition that violence against the
ruling class makes us like them, unless
you want to ‘“‘prove’’ it by saying that
people have been fighting back for thou-
sands of years and we still have exploi-
tation, ‘‘Nothing changes.” By this
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“‘logic,’’ it would have made no differ-
ence if the Nazis had won World War II.
By this logic, all those slaves escaping
to the North on the Underground Rail
Road must have run into just as many
coming back South, saying “‘Don’tbother,
brother. Don’t risk your life. It's just
exploitation up there too, andit’s colder.
Everything is the same. Nothing
changes.”’ :

Counter-revolutionaries have another
way of putting precisely the same argu-
ment against mass revolutionary vio-.
lence: ‘‘Does the end justify the means?”’
They have repeated this one so many
times that it doesn’t sound ridiculous—
until one asks, ‘What else?”’ God? The
bosses’ questions are designed to ob-
scure reality, not clarify -it. The ques-
tions we workers must ask is does the
means—in this case mass revolutionary
violence—help us get to our desired
end—smashing racism and achieving so-
cialism? The verdict of history is an
overwhelming ‘‘yes.”’

ne reflection within the

revolutionary movement of -
these bourgeois attacks is -

that mass revolutionary violence is
necessary, but ‘“‘regrettable.”” Even
DuBois’s splendid analysis of the Pota-
watomie executions, and to a lesser ex-
tent of the raid on Harper’s Ferry, is
couched in these terms. To “regret’’
necessity is not to have one’s emotions
in line with one’s thoughts. This dis-
crepancy is inevitable. We have been
trained on all levels by bourgeois society
that ‘‘illegal’’ violence is bad, and as we
learn to know better itis generally our
conscious political thoughts that change
first. Our emotions lag behind, still
mired in the ‘“‘humanism’’ that says the
taking of any life is evil (except when
done by the government). But to be ef-
fective revolutionaries, we must fight to
resolve this contradiction. To quote from
one of our songs, about a murderous
fire in a coal mine caused by the bosses’
greed for profit, we must learn to ‘‘re-
joice when they die.”’ Our only ‘“‘regret”’
should be for our casualties, and it
should deepen our hatred for the bosses
that caused them. John Brown, despite

~his advocacy of violence against slavery,

had not shed a humanistic outlook. He
could not have, in the absence of a di-
alectical materialist outlook with which
to replace it. One result was excessive
concern for the safety of the hostages
(e.g., George Washington’s grand-

nephew) held at Harper’s Ferry. This
partly accounted for the band’s failure
to get away before the arrival of the
Marines. We must learnfrom this error.
The only good Nazi, or KKK member, or,
most especially, member of the ruling
class, is a deadone. A good rule of thumb
is to worry about their health and safety
as much as they worry aboutours.

The accusation of insanity against
John Brown (or Nat Turner, whowas and
is similarly accused) stands even more
revealed as thorough-going racism when
we compare it to the historian’s treat-
ment of other violent events of the period.

On August 21, 1863, a band of 300
Confederate troops under William Quan-

trill, a commissioned officer inthe Con-~

federate Army, entered Lawrence, Kan-
sas—eight years before totally destroyed
by Missouri border ruffians—and, with-
out a shot being fired against them,
killed 100 men and 50 boys, all civilians.
On Oct. 2, 1864, Confederate soldiers
defeated a Union attempt to capture
strategically important salt mines at
Saltville, Virginia. After the battle, ‘‘the
Southerners murdered their one hundred
Federal prisoners, most of whom were
black, and some of whom were wounded.

(Thomas, p. 276) Neither that fine gentle-
man, commander-in- chief and university
president Robert E. Lee nor the Con-
federate government ever repudiated

these or many similar events, nor dis-

ciplined anybody: involved. Most his-
torians that villify John Brown either
don’t mention these events or pass over
them in a business-as-usual manner—
like another napalmedvillage or another
dead coal miner, or the murder of an-
other ghetto child by another racist
policeman. .
Part of the accusation of insanity
against John Brown involved his belief
that it was the will of God to destroy
slavery, and that to attack Harper’s
Ferry was therefore in accord with
God’s will. John Brown was a deeply
religious man who saw his own actions

and those of others within the context of .

Christianity. He prayed daily. He had
memorized the Bible, and he frequently
quoted it. He emphasized passages that
suggested that ‘311 men are equal in the
eyes of God,” and that ‘‘God is no re-
specter of persons,’’ meaning thatit was
not a person’s fame, fortune or skin
color that was important, but his inner
essence.

The charge itself is just another
example of seizing on anything to attack
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JOHN BROWN

multi-racial unity and mass revolu-
tionary violence, and can be quickly dis-
missed. Lincoln, Jefferson Davis, and
many of the generals of the North and
South frequently prayed, knew and quoted
from the Bible, and almost invariably
justified their actions as dictates of the
almighty. Some believed it—it was a more
religious age. Needless to say, none of
these men are subjected to the charge
of insanity, although each of them was
further removed from objective reality
than John Brown. Stonewall Jackson,
one of the Confederacy’s top generals,
is widely noted to have lost at least one
important battle because he halted his
troops on Sunday to observe the sabbath
in rest and prayer rather than.march.

While dismissing the insanity charge,
we should investigate the question of
John Brown’s religion.
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Our only regret should
be for our casualties,
and it should deepen
our hatred for

the bosses.

What made John Brown and some other
religious people (the Abolitionist move-
ment was largely a Christian one) at-
tack slavery, while most used religion
to justify defending or ignoring slavery?
Brown did not use religion as a self-
serving escape from political and social
obligations, like the ‘‘Jesus movements’’
of today who interpret the Bible to mean
we cannot break the law or fight the boss.
‘“‘Prayer to Brownwas a prelude to action,
not a release from further involvement
....Lyman Epps, Sr., a black neighbor
of his at North Elba, New York, relates
that Brown told him that he did not like
to think of Heaven as a place of rest—
it ‘must be a state of activity where all
our powers are being continually de-
veloped for the better’.’”’ (Quarles, p.
12) ,

The outlook of embracing struggle, of

looking for continued development, which
John Brown certainly lived in this life
as well as anticipated in heaven, is not
a typically religious notion. It is more
akin to dialectical materialism, which
reveals that the only constant is change.
Religion contradicts reality by looking
for unity and serenity, where there is
mainly division and turmoil. It is like a
worker with three young children, bills
to pay, a house to maintain, shopping to
do, company coming and committed to go
to a PL demonstration on Saturday look-
ing forward during the week to'a restful
weekend.

ohn Brown’s religion, and

that of the abolitionist

movement, was part of the

philosoph that justified attacking
slavery. But Christianity was mainly
used to justify slavery, and the slaves
were taught Christianity to preventthem
from rebelling. Religion has been used
more recently to mislead the civil rights
movement, most notably by the Reverend
Martin Luther King, Jr. urgingblack and
white demonstrators not to fight back
against the violent attacks of Southern
sheriffs. ‘If there is any blood flowing
in the streets, let it be ours,’’ said this
agent of the ruling class. When Christi-
anity wasn’t sufficient to fool some seg-
ments of black workers, misleaders
came along with the religion of Islam.
All religion is fundamentally
counter-revolutionary and must be dis-
carded if we are to make socialist revo-
lution and build a classless society. Re-
ligion is anti-scientific and always gets
in the way of analyzing objective reality.
In practice, this prevents a thorough-
going class approach. We have seen how
some of the tactical errors of the Har-
per’s Ferry raid flowed out of a senti-
mental concern for the slave-owning
hostages. Such an attitude was certainly
fostered by religion. The Chatham Con-
stitution outlawed slavery onthe grounds
that it was a ‘‘barbaric’’ aberration in a
free country. Because the analysis was
based on religious and humanistic prin-
ciples rather than on objective reality
as revealed by dialectical materialism,
the framers of this constitution saw only
the difference between chattel slavery
and capitalism, and not the similarities
between the two systems and their inter-
relationships. Their aim was therefore
limited to the destruction of slavery, and
they were unable to think beyond that
process to the next stage of development.
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It is .not that John Brown did not have
elements of a class outlook. He did. On
being sentenced to death, he told the court:

Had I so interfered in behalf of
the rich, the powerful, the intelli-
gent, the so-called great, or in
behalf of any of their friends—
either father, mother, brother,
sister, wife, or children, or any
of that class—and suffered and
sacrificed what I have in that in-
terference, it would have been all
right; and every man in this court
would have deemed it anact worthy
of reward rather than punishment.
(Gold, p. 56) o
Nor was Brown’s indictment of the coun-
try, nor that of others in his guerrilla
army and in the abolitionist movement,
limited to the single evil of slavery. In
the same interview with W.A. Phillips
where he spoke of Spartacus, Brown
thought society ought to be or-
ganized on a less selfish basis;

for while material interest

gained something by the deifica-

tion of pure selfishness, men and .

women lost much by it. He said R Harriet Tubman

that all great reforms, like the But without the science of dialectical

Christian religion, were based 13
on broad, generous, self-sacri- materialism Brown could not make the o

. . 15 leap from thinking society “‘ought to be
g:;lnsgalgrg}cig;edsé SH: c%‘:;g:{“gﬁg orgar}ized on a less se}fish basis’’ to
thought that there was an infinite l‘(‘n owing hoyv.tq orgamze it ﬂ,l,at way '~Tt-le
number of wrongs to right before splf— sacrificing prmc1ple.s of Christi-
society would be what it should anity revealed the hypocrisy and greed
be: but that in our country slavery gf capitalism, but.could not reveal the
i inner workings of the system. The equal-

was the ‘‘sum of all villainies,” oo Th1e A el
and its abolition the first essen- tarian ideal within their view of Christi

Y - anity was good enough for Brown and

 tial work. (Quoted in Ruchames, p. 220) thers to set events in motion that ended
in the abolition of slavery and thus com-
pleted ‘‘the first essential work.” But
if we are to perform the next essential
work, the destruction of wage-slavery,
we rhust discard religion and pick up the
weapon of scientific socialism.

Should we therefore turn our back on
people who believe in God? No—we should
urge them to join INCAR and participate
in the class struggle against racism.
Within the struggle we who are com-
munists must point out that the way to
overcome the evils of capitalism, the
rapidly approaching war and fascism,
is not to determine the will of God but
the will of the working class, and that
the aspirations of the working class can-
not be satisfied by admission to heaven
after death, but only by socialist revolu-

R M . tion here on earth. A religious revival
Frederick Douglass swept the Confederate Army as it went 49
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And we go marching on...The [ight against racism did no
on racism for profit today as in the past, and we are building a
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with the Civil War, The U.S. ruling class oday relie:
multi-racial, militant movement to smash it.
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down .to defeat—at the same time as the
massacre of prisoners, as at Saltville,
became more frequent (Thomas, p. 277)

In the final analysis, the symbol of
religion in the era of monopoly capitalism

is the burning cross of the KKK. To

extinguish that cross requires that we
fight against all forms of mysticism
within ourselves, including religion, and
learn to live our lives by the scientific
guidelines of dialectical materialism.

Within the limits of being able to func-
tion in society, sanity is a class ques-
tion. Lincoln was not insane for not
adopting John Brown’s plan of organiz-
ing slave insurrections, which would
most likely have destroyed secession in
one year instead of five. He was re-
sponding to the needs of a class that did
not wish to face the revolutionary impli-
cations of a frontal assault on ‘“‘prop-
erty’’ relations and racism.-

For the workers in a New York City
garment sweatshop this July, taking a
coffee break was the height of sanity.
The boss’s response: ‘“You’re crazy,
furthermore, you're fired.”’

Lewis Sheridan Leary and John A.

Copeland, Jr. were two of the young
black men who attacked the Arsenal.

Leary was killed in the shootout with |

the Marines, and Copeland was captured
and hanged. Henrietta Evans was Leary’s
sister and Copeland’s aunt. She and her
family assembled in Copeland’s home
in Oberlin, Ohio, on Dec. 16, 1859, while
her nephew was being hanged in Charles-
town, Va. At the moment of execution
she stated to visiting newsmen, ‘‘If it
could be the means of destroying slavery,
I would willingly give up all my men-
folks.”’ (Quarles, p. 6)

John Brown began a letter from jail
to his wife and children on Oct. 31,1859,
and finished it on Nov. 3. He concluded
this letter as follows: ‘“P.S. Yesterday
Nov. 2nd I was sentenced to be hanged
on 2 Decem. next. Do not grieve on my
account. I am still quite cheerful’’ (En-
tire letter is in Ruchames, p. 137).

Neither Henrietta Evans nor John
Brown had a casual attitude about life.
Quite the contrary. These fighters
against slavery were determined to have
their lives mean something beyond a
mere struggle for personal survival,




Animals ‘“‘work hard’’ for themselves
and their children. Human beings, a
higher form of life, can make their lives
meaningful by learning how to work hard
for their class. Fear of injury or death
" is only the apparent cause of people hang-
ing back from participating in the class
struggle. The very fellow worker who re-
fuses to go to.a demonstration against
the KKK because ‘I might get hit over
the head or shot by a cop’’ may well go
to a party that same Saturday night and
ride home in a car with a driver who is
intoxicated. The more fundamental ques-
tion is not how to avoid death but how to
live. John Brown and his fellow guerrilla
fighters, along with . thousands of other
opponents of slavery, had learned through
study and, especially, through practice,
how to live for the abolition of slavery.
They were therefore prepared, if neces-
sary, to die for the cause. Bourgeois
ideology teaches that each person is the
center of his own universe—that you are
" the most important thing to yourself, and
that you must therefore guard your own
existence and_not foolishly give up your
life for others (unless they are bosses).
But the stubborn facts of life under the
bourgeoisie teach us'. every day
that we are not all-important, not the
center of the universe—that we are in
fact ordinary people like the rest of the
workers. This . contradiction between
what they tell you and how they treat you
tends to make people crazy. We canlearn
from John Brown how to resolve this
contradiction in favor of sanity.

mere physical existence, but in the con-
tribution we can make to the class strug-
gle. Every day that we sell Challenge-
Desafio to a fellow worker, or help a
friend to join CAR or the Party,or raise
the level of struggle against the boss, is
_important. These acts all helpto ‘“‘cure’’
the insanity of capitalism by revolution.
They are ‘‘something to write home
about.”” The revolutionary process goes
on outside of us, involves a collective
that is far more important than any one
of us, and continues after each of our
deaths. Thereforeitis what we contribute
to this process in our life that is im-
portant. Death really is a “P.S.” like
‘John Brown’s. : -

Although John Brown was brought up
in a home that harbored runaway slaves,
he was not born asking if anybody else
was hungry before he took his mother’s
breast. He had to struggle against
selfishness, like all the rest of us. Until

Our real importance lies not in our

age 37, he put the movement against
slavery second but important, and the
struggle to earn a living for himself and
his family first. But quantitative acts
against slavery gradually led to a quali-
tative change in his attitude, to fighting
slavery first and putting earning a living
second but important. This leap forward
was made evident at a mass meeting-at
the Congregationalist Church in Hudson,

Ohio in November, 1837. The meeting was'

a memorial tribute to Elijah P, Lovejoy,

an. abolitionist editor in Alton, Illinois,

who had been killed by a pro-slavery
mob a _few days before after refusing to

heed their warnings to leave town. Ac-

cording to the Reverend Edward Brown,

a participant in the meeting and a cousin i

of John Brown, ‘‘Just before the close of

the meeting, John Brown, who had sat’ 4
silent in the back part of the room, rose,

lifting up his right hand, saying, ‘Here,
before God, in the presence of these
witnesses, from this time, 1 consecrate
my life to the destruction of slavery!’”’

(quoted in Ruchames, p. 189) Concrete

actions . against slavery, including many

smaller ones leading up to those in Kan- "~ .°
sas and at Harper’s Ferry strengther}ed‘

this dedication and made it a

The realization that participating in
the class struggle by fighting for social-
ism is primary in our lives is a Teap

forward that is made evident by joining

.the Progressive Labor Party. Once we

join, our Party club helps us to make
our dedication a living reality by raising
the level of our participation inthe class
struggle. Without this collective process,
none of us are strong enough to overcome
capitalism’s siren song with its insane
chorus of ‘‘Look out for yourself,”’ any
more than John Brown could have fought
against slavery in isolation from the
abolitionist movement and the fugitive
slaves. But with this collective process
building and guiding the class struggle
the bosses’ great weapon of selfishness
is transformed into their great weakness,
and the capitalist system, based on the
insanity of individual ego, must succumb
to the power of a united working class.

We must not wait too long. In the

1850’s the slaveowners’ offensive re-
quired . an immediate abolitionist
counter-offensive. Today, and in the
1980’s, the bosses’ offensive against the
working class requires an immediate
counter-offensive. Stepped-up racism,
unemployment, and inflation, and the
move toward fascism and war, must be

living .
reality. L

51|




JOHN BROWN

met with socialist revolution. This re-
quires that many more people join the
Progressive Labor Party, and begin to

recruit others even as they do so. It

requires that those who have dropped out
rejoin, and that all of us rededicate our-
selvés. to increasing our commitment.
It requires that we help recruit thou-
sands more to INCAR. It requires that
we learn the lessons of the guerrillk

fighters who set out to overthrow slavery,
and the power of the federal government
that protected it, at Harper’s Ferry one
hundred twenty years ago. oot

These rich lessons, many of which we

have not had the space to go into, are
summarized in the section headings of
this article. They can be further con-
densed into one word—Boldness. Bold-
ness means we rely on our fellow work-
ers, enlightened by the. Party’s ideas
and their own experience, to attack the

~ We ofdinary peoplé;
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not some »
great men—
will make

our own history.

enemy. Within the limits of our size and
strength, PLP has always operated in
this manner. We broke the bosses’ ban
against traveling to Cuba in 1963..In
1964 we broke that ban again, led hun-
dreds in breaking the police ban on
demonstrations in Harlem during the
first ghetto rebellion of the ’'60’s, and
led the first mass demonstration
demanding U.S. withdrawal from Viet-
nam. We fought within the emerging
student movement for the at first very
unpopular idea of allying with the work-
ing class, and we led students to do so,
in theory and in practice. In 1970 we
published Road to Revolution III, dis-
carding  all nationalist concepts and

boldly relying on the working class to.

directly embrace revolutionary com-
munism. Reform and Revolution in 1975
sharpened the application of this concept
to the class struggle, as did the Party’s

participation in founding the International
Committee Against Racism. PLP and
INCAR boldly marched through South
Boston on May Day 1975, beating back
an attack by racists armed with baseball
bats. Since then PLP and INCAR have °

'led workers and students to physically

attack Nazis and the KKK on dozens of
occasions throughout the country, in-
cluding inside Nazi Party Headquarters
in Chicago’s Marquette Park and in
the Klan ‘‘heartland’’ of Tupelo,
Mississippi. At Oxnard, California, we

"led over a thousand workers. inattacking

the Klan and on May Day 1979 we led
600 in marching through the supposed
Nazi bastion of Marquette Park. EVvery
one of these actions, along with count-
less others of a similar nature, relied
onordinary people to fight for change. We
must now, by increasing the size and
strength of the Party, raise the limits
of this  activity, especially by directly
confronting the bosses at the point of -
production—by leading workers to the
offensive around revolutionary com-
munist ideas . in the mines, the steel:
mills, the auto plants, the fields, the
garment sweat shops. We must do this
in the armed forces as well. We, andour
fellow workers, soldiers, students are
the John Browns, the Harriet Tubmans,
the Kagis, the Learys and the Cope-
lands of today. They brought about the
most important change in U.S. history
to date, the abolition of chattel slavery.
We will abolish wage slavery. We dare
rely on ourselves to change the world.
We ordinary people—not some ‘‘great
men’’—will make our own history. The
ruling class tried to stop John Brown
and the guerrillas of Harper’s Ferry
with the bullet and the hangman’s noose.
They are trying to stop us with jailings
and gun-wielding racists in blue uni-
forms and white sheets. But mass revo-
lutionary violence grows. Multi-racial
unity grows. INCAR and PLP grow. Per-
haps under workers’ power Richmond,
the capital of the Confederacy, will be
renamed John Brown City, and all those
““Jefferson Davis Highways’’ and
““Robert E. Lee Boulevards> will be
renamed after rebelling slaves and abo-
litionist fighters. For it is. not John
Brown that was killed by violence, it
was slavery. John Brown lives within
us as we go marching on to socialist
revolution and the final destruction of -
racism, to the building of communist
society, where the workers of the world
shall be the human race.
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This article was originally published in PL Magazine in 1967 (Vol. 6, No.2). As part of
our Party’s intensified study of dialectical materialism, we are reprinting it now for readers
who may not have seen it previously.

By Len Ragozin

Order or Chaos?

Can History
Be A Science?

he spread of scientific method

to field after field of investiga-

tion is the legitimate pride

of the post-renaissance

western world. The lusty,
rising bourgeoisie had no use for the old ‘‘god-given’’ an-
Swers or pre-scientific theories of nature. The old myths,
divorced from practice, were a barrier to the now-possible
vast expansion of production and commerce.

Feudalism in turn recognized modern science as an enemy
—that is, as the partner of a class hostile to feudalism—
and fought science doggedly, especially through the church.
Proposition after proposition which we take for granted today
as obvious has a history of struggle against being con-
demned as heresy. We take natural science for granted only
because we have a modern bourgeois education. But Newton,
for example, dedicated great effort to harmonizing his con-
clusions with the teachings of his church. And Newton’s
predecessors include such as Galileo, who recanted his
findings under threat of death, and philosopher Giordano
Bruno, who had the misfortune to endorse Copernican as-
tronomy at a time when the feudal churchwas strong enough
to retaliate by burning him at the stake.

But things are different today, and free inquiryis the rule.
True? Before we give too much creditto freedom of science
under capitalism, let us note first that the discoveries of
natural science have not, in the main, threatened bourgeois
rule (they did threaten feudalism’s god-ordained stability.)
Therefore, a nation like the U.S. can encourage this boasted
free inquiry—in certain areas of the natural sciences. But
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the discoveries of social science can
threaten bourgeois rule; and it is in this
area that our freedom of educationis put
to the greater test and found completely
wanting.

In the early, revolutionary days of
bourgeoisdom, thinking men may have
had a heady assurance that the more
deeply they penetratedthe laws of nature,
the more they allied themselves with the
rising cause of liberty, equality, and
fraternity—that is, bourgeoisdom’s
liberty to buy and sell, equality under
unequal laws, and patriotic fraternity in
fighting bourgeois wars.

But this assurance, thatthe unearthing
of scientific truth would in all cases be
welcomed by the bourgeois ruling class,
soon had to be replaced by a more con-
ditional view. As the new proletarian
class grew, new ideas forcedthemselves
to the fore. Investigation freely and deep-
ly pursued began to turn up evidence
which called into question the eternal
rightness of bourgeois rule. This was
especially true as investigation ap-
proached the domain of human affairs—
in the social sciences. Careful editing
and interpretation—at the very least—
became needed and were (and are) well
paid for by the ruling class.

Biology is the natural science which
acts as a bridge to social science, and
it is no accident that Darwin’s Origin
of Species at first suffered bitter attack,
and was finally crudely reduced—for
popular consumption—to a proof that
the most ferocious dog-eat-dog compe-
tition produces the most noble results.
You know, just as in capitalism!

Of course, even superficially it makes
more sense to read into Darwin’s work
the conclusion that any given species
makes most progress by organizing
within its ranks to cope with the outside
environment. Dog-eat-doghardly applies
within the mammalian herd, school of
fish, or insect colony. That is, a social-
ist message could more easily have been
drawn—and it is hardly an accident that
it wasn’t. (Fascinating evidence of the
effectiveness of this false-Darwinian
brainwashing is found in the sharp
dialogues of The Sea Wolf, by self-
proclaimed socialist Jack London, who
in this and oth€r best-sellers also used
Darwin to ‘‘prove’’ that it is natural for
man to prey on his own species.)

Capitalism’s partial support of free
inquiry arises because capitalism dis-
plays a feature new in history: it de-
pends for its very existence on its con-

stant revolutionizing of productive
methods, and thus of science and thought.
In biology, for instance, capitalism can-
not merely replace feudalism’s eternal-
species myth with an up-to-date pro-
bourgeois myth and then forbid further
inquiry, because there are commercial
interests which depend for their profits
upon effective biological theory. (For
instance, effective disease-control opens
up tropical areas for investment and
colonizer-management.) There are al-
ways investors who must strive for
progress in this science or face com-
petitive ruin. The same applies of course
to the other natural sciences.

Thus capitalism cannotimitate feudal-
ism in trying to strangle practical in-
quiry. But what if a line of inquiry sug-
gests conclusions non-productive and
threatening for the ruling class ingen-
eral? Then, while trying carefully to
maintain the facade of free inquiry which
it needs for its enlistment of brain-
workers, the bourgeoisie brings out the
heavy artillery: money and career
promised to the hack revisors, ostracism
and worse to threaten the stubborn in-
dependent inquirer. Most important,
within the educational system the stand-
ard textbooks and standard lectures
which introduce the new student genera-
tion to the subject are carefully designed
to sidestep or obfuscate the area of
trouble.

As the most obvious instance, when
Adam Smith, Ricardo andother classical
economists plunged into the scientific
investigation of the capitalist economy,
it was certainly not as enemies of the
bourgeoisie. They rightly considered
capitalism to be a progressive force as
against feudalism, and offeredpolicies to
make it work better. But their researches
contained hints that capitalism might
possess some disturbing long-run in-
stabilities—hints which were later rein-
forced, as depressions and mass poverty
sharpened the class struggle under ma-
turing capitalism.

With the year 1830 came the
decisive crisis. In France and
England the bourgeoisie had con-
quered political power. Thence-
forth, the class struggle, prac-
tically as well as theoretically,
took on more and more outspoken
and threatening forms. It sounded
the knell of scientific bourgeois
economy. It was thenceforth no
longer a question whether this
theorem or that was true, but
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whether it was useful to capital or
harmful, expedient or inexpedient,
politically dangerous or not. In
place of disinterested enquirers,
there were hired prizefighters;
in place of genuine scientific re-
search, the bad conscience and
the evil intent of apologetic.
(Karl Marx, preface to Capital)
When Karl Marx and Frederich Engels
in the later 1800’s pushed the scientific
method to new frontiers in the investiga-
tion of human society, and demonstrated
that the “‘ills’’ of alienation, poverty and
war were an integral part of capitalism,
the bourgeois iron curtain came down on
all the sciences of society. History,
economics, sociology, psychology—all
such fields have been placed outside the
generally accepted laws of scientific in-
vestigation and progress. In these areas
bourgeois education waives a most im-
portant dialectical conclusion of the
modern natural sciences: that the deepest
understanding of a phenomenon is
reached when it is understood as having
a history, as a process, as a coming to
besand a passing away. .
What did it come from and what fol-
lows lawfully from it? When we know this
about a planet or a particle, a mountain
or a molecule, a mastodon or a microbe,
then are we penetrating deeply into the
realities of physics, chemistry, and
biology. But U.S. education says that this
question of process or long-term de-
velopment is not central to the study of
the march of human nature and behavior.
History, economics, psychology,
sociology—all such sciences of social
man are thus castrated or totally de-
stroyed by bourgeois education. Why?
Because the long-term answers come out
wrong. . .for capitalism. Feudal perse-
cution of natural science is replaced by
capitalist castration of social science.

No Science of History?

The modern method of castration is
similar for most of the social fields:
all investigation is channelled into the
refinement of techniques which will help
bourgeois -democratic capitalism to hang
on to its rule. Since an intellectual can
do a lot of challenging work on short-
term, relatively superficial cause-and-
effect relations in economics, sociology,
or psychology while closing his eyes to
the long-term, more fundamental evoly-
tionary questions raised in the field,
viable pseudo-sciences are flourishing
in these areas. Their practice might be

compared with that of early practical
chemistry, for instance, which per-
formed great service for industry
(breweries and tanneries especially)
though necessarily without using atomic
theory. That is, the social sciences are
practiced as infant sciences, without ex-
pressing broad hypotheses.

But theirs is a forced infancy, an
eternal childhood enforced by the es-
tablishment’s educational system. Some
broad hypotheses which would begin to
mature them have already been suggested
—mainly by the untouchable Marxists.
Thus
achievements resemble the prattlings of
a very bright child—one who has indeed
made an ingenious technical discovery
but whose childish limitations show in
its presentation—a complete blackout
concerning its interrelation with already-
known broader questions.

Now history, insofar as it interests
the bourgeoisie as a science at all, is
treated in like manner: it is searched
for bits of data which might help the
rulers. But since history is so essentially
the study of change, it is well-nigh im-
possible to create a bourgeois pseudo-
science of history which will hang to-
gether well enough to buildup a discipline
of intellectual followers. If You must deny
the obvious facts that capitalism itself
has a chronology of change, abloody evo-
lution, and a probable historical end in
the offing, you can’t build a viable pseudo-
science. The main effort of bourgeois
education, in regard to history, is there-
fore to establish the notion that there
cannot be a science of history.

It is not difficult, provided you have
the will of the dominant industrialists
and ideologists behind you, to teach his-
tory in a manner which makes self-
fulfilling the proposition that there can-
not be a science of history. (As a matter
of fact, as I will show, given the motive
it also would not be difficult to teach the
investigation of all natural-physical data
in the same science-destroying manner.)
Thus, history texts and teachers present
facts in isolated grouplets, or stirred
into a meaningless jumble. Flirtation
with over-all theory is tolerated provided
it is western-oriented and bourgeois-
buttressing—but the facts won’t
support such theories, which necessarily
degenerate into mysticism (ala Toynbee)
and repel the thinking student. When the
texts and teachers examine (briefly) the
work of ‘those who have developed a
cogent theory of  history—notably

the pseudo-scientists’ greatest




Marxists—the small pieces which don’t
fit (inevitable in any science) are vastly
magnified, and the revealed broad con-
sistencies are denied or dismissed as
commonplace. In sheer self-defense

" students desert the field or are driven

back to infant pre-science, piling up any
and all details in the pious hope that
later some good will come of it (at least
a grant!).

The savants produced by such an edu-
cational process no doubt firmly believe
that history is fundamentally different
from the ‘“‘exact’’ sciences, that there
are special reasons (vastness of scope,
non-reproducibility of experimental
situations, human free will as an aber-
rant force, etc.) which make history a
non-science. As we shall see, these
‘“‘special’’ reasons arise in the mind of
the history specialist only because of
his narrow specialization; similar dif-

The main effort of
bourgeois education
is to establish that
there cannot be

a science of history.

ficulties confront all the sciences.

It would be perfectly possible, for
instance, to teach any field of knowledge
in such a manner as to destroy it as a
science—and without lying too much,
either. If the introductory physics
courses denounced as meaningless the
well-known historical whipsawing of
physicists from one theory to its in-
compatible opposite; if they spent a dis-
proportionate amount of time waxing
sarcastic about the anomalies which
theory has yet to resolve; and if, most
important, they threw at the student
years and years of courses laden with
unconnected facts before suggesting a
theory frame which could make sense
of the jumble—if they taught that way the
science would soon be wrecked and aban-
doned to the astrologers andalchemists.
Of course, the establishment would need
a powerful motive to do this—but they

have this motive in the case of social
science and Marxism.

If you think that the achievements of
““real”’ science are so secure that no
sane man could attack them the way the
science of history is attacked, youmight
be surprised by a book called Science is
a Sacred Cow, by Anthony Standen (Dutton
Paperback D 16). Here is an author who
has the needed powerful motive. He is
afraid that, because of science, God is
slipping. Though presumably a scientist
himself, he snipes away at the scientific
pretensions of all sciences so vigorously
that one gets a taste of what the educa-
tional system would be like if feudalism
were miraculously restored. A short
sample may convince the reader that,
given the will, the universities could
make students feel just as contemptuous
of the science of biology, for example,
as most now are of the science of history:

Evidently in biology thereis the
same tendency .to utter pompous
nonsense that characterizes
scientists of all kinds. But does
biology have the virtues of
science? That is more question-
able.

A typical example of what
passes as a theory in biology is
the ‘‘cell theory.’’ This usually
rates a little potted history—‘‘cul
ture’’ again—and goes along these
lines: In 1838 a German botanist
named Schleiden had noticed that
in a large number of plants the
living tissues were always di-
vided into cells. A year later a
zoologist named Schwann made
the same observation for animal
tissue; the two scientists got to-
gether, and each was struck with
the similarity of the discoveries
that had been made in the two dif-
ferent fields. The theory that re-
sulted from this is that the living
tissue of all live organisms is
divided into cells.

“Today we know the cellular
theory of living organisms to bea
fact: it is no longer a theory.”
So what? Then the living tissue of
all live organisms is divided into
cells. This is not a theory, as the
physical scientist understands
theories, but a simple statement
of observed fact.

And yet, the biologist will
candidly admit that there are some
live organisms that don’t have
cells! They are degraded things
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called slime molds. The biologists
get around that by a typical scien-
tists’ quibble: all cells have nuclei
(another statement of observed
fact); the slime molds have a lot-
of nuclei, but instead of being
separated from one another by
neat cell walls they are scattered
around like plums in a pudding;
so it must be that these low organ-
isms have degraded cells, the
walls separating cell from cell
having vanished away. So that
quite strictly speaking, and
scientists always insist that they
do speak strictly, the theory (or
rather the observation isn’ttrue.
(pp. 93-949)
The author sounds just like a Sidney
Hook attacking the treacherous Marxists!
And he could go on all day:

but the biologists call it all “‘pro-
toplasm,’”’ wherever it comes
from. ‘‘Protoplasm’ is a con-
venient word, so convenient that
biologists are convinced that all
that is called protoplasm is, in
some mysterious way, the same,
although it is different. In just
what way it is all the same they
are never able to explain, and so
they take refuge in a high-sound-
ing phrase, ‘‘all protoplasm is
essentially alike.” And nobody
asks them what, under the sun,
they really mean by this. Their
meaning, in so far as they have
one, is strictly mystical, or as
they themselves would express it,
‘““metaphysical.”’

The truth is thatbiologists don’t
think, at least not in the narrow

)

To pep it up a little, and to dis-
guise the quibble, an official pro-
nouncement may be made in some
form that sounds as if it has a
meaning, such as ‘“The cell is the
fundamental unit of all life.”’ Any-
one can learn and remember this
statement, and if ever you under-
g0 a quiz in biology, that is the
answer, it is what you are sup-
posed to write down. And yet what
does it mean? If the cell is a unit,
in the sense that bigger things are
made up of it, this only means,
all over again, that living organ-
isms are made up of cells (ex-
cept those that aren’t). But if the
cell is a fundamental unit, what
does ‘‘fundamental’’ mean? Think
about this as much as you like,
or as much as you can, but if you
are facing a quiz, do not worry
.about it, for you will never be
asked what, if anything, is con-
veyed by the word ‘‘fundamentatl.”’

Another of the gloriously vague
ideas of biology is ‘“‘protoplasm.’’
It is the ‘‘fundamental” living
substance, the content of the cell.
It, alone, is alive, and when it is
dead it immediately starts to de-
compose, and is no longer proto-
plasm. There is no such thing as
dead protoplasm. The chemical
composition of protoplasm is ex-
cessively complicated, and is not
the same in any two kinds of ani-
mals or plants, even closely re-
lated ones, and is probably not
quite the same even in two in-
dividuals of the same Species,

sense of making formal conclu-
sions, definitely arrived at from
definite premises. Their mental
pr;)cesses go by analogy. (pp. 96-
98 ‘

If you’re intrigued by that sort of thing,
the whole book is full of it. And can you
say he’s lying? It’s mostly a matter of
emphasis, founded on one .easy-to-sell
false premise whichis: unless a hypothe-
sis is 100% proven, we have no right to
use it as a stepping-stoge to broader
knowledge. This premise, if accepted,
would destroy all science, since all
data are connected to a reality which is
infinite, and is never 1009, known.

Biology’s chief defense against such
attacks is...to ignore them. Some day
the science of history will be well enough
established in the West to employ a $imi-
lar defense. But that day is not yet. The
following section of this article aims
to strengthen the counterattack on be-
half of the science of history by ap-
proaching it from a somewhat neglected
angle, asking: what is a science, any-
how?

What is a “Science’’?

A great deal of the success of U.S.
educators in establishing history as a
non-science comes from their technique
of enforced narrow specialization. ‘“Non-
science’’ students have an extremely
oversimplified notion of what charac-
teristics a body of knowledge must dis-
play in order to be termed a science. In

fact, science specialists aren’t en-

couraged to think this through either.
What then is science; and can therebe
a science of society, a science of history?




An answer is suggested by J. Bronowski,
an able and most widely-respected de-
fender of bourgeois science, in his
highly-praised (by C.P. Snow, Norbert
Wiener, Julian Huxley, etc.) book Science
and Human Values (Harper Torchbook
TB 505G):

Less than a hundred years after
Copernicus, Kepler published(be-
tween 1609 and 1619) the three
laws which describe the paths of
the planets. The work of Newton
and with it most of our mechanics
spring from these laws. They have

To the literary man the ques-
tion may seem merely silly. He
has been taught that science is a
large collection of facts; and if
this is true, then the only seeing
which scientists need do is, he
supposes, seeing the facts. He
pictures them, the colorless pro-
fessionals of science, going off to
work in the morning into the uni-
verse in a neutral, unexposed
state. They then expose them-
selves like a photographic plate.
And then in the darkroom or
laboratory they develop the image,
so that suddenly and startingly
it appears, printed in capital let-
ters, as a new formula for atomic
energy.

Men who have read Balzac and
Zola are not deceived by the
claims of these writers that they
do no more than record the facts.
The readers of Christopher Isher-
wood do not take him literally
when he writes ‘I am a camera.”’
Yet the same readers solemnly
carry with them from their
schooldays this foolish picture of
the scientist fixing by some me-
chanical process the facts of
nature. I have had of all people a
historian tell me that science isa
collection of facts, and his voice
had not even the ironic rasp of
one filing cabinet reproving an-
other. :

It seems impossible that this
historian had ever studied thebe-
ginnings of a scientific discovery.
The Scientific Revolution can be
held to begin in the year 1543
when there was brought to Coper-
nicus, perhaps on his deathbed,
the first printed copy of the book
he had finished about a dozen
years earlier. The thesis of this
book is that the earth moves

around the sun. When did Coper-

nicus go out and record this fact
with his camera? What appearance
in nature promptedhis outrageous
guess? And in what odd sense is
this guess to be called termed
causal laws? (pp. 1-2)

a solid, matter-of-fact sound. For
example, Kepler says that if one
squares the year of a planet, one
gets a number which is propor-
tional to the cube of its average
distance from the sun. Does any-
one think that such a law is found
by taking enough readings and then
squaring and cubing everything in
sight? If he does, then, as a scien-
tist, he is doomed to a wasted
life; he has as little prospect of
making a scientific discovery as
" anelectronic brain has. (pp. 10-11):
(Let that last sentence be a warning
especially to the pseudo-scientists«of
economics and sociology who make such
a virtue of ‘‘squaring and cubing every-
thing in sight.”’)

Now this statement is not a bad start J

in correcting oversimplified notions of
what science is. It reads well, and sug-
gests a warm, human presence behind
the pen. In the same engaging style
Bronowski goes on to enthrone pragma-
tism as his philosophy, and arrives at
the conclusion that the world would be a
much better place if all its citizens were
converted to the values of bourgeois
scientists. As for a scientific investiga-
tion of history to determine whether this
idealistic conversion is feasible—well,
you can’t be scientific about everything!
But the book is just what the young atomic
physicist needs to quell his doubts as he
begins his U.S. career.

1 do not want to discuss the theses of
this book in detail, because I want to
recommend it to the Marxist reader who
might want to test himself or herself
against an able defender of the status quo.
Bronowski is no patsy. At the endof a
careful reading of this short book, you
will feel as if you have been swimming
through miles of strawberry jam—which
should be good for the mental muscles.

History as a Science

It is only one of the great merits of
Causality and Chance in Modern Physics,
by David Bohm (Harper Torchbook
TB536) that it clarifies the meaning of
scientific knowledge. Bohm rids us once
and for all of the notions of ‘‘pure truth,”’
‘“‘logical facts,” ‘‘simple cause-and-
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effect,”” and the like—criteria often
raised to prove that history can’t be a
science. (How far it can and how far it
can’t is especially clearly shown in
Bohm’s treatment of geology, a science
whose difficulties parallel some which
face the science of history.) And unlike
Bronowski, he replaces false criteria by
clearly-expressed descriptions of just
how scientific investigators improve
their partial understanding of an infinite
and ever-changing universe. That is, he
spells out a modern theory of knowledge.

As 1 said before, this clarification is
but one of the great merits of the book.
Chapters 1, 2, and 5 (less than 100 pages)
were purposefully and successfully plan-
ned by Bohm to stand alone asa physical
philosophical treatise completely clear
to the non-scientist. (Chapter 3 can also
be valuably attempted, and even 4 canbe
skimmed.) He blithely and with dazzling
clarity ticks off such topics as The
Laws of Nature, Causal Laws and the
Properties of Things, Contingency and
Chance, The Philosophy of Mechanism,
Qualitative and Quantitative Change (with
a most superior presentation of the
standard water-to-steam example). In
a section entitled A New Point of View:
Indeterminate Mechanism, the ‘“‘modern’’
cynical philosophy (based on Heisen-
berg) of ultimate unknowability is para-
doxically revealed as a new form of
mechanical materialism. And Bohm’s
final chapter, simply headed A More
General Concept of Natural Law, shows
us what dialectical materialism means
most broadly, in application to the gen-
eral physical universe.

The words ‘‘dialectical materialism,’
by the way, are never used in the book—
and there is no reference to the scientific
inquiries of Engels. But Bohm is a
dialectical materialist—and better than
most.

For those who are beginning or rein-

forcing a study of dialectics, Bohm

serves as an admirable introduction to
Mao Tse-tung’s On Practice and On
Contradiction. (I have so used it in
classes, so I am not relying only upon a
personal reaction in n.aking the recom-
mendation.) I know this sounds like a
very hard sell, but this is one of those
books that everyone is sorry he or she
didn’t read sooner.

To resume: What, then, is science;
and can there be a science of society, a
science of history? As a fresh starting-
point for considering some of the com-
mon objections raised against social

sciences, let us consider Bohm’s opening
paragraph: '

In nature nothing remains con-
stant. Everything is in a perpetual
state of transformation, motion,
and change. However, we discover
that nothing simply surges up out
of nothing without having ante-
cedents that existed before. Like-
wise, nothing ever disappears
without a trace, in the sense that
it gives rise to absolutely nothing
existing at later times. This gen-
eral characteristic of the world
can be expressed in terms of a
principle which summarizes an
enormous domain of different
kinds of experience and which
has never yet been contradictedin
any observation or experiment,
scientific or otherwise; namely,
everything comes from other
things and gives rise to other
things.

Now here is a scientist—who is by the
way in the forefront of modern physics
research—introducing a work on science.
Yet at the outset he undermines the ideas
of many about the supposedly solid foun-
dations which set natural science off
from less exact areas of investigation.
Objectors to the science of history often
cite the fact that society is always
changing; you can’t get a grip on it for
study. But Bohm replies: everything'is
always changing. So the objection be-
comes at best one of degree—are some
aspects of society, like some aspects of
nature, just too hard to grasp by present
techniques? Quite a different question
from the easy categorical dismissal.

““Everything comes from other things
and gives rise to other things.’’ “But I

‘thought,”” exclaims our laymen, ‘‘that

science was scientific just because it
reduced all complexities to the behavior
of certain fundamental particles which

.just are.”

‘“‘Some scientists think that,”” says
Bohm, ‘“but it won’t stand scrutiny.”
‘““That,”” of course, is the philosophy of
mechanism, and since the book as a whole
is a thorough refutation of deterministic
and modern indeterministic mechanism,
I will not weaken Bohm’s arguments by
excerpting. Suffice it to say thathe dem-
onstrates that science progresses with-
out having found any absolutely basic
things upon which it can take a firm grip
and say ‘‘that’s immutably established;
all knowledge builds from there.”

So, the frequent objection that society




is too ‘‘circular’’ for a scientific investi-
gation—that there’s nowhere to start,
because everything depends upon every-
thing else—is seen to apply to the purely
physical world no less than to society.
The problem becomes one of finding a
starting-point which, for practical pur-
poses and within the scope of the intended
inquiry, can provisionally be treated as
fundamental: sufficiently independent of
other relevant factors so as not to sig-
nificantly skew the results. Inthe science
of history, the most accurate, fruitful
and consistent results follow, as Marx
and other investigators have found, when
the productive process is taken as that
starting-point.

The notion that an arbitrary factor of
human will makes the science of history
impossible also disappears if we accept
the word of science that ‘‘everything
comes from other things.”” The role of
human will can become a subject for
study, not an automatic barrier.

My favorite ‘‘refutation’’ of Marxism,

by the way, is one which often popsup in -

discussions of free will: ‘“If socialismis
really inevitable, why do you bother
fighting for it?’’ I can imagine the clever
fellow who asks that question striking up

 a dialogue with a biologist: ‘‘Is the dis-

covery of a cancer cure virtually in-
evitable?”’ (Yes.) ‘“Will it eventually be
found whether or not you continue your
research?”’ (Yes.) ‘“Than why do you
bother?”’ (1) The concept that these ‘‘in-
evitabilities’’ are inevitable precisely
because many men will bother—this is
too complex a thought for these bright
debaters.

What do we mean by historical in-

evitability or causality? How do we
deduce, for instance, that the contradic-
tions within feudalism cause a transition
to capitalism? To pursue Bohm:

To come to causality, the next
step is then to note that as we
study processes taking place
under a wide range of conditions,
we discover that inside of all the
complexity of change and trans-
formation there are relationships
that remain effectively constant.
Thus, objects released in mid-
air under a wide range of condi-
tions quite consistently fall to the
ground.... From the extreme
generality of this type of behavior,
one begins to consider the possi-
bility that in the processes by
which one thing comes out of
others, the constancy of certain
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is no coincidence. Rather, we

interpret this constancy as sig-

nifying that such relationships are

necessary, in the sense that they

could not be otherwise, because

they are inherent and essential

aspects of what things are. The

necessary relationships between

objects, events, conditions, or

other things at a given time and

those at later times are then

termed causal laws.

Quite a far cry from iron laws and
hard facts, is it not? Obviously the _
passage quoted would fit quite well a 03
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nation-by-nation study of the transition
from feudalism to capitalism, or other
historical researches. The question
again becomes one of degree: how many
observations, of how much scope and
accuracy, establish how high a
probability that our brains have com-
prehended the essence of a necessary
real-world relationship?*
At this point, however, we meet
a new problem. For the necessity
of a causal law is never absolute.
For example, let us consider the
law that an object released in mid-
air will fall. This in factis usual-
ly what happens. But if the object
is a piece of paper, and if by
chance’ there is a strong breeze
blowing, it may rise. Thus, we see
that one must conceive of the law
of nature as necessary only if one
abstracts from contingencies,
representing essentially inde-
pendent factors . ..Hence, we con-
ceive of the necessity of a law of
nature as conditional, since it
applies only to the extent that
these contingencies may be neg-
lected. In many cases they are
indeed negligible ... But in most
other applications, contingency is
evidently much more important.
Even where contingencies areim-
portant, however, one may ab-
stractly regard the causal law as
something that would apply if the
contingencies were notacting.
(p. 2)

Horror upon horror! Broad causal laws
don’t always tell us exactly whatis going
to happen in every real case. Natural
science is beginning to sound more and
more like that non-scientific thing called
history which we hear so much about.

Bohm goes on to explain that, of course,
finer investigations and extended laws
may successfully deal with more and
more of the contingencies, but you can’t
treat them all, because reality is infinite.

...every real causal relation-

ship, which necessarily operates
in a finite context, has been found
to be subject to contingencies
arising outside the context in
question. . ..if, within the degree
of approximation with which we
are working, all failures of veri-
fication can be understood as the
results of contingencies that it
was not possible to avoid, then the
hypothesis in question is accepted
as an essentially correct one,
which applies at least within the
domain of phenomena that have
been studied, as well as very
probably in many new domains
that have not yet been studies**
(pp. 3-5)

Approximations, contingencies, prob-
abilities—these are justas much the stuff
of science as necessities. They are
Nature’s other face, as the title and
content of Bohm’s book suggest. They do
not bar successful predictions in new
domains.

Reality is Our Test
A most common objection levelled
against the science of history is the
impossibility of reproducible or con-
trolled experiments. Now as a matter of
fact socialist societies are actually con-
ducting such large-scale controlled ex-
periments—and, as socialism spreads
and endures, more experimental data is
emerging. Quite apart from this, Bohm
disposes of such objections by a careful
consideration of the science of geology:
Even when reproducible and
controlled experiments are not
possible, and even when the con-
ditions of the problem cannot be
defined with precision, it is still
often possible to find at least
some (and in principle an arbi-
trarily large number) of the sig-
nificant causes of a given set of
phenomena. This can be done by
trying to find out what past proces-
ses could have been responsible

*Compare Mao Tse-tung:

... The first step in the process of cognition is
contact with the objects of the external world; this
belongs to the stage of perception. The second step
is to synthesize the data of perception by arranging
and reconstructing them; this belongs to the stage of
conception, judgement and inference. It is only when
the data of perception are very rich (not fragmentary)
and correspond to reality (are not illusory) that they
can be the basis for forming correct concepts and
theories. (On Practive, p. 11)

** Compare Lenin:

The standpoint of life, of practice, should be first
and fundamental in the theory of knowledge. And it in-
evitably leads to materialism, sweeping aside the
endless fabrications of professorial scholasticism. Of
course, we must not forget that the criterion of prac-
tice can never, in the nature of things, either confirm
or refute any human idea completely. This criterion
too is sufficiently ‘‘indefinite’’ not to allow human
knowledge to become ‘‘absolute’ .... (Materialism
and Empirio-Criticism: Collected Works: Moscow,
1962, pp. 143-143)




for the observed relationships
that now exist among these phe-
nomena.

A very well-known example of
a science in which reproducible
and controlled experiments are
impossible (at least with methods
available at present), andinwhich
the conditions of the problem can-
not be defined very well, is geology
....“What could have caused
these present structures to be
what they are?’’ ... Although (one)
explanation seems very plausible,
there is clearly no way to prove
it by controlled and reproducible
experiments. Moreover...the
number of geological formations
available for study is limited,
and...each formation has so
many individual peculiarities that
it is, to some extent, a problem
in itself....(pp. 10-11)

The parallel with the science of history
is obvious—in fact, history would seem to
have somewhat the best of the compari-
son!

Does this mean that there is no
way to verify hypotheses concern-
ing the causes of geological for-
mations? Clearly not. First of
all, there is the general con-
sistency with which a very wide
body of data can be explained...
Still more support canbe obtained
if the theories will correctly pre-
dict new discoveries. ..

Of course, hypotheses of the
type that we have discussedabove
will, in general, be subject to
corrections, modifications and
extensions, which may have to be
made later when new data become
available. In this respect, how-
ever, the situation in geology is not
basically different from that in
fields where reproducible experi-
ments and observations can be
done....For example, even New-
ton’s laws of motion, which for
over two hundred years were re-
garded as absolutely correct ex-
pressions of the most fundamental
and universal laws of physics, and
which had behind them the support

ducible and very precise experi-
ments and observations carried
out under well-defined conditions,
were ultimately found to be only
an approximation. (pp. 11-12)

In other words, and this is a point
which Bohm develops at length elsewhere,
approximate or limited knowledge is not
worthless knowledge. We don’t have to
know everything before we can know—or
do—anything. Reality is infinite and ever-
changing and never fully knowable.

In the last analysis, then, the
problem of finding the causal laws
that apply in a given field reduces
to finding an answer to the ques-
tion, ‘““Where do the relationships
among the phenomena that we are
studying come from?’’ .. Whether
experiments are available or not,
hypotheses can always be veri-
fied by seeing the extent to which
they explain correctly the rele-
vant facts that are known in the
field in question, and the extentto
which they permit correctpredic-
tions when the theory is applied
to new phenomena. And as longas
these possibilities exist, progress
can always be made in any science
towards obtaining progressively
better understanding of the causal
laws that apply in the field under
investigation in the science in
question. (p. 12)

~ I won’t try to improve on that state-.
ment as a defense of the science of his-

tory. Read the book. All the quotes are
from the first twelve pages of this rich
work; Bohm here has hardly gotten into
his subject, which is much broader than
the portion I have chosen to dwell upon.

Bohm’s closing sentence is:

The essential character of
scientific research is, then, that

it moves toward the absolute by

studying the relative, in its inex-

haustable multiplicity and di-

versity. ”

Bohm himself has illuminated that
diversity and furthered that move by
writing this book which, as one of its
many accomplishments, reinforces a
positive answer to the question: ‘‘Can
History Be a Science?”’
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'he questions below were used

at a Progressive Labor Party

national cadre school of 100
party members in July 1979, to help in learn-
ing dialectical materialism. Together with
similar questions, they are being used through-
out the Party and its base today to continue
this study.

The article on Dialectical Materialism in
the October-November 1977 PL Magazine
(Vol. 10, No. 6) and the article in this issue,
Can History Be A Science? are part of the
effort to make dialectical materialism the pro-
perty of the masses.

When the working class bases its actions
on a dialectical materialist world outlook, it
can make revolution, build socialism, and pre-
vent that process from being reversed and cap-
italism restored. Without mass understanding
of dialectical materialism, errors philosophical-
ly based on an idealist, metaphysical world
outlook will eventually grow strong enough to
reverse the process of building socialism. Dia-
lectical materialism in the hands of only the
party leaders, or even the members, is not suff-

Dialectical Materialism: Outline foi' Study

icient. “Theory, when it grips the masses, is a
material force.”” If the masses are not gripped
by dialectical materialism, they are in the grip
of bourgeois philosophy. There is no middle
ground. .

We cannot wait until after the revolution
to suddenly bring our philosophy to the work-
ing class. That would mean building, from
now until then, an anti-scientific, pragmatic
world view. We have therefore already begun
the effort to bring dialectical materialism right
into the shops, the military bases, the neigh-
borhoods, the campuses—alongside of and in-
terpenetrating with our class struggles against
the bosses.

We use questions because dialectical mat-
erialism cannot be grasped merely by memo-
rizing answers. To learn dialectical material-
ism is to learn how to think—to grasp object-
ive reality, and to influence it qualitatively
better than before. It requires struggle, both
internally and externally. It requires reading
the PL articles and the Marxist classics on phil-
osophy. It requires participation in the class
struggle and application of dialectical mater-
ialism to the destruction of the enemy.

Topic 1. Investigation, objectivity, subjectivity,
universality.

What is philosophy?

What is'science? Can history be a science?

How do you buy a car, look for an apartment,
get a job?

How do you solve a political problem in your
club?

Topic 2. Materialism v. idealism.

What is idealism? What is materialism?

If the laws and categories of dialectical
materialism are universal, i.e., are
demonstrated by physics, chemistry, biology,
cooking, children’s development and all other
processes, why wasn’t the philosophy of
Dialectical Materialism developed earlier in
human history? ‘Why did it arise in conjunction
with the working-class movement?

Does “being determine consciousness”?

If it does, why aren’t all the workers
revolutionaries? Why do we say, “without
revolutionary theory, there is no revolutionary
movement”?

Why do we need the Progressive Labor
Party? Why do we need democratic centralism?
(remember the question, what isscience?)

Why do we need PL, Magazine?

Why do we need to sell and write for
Challenge-Desafio?

Why do we need to recruit more people to
PLP?

Why do we need to build CAR on your job/

campus/school/neighborhood? Why does
building CAR mean forming functioning
chapters in addition to signing up members?
(remember—this is related to the difference
between materialism and idealism)

Why do we need to build an international
communist movement?

Topic 3. Internal contradiction is the primary
mover of things.

What is a contradiction?

What is a main contradiction?

What is the main contradiction in the
universe, our solar system, the filament of an
electric light bulb, a wood fire in g fire place?

What is the main contradiction in the
(political) world? What is politics?

What is the main contradiction in the U.S.A.?

What is the main contradiction in the U.S.
ruling class? in the U.S. working class?

What is the main contradiction in the
Progressive Labor Party?

What is the main contradiction in you?

What is the main contradiction in the person
you hope torecruit next? (How do you know?)
Topic 4. Quantitative change leads to
qualitative change leads to quantitative
change. ..

Describe a process from the kitchen involving
quantitative and qualitative change.

Describe another physical, chemical and/or
biological process involving quantity-quality.

- How does a baby learn to walk? run? talk?




Why did you join PLP? Describe the process?
Was joining PLP a qualitative change for you?
For the party? ,

How have you changed since you joined PLP?

How has the Party changed during this
period?

What changes are taking place in your base?
What are you doing about it?

Are you selling more C-D’s? Istherea
network? Are we getting ready for changes in
the country? :

Will faseism be a qualitative change? In what
ways?

Topic 5. The Negation of the Negation

What, literally, is a negation of a negation?

What is the direction of history? Will we
return to feudalism, or chattel slavery? Does
history “repeat itself"?

Will PLP be able to lead a socialist revolution?

How fast is history moving? Is change getting
faster or slower?

Is it possible to understand much without
studying history?

What is human nature? Has it changed? Were
the American Indians greedy?”

Can being in the Party change people?

When people say, “You can’t fight city hall,” or
“You can't ¢hange humannature,” are they basing
these statements on a study of history? What are
these statements based on? Is thereany
material basis to these statements? What
philosoply are they based on?

Do ideas like these ever come up in your head?
Based on what?

Topic 6. Likeness and difference.

What are the similarities between the Russian
Revolution, the Paris Commune, the Chinese
Revolution? What are the differences? Are they
more the sane or niore different?

What are the similarities between you and
your boss? What are the differences?

Avre vou more the same as your boss, or more
different?

What are the similarities between you and a
friend/fellow-worker who is not in PLP? What
are the differences? Are you more the same or
more different? Can this change?

What are the likenesses and differences among
two or three people in your base? What different
approaches to them do you use, taking these
differences into account?

If youarea leader of a party club, section, or
whatever, what are the likenesses and
differences among the people you are giving
leadership to? What different methods to you
employ to take account of these differences?

When confronted with new people, situations,
do you always ask yourself, is this more the same
or different to/from something you already know
about? Do you think this could be a useful tool?

Topic 7. The apparent and the essential.

How do you judge people (what method of
judging people does bourgeois society push?)?
‘Topic 8. Limits. -

Can you live to be 300 years old?

If vou live on a farm, and you lift up a calf every
day, will you still be able to lift him when heisa
full grown steer?

What if you started with a baby elephant?
(Special for those who have been reading
Capital). Prices appear to vary somewhat with
supply and demand, and not correspond
one-to-one with the number of labor hours
embodied in the commodity. Under capitalism,
what are the limits of this fluctuation? Why can
Hershey bars go up to 30 cents, but not to thirty
dollars?

Aslong as the objective situation stays more
the same than different, what are the limits of
the growth of PLP? How many can your club,
section recruit in the next 6 months? How do you
know?

Topic 9. The particular and the general.

How did the Challenge editorial on the
anti-nuclear movement apply this concept?
(Reprinted in this issue.)

Can you understand your industry, school,
child—or anything else—without knowing of the
particular and the general?

A final oldie but goodie—what is the “law
of uneven development”? Give three
examples.

Suggested Readings

1. ENGELS:’

Ludwig Feurbach

Part II —Idealism and
Materialism, pp. 20-32

Part IV—Dialectical Materialism,

3 pages)

pp. 45-59 Dialectical Materialism, Vol.
Appendix—Marx Theses on 10, No. 6, Oct. 1977

‘ Feurbach Can History Be a Science, Vol.
2. LENIN: 12, No. 4, Fall 1979 '

Selected Works (Vols. 11 and 9)
The Three Sources and Three

Part I, Chap. XII (first 4 and last

Part II, Chap. XIII
3. MAO: On Practice
6. PL Magazine:

The Dialectics of Disease, Vol.
12, No. 2, Spring 1979

(Vol. 11, pp. 3-8)

ete. (Vol. 9, pp. 66-67)

1. ENGELS:
Anti-Duhring

SOLLOATIVIA

Component Parts of Marxism

Kar] Marx (Vol. 11 pp. 13-18)

On the Significance of Militant
Materialism (Vol. 11, pp. 71-78)
On Dialecties (Vol. 11, pp. 81-83)
Once Again on the Trade Unions,

3. MAO: On Contradiction
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By W.T.

Reformism in the Countryside

The Bolsheviks

and The Peasants

t the time of the Revolution
the peasantry made up be-
tween 707, and 807, of the popu-
lation of Russia, and an even
greater proportion in the
areas of the future U.S.S.R. (formedin 1924) outside Russia.
The Bolsheviks believed that the peasantry, though an in-
valuable ally of the working class during the fight to seize
state power, could not be won to fighting for socialism.
They would however, support a demand for the confiscation
of landed estates and ‘‘Land to the Tillers.”’ This was the
basis of an alliance with the working class, for no bourgeois
regime conceivable at the time would agree to so sweeping
a land reform. Yet Lenin and the Bolsheviks were acytely
aware that ‘““Land to the Tiller’’ was a reform; it was capi-
talist, not socialist, in content.

As is explained in the P.L.P. article ‘‘Strengths and
Weaknesses in the Line of the International Communist
Movement,’’ pp. 94-59,* the Bolsheviks under Lenin had
the most left line among all the socialist parties before the
Revolution. Basically all other Social-Democrats (the official
name for all socialist parties before World War) believed,
with Plekhanov, that the peasantry were a reactionary force
only. Plekhanov tried to justify his views with a one-sided
interpretation of certain passages in Marx and Engels:**

The lower middle class, the small manufacturer, the
shopkeeper, the artisan, the peasant, all these fight
against the bourgeoisie, to save from extinction their
existence as fractions of the middle class. They are
therefore not revolutionary, but conservative. Nay
more, they are reactionary, for they try to roll back

P I



peasants with promises of land, but the party believed they could not be won to socialism.

ny of these

e

the wheel of history. If by chance
they are revolutionary, they are
so only in view of their im-
pending transfer into the prole-
tariat. They thus defend not their
present, but their future interests,
they desert their own standpoint
to place themselves at that of the
proletariat. (‘‘Manifesto of the
Communist Party,”” Part 1. K.
Marx and F. Engels, Selected
Works in Two Volumes. 1, 44;
emphasis added.)

We believe that Marx and Engels were
correct in 1848 to describe the peasantry
of that time as a reactionary force inthe
main. In fact the feudalist reactionaries
of Europe had relied upon the peasantry
since the French Revolution. Alsoin 1848
there was only one country in the world—
England—where capitalism had fully de-
veloped. Marx and Engels were therefore
describing the peasantry before this
class had yet been faced with the conse-
quences of full-blown capitalism.

During the next 30 years, however,
France, Germany, and the United States

each began to rapidly develop into full-
fledged capitalist economies and joined
England in imperialist expansion. Cap-
italist relations of production began to
develop rapidly in the countryside as
well. This meant that a minority of peas-
ants became relatively large, wealthy
producers, while the majority became
impoverished, unable to compete, be-
came indebted, or were simply robbed
of their landby the capitalists who ran the

state. The same process took place in

non-industrial countries. Imperialistex-
pansion by the great capitalist powers,
which soon included Japan and Belgium
as well as England, German, France and
the U.S.A., murderously forced capitalist
exploitation in its most brutal forms
throughout the entire world.

So by the late 19th century the world
was very different from what it had been
in 1848. In particular, the peasantry
everywhere was beginning to fragment,
to break into different groups. The bulk
of the peasants were becoming prole-
tarianized—robbed of the means of pro-
duction (and, implements, animals) and

# Published in the ‘‘Road to Revolution, III'’ Special
Issue of PL Magazine, Vol. 8, No. 3(November, 1971).
##Marx and Engels may have been correct concerning
the peasantry of Europe in 1848. But by the early 20th
century capitalism and imperialism had penetrated
virtually every area of the world. Commodity produc-

tion characterized even peasant farming, Ieading to a
sharp differentiation of the peasantry in every coun-
try into a small well-to-do group and a large ma-
jority who were increasingly impoverished, forced to
sell their labor (in cities or to richer peasants or
landlords).
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force,

. In Two Tactics of Social Democracy
1n the Democratic Revolution (July 1905)
Lenin recognized that the

left with nothing but their labor power to
sell. This became, and remains today,
the objective, material basis for an al-
liance between the working class and the

In the later years Marx speculated
that Russia might be able to have a so-
cialist revolution without a long prior
stage of capitalist development. This
suggests that Marx had begun to realize
that not every country would have to go
through the same processes of develop-
ment that England, the first capitalist
country in the world, did, and that Marx
entertained the idea that the peasantry
could change and become a revolutionary

could be an invaluable’
class, but only in the
lution.” He does not speak of the peas-
antry being won to soc

working class.

.. .to avoid finding itself with its
hands tied in the struggle against
the inconsistent bourgeois democ-
racy the proletariat mustbe class-
conscious and strong enough to
rouse the peasantry to revolu-
tionary consciousness, guide its
assault, and thereby independently
pursue the line of consistent prole-
tarian democratism.

Beyond the bounds of democrat-

ism there can be no question of

peasantry

the proletariat and the peasant
bourgeoisie having a single will.
Class struggle between them is

ally of the working
‘‘democratic revo-

ialism, like the

Who Are The Peasants?

In much of Africa, Asia and
Latin America many people
earning their living from agri-
culture are called “peasants.”
The peasantry was a class in
pre-capitalist society. They
were the actual - producers;
feudal lords were the rulers.
Peasants were bound to the
soil—they could not leave—
and had to pay rents in kind
or in labor. Unlike workers,
they could not be fired and
had some control over their
working conditions. The
growth of capitalism stripped
peasants of control over the
means of production. Marx
said that the peasants became
proletarians only when they
were ‘“‘doubly free’’—free to
sell their labor power and
“free’” of any other means
of making a living.

In the imperialist era, cap-
italism is worldwide. It created
a world market which ended
self-sufficient production. The
peasants needed cash, and had
to sell their land rights for
cash. Now, stripped of access
to the means of production,
they were forced into wage

" labor. Thus, “land reform’”

has often been a cover for ac-
celerating the process of steal-
ing land from the peasantry,
changing them into an agricul-
tural proletariat. The so-called
‘“‘peasants” of today are wor-
kers who depend on cash and
have no means of making a liv-
ing except wage labor. For
more detail on how the peasan-
try as a class was eliminated,
see the article on Iran in PL,
(Summer 1979, Vol.12, No. 3).

The transformation of the
peasantry into an agricultural
proletariat created the material
basis for an alliance with the
working class. « Peasants could
be won to see that their future
was bleak—they would be
stripped of their land and for-
ced into wage labor—unless
they joined up with workers to
eliminate capitalism. Unfor-
tunately, as this article points
out, the communist movement
was not very clear on the need
to win peasants to socialism.

We must correct this mis-
take and conduct vigorous
communist agitation, around
the program of socialist revolu-
tion, among the agricultural
workers who come from the
now-disappeared peasant class.

Revisionists (phony ‘“com-
munists”) of all stripes attack
the idea of fighting for social-
ism in Africa, Asia and Latin
America. They all claim that
the agricultural workers in the
poor countries—so-called “pea-
sants”—are “not ready” for
socialism, unlike the intellec-
tuals. What gross elitism and
hatred for the masses! Agricul-
tural workers are often in the
forefront of the fight against
capitalism, while the revision-
ists are scurrying to find some
“lesser evil’’ boss to support.

Often the revisionists try
to cover their tracks by claim-
ing that they are applying the

policies that Marx and Lenin

advocated on the peasant ques-
tion One of the greatest con-
tributions that Marx and Lenin
made was to show that socie-
ties change according to defi-
nite laws, that there is a science
of history. They showed that
capitalism breaks down all pre-
capitalist socieities and trans-
forms the peasantry into a wor-
king class. In the present per-
iod, there is no longer a peas-
antry. Our strategy must be
to win the worldwide working
class to socialism,
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inevitable, butitis ina democratic
republic that this struggle will be
the most thoroughgoing and wide-
spread struggle of the people for
socialism. Like everything else
in the world, the revolutionary-
democratic dictatorship of the
proletariat and the peasantry has
a past and a future...Its future
is the struggle against private
property, the struggle of the wage-
worker against the employer, the
struggle for socialism. Here
singleness of will is impossible.
(pp. 495, 509, in V.I. Lenin: Se-
lected Works in 3 Volumes, 1. See
also quotations in P.L.P.,
“Strengths and Weaknesses...,”’
p. 55).

During the months preceding the
October Revolution of 1917 Lenin strong-
ly supported peasant confiscation of land-
lord’s estates, a demand originally
raised by the Socialist Revolutionaries
but dropped by them as they grew to
represent mainly the more well-to-do
peasants and were attracted to support-
ing the bourgeois Provisional Govern-
ment.

While peasants occasionally joinedthe
Bolshevik Party after they had come to
the cities (Mikhail Kalinin, later Presi-
dent of the U.S.S.R., was one of them),
the Bolsheviks never tried to organize
in the villages, either before 1905 or
afterwards. The Bolsheviks did organize
within the army, attaching great im-
portance to this work which was crucial
to their success in neutralizing most of
the bourgeois armed forces and winning
over the St. Petersburggarrisonin1917.
Most rank-and-file soldiers were peas-
ants. So during 1917 and the Civil War
(1917-1921) many peasant soldiers
helped to win some base for the Bolshe-
viks in the peasant villages, since the
soldiers knew the Bolsheviks defended
the peasants’ demands for peace and land.

During 1917 too election results (e.g.
those for the Constituent Assembly, held
in late November) showed clearly that,
in areas where the Bolshevik program
was made known to the peasantry, the
peasants usually supported the Bolshevik
party strongly.

But the Bolsheviks did not sendforces
into the countryside to recruit among the
peasants. The peasant uprisingsin1905-
06 showed that the peasantry would rise
up against the landlords and support a
party which championed the slogan of

“Land to the Tillers.”” No organizing
was needed to prompt that. Most im-
portantly, the Bolsheviks never fully
broke with the idea that the peasants were
fundamentally petty bourgeois, and could
not be won to supporting socialism, since
socialism would mean, not individual
peasant ownership of land, but collective
ownership of land.

Lenin did believe that there was a
material basis for an alliance for so-
cialism between the poorest stratum of
peasants and the working class. In Two
Tactics of Social Democracy, he wrote:

The proletariat must carry
through to completion the demo-
cratic revolution by uniting to it-
self the mass of the peasantry, in
order to crush by force the oppo-
sition of the autocracy and to
paralyse the instability of the
bourgeoisie. The proletariat must

The Bolsheviks

did not send forces
into the countryside
to recruit among
the peasants.

complete the socialist revolution
by uniting to itself the mass of
semi-proletarian elements in the
population, in order to break by
force the opposition of the bour-
geoisie and to paralyse the in-
stability of the peasantry and of
the petty bourgeoisie.
At the time, Lenin did not discuss ex-
actly what he meant by this. In 1918, in
the midst of the Civil War when the sup-
port of the peasants was a life-and-death
matter, Lenin elaborated:

Yes, our revolution is a bour-
geois revolution so long as we
march with the peasantry as a
whole. .. At first with ‘‘all’’ the
peasantry against the monarchy,
against the landowners, against
medievalism (and, so far, the
revolution remains bourgeois,
bourgeois-democratic). Then,
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with the poorest peasantry, with
the semi-proletariat, with all the
exploited against capitalism,
meaning also against the rich
peasants, the kulaks, and the spec-
ulators; and, so far, the revolu-
tion becomes socialist.
And Lenin gave as justification for this
two-stage theory of revolution, which was
a radically more left position than all
other Marxist parties took, only the low
level of Bolshevik work in the country-
side:

To attempt to put up anartificial
Chinese wall between one and the
other—the bourgeois-democratic
revolution and the socialist revo-
lution—to separate one from the
other by any other element ex-
cept the degree of preparedness
of the proletariat and the degree
of its unity with the poor of the
countryside, is the greatest per-
version of Marxism, its vulgari-
zation, its replacementby liberal -
ism. (both quotations in Carr,
The Bolshevik Revolution, I,132.)

etween June 11and Decem-

ber 2, 1918 the Bolsheviks

had an official policy of
organizing ‘‘Committees of Poor Peas-
ants’’ in peasant villages, to side with
the working class and help collect grain
surpluses from rich peasants or kulaks.
The kulaks were the main producers for
the market .and were withholding grain
from the cities because the cities had
little to pay for them. But this was never
more than a tactical move, and was
quickly abandoned when it did not seem
to bring about the greatest possible col-
lection of grain. In other words winning
a base among the peasantry was seen as
a tactic, one way to collect needed grain.
It was not a fundamental strategy, indis-
pensible base-building for socialism in
the villages. This_was never undertaken.
There was no such attitude as the Chinese
Communist Party later displayed after
1927, of uniting with the peasantry, be-
coming one with the poor peasants.

I. New Economic Policy, (NEP).

NEP came into being in 1921, when the
Civil War was almost over but the
economy of Russia had almost ceased to
function. Most importantly, the Bolshe-
viks still had no base for socialism
among the peasantry. The peasants had
fundamentally supported the Bolsheviks
during the Civil War because the

“Whites’’ (pro-Tsarist forces, mainly
led by ex-officers and funded by the
Russian bourgeoisie and the Allied
powers) and Interventionist powers ob-
viously stood for re-establishing the
landed estates and landlord control, not
‘‘Land to the Tiller.’’ After this danger
had passed, however, the peasants were
unwilling to provide much cheap grain
at low prices to feed the workers of the
cities and the army.

The old economic system under the
Tsars, based upon ruthless exploitation
of the peasantry, had provided large
quantities of grain at low prices. Now
that the land was parcelled up among
individual peasant families, less grain
was produced, since this method was
less “‘efficient’’ (and even less because
of the disruption and deaths caused by
the World War and the bitter Civil War).
Also, much of what was produced was

The majority of
Party members

in the countryside
were intellectuals,
not peasants.

now consumed by the peasants them-
selves; that is, the peasants hada higher
standard of living. So less was available
for market, and this pushed up the price.

Under NEP the peasants paid only a
tax to the State. Otherwise a capitalist
economy existed within the countryside

(a similar policy of market economy

and extensive private ownership was also
adopted for the rest of the economy). The
Bolsheviks hoped that this would lead to
the most rapid possible restoration of
production in the war-ravaged economy.
At first Lenin was clear about terming
NEP a ‘‘retreat”” from socialism, at
one point even referring to it as ‘“a de-
feat and retreat—for a new attack.”
““‘Such descriptions seemed to encourage
the view of NEP as a temporary evil
to be overcome as quickly as possible,”’
(Carr, 11, 286).

At the same time however Lenin re-
ferred to NEP as a much more long-




range policy. Since the European social-
ist revolution was not about to take
place, and since the Bolsheviks had no
base for socialism among the peasantry,
NEP was to be a long period of transi-
tion from the ‘‘state capitalism’’ of NEP
to socialism.

As far as winning a base among the
peasantry for socialism is concerned,
NEP was a total disaster for the Bolshe-
vik Party. A look at recruitment to the
Communist Party (Bolshevik) during this
time confirms this. Despite considerable
efforts to recruit from the countryside,
the Party Census statistics for Jan. 10,
1927—after almost six years of NEP—
showed that only about 10% of CP mem-
bers were either ‘‘Hired farm laborers”
or ‘‘Peasants working own farms.”’ The
majority of CP’ers in the countryside
were teachers or other professionals and
government and party officials, not active
peasantg. In most villages and even whole
regions there was not a single peasant
Party cell!

In fact the situation was much worse
even than this. A study undertakenonthe
eve of the collectivization movement in
1929 showed that most of the peasants
who had joined the CPSU by that time
were kulak elements, from among the
well-to-do peasants:

.. .whereas less than one peasant
household in six in the RSFSR
(the Russian Republic, with the
highest per centages of com-
munists) had property worth over
800 roubles, the proportionamong
communist peasants was one in
four. A far higher proportion of
communist peasants than noncom-
munists employed hired labor—in
the Ukraine the ratio was two to
one...peasants joining the party
tended to be polarized into those
who gave up their farms andwere
absorbed into the administration
and those who farmed efficiently
or intensively enough (if neces-
sary employing hired labor) to
spare time for their party duties
without becoming impoverished.
(Rigby, Communist Party Mem-
bership in the USSR, p. 171.)
Many of these peasants were expelled
during the collectivization movement
for being pro-kulak. During January,
1928, Stalin made a long trip through
Siberia. It was prompted by the fact
that there were fewer grain deliveries
to the market than the year before, al-
though the harvest had increased. There

Stalin discovered that most of the local
CP members were related toorinvolved
with the kulaks. So even the tiny base
that the CPSU believed it had among the
peasantry was in fact largely unreliable!

Yet these consequences were an in-
evitable result of the NEP policy. Na-
turally those pea$ants who benefited
most from the policies of the CPSUwere
those most likely to want to join the
Party. These were the better-off peas-
ants, who would gain most in a capitalist
market economy. They also hadthe most
education and were most politically
active, as had always been the case with
the richer peasants in the Russian vil-
lages.

uring the seven-plus years
of NEP the Bolsheviks had
basically made no headway
in building a base for socialism among

the peasantry. This was because they
had never tried to do so. The Bolsheviks

.continued to believe that the peasantry

was fundamentally a bourgeois, anti-
revolutionary force. Base-building, in-
sofar as it was done, was done either
among the wealthier peasants, who were
really won to capitalism, or among the
poorest peasants and farm laborers.

But these latter had little reason to join

a Party which was presiding over their
continued impoverishment in the name
of building socialism. Nor did the Party
help them in struggling against the
kulaks, the bourgeois forces in the
countryside, because the Party sup-
ported the richer peasants who alone
had substantial surpluses of grain to
sell to feed the cities. Finally, these
poorer peasants had no leisure time to
devote to Party duties.

During the collectivization movement
the Party turned back towards its ex-
perience of the Civil War, formed new
““Committees of Poor Peasants,”” and
stimulated class war in the countryside.

_ But this was all done at the last moment,

and under the pressure of a collectiviza-
tion movement which was primarily a
«revolution from above’’, not initiated
by the peasant masses.

II. Collectivization

The policy of refraining from trying
to win the peasantry to socialism was
unanimously agreed upon in the Bolshe-
vik Party. None of the Oppositions which
arose during the 1920’s broke with the
Party position to the Left and advocated
building a base among the peasantry for
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socialism.
Lenin stated very clearly whatbecame
the official policy inone of his last works:

Under no circumstances must
this be understood to mean that
we should immediately propagate
purely and strictly communist
ideas in the countryside. As long
as our countryside lacks the ma-
terial basis for communism, it
will be, I should say, harmful, in
fact, I should say, fatal, for com-
munism to do so. (‘‘Pages from
a Diary.”’)

Lenin developed a theory, more or less
followed by the Soviet government, ac-
cording to which the countryside and the
peasantry would peacefully evolve to-
wards collectivized, socialist agricul-
ture.

All we actually need under NEP
is to organize the population of
Russia in co-operative societies
on a sufficiently large scale, for
we have now found that degree of
combination of private interest, of
private commercial interest, with
state supervision and control of
this interest. ...

And given Soviet ownership of
the means of production, given the
class victory of the proletariat
over the bourgeoisie, the system
of civilized co-operators is the
system of socialism. (*‘On Co-
Operation, 1,”’ 1923.)

Now we are entitled to say that
for us the mere growth of co-
operation...is identical with the
growth of socialism, and at the
same time we have to admit that
there has been a radical modifi-
cation in our whole outlook on
socialism. The radical modifica-
tion is this: formerly we placed,
and had to place, the main
emphasis on the political struggle,
on revolution, on winning political
power, etc. Now the emphasis is
changing and shifting to peaceful,
organizational, ‘‘cultural’’ work.
(““On Co-Operation, II,”’ 1923.)

One anti-communist historian, who
strongly agrees with this approach, has
stated that ‘‘Lenin rehabilitated the con-
cept of reformism,’’ which he expounded
until he died (Cohen, Bukharin and the
Bolshevik Revolution, p. 132). This ex-
tremely right-wing idea was adopted by
the Party, and the chief spokesman for
it after Lenin’s death came to be Nikolai
Bukharin. Even Cohen, Bukharin’s chief

admirer among contemporary anti-com-
munist historians, admits that Bukharin
was a mechanical, economic determinist
in his theories (Cohen, Chapter 4).

According to Yuriy Pyatakov, aprom-
inent Old Bolshevik, Lenin had written
these last essays (often erroneously
called ‘“Lenin’s Testament’’) ‘‘under the
pressure of the oppressive, discouraging
illness’’ of his last days. Carr and
Davies call these essays ‘‘the unrevised
jottings of a sickman. .. devoid of the in-
cisive clarity characteristic of Lenin’s
writings.’”” But they became the rationale
of a gradualist, ‘‘evolutionary’’ concept
of approaching socialism in the country-
side without class struggle. Although
Bukharin was its most outspoken pro-
ponent among Party leaders, this gradu-
alist approach was official Party policy
until 1948.3

t was Stalin, as chief

spokesman for the left wing

of the Bolshevik Party, who

broke with this gradualism.

...the more we advance, the
greater will be the resistance of
the capitalist elements and the
sharper the class struggle, while
the Soviet Government, whose
strength will steadily increase,
will pursue a policy of isolating
these elements, a policy of de-
moralizing the enemies of the
working class, a policy, lastly,
of crushing the resistance of the
exploiters, thereby creating a
basis for the further advance of
the working class and the main
mass of the peasantry.

It must not be imagined that the
socialist forms will develop,
squeezing out the enemies of the
working class, while our enemies
retreat in silence and make way
for our advance...until ‘‘unex-
pectedly’’ all the social groups
without exception, both kulaks and
poor peasants, both workers and
capitalists, find themselves ‘‘sud-
denly’’ and ‘‘imperceptibly,”’
without struggle or commotion,
in the lap of a socialist society. ..

It never has been andnever will
be the case that a dying class sur-
renders its positions voluntarily
without attempting to organize
resistance. It never has been and
never will be the case that the
working class could advance to-
wards socialism ina class society




Peasant women bringing food to Red Army troops in the trenches during the Civil War. Although bundreds of thou-
sands of peasant soldiers were a mainstay of the Red Army, they were considered less trustworthy than workers.

without struggle or commotion.
On the contrary, the advance to-
wards socialism cannot but cause
the exploiting elements to resist
the advance, and the resistance of
the exploiters cannot but lead to
the inevitable sharpening of the
class struggle. (‘‘Industrializa-
tion and the Grain Problem,”
July 9, 1928, in Stalin, Works,
Vol. 11, pp. 179-80.)*

...Soviet experience in the rela-
tively liberal NEP period strongly
indicates a basic incompatibility
between agricultural cooperation
and the goals and methods of

Marxism-Leninism... (Robert
Miller, ‘‘Soviet Agricultural
Policy in the ‘Twenties...,”

Soviet Studies, 27 (1975), p. 243.)

over by the richer peasants.

Even the more ‘“‘responsible’’ (this is
a relative term) bourgeois historians
admit that ‘‘co-operation’’ was a failure.

The co-operatives had simply been taken

The CPSU was faced with a dilemma.
The policy of the Right, whose major
spokesman in the leadership was Buk-
harin but which enjoyed wide support in
the party and in the country as a whole,
called for building up consumer-goods
industries before heavy industry. Only
by expanding consumer-goods produc-
tion, they argued, could enough inexpen-
sive goods be offered for sale to the
peasants to give them the incentive to
increase production in order to offer
more produce on the market. Gradually,
over many years, the huge capital re-
serves necessary to finance construction
of steel, concrete, machine-tool and
power industries, the basis for indus-
trialization, could be obtained.

The Left rejected this policy as a
surrender to capitalism from within and
to the international bourgeoisie from
without. Stalin and those who followed
him—ultimately, thé rank-and-file, es-
pecially the workers, in the Party—
realized that an imperialist war against

* For Pyatakov, see Valentinov-Vol’sky, in Novy
Zhuvnal, 52 (1958), p. 149; for Carr and Davis, see

Foundations of a Planned Economy, 1969 (Penguin

ed.), p. 973. 75
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the Soviet Union was only a matter of
time. In 1931 Stalin stated that the
U.S.S.R. must catch up with the indus-
trialized countries in ten years; ‘‘either
we do it, or we shall go under’’ (Works,
Vol. 13, p. 41). This meant a crash pro-
gram of industrialization. Such a pro-
gram could only be funded by large in-
creases in the amount of grain which the
State received from the peasantry. This
grain (and other agricultural necessities)
could then be paid as wages to workers
and others engaged in building the neces-
sary industries, which would not begin to
produce goods and thus to pay for them-
selves for a number of years.

But the problem was that, as we have
seen, the Bolsheviks had among the
beasantry little or no reliable base which
was loyal to the idea of collectivization
of agriculture. They had never tried to
build a base around a socialist line in
the countryside; now they were largely
isolated there.

The solution of the Party leadership
was to rouse the poor peasants against
the kulaks, try to neutralize the large
and vague category of ‘‘middle peas-
ants,’’ and collectivize agriculture. This
was the policy agreed upon by the over-
whelming majority of the working-class
communists in the Party, as even anti-
communist historians admit now (See
Cohen, Bukharin, pp. 327; 343).

Collectivization had support in the
party and among the working class.
25,000 workers were mobilized in 1929
to go to the countryside and help the
poor peasants battle with the kulaks.
The “‘official line”’ among anti-com-
munist historians both inside and outside
the U.S.S.R. is that there was virtually
no support in the countryside itself,
among the peasantry, for this collectivi-
zation move. This is obviously false.
Without considerable Support from
among the peasantry itself, collectiviza-
tion would have collapsed. As a more
“liberal’’ Sovietologist recently put it:

The Bolshevik Revolution in
November 1917 might be dis-
missed as anaccidental or Jacobin
coup d’état in a period of war-
produced anarchy, but the Bolshe-
vik victory in a long Civil War
can not be explained in these
terms. Above all, Stalin’s success
in carrying through his collectivi-
zation program cannot be so ex-
plained. Bitter experience has
demonstrated the difficulty that
regimes can face in herding peas-

ants into strategic hamlets or the
like, in controlling peasant guer-
rilla movements, in providing
safety for its officials stationed
in the villages, in preventing
largely peasant armies from dis-
solving in the face of rebel action,
Collectivization did produce guer-
rilla action, but the fact that it was
overcome in a few years indicates
clearly the existence of societal
forces, even in the countryside,
on which Bolshevik policy atleast
partially rested. (Jerry Hough,
The Soviet -Union and Social
Science Theory, p. 12.)
Much has been made of the concept
‘“‘revolution from above,’’ used by anti-
communists to characterize the col-
lectivization struggle. In the History of
the C.P.S.U. (b), Short Course, where
the term originated (p. 305), support of
millions of peasants ““from below’’ is
also mentioned. Hough is in facs admit-
ting the truth of this statement.

ollectivization nonetheless

was a protracted, violent,

and difficult experience.
There were many peasant uprisings from
1929 on against communists who triedto
force collectivization upon them or to
collect grain for the cities. Many ecol-
lective farms were formed too rapidly,
were poorly planned, and failed. Stalin
admitted to Winston Churchill (if Chur-
chill’s memoirs.* can be believed) that
ten million peasants, including most
Kulaks and their families but also a
good many other, ‘‘middle’’ peasants,
were arrested, deported, or killed during
collectivization, and the ‘“‘great bulk’’
of these were ‘‘wiped out” during the
class struggles.

There was considerable death from
starvation in some areas in 1931-2 be-
cause non-collectivized peasants had
planted just enough grain to feed their
families, knowing the rest would probably
be confiscated by the State. The State
declared such behavior to be sabotage
and took the stipulated grain taxes any-

- way. A bad Crop year contributed to the

famine, as did an epidemic of typhus. In
all, perhaps several million peasants
died from these two factors,
Anti-communist writers are given to
shedding many tears over the “‘needless
deaths’’ which Stalin’s collectivization

#Churchill, W. The Second World War, vol. 4(London,
1951), pp. 447-8.
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engendered. This is notonly hypocritical
(for example, the Vietnamese, Laotian
and Cambodian peasants killed by the U.S.
numbered many morg), but misses the

‘point. Any revolution for socialism in

the countryside would have taken a toll
in lives, just as the poor harvest of
1931-2 would have killed many (mainly
poorer) peasants and, of course, work-
ers as well. Stalin was absolutely correct
when he forecast violent class struggle
against the capitalist elements in the
countryside.

No; the main tragedy of collectiviza-
tion is that it did not, and could not,
really succeed. The peasantry were not
basically won to social ownership of the
means of production—the land, live-
stock, implements. At most only the
poorest of them were, those who in fact
had been reduced to selling their labor
power to others most of the time and

Peasants stayed on
collective farms
because material

incentives were mixed

with compulsion.

were proletarianized farm laborers
rather than peasants.

The collectivization movement ended
as a compromise and stalemate. As a

"result of this incorrect political outlook,

collectivization failed to achieve even
its economic purposes. It was under-
taken in order to guarantee higher grain
deliveries to the State, to finance in-
dustrialization. Its main purpose was
not to win millions of peasants to so-
cialism. Because the peasants were not
politically won to socialism, they could
only be persuaded to remain on the col-
lective farms if material incentives

were combined with compulsion. Private
plots and privately-owned cows and fowl
were permitted, as was time to work
them. These were concessions to capi-
talism; the peasants could sell the pro-
duce of the private plots and animals
on an open market at much higher prices

than the State would pay, of coursethese
concessions undermined the socialist
character of the kolkhozy.

In 1937 (a good year for the
socialized sector) the private plot
produced 529, of the country’s
potatoes and vegetables, 71% of
its meat, 579, of its fruit, 437, of
its wool, and 719, of its milk.
Except for the production of grain
and technical crops such as cotton,
collectivization remained only
partial throughout the Stalin
years. (Hough, pp. 208-9)

[II. Peasants Can be Won to Socialism!

The peasantry could have been won to
socialist politics and to real collectivi-
zation! But the C.P.S.U., still regarding
all but the poorest peasants as ‘‘bour-
geois elements,’”’ never really tried to
win them. Evidence is abundant that,
with the proper political approach, the
peasants could have been won:

(1) Many of them were won!

A part (but a small one) of agri-
cultural production was carried
out in sovkhozy or Soviet farms.
On these farms there were no
private plots.

(2) During the Second World

War the peasants fought the Nazis
ferociously. Hitler remarked time
and again in amazement about the
difference between the Russian
peasant soldier of the First World
War and the Soviet peasant
soldier. This is attested by sev-
eral biographers: Hitler himself
was confused. In the Great War
the Russian infantrymen had fought
poorly; now they were tigers.
Why? (Toland, Adolf Hitler, II,
791)
...the Russians fought far more
bitterly than had the Poles or
Allied troops...(Fest, Hitler,
p. 679)

easants figure prominently

in all partisan histories of

the war in the Soviet Union.

They were particularly strong in such

totally agricultural areas as the Bryansk

forest. Soviet sources make this clear;

for example, see the review of Fydorov,

The Underground Committee Carries

On, in PL, Vol. 11, No. 1, Feb.-Mar.,
1978, pp. 35ff.

It is clear from these accounts that

the peasantry, as well as the rest of the

population, identified the Soviet govern-

:
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of material incentwes and co

Soviet collectwve farmer barvesting wheat. The collectivization
mpulsion, rather than by political stry ggle.

of Soviet agriculture was accomplished with a mixture
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ment with collectivization and the other
C.P.S.U. policies, and knew that, in
fighting for one, they were fighting for
the other.

(1) Many of them were won! A part
(but a small one) of agricultural produc-
tion was carried out in sovkhozy or
Soviet farms. On these farms there were
no private plots. ,

(2) During the Second World War the
peasants fought the Nazis ferociously.
Hitler remarked time and again in
amazement about the difference between
the Russian peasant soldier of the First
World War and the Soviet peasant soldier.
This is attested by several biographers:

Hitler himself was confused. In
the Great War the Russian in-
fantrymen had fought poorly; now
they were tigers. Why? (Toland,
Adolf Hitler, II, 791)

.. .the Russians fought far more
bitterly than had the Poles or

Allied troops... (Fest, Hitler,
p. 679)

(3) During their occupation of large
areas of the Western U.S.S.R. the Nazis
developed several lines of propaganda-to
try to win over the sympathies, or at
least the neutrality, of Soviet peasants.
The best developed of these was iusued
by the ex-Soviet general Andrei A,
Vlasov, who collaborated with the Nazis.
Since the Nazis had total control of what
was printed under Vlasov’s signature,
and since they never intended to hold to
any promises made to the peasants, the
line they put forward in their propaganda
was the one that, by trial and error,
they thought would be the most success-
ful, what the peasants wanted to hear.

The Nazis called for an end to col-
lectivization, restoration of the Church,
and anti-Semitism. Otherwise they in-
sisted they would not re-establish capi-

il



talism! Appeals to nationalism had little
effect on the peasantry as well, andwere
largely dropped. It was the estimate of
the Nazi Russian experts and the Soviet
collaborators who aided them that the
peasants really wanted socialism and
were not actively hostile to the Soviet
regime, although most of them were not
won to collectivization.*

(4) Finally, and perhaps the most
telling point, the Chinese Communist
Party had great success in winning the
peasantry to socialism, the dictatorship
of the proletariat. In fact, the movement
to collectivize agriculture in China was
undertaken by the masses, led by rank-
and-file, mainly peasant, communists. It
began without the authorization or even
the knowledge of the Party leadership,
a large part of which actively opposed
it as ‘‘leftism.”” Mao did jump on the
bandwagon and supported it, but his
writings in Vol. 5 of the Selected Works
make it clear that many leading CP’ers
were frightened by it. Even Mao held
back the movementby insisting thatagri-
cultural co-ops only be formed where
production could be increased thereby.
He did state that there were many peas-
ants who were ‘‘politically conscious
enough to take the socialist road and. ..
really willing to join,”’ and was clearly
puzzled why there were any ‘‘middle
peasants who are economically better
off’’ at all like this! (Vol. 5, p. 193).

In reality, by the mid-1930’s the
U.S.S.R. was headed away from social-
ism, though it would be several decades
before this process was completed. In-
ternally, socialism was identified with
production of goods. Naturally this meant
the recruitment of white-collar technical
“‘experts’’ into the Party in droves. By
the ’40’s the C.P.S.U. was largely a
party of engineers and managers, who
occupied all the leading positions beneath
the leadership rank of Old Bolsheviks
such as Stalin, Molotov, Kaganovich,
Kalinin, Mikoyan, Voroshilov, Zhdanov,
and a few others.

...the evidence for different

still constituted no more than
12.8%, of party membership, but
the magnitude of the change will
be appreciatedifitis remembered
that since 1928 the number of
specialists in the party had in-
creased over 77 times, while the
increase in the size of the party
as a whole had been less than
three-fold and the increase of all
specialists in the country less
than five-fold. The party now
counted 20.6%, of all specialists
in its ‘ranks as compared with
1.29, in 1928. (A.L. Unger, in
Soviet Studies, 20 (1969), p. 329-
30; emphasis added).

This process was unrecognized by
Stalin and the leadership of the Party
because they equated
working-class power (achieved in 1917)
in an industrialized state. This economic

socialism with

By the mid-1930’s
the Soviet Union
was headed

away from
socialism.

determinist concept was what had ledall
socialists except the Bolsheviks—and
even many of them—to state that a social-
ist revolution could not happen inthe un-
der-developed Russia of 1917, andhadto
occur first in the industrialized West.
By 1936 the U.S.S.R. was industrialized,
or rapidly becoming so, and the same
determinist idea seemed to state that
- it was now firmly socialist as a result.
Surely the new ‘“experts’’ who were

localities of the Soviet Union in-
dicates that white-collar em-
ployees constituted over 70% of all
new recruits. On 1 January 1941
the party included 494,800
specialists out of a total of
2,401,000 specialists employed in
the national economy. Specialists

*This is thoroughly documented in Alexander Dallin,
German Rule in Russia.

coming to control the party (thoughas yet
not in top positions) would be loyal to
the working class. Were not many of
them from the working class, educated
and promoted to replace the old bour-
geois intelligentsia within the past few
years? And were not the rest of the
‘“experts’’ rapidly joining the Com-
munist Party, which had had a pre-
dominately working-class membership
as recently as 1934?
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DETROIT—On June 3 over 3000 mem-
bers of UAW Local 3 and their families

marched against the plan to close Dodge
Main at the end of
Two hundred workers, many skilled
trades and maintenance workers, walked
off the job to take Part in the march.

The turnout puts to rest the lie thatper-

petually flows from the mouths of the

UAW hacks that ‘‘the workers won’t get
off their asses to do anything.”’
It also shows a whole lot more. The

workers marched from the local union

hall to a ballfield in the middle of Ham-
tramck (a small city that sits in the
middle of Detroit) and were subjected
to endless mealy-mouthed dribble by a
collection of UAW bigwigs and Ham-
tramck politicians. The most militant
thing that came from the speakers’plat-
form was when UAW International Vice-
President for Chrysler Marc Stepp said
that he would make sure that the ““‘work-
ers’ feelings would be transmitted to
the highest levels of Chrysler Corpora-
tion.”” This goose-stepping neo-fascist
was the hand-picked representative for
the Detroit ruling class and Colblood
Young to fly to Washington, D.C. to
guarantee the Democratic Party National
Committee that there would be ‘‘no labor
problems in the summer 0f1980”’ so that

the 1980 model year.

they could feel free to have their mur-
derous convention in Detroit.

The purpose of this rally, called for
and led by the UAW, was three-pronged:
first to channel the workers’ anger into
a no-win strategy—relying on the Demo-
cratic Party to pass laws against plant
closings. The second prong of their
strategy is to try to convince Chrysler
that this is not ‘‘good business.’’ The
third prong on their anti-working class
fork is to lobby for special unemploy-
ment compensation laws for workers laid
off due to the oil crisis. In other words,
take the struggle every way but the cor-
rect way—which, of course, would be to
the bosses’ themselves—via a general
strike.

What the rally revealed is that it is
utterly useless, in fact suicidal, to think
that we can rely on the liberals and social
democrats (read social-fascists) who

run the unions to fight in our interests.

In fact, if we follow their plan to ‘“‘save”’
Dodge Main, we’ll all end up in ovens of
biting sand in the Sinai. They are truly
leading us to war and fascism.

The plan to close Dodge Main is not
a hoax or an idle threat. It is not an at-
tempt to give Chrysler a bargaining chip
in the contract talks this coming fall. It
is for real. Recently there was a big




shakeup in Chrysler which over the past
few years has been on the critical list
as far as imperialist money-makers go.
Lee Iaccoca was named the new president
(after he had a falling out with Henry
Ford) and immediately set out to make
the company more competitive and prof-
itable. Chrysler sold all of its holdings in
England. Lynch Road Assembly under-
went a $30 million changeover and re-
tooling last summer. Iaccoca vowed to
phase out all facilities which were no
longer profitable (his predecessor John
Riccardo, had been mistakenly putting
more work into Dodge Main and main-
tained it as the center of Chrysler’s as-
sembly operations). Dodge Main was
tops in laccoca’s list for the scrapheap.

Dodge Main was first opened by the
notorious Dodge brothers in 1910. The
sprawling plant, which is 4 stories high,
has not changed much since then. The
floors are still made of wood slats and
creak under the weight of production.
The plan to close Dodge Main was first
hatched some 6 months ago, as acentral
part of Iaccoca’s efforts to regain the
trust andfinancial backing of the bankers.
After going into some detail in terms of
retooling, layoffs, increasing produc-
tivity, and all the other atrocities that
make these monsters’ mouths water, the
bankers gave Chrysler the green light to
close the plant and promised them clear
sailing in terms of getting the much
needed capital to retool Jefferson As-
sembly. .

This pattern certainly reflects a com-
pany which finds itself and its class in
decline. It fits into the overall picture
exactly as we have laid out the needs of
the ruling class in their mad scramble
towards a third world war; increased
unemployment, the need to amass huge
sums of capital for retooling and mod-
ernization, and so on. And the UAW
position, although superficially in oppo-
sition to Chrysler, does nothing to seri-
ously challenge this murderous plant
closing because they either can not, or
will not, place this particular attack in
its proper strategic setting.

Every step of the way, if we follow their
leadership, we must inevitably get more
entrenched in this drive towards war.
The idea of relying on the politicians
ties up to the warmakers themselves.
As Doug Fraser crawls out of bed with

Jimmy Carter and starts winking at Ted \

Kennedy, the union leadership continues
to try to getus to believe that the govern-
ment (state) is somehow neutral and can,

in fact, serve our needs if we justgo out
and find ‘‘Mister Right.”’ Also, it takes
the focus away from the point of produc-
tion and directs it away from the bosses’
lifeline—their ability to make profits.

To try to convince Chrysler that we
are better capitalists than they are
borders on the supernatural. Stepp has
already been bragging about the plants’
productivity—some 4,000 cars a week,
(and over 1,600 workers already laid off
that still have recall status)—and brags
that not only don’t we mind this unbear-
able speedup, but that we can do much
better(!) and it would be a mistake for
the Chrysler bosses not to take full ad-
vantage of this opportunity. Aside from
the obvious traitorous aspects of such
a position, to even get into this type of
discussion wins workers to a political
line that says we all have a stake in

maintaining the bosses’ ability to reap

huge profits. Carried to its logical con-
clusion, it means that we should go and
fight for them if their ability is chal-
lenged by some other band of imperialist
thugs.

Lastly, fighting for special unemploy-
ment compensation is totally conceding
the struggle before the fight. But more,
it is also saying that these layoffs are
not due to Chrysler’s greed, but rather
to the greed of other bosses in other
nations, particularly the oil barons in
the Mid-East. Therefore, if the govern-
ment can’t stand up to them, let them
pay us for their ineptness. This, too,
politically wins workers to eventually
fighting for these bastards.

All three positions center on building
nationalism and class collaboration,




totally obscuring the class struggle and
winning workers, under the guise of
‘““fighting back,”’ to bailing out the ruling
class. Knowingly or not, the UAW is doing
the bosses’ bidding and in these times
of approaching world war and fascism,
it is especially deadly. Nationalism is
already taking effect. It shows in the fact
that there were not many Arab workers
taking part in this demonstration, al-
though the plant has many Arab workers,
and they have proven their militancy and
class solidarity many times over.

The main lesson of the rally is that
workers must break with this leadership
and organize under the banners of anti-
racism and anti-imperialism. Every
factory must become a fortress for our
class and every union local mustbecome
an anti-racist sledge hammer.

The InCAR (International Committee
Against Racism) program speaks to our
needs and is the sole antidote for the
poison being given to us. Mass violence,

anti-racism and international solidarity
82 are its cornerstones. Just because the

workers want to fight does notguarantee
that the fight will win. The workers must
lead the fight and must be armed with
more than pipes and bricks. We must be
armed politically, and that’s what makes
this year’s Detroit Summer Project in
Auto so essential.

The next time Marc Stepp gets up to
speak, we should bury him under the
platform. Fight to shut the Big 3 in ’79;
for 30 for 40 to end these racist layoffs;
for the Big 3 to get out of South Africa;
and for the fascists to get out of the UAW.
Fight for total amnesty for undocumented
workers, against all overtime and part-
time work schemes as long as one worker
is unemployed. Fight to put health and
safety standards under rank-and-file
control and fight for a 50 percent wage
boost. With this type of approach, those
same 3,000 workers could have split into
teams and set up picket lines at every
plant in the city, sparking a general
strike. That’s what we are after—that’s
what we will have.




TUPELO, MISS., July 7—Sixty-five
anti-racist marchers, organized by the
International Committee Against Racism
and the Progressive Labor Party, were
marching through the streets here chant-
ing ‘‘Death to the Klan’’ when shots rang
through the air. As two of the marchers
were stunned by the grazing bullets, a
disciplined group of people, black and
white, rushed out of the line, isolated the
racist who wielded the gun, and beat him
to the ground. In the fight that ensued with
this Klansman, or Klan supporter, the
anti-racists broke his neck. While this
was happening, the marchers, main-
taining a tight discipline that won them
the respect of Tupelo’s working class,
continued the march. The marchers, en-
couraged by the friendly faces that lined
the streets and by the workers that joined
the march, were able to withstand the
menacing threat of the Tupelo police,
who aimed their cocked guns at them.

From the start, it was clear that the
racist local rulers wanted to stop this
march. A new ordinance was created by
the city government banning sound de-
vices (in response to successful INCAR-
"PLP-led rallies here in the past); the
police and their flunkies systematically
tore down posters in the housing

projects; and permit for the march was
not granted until the very last minute.

As the march gathered in front of the
courthouse, the bosses’ seat of power,
a militant rally began, attracting a lot

of attention from workers in the area.
A few minutes after the march began,
the racist KKKer named Brasil shotinto
the demo. By the time the anti-racist
and anti-fascist fighters got hold of
him, they were surrounded by cops who
prevented them from finishing him off.
The cops then grabbed one of the fight-
ers, Floyd Banks, an InCAR member
from Galveston, Texas, leader of the
security squad, and arrested him for
“‘attempted murder.’’ The march, mean-
while, regrouped and continued to lead
workers in the area who joined the march
in chanting ‘‘The cops, the courts, the
Ku Klux Klan, all a part of the bosses’
plan.”’

Many militant workers in Tupelo have
come to see INCAR as the main mass
organization that can lead workers in the
fight against racism and the resurgence
of fascist groups like the Klan. One
black woman worker, who was active in
CAR here during the Christmas project
last year, said, ‘‘Before I was scared,
but now I'm mad.’”’ This represents the
feeling of many people here, that there
is no longer the luxury to sit back and
watch the ruling class and its flunkies
hold power, that they have to get active
and build a movement that has as its
goal the destruction of the ruling class’
ideas of racism and fascism, and in the
final analysis, the ruling class itself.

The political climate is changing
rapidly in the South, and only groups
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like InCAR and PLP are prepared to
respond to the changes, to give leader-
ship and organize the multi-racial, anti-
racial, anti-racist fightback that is
necessary to move workers to the left.
The United League, a black reformist
group, recently cancelled a march

scheduled for Okalona (a town not far

from Tupelo) today, because its leader,
Skip Robinson, essentially chickened out
of the struggle. More and more people
are realizing that the leadership of the UL
cannot stand up to the rigors of the class
struggle.

Respect for InCAR and PLPis growing
here. Two residents of Tupelo put up their
houses as collateral so that Floyd Banks
could be bailed out of jail. When the two
marchers who had been wounded (super-
ficially) were treated in the hospital,
they were warmly received and treated
by white doctors and other hospital
workers. After the march stopped to
rally, hundreds of black workers sur-
rounded the marchers to protect them
from the cops (who would have been only
to glad to be “‘trigger-happy’’).

This is the first time that a racist
has been beaten by an anti-racist march
in Tupelo. The leadership of the UL
always guaranteed the safety of the KKK
and the cops by holding back the anger
and hatred of the black workers who
wanted to liberate themselves from the

racism they face every day. The bosses
think that they can destroy this move-
ment by getting its leaders, but little do
they know that leaders always spring up
in the midst of struggle, and that there
are many, many people right here in
Tupelo, and other cities North and South,
who can develop as working class lead-
ers in the fight against racism and fas-
cism, and they are being trained right
now by InCAR and PLP.

This was readily proven by the re-
sponse not only of the marchers, in their
determination to continue the march, not
to be intimidated by the cops’ haras sment,
but also by the tremendous support of
local people. Over 200 copies of the
InCAR Arrow and Challenge-Desafio
were sold, and 4 people joined InCAR on
the spot. Another demonstration is being
organized for August 4, to mobilize more
workers in the fight against racism. In
order to continue to build InCAR and to
prepare for the defense of Floyd Banks,
InCAR is asking people togive their sup-
port by (1) coming to Tupelo for the
Summer project and (2) sending money
to pay for legal defense, etc. This is a
good opportunity for the members and
friends of InCAR and PLP to raise the
issue among their co-workers, neigh-
bors and friends and to build InCAR
in the cities where they live.




NEW YORK CITY, August 2—The In-
ternational Committee Against Racism
(InCAR) launched a campaign in the
N.Y.C. Garment Center on July 13 to
decertify the ILGWU (International
Ladies Garment Workers Union) and to
form an anti-racist union led by InCAR
and rank-and-file garment workers. On
that same day, a member of InCAR and
the PLP put the line into practice by
organizing a work stoppage for aforbid-
den 10-minute coffee break in his gar-
ment shop.

We had previously estimated that 4 of
the 25 workers would join the action:
but we underestimated the workers’
readiness to fight the bosses when the
Party and InCAR provide militant lead-
ership. Fourteen workers stopped for
the break, and did so for 3 days running.

The boss, two-bit worm Richard Daro
(of Sharon O’Kelley, 315 W. 36th St.)
was so terrified when confronted with
workers’ unity that he called a super-
visor back from vacation to try to put
down the work stoppage! On the third day
of the action, the boss waited anxiously
to see who would take a break first.
When our member took his break, he was
told to punch out and to take his break
with the communists (PLP and InCAR
hold rallies in the Garment Center three
times each week). Our member said he
would take his break upstairs, while he
talked to other workers. Three other

workers (who have been meeting regu-
larly with InCAR/PLP) then told the boss
that if one were fired, they would all
leave too!

This action was a victory for the work-
ing class, for CAR and for PLP: a good
political struggle was waged with our
friends in this shop to confront the boss
and challenge his iron-fisted rule; all
the workers there saw that, united, they
had the power to stop production; even
though some were fired or walked out,
they left behind others who have par-
ticipated with us in the class struggle.
But the most telling victory is that two
of the most advanced workers, who
walked out when our comrade was fired,
have joined PLP, and 4 others have
joined InCAR.

In the course of this particular strug-
gle and inthe two-and-a-half weeks since
we launched our garment campaign, we
have constantly exposed the collusion
between the bosses and the racist sell-
out ILGWU. AtSharon O’Kelley, the boss,
2 foremen and two of the boss’ rats were
the only members of the union. Many
workers have come up to us with stories
of shops where they pay $8/month tothe
ILGWU and don’t even get the minimum
wage!

We accuse the ILGWU of not being a
union, but rather the ‘‘best boss’’ in the
garment industry, who makes itpossible
for all the small bosses to continue to
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reap super-profits from the workers’
labor. The ILGWU, by consciously not
organizing and by not fighting for the
workers, is helping fascism and racism
grow in the Garment Center: allowing
immigration raids to go unchallenged
and allowing racist slave labor condi-
tions to exist in the sweatshops, union
and non-union.

To date, 32 garment workers have
signed up to be in the new anti-racist
union; nearly 100 have signed the peti-
tion to decertify the ILGWU; we have had
three union organizing committee meet-
ings and 6 garment workers have joined
InCAR. Our weaknesses have been that
we haven’t visited enough during the
evenings and struggled with these work-
ers to organize and take the lead in new
union. Although one woman worker cir-
culated the petition on her job and got

several names, we haven’t won her or

other women workers to come to our .

meetings and become active organizers
(80 percent of the workforce here are
women, and they are the most exploited
workers in the industry). Also, during
the Sharon O’Kelley struggle, we lacked
a certain amount of confidence that
workers would respond to our ideas and
we did not circulate the union cards in
the shop in the midst of the struggle.
Garment is the largest industry in
N.Y.C. and the mostly black, Latin and
Asian workers are the lowest paid and
most exploited. A mass anti-racistunion,
led by InCAR and PLP andgarment work-
ers themselves will become the leading
force of the working class here for
socialist revolution, which will smash
the murdering bosses and /their collabo-
rators in the ILGWU once and for all!
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LOS ANGELES, July 22—The struggle
in the L.A. Garment Center to build the
anti-racist garment workers’ union has
intensified in the past week. In eachfac-
tory where the Committee Against Rac-
ism and members of PLP have been
agitating for the past month, a change is
taking place and workers are showing
greater enthusiasm and willingness to
join our campaign.

Trio-Winston, A women’s garment
manufacturer, with 300 workers, saw the
emergence of a strong, militant force
when workers, led by CAR members
there, organized a 2-hour strike to
smash the piece-rate. The boss was re-
fusing to give out the work, claiming
there was none, until the workers con-
fronted him, demanding a decent rate.
Faced with this strong showing, the boss
was forced to cave in. However, this
victory must be consolidated now, with
workers joining CAR and forming the
organizing committee for the new anti-
racist union.

In Beltline, the purse factory where
many of the 600 workers have been re-
sponding readily to the efforts of the new
union drive, a campaignis being launched
to decertify the Amalgamated Leather,
Luggage and Handbag Workers’ Union
(in a recent letter to C-D, weincorrectly
identified the union as the Amalgamated
Clothing Workers). After a month of CAR
and PLP agitation, in which workers
passed out our literatureinside the shop,
the union hacks were forced to put out a
flyer saying that they had met with the
bosses, and were prepared to promise:
a lunchroom (there is none), more fans;
and cleaner bathrooms!

This is how the bosses and their union
flunkies think they can water down the
workers’ anti-racist movement that is
building here. But most workers are not
fooled by these ‘‘concession.’’ Inthe four
years the union has beenhere, ithas done
nothing. Most workers don’t even know
who the union is. The salary at Beltline is
only $3.20/hr. (30 cents more than the
minimum). In the last contract, the union
agreed to 5 cents more every 3 months.
Even this rotten increase has never been
given!

At Fashion Times, with 100 workers,
many workers signed cards to join the
Anti-Racist Garment Union last week,
and steps are being taken toform a union
organizing committee. This has resulted
in more vigilance by the garment bosses,
who have always had TV cameras and a
guard at the door. In response to the

leadership given by CAR, thebosses have
put a new guard at the door to keep watch
on the shop. These guards cannot and
will not stop more and more workers
from reading and discussing our leaflets
and newsletter and from joining the
campaign to organize a union here!
These three examples show clearly
the potential strength of the anti-racist
forces in the garment industry here in
L.A. The Anti-Racist Union, led by
garment workers and InCAR, canspread
quickly from the 1,000 workers in these
three shops to the other 60,000- workers
here, mostly minority, immigrant and
women workers.
- The working class, led by communists
and anti-racists, is building its own
organizations to smash the bosses’ at-
tempts to crush our classinits spiraling
descent in the realm of world dominance.
The anti-fascist struggle in Nicaragua
has inspired many workers here. Clearly
workers will fight fascism! To win, they
must join and build the party of revolu-
tion in the U.S.—the Progressive Labor
Party. Garment workers must join the
campaign to make the CAR-led Anti-

‘Racist Garment Union the leading force

in the struggle against the bosses’
fascism here in garment, a force which
will spread among workers all over the
city, and the country. A conference is
currently being organized for Aug. 25
to plan the campaign further, to sign up
more members of the union and to win
more workers to take the leadinfighting
the bosses.
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Why We March
in Harper’s Ferry,

John Brown and the thousands who fought with him in
the armed struggle again
- defeated

March With Us on Oct 27
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