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Sojourner Truth

ROUGH AGENDA FOR APRIL 15-19, 1981 CMM

The following are the topics around which the QO Proposes to organize discussion
in the first half of the GMM. The toplcs below fall into two categories: the
first group, of three, deals with some questions of analysis of the current sit-
uation; these are questions which will have to be studied and debated for a long
time and we do not expect tre GMM to reach agreement on fhem. The second group,
of five, takes up questions of line for STO; in these areas we expect the GMM to
reach binding decisions. The CC is awaré that the lines between one topic and
another are not perfectly clear, especially withih the second group; we believe
that this isvto séme extent unavoidable. Also, the divislons below are not ne-
cessarily our final recommendation; they are being sent out now to giVe partici~-

pants in the GMM some idea of what to expect there. .

QUESTIONS OF ANALYSIS

1. The character of the current crisis -~ secular or cyclical, the law of value,
ete.,

2. Irrespective of the point above ~ the poéitioﬁ of the US within the world
capitalist system.

3. Popular polarization and its character - attitudes and consclousness,

QUESTIONS OF LIME

1. The war and the likelihood of increasing state repression.

2. Fascism and the klan.

3. The future development of the Black struggle, the role of nationalism.

b, Struggles in the sphere of soclal reproducticn, what to expect from the anti-
nuke movement, reproductive rights, ete. and evaluation of our Previous deci-
sions in this area.

5. How to organize at the point of production.
Papers on a number of the above topics have been and are being prepared. The

CC will undertake to guarantee the clarification of the lssues and ensure a

debate where differences cxist.

P.O. Box 8493 Chicago, il. 60680 L.



I ¥D>?OCRTADNT
SN R M A R 95

Memo from XC Branch to STO membership and friends attending GMM3:
We need to know the Following infoxmation immediatelys

WTho is coming,

ho needs & ride from vhat hus/trainfplane at what tinme.
Tho needs free housing. (s can house 18 peonle & have reserved U motel
rooms for overflow. BRING SLERPING GBAR!!

Who.wants us to arrange -Hrivate motel accomodations. : g

Number of children and any other relevant childcare information

Please respond quickly. Call or write Cathy at {816) 561-2861, after 4130 PM
2kl Charlotte
Kansas City, MO 64110

The XC branch will provide snacks at the meeting. Vo grandiose plan of
collective feeding is bLeinp considered.

The meetirg will be held at Foolkillex, B2th & llzin., Maps & directions will
be sent soon.,



Structure of agenda for main discussion and opening .aession, C.C.

Wednesday

C.C. Report - outlining background of major points under discussion at
GMM, '
Discussion of c.c. report
Election of presiding committee
C.C. recommends committee of 5 = will nominate mel., 1.m., d.h,
Approval of meeting agenda
Presiding committee will have responsibility for overseeing agenda
throughout the meeting '

Thursday :
Presentation by d.h. on current crisis etec. (Wed. night if there is time)
General discussion ) ’
Trends in popular consciousness (the subjective element) A panel of
different views (2 or 3) followed by general discussion '

Thursday evening
Anti-nuke Fraction meeting...other small meetings; formal & informal

Friday v .
The various discussions around more specific policy areas indicated in
the rough agenda will all be introduced by short presentations. Where
we are aware Of major differences the presentation will be in a debate
format, '

Order;
Black movement and nat. question
Production
Social Reproduction
aFascism
-War danger and state repression

Sat. morning
Women's wing ,
Rest of Saturday is discussion of external organizational question,
- extending into some internal organizational questions -

Sunday;
Conclude internal organizational questions
Elections.

Our intention is to leave some other time open for fraction meetings.
The c.c. is approaching a number of people to introduce the various
topics. One may be you, be prepared. This, of course, is a proposal.
It will be considered Wed, night. It may be modified by the presiding
committee during the course of the meeting. :



Cl%rification of GMM agenda

The gmn sets itself some difficult tasks. We expect two opposed
frystrations. The general theoretical issues will tend to get
logt in detailed arguments, while the specific implementation
of [new tasks whilé>dnot be handled with sufficient concreteness.
The C.C. hopes that the following general remarks on the major
sedtion of the agenda will help members prepare for the
mecting.

We Assume that there will be no challenge to the general struc-
turp of the meeting as it has been presented. Different con-
cerns and emphases will be handled within it. However, it
shopld be clear that zll questions are open at the GMM and

alli past positions and decisions are subject to criticism

and| change. An elected presiding comhitltee will be respon-
sible for keeping the agenda organized and for establishing

an prder and priority among various possible areas of dis-
cusgion. The presiding committee's decisions are proposals

to the body as a whole and can be overturned by a simple

majority. 1

One(major problem with the agenda is the breadth of the topics
and{the overlap between them. We will be considering compli-
cated questbns without the prior investigation and clarifica-
tion that would be optimal. Necessarily this will limit what
we ¢an get done. On some points the meeting will be satisfied
with a further clarification of "the alternatives: on others
we may only get to the point of categorizing the relevant
evidence and arguments. On some, however, we should reach
deciisions, because our work must proceed on one or ar(§fother
set lof operating assumptions and, if we are to function
critically, these must be explicitly elaborated.

Givqﬁ% the inherent difficulty of the meeting and the fact
that| we have a large percentage of relatively new members,
the L.C. thought it might Beé helpful to outliine some OF

STO'B policies and assumptions which should be seen as under
revipw in this meeting. Since this necessarily raises areas
of cpntroversy about what our positions are and what they
mean| about their validity;, and about their relationship

to this discussion, we are including different views. Neither
are meant to be inclusive,




. Premises and assumptions at issue according to n. i. Supplement.and; in
<gome cases, intended corrective to d.h.

1,

(explicit) For oppressed peoples, nationalism is "applied internationalism."

(implicit) There could be no mass reactionary movement among black and
other third world people in U.S.

Capitalism would continue indefinitely until it was overthrown by
socialist revoluticn. (Explicit)

In discussing revolution, the terms "socialist" and "proletarian" are
interchangeable, (my own view, not necessarily STO doctrine)

Estimates of the period bear great Importance in determining activities.
(Implicit in discussion of "1ull")

Theories are not demonstrated right or wrong except in moments of
historic shock, class polarization. (exxﬂicit)

The focus ¥ of the Left must be on these capltalists and capitalist
policies which actually exercise power, nolt on those which appear
as potential greater evils. (explicit)
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AGAINST THE THIRD WORLDIST DRIFT IN STO

It is now about four years that STO has been gulded by an orientation

toward the national liberation movements as the main determinant of our work.
That orientation was formally reglstered in the goals we i .t for ourselves:

t0 establish close ties with the national liberation movements, particularly

those of the oppressed peoples within U.S. horders, and to realign the white

Left by crystallizing within it a revolutionary current defined by solidarity with
2 national liberation as the center of revolutionary strategy.

What results have we cbtained from this orientation?

1. We have utterly faiied to realign the white left around anti-imperialism,
or to crystallize an anti-imperialist current, or even to advance the unity
among those groups we identifled as parts of that current.

2. We have, however, §3£g£g§3§_12;ﬁ£19§g11g5_a number of serious
revolutionaries, sympathetlc to our previous positions or parts of them, who,
as a result of our anti-imperialist orlentation, identify us with groupings
which they, and we, regard as political imbeclles.

3. We have not managed to dexg;gn_glgaax_&iga with the national - liberation

T —
groups towards which we looked for direction. Even 1in a case where these
groups were able to take the initiative in launching programs we support - as
in Human Rights Day or the National Black United Front Conference - we found
ourselves, with some individual exceptions nnt reflective of or felt throughout
the organiz tion, in the position of spectators, and not very m knowledgeable
ones at that. In fact, our relations with some of the more prominent national

—

libera ups h o b nce we decided to orient towards them -

in part because of our abandonment of all efforts to Antervene - among white Hn;ylrl.
a decislon which flowed logically from our general orienteclon towards these

groups. (In part the estrangement is due to our insistence, which we never
seriously compromised, on arriving at our own positions independently and
debating them within the so-calleda anti-imperilalist current.)

4, As a result of our tendency to identify the revolutionary current in
the Black movement totally with separatist nationalism, we have isolated
ourselves from those forces within the Black movement who, while remalning
committed to autonomous black organization and opposed to the subordination
of the black struggle to any opportunist unity in the reform movement - the
essence of our politics - are not particularly interest%d in territorial
sepatation, preferring instead to regard the black movement as a detonator

Q,



of the general class struggle and choosing their programs with that goal in
mind.
5. We have fallen into the traditional error of allowing the slogan of

the ;Ight of self-determination to substitute for the dii.ct challenge to
the race privileges of white workers. An example of this 1s the Bakke-Weber
campalgn, in which STO took no part and therefore did not learn until too late
of such things as a mass anti-Weber meeting in Gary that drew 600 black steel
workers, or the persistent surfacing within the anti-Bakke coalition of debate
over the material bas 3 of'white racism - surely an arena in which_we could
have intervened. |

’EE»I" spite of the resolution passed at the last General Membership
Meeting to reinvigorate our production concentration, we have been totally
ungble to do so, in part because of the Impossibility of deriving fr?m our
orientation a sensible line on multi-national organization - something which
1s absolutely necessary in any production work we undertake.

7. We have become experts on the lines of the various revolutionary

mx f;;;ibﬁg in other countrles while remalning ignorant, for instance, of
developments over the past year in a large auto parts plant in Chicago employing
,4000 Black; Latin and white workers, male and female. who recently went through
a struggle that set the entire revisionist, Trbtskyist and Mafxist-Leninist
Left agalnst us.' This is a plant where we have a ten-year history, where
there are still influential former members of STO carrying out a line congenial
to us, a plant where we could perhaps have influenced the outcome, had we
paid ettention to what was happening ‘there. ¥

;§44From our explicit equation of revolutionary nationalism and proletarian
internationalism we drew the loglcal inference that STO has nothing to offer
the oppressed peoples by way aof politics. [From this we drew the further
conclusion, also logical, that for ThirdWorld communists STO was, at best,
a way station on the road to membership in one of the "genuine," that is,
all Black, all Latin. etc. revolutionary nationalist orgaﬁizatibns. Tﬁis
concluslon has led us to withold our maximum contribution from several Third
World individuals who agreed with us more than with any existing nationalist
organization on questions which these individuals regarded as importént;

_gj Perhaps most serious of #11, our orientation has glven legitimacy to

a notlon of our own role as strategic auxiliaries of the "real” struggle. This



notlon was recently expressed in an article in URGENT TASKS by Joe Acero - by
the way, the writer's name translates into English as "Steel” and into Russian
as "Stalin" - as follows: "we will have to adjust to a situation in which
revelutionary initiatives, insights and stratogies will come not from the
center but from outside..."

We know that the writer does not believe that such self-denial should
extend to tactical initiatives. UNevertheless, we do not believe that any
sentiment, no matter how well motivated, that renounces in advance the
possibllity of taking initiative in any sphere can be of service to the
revolutlonary cause. Aw least one of the writers of this paper : wishes to
declare that the day such a sentiment, which has already gained currency
within STO, becomes official policy will be the day he resigns his membership.

Now, we do not suggest that our opponents share all the above mentioned
deviations. We know that Don, for instance (note: this paper was presented
first in the debate between Don and Noel in Kansas City) shares withus an
oppositlon to most, 1f not all, of them, and has been in the vanguard of the
fight against some of them. Nevertheless, they are the legitimate offspring
of the general orientatlon which he has advocated, and his opposition 1is
rendered feeble by the strateglc platform on which he is standing.

Our policy for the past few years has been based on the assumption that,
for oppressed peoples, revolutionary nationalism 1s equivalent to proletarian
internationalism, This was stated most explicltly in our fourth thesis on
white supremacy and the national question: "... nationalism of oppressed peoples...
1s the most widespread and visible example of 'applied intermationalism' in the
world today. What is called 'narrow rationalism'... insofar as 1t exlsts at

all, consists merely of limitations in outlook and understanding within
liberation struggles...”

A§ a corollary to this, we developed the notion that_patlional liberation
qggglg_g}gggﬂgﬁgggg}e in the present epoch, that if it is national liberation
1t i1s class struggle, and if it isn't national liberation i1t isn't class struggle.
We disagree with both the major assumption and the implied corollary.
Since we have argued this elsewhere (see the articles in the first three IDB's)
we wlll be brief, and attempt to focus on new arguments.

: . ' B I &
The Vietnamese invasion of Cambodia followed by the Chinese invasion of

Vlietnam revealed a crisis of that school of Marxlsp that regarded the national

liberation movements as the fixed point around which everythlng else revolved,

Contrary to the Guardian, Workers World Party and virtually everyone else,

\0.



e
these events were not abervativns due to rovisionisn or come such, They

were products not, of the fallures of nationsl liberation but of its success.

This is the dialectic with a vengeance. Lhe success, partial to be sure, of

the natlonal liberation movements of gaining for the underdeveloped countries

some space in a world dominated by imperialism has given rise, 1n an "imperfect"
, form, to the Elﬂgﬁ_iifﬁg;gﬂkigtion characteristic of modern capitalist
soclerlies. It is thiz success in bringing abeut the conditions for class

differentiation, which does not necessarily mean the formation of a traditional

bourgeoisié based on private owmership of' the means of production, that is

responsible for the visible‘reversal (¢.g. Chinra and Zimhabwe) of the greatest
contribution of the national liberation movements to the world revolutionary
*L rocess, their demonstration that people can change the world, as it becomes

———%57 nereasingly in the interest of the EEH_EEEE@EQEELE& to substitute top-down
obllization of the "masses" for the JIEEIEEIEEEEEEZntaneity which is the \ Z
essence of the communist society. The connectlon betusen mational liberation o
theory and Stalinism is not accidental but necessary, since Stalindsm is

the theory par excellence of how to bring about major soclal change while

treating the proletariat as object.

\ Now, if we recognize this .process on a world scale - and we all do, to

one degree or another - how much more does it manifest itself within the U.S.,

and in particular with relation to the Black people, who, while certalnly

sharing many characteristics with oppressed natlons in Asia, Africa and Latin

America, are also the most highly proletarianized people on the planet, . . ﬁid*hf/

7 have. an. extrenely high lsvel. of culture and are second to no people anywhere
’7 _+ in their abllity to detect the slightest manipulation by hidden enemies? The

\

theory of Mao Tse-tung and Amilcar Cabral has proven that it can mobilize
backward peasants to wage a mighty and successful struggle for national
/7’77 independence. It has also proven that it camnnot win the confidence of the
" black proletariat in the U.S., who seek rot nerely mobiligation but full
self-expression in their struggle.

Something else is needed to realize the tremendous revolutionary potential
of Black Americans, situated at the crossroads of history - something that
transcends the national liberation theory that has sufficed elsewhere: perhaps
& new synthesis of Gramsci, DuBois and C.L.R. James., And it is no accident that
none df_—zﬁg_zétlonal liberation groups we have encountered have been able to
make that synihesis or even recognize its necessity. The reason is that they
are starting from the view point of national 1iberation, even when they

O o o ot i

extend it to a world scale.

. . -
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On ‘the whitu worker: in one of our documents we put forward the notion of
the need to win over a "healthy minority” of white workers. What is a
"héalthyr minority?" ] : 8 - . The formulation solves
nothing, and moreover it smells of soclology. You see, on one side we have
1000 white racists and on the other side we have 750 b! ck revolutionaries and
251 white anti-racists and so we 1"in because we have more, and it turns out
that one fourth plus one is the "healthy. minority." That is not the way the
class struggle works. Workers, when they move, do not form close majorities.
The white skin privilege depends, for its authority, on being able to present,
AW ZKT a solid front. -§Q§=§E§§%££f§§§:2¥ank will—fgzﬁg‘the whole structure down, and
the result will be the masses of white workers lined up on the side of
proletarian revolution. What is a significant crack? It is not possible to
say in advance, but we do know that'ﬁﬁy’éﬁzééggas’in this area will have far

Y

} ore than simple numerical weight.
In order to have any success in this work, however, it is necessary to
L 18 nec
explicitly repudiate the implied corollary to our general orientation*,namely

thaf_ﬁa§ianal liberation equals class struggle in the present epoch. We have

written about this before, too, but a small reminder won't hurt. The Second
(: International saw only trade unions and parl ’ e. .Today our

Third Worldists see only qgilgnal_libazgiégg wars. Hgliﬁg{_lﬁ_gssyrate. The

struggle of the workers in the imperialist countries, while it has not yet

77 reached the level of a categorical challenge to capitalist rule, was cruclal umuﬁw%r
in making possible the victories ssed peoples on a world scale. wwéf' h“

e
The victories of the national liberation movements, while not yet having

broken free of the capitalist world system, have been vital in restoring to
the proletariat its self-confidence. We are approaching the final conflict
and the two streams must be brought together. Where better than here?
Recently there has been a lot of talk in STO about the fascist danger.
People should stop to consider. German fapcism and the attempt to eiterminate
Nk “fs the Jews plunged the world into war and ruined Burope. Fascism in the U.S.,
dﬁ?& and the attempt to exterminate people of color will inevitably mean holocaust
on a world scale. It will not be very useful to speak of the viectors in such
a conflict. The workers in this country, including the white workers,/gfgd
key to preventing such an outcome. In STO, regardless of our differ ing views

—_—

on the current crisis, we are all agreed that a crisis is here. It will
e —————

inevitably lead to . different responses in the mass movement, including
different responses from black workers. We must end our exclusive focus on

one aspect of the black response, the nationalist aspect. Our attempt here is to

\1.



argue the need for a thesoretical framework that can provide a firm underpinning
for such a pract{Z;I—;E;;é;—gzr:;;:;;;i; since, as has been proven in the
past, good resolutions are not enough.

Finally, on rereading old IDB's, we notice a strong resemblance between
some of what we have benn argueing and ths bosition put forth by Ted Allen in
his letter to STO. (IDB #4{ ) There were things we disagree with in that
letter, particularly his refusal to acknowledge that there could be any
seripus considerations, cther than cpportunism, that led us to the course we
now oppose: Nevertheless, we want ! .. L aEme o T L0y g
specifically to assoclate ourselves with Ted's argument, and to. urge all
members of STO to reread his letter.

Lenny & Noel



q! am éutting this section of my response to Joel Hordan in the IDB

becaude I think NI an 1LZ's position
1dentical to Joel's. (i

5 on Black nationalism are virtually

Jorpan page 3

BLALCK NATIOANLISM

of

I don't intend to respond in detail to Jordan's treatment

Black history. This does not indicate agreement with its

majpr thrust, notably with its consistent depreciation of

natliionalist trends and tendencies. However, one point cannot

go
it

without challenge, both because it is very wrong, and because

leads into other problems with his position. Jordan repeatedly

makps mistaken and completely unsubstantiated characterizations

of

Black nationalist politics. For example:

"By contrast, the Black nationalists, because of their
separatist perspective, do not see the necessity for inde-
pendent Black worker organization, but rather cross-class
organization in which the needs ot Black workers are strictly
subordinated to the interests of separate national develop-
ment." (U.T. 8, p. 20, Jordan's emphasis).

Thip is simply untrue. There are numbers of Black nationalists

who| do see the necessity for independent Black worker organiza-

tioh, and who would never argue that the needs of Black workers

sholild be "“strictly subordinated" to anything. Rather than consid-

eripg how various revolutionary Black nationalist trends present

thefir goals and priorities, Jordan apparently believes he can

deduce everything important about Black nationalism from

his| own definitions of certain key concepts - selt determination,

nationalism, and separatism,

"Throughout this paper we use the terms'separatism'
and 'nationalism' synonymously when referring to Black
people. This is because we regard ‘nationalism’' as an
ideology which aims at the creation ot an independent
nation state." (U.T. *, p. 10)
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In eontrast with the vague conceptlions of self-~det rmination

prevelant in the C.P. and SWr, which could cover almast anything

excppt its literal meaning of secession and national independence,
i

Jorfdan's definitiomnave some merit, But that merit doesn‘'t

‘ Mr(l\bvrwr o i

strhtch far. Sgpuremorestss . Thadnolitical attitudes of white

Americans are liberally dosed with a nationalism that has had

nothing to do with the "crea:lion of an independent nation~state"

for| the past 200 yeavs. Indeed, its nore immediate function is

to peny an*independent nation state"to other peoples .and to

leglitimate a range of national privileges. In my view, nationalism
[

. : . . . )

is hot any one thing but is made up of difterent and contradictory

elements. But those are points for later in the paper. Now, what

. s e Yesids 3 dred " f"]'\k. v . . ‘TL

is relevant is .fhadszddmidsaremghibnm-—z=n. remarkable arrogange g
¢

“”Gﬁ*t Jordan assumes -—-khat threough: verbal equations he 1s able

T —

to Hetermine what the political priorities of Black natiqnalists

and| their supporters must he - irvespective of time, cirqumstances,

andl what actual Black nationalists rather clearly state them to
]

ba. ]
It is slanderous to charge the actual Black Nationalist
movement with the attempt to subordinate every specific goncern
of Black people, and all of the issues Of the wider clas% struggle,
to fthe attempt to build a separate Black state. This is got the
poslition of any BRlack nationalist grouping or trend with:which
we lare familiar. And Jordan goes even furthers

"Insofar as scparatists do take part in struggles for
equality (i.e., busing, affirmative action, against 'police
, abuse), they do so half-neartedly precisely because their
' own separatist program can cnly be successful as a product 8

of the failure of these struggles and the resulting,cynicism

of the Black masses towards E%%Pi}ruggle for equalifyof
> 9 = - - e TR s - TN ==




Jordan page 5

(Lt

Why should Black people want to separate from the U.S., if
they think they can gain equality where they are.?" (U.T. 8,
p. 14).

this argument nas a familiar ring, it is because with the

simple substitution of ‘revolutionary' for separatist we ‘will

have -a time-~honored argument of every reformist theory 'against

revplutionary perspectives.)Presumably all of us, including

Jordan, are familiar with Lo actual-héaﬂﬁnu%&bm z kw

;:+¥Mp1_ white socialists nave often beenhalf-hearted® (at best)

in

the struggle for eqguality, because'equality was impossible

short of socialismly I am unfamiliar with any parallel examples

of

of

black nationalists downplayihg and undermining the struggles

Black people around their immediate needs and demandsg and

know for a fact that all of the major revolutionary Black nationalist
!

groupings are fully committed to exactly these struggles 'although

they may not pursue them in the manner which Jordan would advise.

in

Aamgtert, Jordan's conception of Black nationalism is sorely

need of some contact with reality. Then, he would discover that
i

b

Blagk nationalisism has a very broad mass base unified by the

congception that on questions of primary concern to Black%people,

BlaFk people - not the Democratic party, not any existiné or

potential vanguard party, and not the 'multi-national woﬁking

an

cl:rs', should make the decisions.This view is shared by reformists

by revolutionaries, by those orientated to the workp@ace and

' |
those focused on the Black communities, by those who believe that

striategic alliances with white forces are possible and/or nec-

essary, and those who believe that they are impossible aﬁd/or

unngcessary. \g- ?

more

\
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fe are nationalists whose operative goal is an independent
ion-on a definite territory, and there are nationalists

believe that the right of self determination should be

reised to gain real ecuality, guarantéga ahd implemented

bugh institutions of Black Powezr, Undoubtedly scme of the

itudes and views v ithin this ceraral naticnalist framework are
omp atipble with each other, sometimes coexisting uneasily in
same organization, or even in the same individual.

In this entlre arena, those who believe that the immediate
brity for Black people is 'nation«building' in the °'Black

L' are only cone tendency, althiough a definitely legitimate

. However, not even this section of Black nationalism, to
knowledge, counterposes its priorities to the other needs
grievances of Black people in the way that Jordan, without
slightest bit of evidence, asserts that all Black nationalists,
thelr very definition, must.

This should be c¢onsidered carefully. Sections ¢f the Black
ement that define themselves as nationalist are involved in
entire range of activities of the Black movement. Some are
bipting to develop a struggle for land in the South. These
arantly would meet Jordan's rigorous critdéria. They are'genuine'
ionalists. But what about those nationalists, or those who

hk they are.nationalist, who are working or Black control

r the education of Black ¢hildren, or against police and white
ist violence, or against drugs and crime in the Black communityw

Vi
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dan page 7

t about those who are organizing Black workers and fighting’
equality at the point of production? TFor Jordan these are

t not Black nationalisfs. In fact, though they may not know
Black nationalism is opposed to their cor erns. This is

Lly quite outrageous, but it is quite consistent with Jordan's
atment of Black history in general. Jordan is reluctant to

jy any upsurge of Black militance and radicalism as nation=-

s5m no matter how its participants viewed themselves. The

thers, the League of Revolutionary Black Workers, RAM, all

the militants of the sixties and early seventies, were not really
Fonalists according to Jordan. They were just confused, "...the
plogy they developed - 'revolutionary nationalism' - had no

ernal consistency". (U.T. No. 8, p. 12)Even Marcus Gafvey

the Universal Negio Improvement Association come perilously

pe to missing Jordan's demanding standards for Black rationalism,
Of course, Jordan can use any definition of nationalism he
fers. But his choice has no particular privileged status.

han's definition doesn't explain anything. It may simplify

arguments against STO, but it does this only at the cost .

of losing contact with the vast and contradictory range of political

beh
by
man
on

res

Avior in this country which is determined in substantial part
Feactionary chgxiinistic and progressive anti-imperialist
ifestations of nationalism. Though this is merely an assertion
ny part here, I believe that it will be demonstrated in the

t of the paper. :

\$
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It is only fair to say that this feature of Jordan's paper,
its|self~satisfied ignorance ~{ Black nationalist politics, is
particularly irritating to STO because he treats our politics

policiac and priorities to us which we

vl

similarly. He altribate
do pot have, based solely on his view that such policies and
priprities are necescarily entailed by our support for Black

natfionalism. An eaxtended passage from his article will allow

me to illustrate this point:

]

i "8Tu does recognize the importance of Black struggles for equality. .

_ if, However, STO sees the Black struggle primarily as a struggle for [_”

;MWJMH;_self—determination, and in particular for a separate Black nation-j =

P “state. Consequently, rather than viewing the Black struggle as a ['

+, component of a united, multi-racial working class revoluionary

soclalist movement, STO sees the Black struggle as developing
separately from that of white workers, with a different goal, g
i.e., a Black nation. They further argue that the primary respon- £
sibility of white revolutionarieg is to win a significant number 5. |
of white workers to give concrete gupport to this Black struggle Ry
for self-determination. Because 0ot the separaltist character ot '
the Black struggle, sTD opposes strategically the building of a
multi-racial revolutionary party, preferring to encourage
Blacks to build an all-Black revolutionary party."

: (U.T. no 8, page 7)

€ T e e

Such 1is Jordan's summary. It's not our summary. On crucial points

it lis opposed to our expressly stated positions, and its general

frarework, a rigid separation between the Black struggle seen as
a tor for the overall revolutionary struggle against capitalism,
and] the Black struggle as a national liberation movement.in its
inijtial stages, is explicitly:rejected in our position.

Q.

more
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L f? ?n the struggle for equality ST" says,

"The struggle for equality within the working class,

@hich is the main antidote to capitalist hegemony and the — ——eiasily

main issue around which genuine proletarian solidarity must
be built and tested, is obviously led by oppressed peoples.”

"The fight for equality is so central to the develop-

ent of revolutionary class consciousness that it must never
e subordinated to any considerations of unity in the reform

uvestion, Nos. 5 & 7, U.l. No. 2, page 2)

%truggle." (Theses on White Supremacy and the National

Contrary to Jordan's assertion, STO does not put specific

prilority on the struggle for a “separate Black nation state".

H!ﬂt‘wé argue 4 that there is a political and historical

"pP
al
mo
th
pr
Wh
an
Bl

Bl

tential! for such a struggle. We argue against those who,

ng with Jordan,dismiss this pasizfteiar approach to the Black
ement as a "romantic fantasy'!. However, we are familiar with
various reasons why it is not the immediate and over-riding

ority of the Black movement. SO are most Black nationalists.

le we are quite familiar with the distinction between a potential
a reality, we have maintained, and still maintain, that a

ck movement which determines that its goal is an independent

ck nation will not thereby lose its ability to "generatle

reyolutionary cureents in the class struggle as a whole". (Theses

no1 7 & 8, U.T. No. 2, page 2-3).Perhaps we are wrong on this

point, though nothing in Jordan's argument convinces us of this.

more
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Hovaer, it is just not true tb=t ST0 poses the impact of the
Black struggle on the class sﬁrugqle against its anti-capitalist
potential as a movement of Black people, subordinating the former
comgsideration to the latter. Thak is Jordan's opposition, it
cannhot be'foundfanywhere in any of STO's written p0sitioqs,_hor
can it bL Jufbrrea I "o cur po1x“'cgl worl. = | P

STO does ~advance Julatcﬁlc nrlolﬂtlcg tor*whlte revoluLlondries,
but they are not the pr1ur1ty that Jordan attr;hutes to us =

"tg win a significant number of white workers. to give concrete
support to this Blaék struggle for :clf-determination“ (meaning -

the strugglé for a separate nation., d.h,). our argument 1n detail
canﬂbe found, amoﬁg oL‘of'plaCe;~‘¢u our pam“hlet Whlte Supremacy

-

and the Afxo—Amerluan Natlonal Oueﬂtlon,

-

_ A central Leature of strategy must be' the w1nning of a sub-
“stantial section of white sworkers to solidarity~with the struggles
of oppressed pedples, specifically with the oppressed Black,. .
Puerto Rican, Mexican and Native American peoples living anq
working within ‘the .current territorial boundaries of the U. S.
This -entails.a" frontal attack on the JDSultutlon of white suprem-
acy. W, 'Le -rema L. 18 -_alsme
this try. Its:function is the dpvelopment of white racial ‘doli-
darity ‘as a bulwarL1aga1nuL and diyersion from multi-national
working: class unity and working clauq/0pprequd peoples’ solldar-
ity. This it is pre= eminently a “class issue"",  (W.S% p.’ 20) i

If there is any question that we dQ,no@ advocate the very narrow
coneeptions of 'concrete Support' and s elf'determination' which
Jordan believes we do, the p01nt shou]d be rlarifled by one ‘of. our

Theses on the national question. il L

Oppressed nations have the r1ghL to set .up an 1ndependent
state on a definite terrJLoay. This-bagic right of oelf—detern
mination ceannot be separated from or posed against the right of « |
oppressed nations and:people to determine Lhe form and content
of their struggles for more limited objectives ~-struggles w ich
we also support unconditionally." - «(Thesis 7JUT~ Moo poye X

Al

more
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Thege selections demonstrate further Jordan's fundamental mis-
staftement of our position. .e specifically reject a dichotimization
of lthe national and class aspects of the Black movement. It has
never occured to us that it might be possible, much less that it
might be necessary, to subordinate "a struggle for equality through
thel development of Black power and Black consciousness"...to

"sellf determination for Black pecople - i.e., separation and a

Black nation. (U.T. No. 8, page 10.Jordan) This completely

ingined policy is central to* Jordan's criticism of
STQ's politics. Why?

Jordan winds up his ‘summary' with an ataack on STO's
posglition on the development of multi-national vanguard party.

He lclaims that we “strategically oppose" such a party and, in-
stedad, encourage the formation of an "all Black revolutionary
padty”.Our actual position is quite different, and quite clear.
We !dont see STO, or any other largely white communist organiza-
tidn as the nucleus of a genuine vanguard party._gzﬁfhg_gggffify,
thd decisive political and, particularly, organizationa} impetus

.

willl come from the Black and Latin movements. Whether, when, and
__.—-"-'_-—__'_—_ -

hoW a multi-national party emerges depends on the initiatives

flgwing out of these movements. 1In opposition to many Marxist
Lerjiinist groupings including, apparently, Workers Power, we
sugport the formation of communist groupings within the Black
and Latin movements and attempt to defend them against various
iddological and organizational raiding forays.

more




Jordan page 12

Let us be clear, however, that we don't doubt at ali that
every white communist would directly benefit from workiné in
a multi-national party framework. The pcint on which we %re
extFemely dubious is whether there would be a corresponding
benefit for Black and Latin communists in a multinationaé
framework.

Possibly the thrust of Jordan's criticism of STO iséthat
thael positions we think we hold and that we present publiﬁly,
are| inconsistent with our support of Black nationalism, énd
that one or the other will have to go. Then, perhaps, weiwould
be [forced to adopt the line which he, for conveniences sﬁke,
asspris we already have. But thig sort of argument requires
some steps that are missing from Jordan's presentation, At the
very least, it would seem that he needs some evidence from our
actpal political work that there is a real tension betwegn the
twof elements of our position. ;

XXX ERXNREXRIRNX X ENuX X ARXARAXXEXANDXEXBEXKNR Since Jofdan
is po confused about what our position is, he could hardly be

familiar with its origins and the specific reasons why we

moved beyond an emphasis on white supremacy and the strugéle
-_.-___-_-"-'-iﬁ

forfequality to an explicit support for Black nationalism. The

reafons, basically, are contained in our conception of the

decjsive importance of the tight against white supremacy for the

ovetrall struggle against capital.

f

more 93, i
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Firft, white supremacy I1s a cent: 1l mechanism of capitalist
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£, the most important way in which opportunism is manifested
Eﬁe U.S. working class, the main form of the “"competition

g laborers® which Marx calls the"essential condition for
existence and sway of the bourgeois class." (Manifesto)

pnd, white suprenacy was a point at which capitalist power

“yulnerap%g.A militant and growing Black movement was

tral to this second conception. The Black mavement waé the
aniz Llink between the U.8. working class and the sharéest
Frnational mgvementls against cap$taln It provided a model
resistance and struggle for white workers which was a

Ctical alternative to racist solidarity and class cOlLabor

pbn. The demands ﬁeheraled out of the Black movement were
c&borate and sectoral ones, but, particularly the demand for
nlity, were the central class demands. STO has presented these
nts in detail in many writings over the past 12 years.

In the late sixties and early seventies 1t appeared to us

L the Black movement was on an upward trajectory and would

1 growing factor in industry, particularly'basic industry.
organizing approach was premised on this estimate. We were
ven wrong by subsequent events. Tnere are a variety Of reasons
our mistaken estimate. We were unaware of how heavily it
ended on the continuation of a very unstable economic situation
Ehe country; we underestimated the impact of state repression
Fhe more militaht sectors of the Black movement and against

Black communities in general; to name two of them.

WM.

mnre
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For,

purposes ot the differences with Jordan, the more important

point is not why ve made the mistake we did, but how we fesponded
|

to pur realization that a mistake had been made. We considered

the,

thel

position that Workers Power apparently has., That is that

essence of the situation was that the Black movement, or a

secition of it was making a political mistake; that what was

happening was a political retreat into a counter-productive

nat

ionalism. The implication of tnis view is just what Jordan

argues is the correct position. STO should have -~ and Workers

PowFr apparently does - criticizel and challengel this mistake

in prder to convince a sector oflthe Black movement to take

another course.

qu

STO rejected this position although we were aware that our

work, particularly our emphasis on production work, would

havie £fit much better into a different orientation of the Black

“movement. Instead, we asked whether or not the Black movement's

grawing preoccupation with contradictions within the Black com=

munity and with the capitalist state might not be correct, a%ﬂ

our

approach narrow and parochial. We concluded that in cpmdadions

where the Black movmeent was on the defensive and could not rely

on |a base of support outside of the Black community that had

maﬁs significance, its focus on rebuildinq its base within the

com@unity made sense and should be supported even it it posed

cexn

tain limits'on our work.

more (l< .
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The work of white revolutionaries in the working class
would be helped if the Black movement focused directly oﬂ the
isspes and grievances of Black workers at the workplace, qon-
fronting the racism and backwardness of white workers inia
framework that also provided a social base for common struggle.
However, the actual strength of the Black movement deterqines
tnereﬁfectivemess Ot such an intervention. The first plaée in
whirh the Black movement develops and manifests its streégth

im [through its demonstrated capacity to deal with the imﬁediate
proplems of the Black community.The racism of white work%rs and
inefjuality on the job are far from being the only such pﬁoblems -
or pven the most immediate ones. 1

1f white workers were the only potential allies of é revolu-
tiopaty Black movement this argument wouldn't be persuasive. This
is ppparently an assumption of Jordan's since he regularlj makes
reference to Black people being "only 11% of the population",

as Lf this makes alliances with white workers an immediate

necessity. However, other oppressed peoples within the current

borders of the U.S. are also potential allies of the Black movement.
Theye is a basis for unity with these peoples which is less
dependent on a shared experience in social production than is
working class unity ‘in the narrow sense. And in production, they
expg¢rience conditions similar to those of Black workers.Although

a direct confrontation with racism among white workers might

help the process of developing this unity with other oppressed
peoples, it is not a necessary condition for it, and is cgrtainly

W

not|la logical tirst step towards it.

m/MAv s
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, at this point it is certainly relevant to point ouf that
population base of the non-white peoples in the U.S., while

an absolute majority, is certainly a mass potential which

woﬁld not stack up too badly against the alternatives which

Jor

thi

dan proposes.
When we considered these questions STO did not for a moment

nk that the Black movement could make substantial gains without

conffronting racism, and we disagreed with the tendencies in the

Bl

dir
res
wor
the
We

dif;
for
add

to

k movement which hoped to circumvent this obstacle by not

ectly challenging it. Neither did we think that the specific
Ponsibility of white communists to fight racism withip the

king class would be eliminated Pr deferred by a deci;ion of
Black movement to go in a more éxplicitly nationalist direction.
realized that the struggle against white racism would be more
ficult and protracted, pursued under less optimal conditions

a period of time, and that white communists had to assume

itional (note I say additional, not different,) responsibilities

‘developwmass working class support among white workers tor the

immpdiate priorities which the Black movement had chosen. While

whi
whi

be

te communists can never function effectively, if they regard
te workers as only a factor to be neutralized, rather than to

lvon to actual participation in the revolutionary movement, it

is fthe right of the Black movement to decide that it can be most

eff

are

ective if 1t proceeds under that assumption, Certainly there
substantial reasons for arriving at such a conclusion.

7. Qe Vo MNQ\
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: - L4 I
ioF the closs f-z:ugﬂte« ¥+ halimel L&f_ru?if-;_gd fwo CMBMPH‘“‘

STO advanced this formulationﬁto codter common arguments amon
presgnt-day Leninists that subordinate the national question to
the dlass question. Our mistake was to accept the terms and

definitions of those whose conclusions we opposed. Our real

differegce‘wifffhhmuaﬂﬁnﬁﬁ concerng the conception of the class
X ) p '!::ﬂ I O ¢

struggley, ameé f;rmulations which hide theésedifference§ in fict, °ﬁWJLz

eth;s-$dm%H1 2ok

whicll imply that we share & common /are

-

bouni to create problems. Since this point‘wégi important for
the g‘eneral structure of the rest of mrgument, I will elaborate
it here. ‘

During Lenin's life, and for some gears after he died, the

clasg struggle in Europe was the main impetus towards revolution

but Better, Vol. 33, p. 500) did he even ~pélm-bhe. question o

in tie world. Only in his very last writings (c.f., Better Fewer,
!

whether or not this situation would continue into the indefinite
future. Given his political circumstances, Lenin's assumption

was el reasonable. However, the last four or five decades
have |turned whgtsgegmesowese a reasonable working hypothesis into

a quite implausible article of faith. During this entire period,
the "masses of working people in the colonial and semi-colonial
countries, who consititue the overwhelming majority of the popu-
latign of the globe..." (Vol. 32, p. 454), not the metropolitan
proletariat, have been the international leadership é?ﬁthe strug-

gle against capital.

more am‘
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-1 hie- ,
It is not clear whether Jordan would contest view. My positlon
is that it is empirically evident and I will not attempt to

- - courser recognition of HRE
demorjstrate it any further,dveme., Of course, recognition of
v 2

shift e# center a1 the world revolutionary process is not equﬁae-

452§:=S£éaﬁ£;1 the problems and 1im‘itations tﬁ%E.the anti-

cver-the (2
impenialist movement, {amemdiloy rersis With all of these, it is

still the leading element of the revolutionary process.

An initial problem with our formulation is that 5e—we§:%

ey erfEicuie-60—awgug il "class struggle and "national
G hb?’“ - LM N)L been :

liberation" —hﬂashaam:ﬂr::ure ‘co-equal’ -coimmweRdene f=tre
shemgede except in accidental and temporary situations. Normally,
one ¢r the other predominatés. However, STO did not intend to
assert theat=these—wag a necessary quantitative equality between
Yawu—/

the two elements, butpto argue for the irreducible and intrinsic
impoxtance of national liberation struggles as a part of the

movement against captal. C;hr formulatlon

W That o U 1ol weaknss
deesnot advanee—this arquement effectlvelyA L

a0tu?%&y-decisiﬂE::th&:iﬁ%er-re&atiOﬂship-aﬂd-mutual_tzﬂga£0£ma-
tiontof—the-national and the class compnnenes—eé—the"strﬁggle
against capital w Lism into~a
wor&?—aysiam_chﬁxggterized by redatienships aof demination—amnd
opp¥eesian between nationss !

The correct positlcmU and a positon which We—~Fetlal-sRoue, 15

G- Shren
esseptially Leninist, recognizegjthe qualitative changes that

imperialism makes in the class stuuggle throughout the capitalisYF

system.

more 31°\ i
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By ffar the most significant of these is the changed relationship
of pational oppression and class exploitation, and the consequent
chapnge in the content of those political categories. To put it

as Lenin understood the question - and I will go into some detail

latfr to demonstrate that this, not Jordan's, is the accurate
rearing of Lenin -~ in the 'advanced' capitalist states in Europe,
states whose internal national questions had, for the most part,
beein settled well before, nationalism reappears with imperialism
an% becomes a major obstacle and alternative to revolutionary
intlernationalism among the sectors of the working class that were
unijversally regarded as the most militant and advanced. This uuonJTEL
‘oppressor nation nationalism'which Lenin described quite clearly.
"...whereas the English, French, Germans and Italians
lie when they speak of defending their fatherland in the
present war, because actually what they are defending is
not their native language, nottheir right to national
development, but their rights as slave-holders, their
colonies, the foreign 'spheres of influence' of their
finance capital, etc." (Vol 23, pp39-40)
It |is still with us.
On {the other hand, imperialist oppression generates resistance
to |it developing immense new resources for anti-capitalist
reyolution. The process was in its very initial stages in the
lagt years of Lenin's life, and he was only able to make some
brijlliant guesses about its potential (Better Fewer, But Better,
opd ¢cit.). Though certain leftists are still unable to realize
it we are living the facts that demonstrate the validity of his

ingight.

more Y.
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The essential error of our position was that it accepted tne

congeption of nation and class as essentially distinct contra-

dic
eac
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tions and dynamics would could somehow be measured against

h other. This opbscures the decisive point. with the development
imperialism, a world capitalist system characterized by
Ationships of domination and oppression between natioﬁs,

ional appression and class exploitation increasingly inter-
etrate and mutually transform each other. Quantitative modifiers
h as 'less important', 'more important', and even 'eqﬁal to*

1 to illuminate the inseparability of these elements and the

ent and manner in which their interrelationship nas qualitatively

changed each other.
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The motivations behinl our position give it a certain element
validity, but its problems must be clearly understood or they
laad into a real swamp. For example. une mistaken formula,
gsubord . ination of the national struggle to the class struggle,
1d be turned upside down, and replaced with a position which

1d also be wrong, tne subordination of the class struggle to
ional liberation movements. This conclusion could be easily
racted from current statements of STO's position and, in my
nion, would lead to political dead ends.

The attractiveness of simplistic categories is that they

vide accessible formula solutions to difficult political

blems. Solutions which are inevitably illusory. I believe that
only accurate reading of Lenin's statements about the necessity

subordinating all democratic demands, including the demand for

ional independence, to the struggle for working class power,

more
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is that all partial struggles must be subordinated to the struégle
as F whole. That is as trué toddy as it was whern,.Mau:'x,v.'z;L-_‘¢;?:c‘_e 3t

in j{the Communist Manifesto. However it is a truth that will not

produce a formula answer to issues of political prioriti@s. There
s pnly one struggle against capital, but it has a varieéy of
fronts, - stages of development, and modes of expressioﬁ. Thougn
every partial demand and issue must be subordinated to the

overall interests of the struggle, it will never be self?

evident just what constitutes the overall interests of tﬁe struggle
at any given - moment. Nor will the manner in which this subordina-

tiop should be effected be revealed from on high. \

I am sure that Jordan would agree that this acceptaﬂce of his
crijticism of our language does not narrow the gap betwee@ us on
matjters of substance. When we get further into his critidue of

our| view of ‘Lenin on the national question, .the differenées will

becpme even clearer.

more :
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Notes from K.C. debate with N.I. Don H.

i

(I think that some of the stuff from the K.C. debate may be helpful
for the discussion in the first part of the GMM, I have left out some
points I made there and expanded others. People who were at K.C. may
not recognize some of the material here. That's because I only got
about half-way through the notes I had prepared in my presentation
and the later discussion was almost completely centered on points from
Noel's presentation wqéch had a quite different focus.)

I think there is an gssential difference in the overall framework
within which Noel and myself approach the main questions to be dealt
with at the upcoming GMM,., Let me indicate this difference in a general
form now, and attempt to elaborate its significance later.

My point of reference is imperialism. By this I mean that CEEEEEEEEE_
is a world system, and that system is much more than the sum of 1its
parts. The system is different from, and determines the capitalist social
formations which constitute it, and which, in turn, are different in
qualitative ways, from each other,.In this world system of capitalism,
relationships of i i i g
significance - 'imperialism is...the division of the world into oppressor
"and oppressed peoples.' The national contradiction is not static. It
has invaded the capitalist center in a massive way in the immediate
past; the changing patterns of world capitalist investment and produc-
tion have XIRKkERxXkxRUERXEBXEXEIREERIRxwiktRxexpiimixkyxziazx bhiven it
a more explicit class character in the periphery; the category of
oppressor nation is in tension of the increasing internationalization
of capital.and tne contradictions this has developed between its economic
and political interests as well as between its various components.

Noel's point of reference is post-imperialist state capitalism (a
hostile person might say 'pre-imperialist®'). In this framework the
capitalist world system does exist, but it is essentially an aggregate,
in which the constituent social formatdons, degpite vastly different
historical roots - revolution and counter=-revolution, imperialism and
anti-imperialism - are increasingly homogen ous. state capitalisms.
Increasingly each national state capitalism is a cell form of the world
system, just as Marx argued that the commodity was the 'cell form' of
capital. This makes it permissable to develop revolutionary strategies
that assume the various national characteristics as a pre-given framework.,
After all, they are essentially similar everywhere. In this view, and
this Noel has argued explicitly, imperialism is an accident, an excursion
of capital trom the trajectory laid out in Capital, economically, and
the Manifesto, politically, to which 1t has returned.

Enn'ﬂhfferences between these two points of reference can be illustrated
in terms of Marx's well known statement in the preface to Vol I of Capital:

"In the more developed nations, the less developed see the
image of their future." (Hope I got it right - didn't look it up.)

more
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Noel would argue that this position is correct, although the development

has taken a more complex path than Marx apparently envisaged. I would

argue that Marx is wrong; that there is a distinctio the 'less
developed*' and e 'more d a s qualitative, not quantitative

as the phrasing definitely implies; and that even apparent movements
towards convergence as in 'third world industrialization®' contain a

real divergence. In fact, one strand of the argument that I am advancing

about the currént crisis implies the opposite of Marx's prediction. I

think that in important aspects the 'less developed' are the image of the

future tor the 'more developed'. I will spell this out later.

(These points have some relevance to the discussion of the current
crisis, When I point to the secular aspect of the crisis, as an
example of a 'crisis in the law of value', I am not arguing tnat the
law of value is no longer operating, un the contrary it operates with
a vengeance. The argument is that it no longer can operate through the
same mechanisms which obscured its essential features - the '
autonomous market' with its 'dollar votes' securing everyone their
appropriate piece of the pie, and the parliamentary-party representative
structure, autonomous and neutral in the same deceptive way in which the

working class 1s atomized into voters and apathetics who get politically

no more than they want and/or deserve.My contentian is that this has
been a feature of the capitalism of the periphery since the development
of imperialism which is coming to be a factor in the center, speciticall
in this country.)

In Ken's Theses in IDB no. 18 there is a point which I think is crucia
I want to identify myself with it and attempt to draw out some implica-
tions. which he may not agree with since my understanding is that he
sees his theses in opposition to the thrust of my earlier arguments.

"The tendency of modern imperialism 1s toward a genuinel
international bourgeoisie and an increasingly national proletariat.
.. (9) Class polarization is the Order of ghe day within the Wéstern
camp, but it is a polarization in which the imperialist bourgeoisie
is organized multinationally, though divided, while the oppressed
classes are divided by nation and privilege. (10)"

I believe that this tramework makes it possible to explain some
important developments which present themselves as paradoxes.

How is it that national contradictions and 'nationalism' becomes
increasingly important just when capital is most clearly transcending
its national roots? How is it the capital 1s maintaining a formidable
capacity for social control at a time of rapid erosion of the social
foundation for this countrol in the center - the mechanisms and struc-
tures which made it difficult for workers to understand the essence
because of its contradictory and reified relationship with appearances.
(Capital I-1-iv, and LII-Trinty formula section)

Considering the capitalist center as a whole, and the U,S. as a
part of it, the.fact that the distinctive feature of U.S. society,
the institution of white supremacy in particular, and the black-wnhite
division in general is increasingly paralled by the conditions of the
so-called 'guést workers' in Europe and Japan, is most relevant.
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For one thing, it means that the consciousprocess ot transforming an
oppressor nation consciousness among privileged workers with an
internationalist stance must be a more general priority and a higher
one, not a lower one as I think 1s implied in Noel's view. In no way is
the discrimination against guest workers uniquely centered at points
where there is a social basis for joint action, so it seems quite unlikely
to me that much of their resistance will take a class as opposed to a
national form. Thus we must see the critical distance which we have
placed between ourselves and 'selt organization' among white workers
as an attitude relevant to all of the actions of tne domestic workers
in the capitalist center. They all have the same 1lmmediate test ot
their internationalism and class stand as do the white workers in this
country. 4

On the other hand, there is an increased potential for spontaneous
internationalism among mass vanguards based in the ‘guest workers' or
their functional equivelants. It does not seem likely to me that struggles
in this area will normally take on a multinational form, including
masses of workers from the host country. The spontaneous internationalist
content will follow from the linkage of concerns about the conditions
in the host country with the conditions in the country of origin. I
would see it as having something Of the character of the Lawrence
Strike in this country. A related point; one feature of the current
crisis, the curtailment of the social wage 1s bound to be felt even
more strongly among guest workers in Europe, than among Black people
nere. The existence of parallel struggles 1n numbers of countries on
issues with this common root will also be a spantaneous internationalizéng
factor.

The other half ot Ken's thesis 1s equally, if not more, important.
To me a genuilnely international bourgeoisie is one that is not patriotic,
and not patriotic in a much more basic way than the charges made
against capitalist by muck-raking populists of putting profit above
everything else., Let me use the oil crisis, or alleged crisis, for an
example. There is no doubt that the international oil cartel profited
enormously from this crisis, whether or not it manipulated it. There
is also no doubt that this cartel has basically American roots although
it is an international institution. The roots were apparent in the
fact that the escalation of oil prices hurt other national capitalisms
with no oil reserves of their own, more than it hurt U.S. national
capitalism, Nevertheless, even in this country, the 'home' insofar as
it has one, of international oil, the consequence of its profit
maximizing was a structural weakinening ot sectors ot American capital
which have played a central role 1in integrating and conering this
gociety - particularly auto. It is not that auto has some tremendous
economic significance 1n and of itself, but that it is part of a pattern
of employment,ard mass consumption, and leisure, that is characteristic
of U;%L_p:inilage and a basis of its political stability. This consequence
is a-Fisk that international capital may be willing to assume when
capital, nationally based, is not.

more
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For a variety of reasons international capital's intention is
a global restructuring of the world capitalist system., This has a variety
of sources =~ the need to respond to, and incorporate, national liber-
ation movements, changing considerations of political stability and
the dangers to it - an increased concern for political stability every"
where contains a decreased concern for it in every particular place as
contrasted with the capital rooted in that particular place. Another
source is the need to outflank various points of working class economic
strength, The class struggle has developed capacities to resist the
extraction of value in forms which have been gery important up to
now - large mass production units. As the Italians say, there is a
crisis of ‘capital's command' at these points. This also leads to
a response or capital, breaking up these concentrations of working
class strength, dispersing fixed plant. There are increasing social
costs of capitalist production - these are both costs in a dollars
and eents sense, and costs in terms of political stresses. They have
to do with the social wage and countercyclical economic policies, and
they have to do with the increasing knowledgy of the toxic character of
the capitalist work process in terms of fhose currently émployed and
of future generations. These factors, too, dictate a process of global
restructuration. Finally, there are economic factors in the strictest.
sense, the declining rate of profit, the need to institute new technol-
Ogies as a basis for a new cycle of accumulation. These too dictate
restructuring. o

All of these factors which give a certain dynamic- and direction to
international capital must confront a definite political reality, the -
capitalist state is still decisively national .in form, and is not a
pliable tool which will d&o whatever is willed of it, Indeed, if there is
any state power which is the state power of multi-national capital, it is
U.S., state power, and even here the contlicts and contradictions with the
elements of the interantional capitalist project that I have indicated
above, are evident. (This is not to deny some significatnt moves towards
an international political structure - particularly in terms of police
integration - and the significance of the overwhelming military strength
of U.S. capitalism which allows it to impose itself on other capitalisms
on certain questions. ‘ :

I want to draw only one general conclusion from this point at this
time, though I think many more are implied. If we have a situation of
restructuring which to some extent is imposed on this society as a whole
including some sections of its traditional ruling class, this will have
certain necessary consequences. First, a process of economic ruin of
the weak sectors of capital. We've seen this beginning, and the conflict
within the ruling class over whether or not to 'rescue' Chrysler are
well known. The point that I want to make here is that a ruined - or
potentially ruined - dispossed sector of capital has played a definite
role in other historical situations - that of an economic base for, and
promoter of, fascism and wars. It is likely that pressures tQ re-assert
U.S. hegemony will find support here, and it is important to realize at
this sector can have far greater political power and ideological weight
than merited by its weakened economic position, .

1¥b' more
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This is relevant to our consideration of the questions of war, repression
and fascism.

The xestructuring process will proceed from the international Lo the
national and from the top down. It will proceed over the resistance and

e dead bodies of sectors of the ruling class. It will proceed against
the interests of major sections of the working class, including those
sections that share in, and will continue to share in, I think, a variety
of privileges. This dictates a strong state in the classical sense; a
bonapartism not overly restrained by elected representative bodies, with
the police and military apparatus necessary to ensure order.

The other side ot this then, is the disruption of the basis of soclal
consensus, the hegemoni cloku S, capitalism., In my view the
process of global restructuring will not proceed in a way that allows
the U.S. centrism of the world capitalist eystem to continue. It is not
profitable, not efficient, and the political risks which such a change
would entail do not look prohibitive to capital. More specifically, I
expect the process of breaking up concentrations of working class economic
strength will not amount to a redistribution of employment internally,
but the export of substantial sectors of production. I think that the
coincidence of interests between economic conservatism and international
capitalism in opposition to the social wage and various 'New Dealt rooted
institutions will prevail,opening up major areas of social conflict.
I think that the traditional weakness that we have always noted of social
democratic integrative mechanisms will render 'liberal' alternatives
)less attractive to capital, and perhaps will make them completely utopian.
| The processof forming a new hegemonic consensus will stress the distinction
\between productive and non-productive sectors as the Italian comrades
ipave already pointed out in terms of Europe. Here that will include an
explicitly racist component.

How does all of this fit into the debate that we have been having over
the character of the crisis, the cyclical, secular, apocalyptic argument?
I think some of my positions are obvious, so I will only make the most
general statement. There is a conception of capitalism in the section of
the Grundrisse that I am always citing (699-710 approx.)It is a conception
of it as an historically finite mode of production = producing on a
parrow pase.which increasingly is at odds with the development of the
forces of production. This narrow base is the use of the standard of
direct abstract labor as a measure of value - increasingly anachronistic
as ma fixed capital ke expands and technology and science take on a life
of their own...all of the points indicated in the above-cited selection.

My argument, as I indicated earlier, ia_EE3Eiégéi_;ggéggﬁﬁxlﬁElg,Qf
capitalism, its historical limits, became ev Hﬁ_fﬁqﬁf_ﬁ;ﬁgﬂgmg;genca of
fhe imperialist stage. This is the essential tru fiin's véew of
imperialism as the 'highest' and the 'moribund' stage of capitalism.

It became evident at the periphery of the world capitalist system,
where -id=abememe—olmbset—te> capitalism's 'revolutionizing' impact

was limited to the destruction of the pre-capitalist social structure.
It didn't extend to the revolutionizing of the forces of production,
particularly of the working population as the decisive force of produc-
tion, as it had in capitalism's classical development, .

151' more
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Thus the marginalization ot vast sections of the population whose tra-

ditional relationship to production had been destroyed without being

replaced by an entry &nto capitalist relationships, was che condition

of the incorporation of a minority of the population into capitalist

production. Most of the population relate to capitalism extrinsically,

as a force dominating thelr circumstances, but not as a set of relations

in which they participate as producers. (that's not as clear as I want

it to be) _
' I nope. this indicates why I am uncomfortable in talking about a

secular crisis, or a crisis in the law of value - even though I khow that

I started it. I'm talking about a feature of capitalism - a limit to it,

not about a crisis in it, and I,m arguing that this limit T8 Hemm mani-

festing itself increasingly in the capitalist center. Here I want to

take the opportunity to disagree with Noel's citation from Marx in his

piece in IDB 18, The disagreement is with Noel, not Marx, because I

think he misunderstands what Marx is saying. "The barrier to capitalist

production is capital itself...but that barrier is nowhere fixed".

In fact, Marx is talking here about the declining rate of profit
(tendential) and the capitalist business cycle. On this point he is
definitely right, Depregsion is as much a condition for future expansion
as it is the _indication of a limit on expansion., Capitalism is not
mechanically and structurally impelled to destruction by the business
cycle, At the same time Noel's conclusion is wrong, since it is used to
support the notion of an objectively infinite flexibility of the capitalist
mode of produciion - a position I used to hold myself. The limit Marx
speaks of in the Grundrisse is no illusion that continually evaporates
in front of us to reform itself down the road. It is a real 1limit., It
exists. This does not mean that our ideas of it - Of whHEXBXEXXxEXIXZRXIXAXE
Em@xxBEX what constitutes 1t, and where it will bhe found, and when it will
become the décisive factor - are correct.

As I said earlier, mg position 1is that a crisis in the law of value
does not mean that it becomes irrelevant, but that its functioning
takes on an aspect of arbitrary power, is imposed by force. This is
another notion that the Italiams have to take the blame for. They argue,
and I think that it makes sense, that capital's command is increasingly
overt and political. At first this takes the form a state intervention
into the economy in a minor regulating fashion, but this role increasingly
expands as the capitalist structure 1s increasingly confined by the class
struggle and the forms in which it has responded to the class gtruggle.
This reaches the point where the condition for the operation of the law
of value is the marginalization of vast sections of the people, and
state-imposed definitions of productive and non-productive must. be
enforced to disguise the absurditg that human productivity has developed
to the point where humans - at least some of them - are redundant,
This feature of contemporary capitalism is enscribéd in the capitalist
business cycle which currently is partigcularly severe because the
kxmixxx@EXKAXIRNE various counter cyclical measures that have been
taken since the New Deal period have both contributed to an inflationary
pressure which, among other things, exacerbates the business cycle, and
have prevented the business cycle from performing its essential function
for capital...the destruction ot outmoded capital and development of the
basis for a new cycle of accumulation based on a new relationship between
wages and productivity. X £45K (F 31 aleor  how  thua com binclia,
ofF Foclors poiscs vnur. ok FRoscrsm , war and ?enoc[o)e‘

+he o»@o&a.(.‘apao siLde s fiefe %&, ) '
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I know that it has taken a long time, but I've come to some more
specific political differences with Noel'sg position., These are on
the related issues of the base for Black nationalism and the function
of white supremacy. As I have said earlier, IDBs 17 & 18, I believe
that a whole range of processes will necessarily expand the social base
for Black nationalism, both in its broad - Black Powee - and its narrow -

Black Belt nation - connotations, B
The central issue is whether or not marginalization of Black labor

is a temporary phenomenon that is likely to be reversed in a new cycle
of accumulation. I believe that it ig not temporary and have made a
number of arguments as to why.(IDB 17 & 18) I intend to expand thase
arguments -at the GMM, but don't have the time to do it here. Instead,
I want to respond to a misunderstanding of my position that concludes,
erroneously, that I not only mean that marginalization is the only
process operating among Black people, but that I believe it is a
process which will be effectively concluded shortly without a great
deal of struggle,

First, however, let me deal with Noel's main counter to my position
as I understand it. His argument is that many have predicted what I
predict - or something close to it. Since none of these previous pre-
dictions have materialized, we should assume that they will prove
similarly mistaken this time. I can't imagine a more disastrous form
of arqument. I am certainly familiar with the historical fate of
predictions of apocalyptic and ultimate crisis. There is a warning
here for those who do not like to be embarrassed. But this is no sort
of argument to support the opposed conclusion to mine. It is particularly
out of place from one who is regularly talking about the need for 'new
categories', mnd who maintains (I agree by the way) that a major upsurge
ogﬂglaﬂﬁ_at:uggle is likely in the capitalist center based on evidence -
that is much sparser and more impressionistic. I also think that 1t is
not 'out of place to note that every generation has also predicted that
socialism was at hand. Hopefully the fact that these predictions have
been proven wrong will not bar us from making them in the future - with
a better analysis and more evidence, of course. It would be a real
difficulty if socialism caught us all by surprise,

In my view, our policy must be premised on one of two contradictory
pProjections. Either marginalization or pProletarianizion will be_ the
decisive trend within the Black population. I believe that there is more
evidence for the former. Proletarianization will continue, but its form
will change - less large scale mass production industry = and it will
be less significant and less productive of mass radical protest than
marginalization. When Noel argues for the opposite view, he is under no’
less obligation than I to provide arguments and evidence for his
position. This is an area where a decision must be made (decisions), and
we will not have some absolute standard ot validity to apply, but must
rely on the preponderonce of evidence, not political inertia.

Now to the second point., Though he apparently does not think so, I
agree with Ken that there are important counter-processes to marginali-
zation. I do not think it is at all likely that the centers of strength
in basic industry which Black workers have won will be immediately
eroded. In the first place, despite the relatively placid closures
of Crysler's plants in Detroit, I don't think that Black workers would
allow their general displacement without huge struggles. More importantly,
I think that Black workers will play ‘an important role in the process
of marginalization., In order to develop the ideology appropriate to this
Process a growing division in the Black community between those who work
and those who don't will be extremely important to capital. )

N.
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This will give the distinction between productive and non-productive
something other than a transparently racist character, at the same
time as it creates difficulties for developing the maximum unity among
Black people.

On the other hand the working section of the Black community will
provide a substantial social base for generalting white support,
solidarity, and joint struggle. This is a point which I believe that
I made in a previous paper, but apparently it was missed. My basic
argument 1s not 'a denial of such processes and potentials, but the
assertion that they will not be the basic ones - the points of the
sharpest, most categorical, and most sustained struggle,

On white supremacy. I argued (D.B. 18) that.its social control
function would be undermined by the proecess—0f-margi ion, This

to0, I believe has been misunderstood although I do not deny that what
I intend to argue is probably quite controversial. Let me try again,
First, I do not think that white supremacy can be reduced to its social
control function for capitalism. It has a life of its own as an aspect
of working class consciousness and behavior. Second, I do not think
that the erosion of one function ot the institution for capital means
that it therefore has no function for capital, and certainly not that
its continuation is somehow against the interests ot capital.Here is

what I do mean. The system of white g5;n,pxix;;gggg_lahg_ggggggfpf
deflectlng the white sec the working ¢ class struggle, it is
£ golidarity with i

work, the privileges ave some reality = that is there must be a

real source of competition from Black labor. To the extent that Black
labor is marginalized it stops being such a direct competitive factor.
Thus it is difficult to respond to the demands of white workers with
racial concessions and appeals that will persuade them of a continued
common interest with capital. This must be put in the context ot the
overall process of restructuration which will certainly be taken out of
the skins of all workers, white as well as Black, guaranteeing significant
struggles among white workers.

Looking at this process in the light of the points ade _earlier, SQUe,-
other conclusions are apparent., Wnit%”§ﬁ§f§ﬁ§é§&%§3“§'w5§§°€6ﬁ?g§hé an ek
impulse towards its own liquadation., On the one hand, its inherent logic
is genocidal, on the other, it will only function for capital if the ulti-
mate white supremacist conclusion is not reached. We are talking about
a siltuation where there are objective economic pressures on capital which
have genocidal implications - that is the crude formulation of the crisis
of the law of value. When this is linked with the sectors of capital
that are also aggrieved, and that have revanchist dreams and plans, it
is likely that the genocidal variant of white supremacy - which negates
its historical function = will become more important. White supremacy then
will be transformed into the organizing myth of a mass fascist mov
Finally, and I dom't wamt to put this out as tOo0 Dbig a deal, privilege
18 not necessarily privilege over time., We are quite familiar with the
situation where the privilege of a monopoly over easy high-paying jobs
has been translated into black lung am& cancer and genetic damage. I
am not arguing that those who have been lagst will be first, but these
aspects of capitalist development will certainly lead some whites to
question the significance of their privileges.

I have more to say as always, but Ira has only alloted me eight pages
in the bulletin for this thing.'
uq.
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.I've been following the capltal restructuration debate at a distance,
and for tause of us that rely almost entirely on the bulletin for

the substance of this debate, the outline is 8tlll sketchy. I have
a few observations that I would like to make, Questions surrounding
tne "law ot value" (here and abroad) will be dodged since the
contenaing theories escape my coumand of political economy,

rart of the evidence of Don's theory , the reification of the shifts
in capital, is the marginalization of Black labor. Now I will concede
a few points nere. The auto industry, where Black labor predominates,
is 1n serious troubla, The northeastern 1nduatr1al‘quadrant. or

50 called snow belt, 18 in a precarlous situation, and there is every
indication that sections of the bourgeosie are consldering the s
abandonment of these third world concentrations. The recent Reagan
Treport of sunbelt vg. snowbelt is a harbinger of this movement.,

structural, for they are J st as much evidence for the cyclic changes :
in the labor force that folYow the introduction of a new technology, .- -
as they are for Don's argument. I°d like to give two examples that

I think reflect this relationsnip between technologigal innovation

and peogle of color, j ’ :

But it would be a mistakeﬁko construe these shifts as permanent or '
\e

While there are many factors that'.compelled the post WWII migration

of Blacks Irom the rural south, the most slgnificant was the mech- :
anization of the cotten industry. In 1960 about 60% of all Blacks lived
in tne souih, and of these 57% were living in rural areas. Thus £
close to one third of all Blacks wsre residing in the rural south.

As early as 1947 bourgeois economists wereo predicting the massive
migration of' Black labor from the south as & result: of mechanization
(Florence Peterson). In fact, while in 1950 924 of all cotten was
plcked by nand, by 1966 the figure dropped to 11%. A concomitant

fall In worker hours involved in cotten production also occured;

from 7 mililon nours to 4 million hours. The statlstics below are only .
approximate since tney don't include part time labor (ohildren, etc.)
but the reyeal the relative loss of Jobss - e DA e wl

&FF

Black Agricultural Workers ° = "p;__uhite Agripp}%ﬁral |
Year .  Number - Index . YIndex' “Nuuwber .ﬁhﬁfi-dt_l-
Lo : C . ey
1950 767,000,000 100 - 1002 2,741,000 - Vv
1960 349,000,000 46 .9 1630 1;130;000&0
1969 158,000,000 20.6 143y - 1,192,000

I think tnatv it i1s olear that the drop was dramatic, even though
these flgures represent the documentable work loss. They can not
begin to express the traumatic impact on the rural Black worker.
dodest estimates are that close to one and a half milliom Blacks .
left tne South during the fiftles, and these were often those that
had marsetuble skills. The point 1is that for those that stayed as
well as those that migrated, new work in manufacturing was found.
This was not an overnlight process. Usually the worker took on

a4 second Job to supplement the decreasing wages from agriculture,
then they began to rely entirely on their Second area of wark.
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CERRMES O Tl PRESLNY STAGE ITENTATIVEY ﬁ Z
i z Vi PRES TAGE {TENTATIVE) Y /\/ :

I. Every advanu:« Wl Wesatern o aalry has o priviieged sectuy of its
7 working class., Those that histericaiiy had none 58

Cause Ol theix \.».ulvuﬁ'ﬂﬁ-ﬁi =
old cultural homogeneity simply creaied one by the expedient of immigration

\)w.w A labor shortage was generated, justifying the import of foreign workers,
wis These immediately suffered from the followings disabilities:
\\,5 ﬂ"‘ a. they had no political rights whatever;
b. they had no job seniority;
c. the need of these workers to export their earnings to their
families in the country of origin impoverished them to an extent
greater than that immposed by nationall discrimination; and

d. discrimination, poverty, and language differences were the
mechanisms by which these workers were ghettoized.

yl'1. 2. In all probability the most extreme instance of this process is th:
United Arab Emirates, There the entire working class is "foreign, ' and

Uﬁf therefore no sector of it enjoys any political rights. Privileges are accoud:
economically and socially, with discrimination according to rehglon, la

.»“bJ‘
and national origin.

-

3."There are other countiies that come close to matching this pattern
South Africa is an example; Kuwait is another. From then on down it would
be possible to rank countries according to the relative proportion of "'their
own'' citizeps among the (privileged sectors of theg working class.

4. Obviously this characteristic of modern capitalism is sufficientl'-
generalized that in some respects our theory of white skin privilege is
today merely a special case nm this
particular framework, may not even be close to a polar pogition on the
gradient of modern capitalist rule.

5. In general the so-called revolutionary left is unaware of this phena
enon. To the extent it is understood at all, the politigal approach is usuauy
limited to polemics against chauvinism, and the theoreucal elahoraticm of

A this point is usually some sort of purely ideclogical (i.e., pre- Lemmst)
argument. At the worst, the revolutionary left is as chauvinistic as its
country; this is a charge, for example, that the Irish comrades have mads=
against the Belgian Marxist group Pour La Socialisme, with respect to P ‘;
treatment of radical organizations within the Turkish community in Brugse:
But it is possible to postulate the best sort of group with a deep understai: 1°
of imperialism -- such as RS itself -- without the programmatic 1mplicac'u4~

of that understanding necessarily resulting in a pohtlcal lme that conironts
the issue of privilege,

6. Italy is a hybrid of all this; there may be others as well, but prouaisy
none as advanced, In rnost instances the oppressed sectors are workers from:
Southern Italy and Sicily, though in certain areas there are concentrations
from other Adriatic and Levantine countries, and from the former I[talian
colonies. Despite this, it doesn't seem to offer the bourgeoisie an instrument
of rule. Instead, the rule is directly political, through the opportunism of the
PCL The resujt seems to be the sharpest and rnost advanced form of political
(including armed) class struggle of zny (over-)developed capitalist country,

. ML
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: This seems also to be the only place where a truly diafinct and navel
. political analysis has emerged, :

7. Inthe February 1978 Strategic Resolution of the Red Brigades
(see Ripening of Time number 12), the BR elaborate a theory called '"The
Imperialism of the Multinationals' in which they describe the new stage
this way: e :

» + + the principal inter-capitalist contradiction is now no longer

the one between national capitals (and hence betwee_n national areas

and national bourgeoisies) -- but the one between big multinational

combines (thus cutting vertically through the imperialist bourgeoisie),
There are many parts of their analysis that are especially useful, and :
others I consider wrong, but the inescapable conclusion of c¢ombining our

| overall analysis with theirs is this: The tendency of modern imperialism
'& is toward a genuinely international bourgeoisie and an increasingly mationa]
proletariat, (How's that for things becoming their opposites ?) This theory
has some immediate mundane utility in that it explains directly why the
modern bou is state is increasingly less useful for mediating disputes
©among the rulers, and why they, in turn, are developing even greater depen-
dency on institutions such as the Trilateral Commission, the Eurppe_an oS
Economic Community, the European Parliament, The NATO Alliance, the
International Monetary Fund, the World Bank, and the Western qu‘én!.ﬂ' R
economic summits, as well as, in some areas, the United Nation Security i
'+ Gouncil and the World Court, ' ¥ T O PR il A

8. That's fime enough for the other side, but what about tl;,e‘f-'evdlu;iqna;x_
forces ? Why are we stil] stuck within the framework of (either) national] ©
liberation movements and (or) autonomous workers' organizations (of dual
)( . Power, etc.)? Surely there must be a bolder and more elegant revolutionary
'  Strategy than this. Put another way, can this strategy, which is not ours only,

but has characterized world revolution since World Waxr I, possibly be '

' adequate to the new stage of imperialism?
’. :-:. i) : 1l

3 9. To a certain extent this is a rephrasing of the question poged ?!t ftiel
" ‘never answered by our last educational conference., We were uxig_blre:'to-".’t," SR

.~ answer it partly because we did not fully understand the qu_e-st_iqg_--a:id-pa-rt-w
i'because we were seriously derailed by one of our péxti‘ci,-panta.'j"-bl.';f_-:ai_: leasg

. we were on the right track. More so, I think, than in ng'g'perhj_gal;(__'Igg;-:f"-I'_'_'__..','
/" ‘number 17) that we should focus ''on an estimate of the direction of U, 8% 1]
capitalism and its relationship to the world capitalist system . i.’E."":*'*(Tgf"" sl
~ explain the distinction anecdotally: I think'politics" in the U, S, and Italy, 3
-.8ay, may reduce themselves to various forms of apres moi le deluge, but
" . I'den't think anything approaching this characterizes the 'reaﬁnﬁti'mtions’-’-‘%_
|1 .of arkitrary power in the world imperialist arena, whether'the Trilateral "1

£oe 'f"'G-o_mmission or OPEC.) In that sense, the depth of the U, S, crisis 'that'"',. LW

. Don describes is undeniable, and probably poses revolutionary ppenings,
~Ubut it may also be simply a drastic mechanism for relocating world bourgepis
: power eastward. If so, them the U, S. ~bound view could be merely imperials

§ 77"'¢_:thnocentrism. Some U, S, imperialist institutions --- political, ‘ecanomig,
: 7 ek
, i A

‘and ideological -~ are already heavily mortgaged to capital centered in s

27 5
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2 ﬂ7l7 South Korea, Taiwan, South Africa, Israecl, and Saudi Arabia. It cannot be

: MCally excluded that title could pass to multibational imperialism,
and, along with it, ultimate (i. ., military) authority., (Before you laugh,
recall how recently tiny Britain ruled so much of the world, )

10, Is'irnperialism of the multinationals in crisis? That probably
depends on whom gou ask.Chrysl@r, or General Motors, or Lockheed
probably think so, as do some sectors of the Trilateral bourgeoisie
generally. But what abbut the OPEC ministers? (Again, to resort to the anecdo
approach: Without an explanation of this sort, the situation in Iran is almost
impossible to explain, except as pure fraud. But if it simultaneously true that
Iran is a "'fascist state'' and an imperialist power, as Ashraf Dehghani's
fedayee followers tell us, but if it is also true that a substantial sector of ‘
the Iranian right is truly anti-U, S,, which seems to me likely despite the
fedayee analysis, then this explanation -- a new form of imperialist rivalry --
is probably reasonable. In that case the U,S, bourgeoisie's leading Trilater-
alists (Kissinger, Rockefeller) are opposed not mainly by the Iranian petit
bourgeoisie (supposedly headed by Khomeini) as the fedayee say, or by the
national bourgeoisie (also supposedly headed by Khomeini, but denied by
the fedayee) as the Mojahedin say, but by the new Iranian multinational
bourgeoisie. In that case, the actual war danger may be increasing, since
the most sensible time for the West to strike militarily is while those sectors
in Iran (Bani-Sadr/Chamran, Beheshti, Bazargan/Yazdi) are bitterly feuding. )
Imperialist war, of course, is a crisis of major proportions, and one that
has always opened the floodgates of revolution, but it is not?ﬁ? same thing as
the traditional Marxist under standing of capitalist collapse, even in the most
extreme theoretical postulate that Don extracted from the Grundrisse. And
on a practical level the implications are drastically different, since a militar-
ized society, no matter how divided internally, is characterized by a ruthless
generalized repression, not mainly by ' marginalization. Some of this can alread
be seen, especially in Western Europe, in the form of the obligations the
various governments have assumed under the anti-terrorism treaty, which m
having a '"Bonapartist'' effect of instituting a certain amount of direct multi-

national police authority while RIS m1n1m1z1ng the mdwzdua; stqtc
intervention,

11. Now to leap: I think all this means that class polarization is the

order of the day within the Western camp, but it is a polarization in which
\éi the imperialist bou*gemsw is org,amzed multmatmnally. though divided,

while the oppregsed cla divided b n and privilege, The crisis of th
West is building toward war in a way that could result in some seemingly
strange shifts in government alliances. (Did you know that Ghadafi has
invested 5250 million of Libya's oil revenues in Fiat at the same time he is
said to be piping money to the Italian armed left ?) Under these conditions
both the fight against state militarism within and without the armed farces,
on the one hand, and the military aspects of the class struggle, on the other.
may be significantly more important than we thought, even in the U S.

12. This projection is not altogether inhospitable to Don's argument,
although it speaks more to his second point -- the one he did not elaborate --
than his first, which he did. Sume of his points can already be verified

\Q. W




empirically, such as the "reverse migration' of Blacks

to the South. I

agree that the fight for land and nationai independence wil] be greatly

Strengthened in the wake of these developments -- Miam

i obviously represents

only the first spontaneous flash of what is to come. But what about the other

side == cwggle? Isn't it still true that Black workers predominate in
what have always beem the strategic heart of U, §, industry ? (Yes, they do,

alongside any tendency to marginalize Black workers, ) And of those Black
workers who are employed, a far higher proportion of them than whites

have two incomes, giving them a higher family income.

This is not a huge

group, but it is one of severa] countervailing trends against marginalization,

13, If "imperialism of the multinationals' is a val

id description of the

current stage of world capitalism, the theory probably deals a death blow to
the ''state capitalist" analysis, (That is not to say that it doesn't exist, nor
even to say that it doesn't currently exist, and even dominate, in certain

countries. Indeed state capitalism may even have reflec

ted an important

stage of imperialist capita] accumulation, But "imperialism of the multi-
nationals, " if it is the central feature of today's imperialism, is definitely
the negation of state capitalism.) On the other hand, it seems to me that
every stage of capitalism has its own "state capitalist'! beginning, Without

Isabella, could Columhus haye initiated the explosive ph

S————
ase of mercantilism ?

Without the land grants, how would U.S. industrialists have got their railroads ?
R — ey ' i

Perhaps inthis sense the James/Glaberman type of stat

e capitalism (the

Western variant only) was a necessary prerequisite of the imperialism of
the multinationals. This does seem to be borne out by the evidence. They
were right in noting that no private bloc of capital was big enough to supply

modern capitalism's revolutionary needs, But once thos

e revolutions,

especially in technological innovation, were made and amortized, they

were privatized, COMSAT is an example, Offshore oi] i

§ another, Anyone

who doubts the scale on which corporations can now operate should examine
carefully the doings of a single German rocket and Space company -~ OTRAG »=
in Zaire. (See Dirty Work 2) And in any case there's really no difference in
Principle between a "public" oi] pipeline and a public road, Furthermonre,

the most ideologically conservativetgpitalists will alwa

of the unprofitable but essentia] sectors of the economy,

——

ys favor nationalization |

14, This analysis, if borne out, would also imply that Tr.ilab_ér_ali-sm :

is a 'great deal more than, and something quite different

ism's strategy, as the MLN analysis calls it, If we are witnessing a stage of %

capitalist development, then its structural form is not a

15, I recognize the rough edges in this suggestion,

from, U, S, impe';'ia],-_.:-'-
matter of pqlic_}f. >

At least some of them,

1
i

There may even be fatal flaws. But the analysis does seem to comport with

observed reality, It does require an openness to changing categories, and
‘things becoming their opposites -- perhaps most Provaocatively the ability

to view OPEC, born as an anti-imperialist defensive str

structural difficulties, especially the fagt that in the cap
have always been nationa] entities under state direction,

ucture, as now'a. '

‘thriving imperialism. It also requires careful examination of the obvious

italist era, armies
at least nominally;

it is not easy to see how that arrangement will be superseded, even as the

class struggle internationalizes itself,

uS.
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16. But imperialism, by definition,; is the cog@% rule of finance capital.
It is not the rule of armies, Its inain method of penetration is still cheap
commodities, not the force of arms, It is true that imperiali sm is a single
system, but that doesn't mean a single entity, It simply means that backward
and advanced countries are part of the same world order, * This new theory,
however, tends to challenge the various theories about "'sub-im
or ''dependent imperialism, ' at least in any epochal sense.

perialism'

Ken
6/26/80

* In this sense, criticisms of Alison for ignoring the condition of oppressed
Third World women in her analysis of modern capitalism are misplaced. The
tendency she identified, properly, I think, ip its most advanced form, also
characterizes Third Warld modern capitalism also -- e, g,, Nestle infant
formula as the commodity equivalent of breast feeding, - °

"
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THE IMPERIALISM OF THE MULTINATIONALS

~

By Imperialism of the Multinationals we mean that phase of imperial-
.1sm in which multinational capital is dominant.

The multiproductive multinational monopoly, that is, large trusts
with branches in varioua countries and investments in different sect-
ors, 18 now the dominant element in the structure ; the fundemental
basis for the movementg of capital is thus no longer the national area,
but the capitalist area 'in its entirety 3 .

Although the basic constituent element of imperialism, since its
origin, has been monopoly capital, it was only with the second Wérld
War that multinational monopoly capital asserted its presence through-
out the whole capitalist area. Now the big monopoly combines can
decisively overcome their national limitations and roam freely over
the whole area, ﬁhile the multinatiocnal structure becomes an indispen-
sable factor for all further development. It is precisely because of
this that it can fully exploit the existence of different rates of
profit in the area, thus realising those enormous superprofits that
are characteristic of capitalist accumulation in ‘the imperialist phase,

" Multinationalism " is thus not simply the internationalisation of
the capitalist market, but the internationalisation of capital in 1its
totality : structyre of production, market, property relations etc.
Inside the bourgeois alliance, this process of internatio. alisation
determines the domination of the [MPERTALIST BOURGEOISIK, the class
expression of multinational monopoly capital ; and as it agsserts it-
self, its institutional instruments of intervention and domination are
consolidated alongside (Trilateral, Imperialist State of the Multinat—
ionals, IMF, EEC, ete.). . ] A : .

But the domination of multinational capital and the imperialist bou-
rgeoisie does not mean that every capital, in this phase, is therefore
@ multinational capital, rather that every other capitalist form,
whether national or non-monopoly, now has to be analysed in its rela--
tions of OKGANIC DEPENDENCE to multinational capital : the movements
of this capital determine the movements of all other capitals in the
last instance. Thus the contradictions inside the bourgeois alliance
are not overcome, but posed again in different forms : the principal
inter-capitalist contradiction is now no longer the one between nat-
ional capitals (and hence between national areas and national bourgeo-
isles) - but ‘the one between big multinational combines (thus cutting
vertically through the imperialist bourgeoisie).

In saying this, we don't mean to deny that contradictions still
exist between the various capitalist 'nations', or btheen monopoly
and non-monopoly capital, But we believe these contradictions ta be

)
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essentially the reflecticen of much deeper contradiciions between muyl-
tinational combines, In fact, the variocup uational orénas now exist as
a bachkdrop for the multinationala : the 'peoini of atrength' for each
multinaticnal is the national arca in which it was born and developsd,
the zoue in which it reaps the benerfit of bLedng on almost exclusgive
monopoly. So really when we speak sbout multinationals, we always
imply " multinationals with a national pole ', and so use what at
first glance seem to be contradictory expressions - " American,
German...etc, multinationnls .

Non-monopoly capital, organically dependent on monopely capital,
exiats by ita side in what ig coertainly a coutumilctory unity ; but
obviously it cannot have the possibhility and tko metorial strength to
expresas these contradictions in the political form of a rupture in
the imperialist allience. Thug, the lmperialism of the multincetionals
takes the fovm of a system of world dominaticn in whick the different

'national capitalisms' nre nothing mworve than 1t crganic articulations,

where the different 'mationsl arcas' are the geographic expresaion of
the international division of labour that 1t cets under way.

Thus, we can make our firat observation. In each national area, the
proletariat is in no position to settle up with its own °'national
bourgeoisie', but rather with the local articulation of the imperial-
ist bourgeoisie. This gives to the proletarian class struggle - even
in the metropoles - the character of an anti-imperialist struggle, and
thus, in a more general sense, the character of REVOLUTIONARY CLASE

WAR. In the same breath it is alsn, 1a the metropoleu, AN ANTI~-IMPER-

JALIST LIBERATION WAR, A PROTRACTED WAR. o §

A8 we huve seen, howover, the imperialist chain 1ﬁ:ut111 character-
ised by ite unequal development, defining the specificlty of the
economic social formation in each of its links ( the relation between
the dominant multinational capital and the multinational capita. of
the particular 'pole', between monopoly and non-monopoly capital,
between 'internal' imperialist bourgeoisie and proletariat ). For this
reason the class struggle, desplte its strategic homogeneity otf cont-
ents and perspectives, takes forms and rhythmsspecitic to the differ-
ent national areas,

IMPERTALISM AND WAR

The present economic crisis enguliiag the entire imperialist system
is, with respect to the whole Western capitalist area, & capitalist
crisis of absolute overproduction, The means that impceislism hag al-
ways used to resolve these periodic crises of overprauuction has been
war, It is war which first of all allows the victoriuvus imperislist
powers to expand thelr productive base at the exponse of the losers ;
but even more important, it is wer which marks the destruction of
capital, commodities and labour power, and thus makes resumption of
the eaonomic cycle possible for some time to come.

To atill remain 'restricted' to the Western area means, in fact,
that imperialism must accumulate ever more disruptive contradictions :
the concentration of capital increases in an accelerated way, the
rate of profit hits rack bottom, the productive base kets ever more
restricted, unemployment soars, Short moments of apparent recovery are
‘followed by ever more severe recessive phusés,‘defining what amounts

.




to a process of permanent crisis ( the unfolding of théqcfibiiztﬁ;ﬁhﬁ
last few years has broadly demonstrated this ), . : i

Because of this, imperialism fsces an ever more preqning nqe@ j?
widen its area. But it can only be widened at the expense of Socigl—
Imperialism ( the USSR and countries of the Warsaw Pact ), lessiing
jnevitably to a direct collision between the U3A and UBSR. The partial
clashes carried out through " intermediaries " reccivtﬁg agsistance
from them, in the Middle East and Africa, are only the firsi stages
of this process. : Sk o h ar

This, therefore, 1s the historical perspective presented by multing-
tional monopoly capital in this phase, for both itpelf awd the revol-
utionary movement, The position of the proletariat inside it cen only
be objectively put as a decisive frontal confrontation with imperial-
igt domination. And its immediate tactics can only be fixed by the
same historical perspective : either class war in the imperialist
metropoles, or else imperialist third world war, ’

The various imperialist powers are quite unable to mske war without
their own " pacified and solid " background, so they can andure the
fierceness of the clash., Many examples could be given of inter-imperi-
alist wars which were concluded just as soon as the threat of commun-
it revolution appeared, when different imperialigms, previously the
bitterest of enemies, united against armed proletarian rebellion. Two
examples will suffice : the Paris Commune and the October Revolution :

-

Here is the example that Marx drew from the Commune

".....that after the most tremendous wer of mociern times,
. the conquering and the conquered hosts ashauld frua' inise for
' ‘the common massacre of the proletariat - this unparallelled
event does indicate, not as Bismarck thinks, the final
repression of a new society upheaving, but the ocrumbling -
into dust of bourgeois society. The highest heroic effort
of which old society ie etill capable ts national war ; and
this 18 now proved tO ve mer¢ Yuvernmentur AWHUUG, wntended
to defer the struggle of classes, and to be throum agide as
soon as that class struggle bursts out into etvil wap. "
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In the crisis which precedes war, however, the relations of forces
are strategically favourable to the proletarian revolution, The crisis
actually generates the strongest social contradictions, which determine
a8 most violent class confrontation ; insofar as this confrontation is
deepened and transformed into class war, the bourgeoisie is unable to
move on to the footing of imperialist war : thus the crisis becomes
irreversible, while further sharpening the process of civil war that
is going on at the same time,

This is the dinlectic that can nail capltalist development.

So we can formulate the following generalisation : inside the crisis
the password of the bourgeoisie is " block the process of civil war,
transform it into imperialist war and thus defeat the revolution " ;
for communists it then hns to be " develop the proecess of etvil war
that ie taking place, and thus obstruct imperialist war ".

THE IMPER1ALIST STATE OF THE MULTINATIONALS

A, It is first of all necessary to fix some methodological criteria

B,

that are basic to the determination of the concept of the Imperialist
State.

S0 we will begin by saying that we do not believe that during this
century the substance of capitalism, that is its specific contradict-
ions, has changed. On the contrary, what has changed is the form, and
hence the ways in which these contradictions historically tend to be
shown.

For clarification, we point to the divergence between Lenin and
Bukharin on the nature of capitalism. Bukhurin argued that imperialism
was a completely new phenomenon compared with competitive capitalism,
to which Lenin replied : " Imperialiem is a superstructure of capital-
ism ", i,e. that imperialism has the same baslc contradictions as
capitalism - the substance remains unchanged, only the form is differ-
ent ( from 'private capitalism' to 'State monopoly capitalism', from
'free competition' to 'competition between monopolies',.., ).

In other words, the problem for Lenin was not one of superceding
basic categories of Marxist analysis, but rather their formal redefin-
ition ( historical—political ) in the light of a new reality,

Paraphrasing Lenin, we could also say that : " The i{mperialism of
the multinationals is a superstructure of imperialism ", so that our
task is not to throw overboard the categories of Leninist analysis
('Nation State', 'imperialist chain', 'weak link'...), but to re-exam-
ine them in terms of the form they take in the present phase, in
order to clarify it,

The same is true of the categories 'Party' and 'Dictatorship of the
proletariat’ ; our theoretical-practical consideration of the Fighting
Communist Party is really nothing other than the reproduction of the
substance of Leninist experience, and its developments through the
Chinese revolution, in the present phase. That is why we call
ourselves 'marxist-leninists’,

The Imperialist State of the Multinationals is the 'national instit-
utional superstructure which corresponds with the phase of the imperial-
ism of the multinationals, Its essential characteristics are :

35 g()‘




1 The formation of an imperialist political personnel
2 The rigid centralisation of State structures under the control
of the Executive
3 Reformism and annihilation as integral forms of the same function
4 Preventative counter-revolution

THE FORMATION OF AN IMPERIALIST POLITICAL PERSONNEL

Together with .the development of a multinational economic structure
in our area since the mid-fifties ( with the massive penetration of
USA multinational capital on an international scale since 1957 ), an
imperialist bourgeois fraction is formed inside the bourgeoisie.

We define the 'internal’ imperialist bourgeoisie as that fraction of
the bourgeois clags that is integrated with the world imperialist sys-
tem, which is the expression of multinational monopoly capital and the
pulling element of the imperialist restructuring process, and related
political and institutional superstructures, in our economic area.

In this same period the supran:.tional institutional structures ( IMF,
EEC, NATO ), through which the imperialist bourgeoisie aims to impose
its global strategy, gain strength ; they aasume power to the point of
subordinating, making functional to themselves, the ‘national states',
which are thereby forced to redefine their internal structure.

Through this restructuring, they are ready to carry out two hasic
roles :

- The transmission belt of the global economic-strategic intereats
of the dominant imperialism,

- The 'normalisation of the ared', i.e. the organisation of preventat-
ive counter-revolution in order to wipe out all 'desire' for
revolution.

Naturally, in the links which are economically weakest and political~
ly most unstable, these functions become decisive, and therefore get
carried forward by the 'internal' bourgeoisie, borrowing from the
strongest links the most repressive practices and models which they
are already applying, under the supervision of the imperialist centres
of supranat 1 and.

" pue Kation-State becomes the trcumsmission belt
of intermational eapital organised against the
people. The bourgeois Consittuticral-Gtate, in
its process of contradictory evoiution between
the socialisation of production and the internat-
Lonal concentration of capital, te dissolved and

Croissant

6 S\

replaced by the Strong-state or armed democracy ",
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Introductory note to K.C. production stuff Janeen

I think that this proposal, and the decision by the K,C. production
fraction that we could not justify the time and energy required to get it
off the ground, bring out some important questions about STO's approach
to production work. I still favor my proposal despite seeing the diffi-
culties it volves more clearly than I did when I wrote it. They are
the necessary difficulties in implementing the last GMM's decision to
revitalize a concentration in production work in a small organization
with competing priorities. Needless to say, the GMM decision has not
been implemented anywhere according to any standard. '

Mark and I are writing a paper which will be ready for the GMM. It
will present a more detailed position. However I would like to make
three points here: We can't develop production organizing in K.C. alone.
there must be a national approach which seriously considers the organiz -
tional changes needed to implement the approach. Production work must
focus on actual organization of workers, not on just presenting STO's
positions to a working class audience. Unless we make some real progress
in production organizing, the advances we make in other areas of work
will be undermined and lack substance.

V8
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The Kansas City branch uranimously nassed a nronosal that our nro-
Auction work he to huild a city-wide vorkers aroun, The other nroe-
vosals, which were defeated, were to continue ™' vork and to start
vorking in CLM. This namer is an elakoration of the nronosal we
nassed. '

In the last three years Xansas City's noint of nroduction work
has varied considerablv, e put out leaflets concerning issues and
Struggles that occurred at the shons ve were working in. %e nartici-
nated in attemnts to force the union at a specifie nlant to tale un
the issues around which vorkers in motion (discriminatory annlication
of a new attendance noliecv). I tried to use a newsnaner (“orkers'Voice),
which spoke to the contradictorv elerments of wvorkers sonsciousness, as
a means of attractinag advanced worlkers. We nut out nurely anti-

Vf;!?:irn,r_:-erialj.sst pronvaganda to factory worlers all over tovn. "Te attemnted
fﬁS

to build and marticimate in a trade union reform oraanization (™).

'sually our work was snoradic solated in one nayr lar factorv,
Proba e most successful outcome of anv of thils recent worl vas

TN [molitical discussion with weople at work. It is my oninion, thouah,
i that such discussions could have, and in fact did, occur without any
A "oroduction worl."

v All of the ahove annroaches vere hased on the estimate that the
class struggle was in a neriod of lull., Purthermore, none of thase
annroaches entaile? an estimate of when the lull was likely to end or
vhat "the end' imnlied akout the chanaina form of gtruoales. Rasineo
nroduction worl on this estimate tended to justify Aoina noint of nro-
duction work at anv time--thether khxa there vas a lull or wvhether
there was an unsurge in class militancv and action. Vhile it was nosi-
tive that we Aecided to nut more erphasis on nroduction work, even vhen
there vasn't much goina on, I thin' our concent of the lull obscured
the Aistinction between the kind of work we should do in different
neriods, as well as orevented a vell-thouct out analvsis of the
state of the wvorlina class movement, e tended to not have much hore
for success and the kinds of work we attemnted reflected that estimate.

Times have chanaed, We're in the nrocens of analvzinag the
present crisis, "e're discnssing vhat that means for our nroduction
vork, Some of us thinl the notential for increasina clasa militanew
exists now vwhere i Aidn't as recently an early thia veay, ™e
astimate that »otential nov avists For viorl'are to tale Airact action
rerarding a hroa? ranae of icsues that are aff2ectinag the class ia
the Hasis for my nrorosal, ™his estimate is, in short, that all hell is
breaking loose~~Three "ile Tsland, massive lav-offs, Miami, cuthacks in
welfare, inflation, lousy contracts, Chatanooqa, Reagan and most recentlv
Poland. These events and many others have combined to make peonle maestion
almost evervthing, 'hen worlers no longer buv the exnlanations out
forth by the ruling class, when thev're searchina for ways to survive,
vhen they viev themselves as Aistinct and separate from the government,
the company, the union, we have to conclude that a siaqnificant nartial
break has heen made. WNow is the time to fight for, struaggle out and

/ Bystematize this aspect of worlers'’ consciousness.
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How can we best do this? Put out a newsmarer with our line and hone
st "clicks?” EiggIgﬂgnon_ﬁluor struggle and intervene with our politics?
}ﬁShannel all this militancy and rehellion into a union reform kattle?
Mo, no, and DO!1!! -
\ﬁ I thin): the ansuver for Xansas City is to_build a city-wide, multi-
@ 'national, class-conscious, hell-raising, ass-kicking aroup of working
class neornle who view themselves as orcanizers.
The time has come to rebel. %"orking class resistance has a historvy.
Some of that=resistance was reactionarv and some of it was revolutionarv:
some was mass, a lot has heen individual. "e should expect that to he
{ | true today and tomorrovw also. "hat we must Ao is activelv huild unon
the nositive asnects of that historv.

( I also thint—that mass rebhellion is hecoming accented hy more anAd
more neorle. For example, it was my exmerience at work that the reaction
to M"iami was not as negative as I had exnected, The Blacksworkers not
only talked positively about !Miami, but also talled ahout the possihility
of it hapneninc in Kansas Citv as well as other cities. The white workers
reactions were a hell of a lot hetter than I had exmected. I think its
significant that they diAn't witness cons heatina heads, etc., in Miami on
™ as they had witnessed Vatts, Rut they didn't cuestion the fact that
X¥RH "cDuffy was murdered by the cops for keina Mlack. They know it
hanpens, and thev know there is qoina to he resistance to it. In addition
demonstrations for everythina, hoth good and bad, are commonnlace and are

q not vieved as deviant, lut as an accentabhle (efeven if ineffective) thing

Mwﬁ.to do. Developina and refining this emergi defiance has to he an

important part of this groun's worl:.

Another important mart of the groun's wor) must he understanding and
demonstrating the necessitv to take un a broad ranae of issues--not only
factory live, bkut all asnects of our lives. This means ve tould take
uo issues such.as strike supnort, unemployment, Aiscrimination, nolice
hrutality in the Placl community, and cutbacks in ecity and state health
services to name a few. Around these issues the groun will have to decide
on what tactics to use. Prohahly there will he a comhination of tradi-
tional actions such as picketing, leaflettina, with more creative, dramati
actions. This nart of the wvor)k uwill most likely he more difficult to
accomplish than the other., TPowever, I think the composition of the group
will be a strength. The workers we are asking to form this qroun are
neorle with whom wve've worked in factories. Some are old contacts. Most
are peonle we've had substantial molitical fkauge Adiscussions with anAd
also have worked wvith on various shon issues.

The majority of neopnle we're contacting are Rlacks. Our contacts
also include an almost equal number of emnloyed and unemnloved. Both of
these should aid in hroadenina the vision of the aroup.

Also, among potential members of the aroum there is a wide range of
ideas abhout why everyhtina is fucked up, wvhat the solution is and how to
most effectively accomolish it. I think it is incorrect for us, ST, to
go into the group with an elahorate proqram and structure. Certainly
we should argue for what we thinl: is correct, bhut with the realization
that we'll probably he in the minoritv on some cguestions. "e also must
understand that discussion within the daroun is necessary for political

development and that our activities/actions will hoth reflect that develop
ment and further it. '
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In addition, since from the outset this group will be an organizing
group, peonle will he forced to think in terms bhroader than thelr ovn
shon or their oun union. They will also view this grouping as something
thev're responsible for huildina. Poth of these contribhute to a sense
of collectivity which is essential for develoning a mass working class
organization.

Three statements Noel made in the introduction to VYorknlace Pavers
(p. iii) about organizational form are ones tthich should, I think, quide
68 our production work: 1. "vhich encomnases and focuses the mass sub-
versive destabilizing motion of the class? 2."which mermit it to play an
active creative role in the revolutionary vrocess", and IXXHKE¥ 3. "which
embodies the revolutionary aspect of the mroletariat.” This work could
be a step in that direction.

Janeen Septembher 1980



K.C, Production Fraction 1/1/81

The production fraction decided on three areas ot work we needed to
accomp}ish. These werc 1) to contact workers we thought would be interx-
ested in building a city-wide workers organization; 2) the preparation of
a pampnle? on the current crisis with emphasis on the history of working
class re51s§ance; and 3) to develop a theoretical argument for the impor-
tance of point of production work for a revolutionary organization

'At lggst some of us in the fraction naively assumed that pulling'a
city-wide workers group together would be a snap. We found, though, that
a much slower process was necessarv.As a result of taiking to peopie we
Ranted involved in the work, we decided that the 1t of tra-

.-Q§0u9§_ﬁ;_uggﬁplaces was the essential first step. T
@ major problem in that none of us were working where ghishézspggzgggiz.

We were forced to the conclusion that we could not or
ani
were there day to day. 7 ze unless we

We still believe the pamphlet proposal should be carried out, ;Hﬁgﬂﬁh
the discussion in both the fraction and the branch, it was decided that
it should speak to workers about issues at the shop as well as the more
general problems facing the working class today. The major focus around
these issues would be presenti avenues of class resistance by using
historical as well as recﬁﬁ% ERANPLES « The conclusion would lay out what
must be done in order to prepare for effective working class resistante,
rafther than on what the outcome of such resistance would be.

The third aspect of our work, developing an organizational position on
point of production work, is the area we've come to view as most impor-
tant at this time. There are différing as well as unclear positions
within the fraction, We have discussed the last GMM decision, the con-

@ cept of the lull, cewmma.. the notion of an upsurge, production work as

it relates to our party-building pogition, and the political importance

of production work. About the only thing we all adgree on right now is that
int of preduction rk must be a permanent reature_gf_%zg;s_mazgn

KX EHBEEXERHXXRERXREXRANEXHX KR BRXABXEELXPXRANEXXRAXWEXKX NRABXXWAY

These four months of attempting to "get production work under way''
have been many things, but most importantly it convinced the fraction
that the problems the organization facesin in not having any on-going
production work is not rooted simply in not providing time and members
to do it. The three of us have this work either as our only area of work
or as the priority over our other areas. In light ot the situation of the
branches work, we felt it would be politically irresponsible to main-
tain this priocrity, without being able to produce anything. We

recommended and the branch accepted that we still exist as a fraction,

without the priority. All franction members are currently assigned to
other areas of work,

Janeen for the fraction



by SV

STO in KGC has a big printing outfit and any number of smart and capable
people with years of experience working in factories. Yet the branch has
proven 1tself incapable of carrying out even the simplest propaganda in the
local working dass, Human and technical resources aren't lacking but theoreti-
cal resources are, Dual consciousness, dual power, and working class self- .
activity are so many alibies forbidding consistent work inthe factories, *. .

Dual Consciousness

"Second, the separation between conflicting worldviews is not a clear
one, and perhaps more important, it is temporary, present only spasmodically
and sporadically in the heat of the struggle. As struggles subside, the
characteristics WX¥¥ which foreshadow the possibility of socialism are gen-
erally submerged..." Towards a Revolutionary Party.

Ttrs well nounce_any scoffing at propaganda and education
in the introduction to this puthmr pamphlet, But the fact is that a formal
decluration can't alter the logic of the position teken in this paragraph,

The logic is that the working class moves in lockstep from periods o helghtened
class struggle into normal periods without any residue in the form of political
differentiation inside the working class. It is the existence of numbers of
workers 1nside each workplace who have drawn some conclusions from past strug-
gles and who maintain a relatively high level of class consciousness and
activity which makes propaganda an effective way of provoking discussion in-
gide the working class even in a time 1like the present.

Leaving aside other obstacles to revolutionary consciousness, past strug-
gles leave an organizational residue as well, in the form of reformist parties,
reformist trade union leaderships, etc. If you imagine that the level of the
class struggle inscribes itself directly on the workers! consclousness without
reference to the whole process of organizational accumulation, degeneration
and recomposition then you threw the tiny matter of encountering and defeating
the reformists and sub-reformists out the window. The results of such a policy
can be seen clearly in Germany inl1918-19 when the reformists shut down a
powerful and growing council movement from the inside and in a few months
engineered the murder of the best leaders of the German far left., Some sort
of initial defeat probably ¥&UX couldn't have been avoided anywsy, But the
far left would have been in a much better position mmmt had it separated itself
organizationally from the reformists and begun a atrugglo against them much
earlier,

Dual Power

"The party combines & clear and critical estimate € social forces and
processes with programs to clarify to the workers the ways in which their own
actions, ideas, and relationships prefigure socialism. In this way the urgency
ofthe revolution aan be transformed from an intellectual conclusion to a matter
of felt need, and the workability of socialism can be changed from a matter
of endless abstract debate to a fact £ experience." TRP

STO ugses the term "dual power" to refer to anything which advances the
organization, autonomy and confiednce of the workers, so far as I can gather,
It does not restrict themeaning of the term to institutions of prolktarian
democracy which have emerged during general strikes, after putsches etc:
soviets, factory councils, the Chilean cordones and so forth, 'In the entire
pamphlet there is not one single mention € the historicsal experience of the work-
ing class with institutions of dual power. !
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A whole series of decisive strategic questions surround the matter of
dual power. In what periods do they emerge? What concrete needs of the strug-
gle for political power do they meet? What arethe demands and slogans neces-
sary to defeat and isolate the reformists within them? What tactics are nec-
essary to get rid of the last constitutionalist prejudices of the people and
jnsure that the new democracy isn't subordinated to parliamentary democracy?
What is the relationship of the new democracy to the insurrection itself?

Of course STO is perfectly free to use the term "dual power" to refer to any-
thing whatsoever, But in using it to describe actions, ideas and relation~
ships which prefigure socilalism, all strategic discussion is turned into a
hopeless muddle,

In any case this attempt to wring a drop of due® power out of every
gtruggle is just a substitute for grappling with the age-old problem of how
to link the day-to-day struggles of the workers with the strugegle for political
power, Instead of attempting to work out a way of bridging the chasm between
the two sorts of struggles, STO simply proclaims that if we look hard enough
welll divine thestruggle for political power in theinnards of this or that
episode in the class struggle. Is it any wonder that a group with this out-
look finds it difficult to carry out propaganda work in a 1lull when what the
cless is doing and what it is mwpmkw capable of doing differ so greatly?

Self-Activity :

"The rewplutionary component-self activity-is manifested on a daily basis
in the process of production...Adherence to 200% production contains elementa
of such an alternative view even as it demonstrates the opposite, The worker
expresses both revolutionary and nonrevolutionary elements," Working Class
Self-Activity, Le Holstein, Urgent Tasks,

This view is of course at odds with theidea of dual consciousness which
appears in the rest of STO literature and even elsewhere in the Holsbein
article, Elswhere it is argued that the worker expresses "revolutionary e XRRrEE"
elements" during periods of sharp class struggle while remaining verbally
gubordinate during normal times., As Gramsci has it this verbal subordination
jen't just so much icing on the cake but a form of domination with real effects.
But Holstein informs us that the "revolutionary elements" can be discerned
not only in periods of struggle and not only in workers who resgist the bosses,
but even in 1lulls and in those lulls even in the behavier or workers who bust
their asses for the greater glory of the stockholders, 'STO is 1like one of
those Christians who finds the portent of the coming of the Savior in every
page of the 01d Testament, "IN fact, in the same day, the same hour or the
same sentence the working class consistently demonstrates this duslity.”

The King is coming! '

This conception of self-activity dounplays the importance of ideclogical
struggle and therefore the importance of day-to-day agitation and propaganda,
It is one thing to argue theexistence of a class instinct and spontaneious
jdeological struggle during normal times. It is something else entirely to
set along side each other "revolutionary and nonrevolutionary elementa™ in
a relations of duality and boewfurs irew therefere essential equivalence and
equilibrium, With this device the fact of the ideological domination of the
bourgeoisgie, resulting finally from its mystery of the division of labor is .
ignored and slighted, This is just as plain a deviation from t . he = * .7
principles of Marxims as anything Hindness and Hirst, Theoretical Review or *
Michel Fourault have yet cooked up. But it is consoling!

Steve Vieux .
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DISCUSSION QUESTIONS

Part 1 - Theory

STO has traditiorally argued that fascism - understood as a move into the
extraordinary by tne bourgeosie - is unlikely in the U.S. because ordinary class
rule/white supremacy has proven adequate. Is this still an accurate assess-
ment? Was it ever an accurate assessment? Does the rise of the right/
Reagan's election indicate changes in the state apparatus?

What is fascism? Is fascism necessarily autonomous of the state? Is the Klan
fascist? Do Third World people in the U.S. live under fascism? What is the
difference between fascism and imperialism? 4

Is there a world crisis of capitalism? Is it apocalyptic?

Does capitalism inherently tend towards fascism? Is fascism capitalism?

Part 2 - Implementation

What is the connection between the anti-abortion/anti-gay and anti-Third
World components of the right-wing? Are they essentially the same movement
with two different rallying points? Does one take precedence over the other?

"Reagan's election forbodes the reversal of gains made by women, Third World
and Gay people in the 60's and represents the consolidation of the Right with
those who would profit from right wing policies. The attacks from the Right on
women and Third World people have come in the form of moves to outlaw
affirmative action programs in employment and education, cutbacks in social
services such as AFDC (welfare), food stamps, children's nutrition programs
and childcare. The movement to deprive women of the right to abortion and
family planning services directly impacts our reproductive and medical rights
as women. In addition, the increased activities of the Ku Klux Klan and the
"Moral" Majority have intensified the challenge from the Right. The Right is
targetting the Lesbian/Gay community, waging a "moral” war in the Bay Area
and proposing capital punishment for homosexuality. The surfacing of the
KKK in the Bay Area and the attacks on Third World people by the KKK
nationwide represent part of the overall right wing trend in this country today.

Thus it is imperative that we build the broadest and deepest political unity
among progressive peoples to meet the challenging times ahead. We hope to
reclaim the importance of International Women's Day...." (Leaflet by Women's
Committee to Celebrate International Women's Day and the Alliance Against
Women's Oppression.)

Do you agree or disagree? What would you say differently?

To what extent do right wing movements such as the Klan and Right to Life
reflect popular dissatisfaction with capitalism? To what extent are they
autonomous and posed against the state? Is their base our base? <)

r—— e '

“

i



*4

*¥

*¥

* %

**

xS

*#

*%*

**

¥* %

¥

s, 1.0 aw e G AN

i | ¢

STO's traditional opposition to the "unite to fight the ultra-right" approach
taken by most of the left usually becomes a position of "main blow against
social democracy." Is this similar to the mistaken Cominterh position taken by
R, Palme Dutt, wh 1 the Communist Party refused to unite with the Social
Democrats as the Nazi's were coming to power?

What is the most decisive terrain for doing anti-fascist work?

SUGGESTED READINGS

"Imperialism in the Silicon Age" by A. Sivanandan, Monthly Review, July-Aug,
1980

Mark of the Beast: Southern Exposure, Summer 1980

Discussion of capitalist crisis, STO Internal Discussion Bulletins #}Kand 18
nFascism in the U.S.?" STO pamphlet, 1976

Fascism: Some Misconceptions" UT #4 and Correspondence, UT #9

Frank Giese's paper on Fascism in UT 11

"On Unconditional Support and Follow Third World Leadership" Editorial in UT
it6

The writings of R. Palme Dutt & Leon Trotsky on Facism

"Work, The Energy Crisis and the Apocalypse" by Midnight Notes Collective.
Try Modern Times.

Letter from Huey Newton and Erica Huggins on Gay Liberation, 1976-71.

Something on the anti-abortion, anti-gay movements; haven't found anything
we like yet.

Bay Area STO
March, 1981



A DARK CLOULYS RISING OFF THE NESERT FLOOR
~Bruce Serrindsteen

SOMIT THOUGHTS OM The: RISE OF THE NEW RIGHTT

I, The Ressan, sdministration rerresents 8 turdismentally different
arrrosch to ?Dliticay“eeonumleb and foreisgn aftasirs. For the first time
in fifty vears Americs has a rresident that doesrn’t believe in the basic
reforms made undgder the New lezl, Even Nixon and Ford never auestioned
the role of the sovevrment in mitidating the groscest sociel ineguities.
The New llesl)l was, accepted bu all Lhe ruling clses ss the rrice that

had to be raid to meintain. bQDlGl tdbillt Kegnesian rumr - priming
wasr mitigsting cconomic downturns through det;v;t grending was seen

~as necesary wmedicine for the economy in timee of trouble., To be

sure Nixonr Ford anid Larbcr were all Fiscesl .conservatives but while
thew tought to stop e eaus;on of the uelfare states thew never

attocked its babju assumwtlong. ~

II. What does thig mesn -  what can we rredict sbout Reedan ‘s rolicies®

Firstr Readgan is not s bad dream. He rerresents the triumeh of the
radical right within the ruling classs The rroverbisl Cowlow triumrhing
over the Yankees. iMore Lmrortantlu; the entire ruling classy including
the Yonkees seosn determlnad to Jupnort his attemst to bring bsck i
unbridled rule of ﬁyer;;a in the wnrld and rule of the caritalists
in Gmerieca. ;

Seconds Resdgan is not crazg, His own intellidence nothwithstanding
his dinhuman rolicies offer the best hore rossible ot restoring
heslth the American caritalism. His mass surrort i4 8lso bssed
on real values held by the madority of white reorle in this socetuy.

111, Concretely what can we exvect in the coming vesrs?T

Reagan’s fore1ﬁn rolicy is bssed on the recodnition that the stratesic
rosition of the lUnited btates relative to the Soviet Union has been steadily
deteriorating for the past %5 uears.. MacArthur was corvect, I war is
inevitable between the US and the USSR the soorer it harrenss the wmore
advantadeous it will be to the US.

Thne left din this, country must reslize that no matter how wwe redard the
Soviet Union the.for919n POIICU of the USSR hac been bssed on the notion
that their swectem wss healthier than the US and that by avoidindg war
Russia would stesdily gain btPBtCSlCdllBo Furthers as the USSR
develored cconomically andg militsrily thew achieved conventional
sureriority in almost 31l the rotentiasl thesters of conflict in the
wordd (with the excertion of Cuba)., HRussis would have little
difficulty overwhelnindg US . and NATO forces in any conventional
war. in Eurores the Middle Edbtr Asia and wrobably wmost of Aftrica.

And Russia’‘s ,ttatQSLC rosition is iwrroving 311 the time. FEven

cotheir madorqdefeats the rupture ot the1r a111ance in Chinar haeen’t

gdiven the US- bbratcjx guwer10r1tu in As1a.,

I ¢




Conseauentlyy if the US is goind to conty ."!F«iﬁ":tw
Soviet Union militarily the US must develore g high ‘technology
arsenal to overcome the Soviet conventional advantoge. nHlso the
US must convince the Soviet Union that Keagan is wjlling to seriously
contemplate psing nuclear wearons to counter Soviel sureriority on
the conventilnal side. . ST S

The left must uwnderstand the motivation of the U8 and the Soviet Union.
No matter how we feel zbout the clacs charscter ot the Soviet state we wmust
understand that the US is the countrs that wonld alpost certainly start
3 ruclear contlict. First the US is woaker conventignally and will
rnot be able to defend its Eurasisn ard Africoan interests conventionally
and second the US and USSR both rerceive continyed reace to lead to
continued decline of Americs’s intluence znd eventusl triumrh for
Russia.

The Russians rrobasbly would rnot initiste a world war because
thew werceive their cause &5 wirming and in the event of a limited war
thew could srrevail as long 8s nuclear wespons waren’t used.

This 211 means that Reasan’s reorle are serious about confronting '
the Soviet Umion. 1 believe theu will learr trom the failures of Vietnam \
and will not det involved in & conflict reauiving the rermanent :
presence of hunidreds of thousands of troors. Rather thew will :
develore 8 rolicuy of surrort for comprador redimes and the orbion of !
usind a rarid derloument force surrovted by 3 beetfed ur navy and }
a)ir toarce. |

It is no accident that a member of the national security council '
stated last week that not onlw it detente deadr but wer between the \
US and the USSK is inevitabley unless Russia sdorts a8 caritalistic
susteme Even if the denials from the White House and the state
derartment are to be believed the urdeniable toct is that this member
of the National Security Council tfelt that such 8 rublic
statement was arprorriste at this time. It is clear thst sowme dark
discussions are occuring on the NSC these dsdwv.

So I am certsin that Reagan’s advisore reallu believe that the UE has
to g0 an the offensive against the Soviet Umion nowr before the stratedic
bolance shifts further. The rroblem is thew must rresare the Amarican
reorle and the American militery for this task. Thew want to eavoid
a Vietnam stele war with hondreds of thoussnds of treors stationed
virtuslle rermanently in 8 war with no end. Conseauentlus the aoministration
will try to relw on right wing comerador and mercenary foreces in the third
world as much as rossible. 1P direct US military intervention is needed I
expect thes will truy to develore 3 bleitzlkreig ture ortion ¢ the raeid
depiouwnent ftorce backed bw a3 beefed up air force and nave)d.

Concreteluws 1 think the administration is now lavindg the groungwork tor
militarye getion sgsinst Cubs. 1he Soviet Union is stratedicalls exrosed
there and cannot defend Cubs short of ruclear war and Resdgan m3y be willind
to risk 5 roscible Soviet move in Rerlin or the Middle East. Certainly

Cuba has wmuch more stratedic signiticance than Berlin.

There sre many rolitical and straotedgic factors that will tend to make
it difficult for Resdgan to invade Cubs. Alsor deteatindg the Russians,
is onme thindg but setting ur o dovernment in Cuba that could rule without
involving the US in 8 continous military oreration to rrop it ur ie
rot likeluy at this time. Howevers 1 ain comvinced that if the administration
decided to make 8 massive military intervention in El Salvadors ov arnvwhere
else in Latin Americsr it will mseke Cubs a8 rrime tardget, ‘QJ
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: So while an invasion is unlikely & blocksde is verw possible and
would be difficult for the Kuscisns to resrond to.  The roint is
we can exrect the US to adort sn zdressive foredidn rolicy andg
as the leaders of Amervics realize thew are losind the comretition

ith the Soviet Union thew will become increasingly more desparate,

On the Domestic scene Resgaen signifies a bresk with the welfare-

- statism that has characterized Americsn domestic rolicy of the rost

fitty wesrs., The surrly siders truly envision g society without

signiticant welfare SUPFOTLR. o o

The roint here is that these cconomic rolicies are 2 raotional

resronse to the failure of libaralisme. 1n the past the left rointed
out the limitations of welfsre ae being a stor gsr messure that didn’t
desl with the furndermental sroblems of unemlovment and reriodic
crigses in rroduction. In fact US rroductivity has been fallins and
more and more reorle have come to relv on rublic sscistance as a
waw of life. On the other cide of the coin artificisl restraints
on ceritalismy such as minimun wase really do contribute to unemnrlowment .
There is an unlimitesd demarud for L1abor at zero wades and it caritslists
were free to offer reorle $%,00 or even $1,00 sn hour and there was
no Public assistance availabler then reorle would be forced to work.,
These ore the doals I thinmk KResdgasn is working toward economically!

1. Dismantling the welfare sustem as we krnow it, I+ the ftederal
government sters out of sthe welfare rrocess state governenmsrnts will
he very tight with welfare ravments since recirients will migrate to
the wmore libera) staotes. This will create rolitical rressure on
stete ofticiels to comrete to have the most tight fistes sustem.

&. Ending or ceverely reducing minimin wages. Endendering s rlethors
of subsistence Jdobs in rrivote industry snd rroviding no ortions for reorle
who retuse to zeccerl them.

3+ Radically redifining the level of subsistence society will dusrantes |
its members., The rew desl moved Anerics “far From the Malthusian |
Frincirle of bare subsistence. As insdeacuste as our welfare Programs

are thew rrovide more social security for roor reorle than existed

betore the new deal.

4. Ending the doverrments committment to educstion and manw other
services, Citizens will be exrected to rurchase educations for their
childrens Manw rerublicsns reslize that as more reorle become
economicelly mardinslizedsy thew will not need 8 high school education.
You doin‘t need twelve ueare of schooling to work at Mclonalds for
$1.85 an hour,

We can 8lso exrect reworkins concert of sid for senior citizens,
It is incressingly rorulasr to sdvocate holding the line on s0eial
security taxes bw increasing the retirenent sde.

s HRaicing the szlaries in the military gnd forcind reorle into the
militsry. This mav not rrimarily entail s draft.

The militsry is suffering from o lack of skilled persornel and
‘,Ellinﬁ the rarks with the dredgs of society is not Resdan’s ides of solvindg
the rroblem, Instesd we can exrect tinancial sid to collede students to be
radically cut and many students will fing that the only way to finsnce a
collese education will be to sign on for four wvears in the military in
exchande for collede benefits, We se2 the bedinnings of this rolicy
already, - Gb'



Y,

These rolicies wll obviously creste the need for vactilu incressed law
entorcements both increased rersonnel and materinl andgd 2 much stricter
eriminsel code.

Readan’s administration will work to mske abortion illedal althoush it
will try to sublly dersil the Risht to Life Ammendment tor reasons I\
will do0 into later.,

As with Reagsns foreidgm rolicys these domestic rolicies are g rational
resronse to the decaving American rositionm in the world, Once the
wialthiest country in the world the US has slirred to tenth in terms of
Frer carita income sind eproductivitu continues to decline. The New leasl
was based on the acsunertion of a basically rroductive masdoritu beirng
taxed to suerprt the ron-rroductive minaritus. _As US dimeerialicm declines
and a3s the noprmal levels of urnenelowment increase and living standerds continue
ti fall it becomes harder for roliticiasns to Justity lorse outlavs of
tedes towsrd public sssistonce, Besdan bas_ corereetly read the signals /

From white reorle in this countrw znd haes rrorosed s »rodram that has
sen% the bankrurted liberals scurrying for cover. ‘

IV, Resdan’s rolls dive him the lowest rating ot any.new rresident in
recent historw. Almost S0% of the voters didn‘t vote in November.
fren’t these hesrtening sisgsns? - '

The arathy at the rolls rerresents disenchantment with the basgically
continuous LIRERAL dgovernment of the rest fifty vears, While the
madority of Americsns sre rnot conservativess the rignt wing movements I
amonz white reorle are incredibley strondger snd have much drester mass {
surrort than snwthing the lett has been asble to do with white peorle, Anw i
obdective reading of the growth rotentisl of the Morel Madority versus /-
the RCP would have to conclude that while white reorle are enterindg i
a8 state of ideolosical tluxr the Si8Rs seem to rortend s move to the right
much more than 3 move to the left.

. About Resdan’s rorularityy rossibly tor the first time in the history
ot the Rerublic Americsns have an ideoloduye for rresident. nlil
Frevious rresidente have attemsrted to arresl to a brosd consensus
turically sroducing hish roll ratings early in their sdministrstion
arnd lower ratings as thew filled out their terme Readgan hss
totally written off brosd sections of the rorulation. He owes
no politicsl debt to third world reorles he does not exrept Lo win anw
of the decawinsg industriasl centers. He cares not & whit sbout surrort
from ordanized labor, The teamsters have been slavish in their sttemsts
to form some sort of sccomadstions but Reedan hass asteadfastly refused
to recognize their unflagding suerrort in any of his zeprointments.

The Reesan adninistration understands that his surrort is basicislly
ideolodical and his main roliticsl zim is pot to win the center but to koeer
the radical right from withdrowing its surrort from his sdministrotions
as Jerry Falwell and others have hintes. This is 8 significant derarture
trom wrevious administrations.

The Readan administration is deliberstelyu attemrting to rolarize the 1
national rolitical ricture. Thew have seecerted that as the price ’
of carrving out an ideolodical PrOST S,
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V. loes this mean the radical right hss taken over the dovernment?
Hardluy. While it is necessary to recodnize that Resdern rerresents o
undasmental bresk with the governing philosorhe of the paest fifty uwears
ne is not the candidate of the radicsl risiht, Rather he rerresents the
most right wing elements in the ruling clacss, :

He thesis is that economicsllyr Americe ic in o crisis in meny waws
ditfterernt from the 193075,

One difterence ic that the wherewithal to have 8 new deal ture solution
is not available, aAmerics’s declining economic hedemony and declining
mroductivity maskes 3 welfare state increasingly harder to maintain, Maeinlus l
we are witnessing o redistribution of the worlds weaslths but 8lso we are %
harvestind the fruits of fifty uears of weintasirning a sociely with increasingly
larde rmbers of adults beind non-rroductive. :

Like the 1930‘s the ruling class rerceives s threat to stability and
is resigning itselt to rsdicalluy zlterving the sustem to mlacate that
threat. But thst threst is not coming from the CIOs the unemrlovwed leasgues
or the Communist Partuy, The ruling cless is frightened bw the meteoric rise
of the radical right., 7The righlt to life movements and the Morsl MsasJorityy
even more than the KlansMinubtemen sng their ilk rerresent o rolential
Phlandgist movement in America and arve not tasken lightly by the. elite,
The left has nothing comrsrable to these mass movements amond white
~eorle snd obdectively it seems that the right has 3 drester grouth

rotential at this roint. R e i l

These rroto-tfascist movements are led by peorle who have never |
.ad the resronsibility of being & rart of the sctusl rulindg clase ‘
and conseauently have develored none of the restraints that the
actusl rower brokers have leasrned.

For exameler there is 8 resl chance that the Right to Life
fmmendment will be rassed over the obdections of rulind class
conservatives due to strond roruler susrort. This smmencment would
o much turther than outlawing abortion. It would definec sbortion as
murder, It would be the wost radical change inm the roliticsl life
of Americs since emanciration of the slaves. There is no way
society could remsin stable if hundreds of thoussnds and rOossibly
willions of women angd doctors sre wmade into felonsy not only
telons but felons in 8 carital crime.

It is for this reasson thsat the most conservatives menhers of the goverrment '
are turiouslu working to tind 5 way to outlaw abortion within the
Judicial process. The ruling class rerceives the social cost of the right
to life ammendment sc being too wuch to bear. The fact thst this
ammendnent misht rass over the practicelly united orrosition bw the
ruling class indicstes the extent to which they ore losing conrtrol
of events in America,

The Right to Life smmendment is mot the only threst to the rulind class
from the right. While business surrorted Frorosition 13 irm Californier it
was not oridinated bw the corrorste communitw,. And almost all of the rulin
r)ass Joined in orrposing the follow ur measure.  Not becsuse thew tavor
Righer taxesr but because thew understand that wou can’t run a
sovernement with nothing but a rolice force. Yet this rrorosition
got over 40X ot the vote and was geriously in dander of Fassing.
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The straotedw of the radical right hse been to #o to the drass roots.
The stratedw of the ruling class hss been to try Lo rlacate the
right by wusing the Judicial branch of the dovernment as a checlk on
rorFular excesses that could lesd to social instabilituye. 1t is
for thic reasons that Ressan snd other conservatives asre bruindg to ) e
rut a demrer on the calls for constitutionsl ammendnents. \

S0 ass Resctionsrwy as Resdan is he ig still rerresenting rpart of the rulindg
class amd he is attemptins to co-ort the radical right in much the same waw
Roosevelt attacked the mass base of the left.

Very simply ruts the rolicies advorsted bw the likes of Jobn Erisgs
el Jarvise Jerry Farwell would at the very least lead to 8 tasciwnt ¥
solice state if not to outright civil war,

J{, 80 if Reassgaen doesn’t rerresent the radicasl righty who does?

There is a real rotentisl ftor fascism in the coming uears. In
311 liklihoods it Resgan’s rolicies sre reveeived as fFailing the white
reorle who surrorted him will move further risht. i

I believe Jorry Farwell is the most danderous man in Americs. The
Moral Madority is 3 rroto-fascist movement -that doesn’t carry the stidns i
that still sccomeranies the Nazi‘s and the Klsn in mens ratriotic cirecles. i

The Moral Madorilty andgd other right wing grours have made it clear that
their surprort for KReadan iec conditionsl. It the American societw continues
to decsuy under Reasgsns as 1 believe it srobably wills these grours have
the caracity and will to Torm an effective force that if rnot let into the ruling
class could d%btdblll"e the sovernment. :

1 usnt to and the rarwpll the 1nd1v1dua1 is not the ﬁroblvm. His
movement hss real rootsy dees in the sseirvations and world view of
millions of white sricans and that there sre manw Pasciste who could
rerlace him or surplant him in the coming wears,

8a a5 bad ss Reason isy the worst is uvet to come,

VII. What about the workers® | b

The outlool is not dood for the roliticsl develorenant of. white reorle
at this time., pE— s

The common wisdom on the left is that hard times terad Lo move reorle \

to the left. This ic felses, Hard Ltimes terdd to create ideolodgicasl \ fffr

Fluxs but the prevalent direction of that flux derends uron the weterial n ]

and ideological condition of the societwy. ]
The white workers rmeed to make 8 tundsmentesl bresk with their

bourdeosis ideolodw if there is to be 2 rrogressive a2ltervnative for them.

The left has masde 3 horrible mistake in attemeting to tell reorle
what thew want to hear instead of the truth, The truth is 8 few vyeasrs
350 the US had the highest rer carita income in the world, Today
Americe is mumber 10 andgd still falling, The truth is that while
0il comrariies are dHouginds the rrice of fuel is doing ur becduse
ot increasindg demsrud in the world and decressind surrlies.
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For decades America had chear enerdgus  we still paew much less Lhan
ost of the world thoush rowerful cconovmic forces asre acting to
eaualize those levels.

The truth ie thsat the world camnol surrort the American stule of
living anwy more. There are countries in the world where rer corits
energy consumetion is less than one half of one rercent (0.005)
of what it is in the US, U8 enesrsy consumetion is H0 to 100
times greater rer carita than most severels underdevelored
countries. Cenada is the only country in the world where
enerdy consumrtion ic more than hslt that of the US.

V}:\ The truth is that the single fomilw tract house in the suburbs
can only exist under caritialism. Such an irrvetional solution
to housing reorle can only be made & reaslity for an xncreabanIB small
minority of the world’‘s four billion reorle.

The truth is that the American standsard of 11v1|q has not been
Froduced bw the hish eroductivity of Americanss but rather bw an uneaual
exchandge of doods znd labor. This ineauality has been enforced by Americsen |
force manitested in militaryey roliticsl srgd ecoromic srheres. ‘this
hegsemony is beins incressingly challanded by develoring countriess
soeialist comtries and even comreting caritalist countries,

j The truth is that inftlation is not meainly caused.bu corrorate |
4veed or military srending, It is mainly csused by 8 gradual chanse

/bf the distribution of the worlds wealth reflecting a change in the rower
Lrv]ab;onshlnb resulting from the decline ot Americs,

The truth ie that the militsry is not nonerroductiver ss the left
likes to clazim. Every ridht winder krnows thset the ungausl distribotion
of the world’s weslth cen onlv be wmsinteined bw American militarw
surerioritu.

~

If wou want 2 house in the suburbss 3 two cor dersdger an all .
white neighborhoodr chesar enerdy and incressindg rurchading rowery vour . |
best bet of obtaining thie is bw supprorting 8 strong military and
returning Americas to its rosition of surremscy in the world. 1t
is rmot imrortant that only a8 minority of white reorle gelt the
house in the suburbs. The imrortant Lthing is that the madority
ASFIRE to it and blame themselves if thew ftail. f

Having srent 8 decade working in construction I have seen firsthand
the eftects of this ideolods smons#t construction workers. Mowt
whites 1 worked with were very clisss conscious, Thew understood
their own orrressions thew even understood black oprpressions They
also condoned the sustem beczuse thew asrired to become the orrressor.
Even thousgh marny would not make its thew z3ll felt that thes had the chance
to make 8 dood livind ang if a3 white worker lost his Jdob . while others kept
workinds internally he would often blame himself. Theu also understood
the imeortance ot msintsining caritslist interests oversess to rrotect
their only shot at the dgood life at home. None of these duws rersonally
wanted to g0 to wars but thew were totally willing to tight the wars
assuming reorle voundger than them would be called to d€o. .

G
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1 say oll this becsuse the left has to understaud thet the rrosrams
of Reaszn are s rationsl resronse of the rulind classg o the deteriorating

situation for the US in the world, Thew aslgo reslize that we -are reachind
the limits of weltare statism. ro !

—

Readgn’s rolicies rerresent the best decrerate gapble of America’s
ruling clascs to reverse the historical trends of the tweniieth centuru, n
I Eﬁ?ﬁE*?T‘iﬁ OnTivkeTgy bt rnot imrossible that thew will succeed. I
I was fighting to urhold the ruling cless I woyld surrort s gtratedy
similar to Readan’s.

VIil. If Readen’s rolicies will probably f3ilr why don’t the white
. . ” ——————
workers surrort 8 rrogressive alternative?

Even it Readan succeeds in srresting the decline of US ineerialism,
Americans will look forward to 8 fallindg stondasrd of living. The
kLew in that under ceritaliem white reorle have 3 CHANCE at dettindg
the house in the suburbs. Under socialism that will be an inrFpssibilits.

There must be a cultursl revolution swond white reorle if there is
to be a mass movement for social chanse surrorted by whites. We B8s
cocizlists believe that life will be better with 168% consumer So0dss
with co-orerative housing rerlacing single femily dwellinders with
rublic trensrortation rerlacing reliance on the rrivate cars that
a co-orerastive society is more meaningtul than 8 competitive societu, |

Unfortunatels, most white reor] n‘t share these values.
The roscibilitu of rreserving the middle class dream ¢or the wadorityg
of Americsns only exicsts in 2 resurgence of imverislism.

For the lett to m: paduway 3t in
to eritiaque the ideologu ot the white working class. To sttemst
to Gfisme the coritalists for the falling standard of living is
suicidal becouse reorle are not fools. Thew ynderstand the role of
US hegemony in waintaing living standsrds hergs ‘

& have

I believe many of us will have to resurvrvect dghosts from our hirrie pasts
and reslize that tor 511 its shortcomings there wss & culiursl novement
amons hundreds of thousands qLJuuuénggglg 3 docade ago that sttemrted
to OrFroSe 3 War s oprose consumerism and affivw co-prerstion, Adnittedly,
this was not msinly a3 working class movement but 1 suseent their are |
imrortant lecsons to be learned from an analysis of the 60’s vouth
culture by the 80w left. }

For the left to be relevent to the 80’s we must see the 70’s as 3
decade of Pailure snd learm from our mistakes. The seventies saw the
demise of left wing mass movements that offected willions of
white Americans asnd the subscauent rice of the radical right, The \
seventies were 3 reriod where those leftints who sttewrted to organize
the_ﬂbiig#ggnuinagglggg#usre~attemwtin§»to win shovt herm victories.
ordanizing coucuses and the like. This coucus activity ceme at the exrense
of doind 3 critiaue of ruling class ideolosy in the workindg class, _
Feorle instead orrorvtunisticd ceerted tl aterialism _of white I

reorle., We are nowr 1 it isolation and growing irrelevance to the
~courte of cventsy sowing the harvest of that orrortunism,
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Paradoxicellys the only chance the white left has of masking
3

revolution in America comes it we break wi american chauvinism and start

geerind the revolution as a rhenonenon involving 4 billion reorle and
rnot 200 million. We must realizey 3s manw of us did over 8 decade sdos
the the revolution is hasrening in the world snd that white Americans
will be smong the last reorle to Join en masse. HMore then thatrs

and tragicsllyr white reorle maw decide to go down with the bhourdeosie
much as the Cerman reorle surrorted the tascists, It is late and I

am not sure that the white left will be able fo suceeed in the face

of the rightward trernd of the coming vears. [ cari only hore so0.

I repesty it there ic not 8 cultural revolution» white reorle will

move fturther to the right. PBehind Readan looms the srentre of the real
tanciats,
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DISCIPLINE originally adopted at COE,: 1976, mfi_med. at 1977 GMM

A. General
We adhere to the general Leninist framewnxk of democratic centralism -
minority bound by majority decision, lower bodies bound by higher bodies.
Except for specific agreed upon actions, freedom of discussion should
hold, both externally and internally, congistent with security.
The right of minorities to question and qriticize on any points should
be promted, with the understanding that majqnity rules » and all
members are bound to implement all decisians. -

B, Specific

The following modifications are dictated hy the particular circumstances
of our organization, i.e. we are in a payty-buyilding period and are small:
1. Priority should be placed on clarific&tion pf differences.

2. Conslstent minorities on basic points: of. Qstlmate apnd strategy should
be excluded from the organization,

Spouse Policy adopted July.3i, 1977 CG

Spouses (narrowly defined, not to involve a licemse, but to include only peo-
ple in close relationships over a period of time with STO members) should be
able to attend STO meetings, consistent with our policy of attempting to

draw spouses closer to the organization. Other non-members, however, should
not attend meetings unless specifically invited and ghould not be invited except
for specific, limited reasons.

Spouses should not be barred from meetings if they uish to attend, solely be-
cause they have resisted joining STO for a long time

This policy includes "for members only" 1tama un;eaa cherwise deslgnated.

Resolution on Third World Recruiting &doptqd ;976

1. We believe that a multi-national communist party is eaaential to revolution T B

in America.

2., The main path to the achievement of such a pﬂrty lies through mergexr of
Marxist-Leninist groups in Third W orld and npite communities, each with
an independent history and base.

3. This does not mean denying the possibility qr desirability of recruiting
Third World people to what is, at present, easentially a white organiza~
tion. It does mean that any such recruiting be done with a view toward
strengthening, rather than undermining, any autonomous revolutionary for-
mations which exist or may develop among Third World peorle.

k., Given our decision to undertake active recrulting, we resolve to pursue
this policy among all people, Third World and white, recognizing the prin-

i-lelple of autonomy of Third World individuals and groups within the Marxist-
Leninlst organization on all questions of concern to their communities.

5. The means of implementing this principle, as well as the means of involving

i the entire collective in making all political decisions, including those
which affect Third World struggles, will have {0 be worked out as we gain

more experience.
0




(¥ FROM _THIE CC Jan. 1979

STO dues are 6% of a months gross pay or ten hours gross.

The policy of the organization is that anyone 4 or more months in arrears is
automatically suspended.

Branches send in 75% of their dues revenue to the center, individuals are to
send all. Two people may constitute a branch for financial purposes however
if they do they will be expected to maintain the rest in a local treasury that
must be accounted for and available to be called on nationally as well as lo-
cally. We want financial reports from the branches for the GMM and from in-
dividuals where they or we deen necessary.

Loecal treasuries and individuals often spend more than their dues (additional
assessments are usually voluntary). On the one hand, we expect members to put
significant demands on both their money and their time, on the other hand, '
members experiencing financial hardship should feel that they can call on the
local and national treasuries to aid their political work. Individual ex-
ceptions can and are made. ' '

STO's ADOPTED POSITION ON LEGAL/ILLEGAL WORK May 1977

1, The strength of U.S. capitalism consists primarily in bourgeoise cultural
and ideological domination of the peoples and class which are potentially revo-
lutionary. The state apparatus (military and police power) are not the imme-
diate and over-riding obstacles that they are in other societles. This gen-
eral estimate is extremely important in setting strateglc prlorities. o

2. It is a maxim of Leninist organization that the party must function legally
and illegally - openly and secretly. Even in countries with an established
tradition of bourgeoise democracy, no major mass upsurge can develop wlthout
both breaking with capitalist legality and developing forms of protection'
against state attempts at repression and supression. . S

3, Our work in the present period is facilitated by the ability to function
openly and legally. This is an advantage which we will not sacrifice 1ight1y'i
and certainly not abandon voluntarily. ) ' - :

Iy, The anti-imperialist movement throughout the world relies heavily on under-
ground organizations. Though such forms of struggle in this country are not in
accord with our current priorities, we recognize that they can play an important
and useful role. In addition, we recognize that the political conditions among
oppressed peoples within this country do not afford nearly the opportunity for
legal struggle which is present generally.

5. The use of military tactics in non-revolutionary conditions is an important
reality in the world revolutionary movement. We do not agree with those who use
Lenin's well known criticisms of "terrorism" as the basis for evaluating such
tactics, and we certainly have no principled opposition to them. Of course, in
an area of work where mistakes can be so extremely costly, a sober appralsal of
political risks and consequences is particularly vital.

1\
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PARTY BUILDING THESIS, ADOPTED AT GMM 5/14/77

This is a party-building period. Every aspect of our work - internal, ex-
ternal, mass and left - should be considered within this framework.
Specifically:

1. STO placeas a priority on the elaboration of a correcl slralegy Lor
revolution in the US, and the development of that strategy into a
political tendency which is a major force on the left. Our capaci-
ties and liabilities fit this task well.

2. ST0 recognizes that the major organizational impetus toward the or-
ganization of a revolutionary vanguard will come from oppressed na-
tions and peoples and we should give all possible assistance in this
direction.

No actual or potential area of mass work has a validity independent of

these tasks.

AUTONOMY FOR WOMEN IN STO ADOPTED 1977

All women in STO will compose the Women's Wing (WW). This body has the
authority to meet separately and elect its leadership the Women's Commis-
sion (WCK. The WW and WC have 5 areas of authoritys 1) To oversee the
development of theory on the question of male supremacy; 2) to deal with
male supremacy as it exists and is a debilitating problem in STO; 3) to
pursue an active interest in the women's movement; 4) to facilitate the
development of women in STO; 5) to implement a program of aggressive work
on reproductive rights - including abortion rights, sterilization abuse and
women's control over their bodies.

Autonomy for women in STO is tactical autonomy. The WW and WC are bound
to make tactical decisions within the general political line of STO. The
WW and WC has no strategic authority and cannot discipline its members.

Women have the right to vote on issues affecting women. When there is
a.egonflict on determining what a women's issue is, the organization as a
whole decides.

.
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OUTLINE HISTORY QF STO

In order to understand the history of STO it is necessary to know
something about SDS and the various currents within it. In a plece of this
length it is not possible to go into this (there is a useful article by
Jim O'Brien called Beyond Reminiscence: The New Left in History, published
in Radical America, July-August 1972) but several points should be made
here: first, that the history of the New Left and SDS in particular is
a history of radicalization of a large and largely spontaneous student
movemeny under the impact of the growing black movement of the 1960's;
second, that in the last year of SDS there arose three broad tendencies:
(a) a "pro-working class" terdency that discounted and even opposed the
progressive content of the black movement and national liberation
generally (this was represented by the so-called Worker-Student Alliance
headed by the Progressive Labor Party); L) a "third worldist" tendency
that wrote off the U.S. working class (except for its black section) as
bought off (this developed into the Weather Underground and later into
Prairie Fire and May 19th); and (¢) a third rendency, called the
Revolutionary Youth Movement and later R.Y.M. II, that attempted to
work out a line of support for the black movement and national 1iberation
from a working class standpoint. It was this third tendency, which
included present STO members Marilyn K. and Noel (as well as some others
such as Mike :Klonsky, Slim Coleman and Bob Avakian) and which was given
distinctive definition by some of Noel's writings, in particular The
White Blindspot (1967),that provided the principal spurce for STO.

In the fall of 1969, following the explosion that shattered SDS
into at least three parts, a group of people who had been active in
community, high school, industrial,:  student and defense work in Chicago
in the late 1960's began to meet together to analyse what had happened
and what to do next. That group included Carole T., who had been active
in New Politics and the Conmspiracy Seven, and Don, who had recently
moved to Chicago from the west coast and had been a leader of a Left
current within the CP, based mainly among youth, and who had maintained
ties with R.Y.M. people over the previous few years. Around Christmas
of 1969 the ten or so people who had been taking part in those meetings
agreed to form a collective and begin common work, as the only way to
test and develop their agreement, which at that time took shape around
three points: 1;9 t ite-skin privilege thesis; (b) the need to do
production work and, within that work, implement an extra-union policy:
and (c) the need for a Marxist-Leninist party. TImplicit was the view
that the way to build a party was to function like one, as much as
possible, where the group existed. Fairly shortly was added another
area of agreement: the notion of hegemony and dual conscilousness, which
was brought into the group mainly by Don. The Preface to Workplace
Papers is accurate when it says that the main influences on the young
STO were the experiences of the IWW and more recently the League of
Revolutionary Black Workers, the French General Strike of May '68 and
the Ttalian "Hot Autumn" of 1969, and the writings of W.E.B. DuBois,
Gramsci and C.L.R. James,

Dot o

For the first several months of the group's existence, all members
met together. Afterwards, they elected an executive committee, whose
functions consisted at first of planning group meetings and handling
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practical details between meetings. Sqon ;ha. pegp f ' 1; neceasary

to divide into two branches, based on areas, qs g P ﬁhus 1t formed
a production branch and a community- defensg brgzgg £H&¢the beginning

all women in the organization met together: r -X‘QQ* iﬁcqaa problems
of work among women In general and withia 5_ :gﬁ;‘ &LBQ organized
el
g fy
fafntt g |

its first educational, a weekend course of - be

STO's first involvement as a graup in
a semi-illegal newsletter at Internatipna}
part of an unsuccessful struggle to fight
and the asuccessful battle to win the frlad
on a murder charge, which was accompliﬁhed} 1 *nhq:pt'qpizatton of
his family, friends and neighbors in ‘a Has§' cgppd ﬂﬁ; “bi bahalf, At
this time the group had about 14 membersg, #nd’: ﬂﬁﬁé#;rok to publish its
first mass newspaper, which was a single ip; nd Rosges, directed
towards working class women. At a review-p *ﬁoik aqpk;ns held at the
end of 1970, the group agreed that its main ggcnhpliQhMbntﬂ during the
first year were the establishment of interpal disciplfne, developuent of

the ability to agree upon a line, carry it qut ang’ cp;lacgively evaluate
.the results, and the conducting of interna} e&qutiop.

important in giving it cohesion.
' ;gu£ ‘shutdown,

_-ﬂ q\ yduth framed-

1971 saw a rapid numerical expansion af STD, and a}ao an expansion
into new areas of work. As part of our efforts to davglop relations with
the Black Workers Congress, one of the sucecegsors to the League of
Revolutionary Black Workers, we sent several peaple 1ntq ‘the steel mills,
which in turn brought new contacts and made possible additional recruiting.
We sent people into Stewart Warner, where they began'Téls Back, establishing
a presence for our politics that continues up to the present day. We
expanded our work to other IH plants, into geveral hoepitals, to Motorola
and other plants in the western suburbs, and elsewhere. We also recruited
a collective of people doing military otganizing, as well aa several lawyers,

For the first year of its existence STO Eollowed a policy of
.deliberate self-isolation from the Left. By 1971 it felt gufficlently
self-confident to take the first steps to reach out to ather groups to
develop a common tendency. The first efforts along this line were the
publication of a special newspaper, aimed at the steel induatry, ‘together
with groups similar to STO in Detroit and Buffalo. Later in the year,
at the founding convention of N.A.M., STO people established contact with
workplace organizing groups in Kansas City and: Cleveland and later, through
them, with groups in St. Louis and Danville, Iliinqis, Through other
channels, STO learned of and established contaet with: groupe in Denver,
Portland, Los Angeles, Louisville, Philadelphias, Bqatqp and New York (where
we had in fact stimulated the formation of- thﬁ gruup)

During 1971 and the first half of 19?2 wb puh!iﬁhed our first two
strategy position papers, Call to Organize gngd rds a Revolutionary
Party, both of which gained some attention. natiqn 1y, and the first two
issues of a mass workers' peper, The Inaut ent’  addition to the

two papers mentioned earlier. By unmey ' he wmemberghip stood
at about 30, consisting of 3 Latin Americans. the vest 'white. Slightly
less than half were female. The median age ﬂl!fﬂﬁ. with @ ‘low of 20 and
a high of 40+. About 80%Z had at least. qnexyear‘ﬂf qpquapt ¢xperignce

.




prior to contact with STO. About 907 had some education beyond high school.
About two-thirds were working in workplace situations estimated to have
organizing potential., There were three branches, each organized around a
geographical area and responsible for work in industry, community and
schools within that area. In addition, there were several committees

which cut across branch lines and were responsible for particular areas

of work, for example, internal education, the Insurgent Worker, etc.

By the summer of 1972 STO felt ready to take the imitiative in
calling a national conference of local collectives that had developed
in various cities along work lines (although not necessarily political
lines) similar to our own. That conference met at Loveland, near
Grailville, Ohio on Labor Day weekend, 1972, and was attended by about
200 people - all, with one exception, part of local collectives. To give
some idea of the diversity, included among those in attendance were the-
groups that were later to become the leadership of the CWP and the OCIC,
as well as some who were later to take up Wages for Housework, PUL, the
CLP, or were to go into the IS. Following that conference, STO decided,
after controversy, that the conference as a whole was too broad to gustain
itself as a tendency and to focus our attention on those groups with whom
we shared the closest political agreement (K.C., st. Louis, N.Y.) and
to pursue relations with them largely through coordinated projects in
common areas of mass work; essentially, this amounted to a decision not
to engage in tendency building. Out of that process, however, emerged
the Federation of Marxist-Leninist Collectives, which included, in
addition to the groups in K.C., St. Louls, Danville and N.Y., new groups
in Boston (brought in by N.Y.) and in Quad Cities, Iowa, whom we had
learned of through one of our recruits out of the steel work in Gary.

For the first six months of 1973 STO continued to grow, reaching
40 members and adding one new branch. It was perhaps the major Left %
organization in the area after the CP, was in contact with virtually '
every development in workplace struggles, and had great prestige among
the uncommitted Left.

In an earlier history written for the Grailville conference it is
stated: "The people who began STO by no means had worked out unified
positions on all political questions, or even the most important, although
they did know each other well enough to feel fairly close. They agreed
to work toward this unity through continuing discussion of theory and
evaluation of experience. In the meantime, they would make decisions,
by majority vote if necessary, only on matters involving immediate steps
to be taken. People joined the group based on a willingness to work in
this way, with the understanding that if a decision was made which a
person disagreed with and considered too important to go along with, that
person would be free to leave the group.

"We have followed this policy since, of refusing to impose discipline
on matters of theory and fighting for discipline on matters of practige. It
is one reason why we have managed to survive for almost three years without
a split.... There is no guarantee that splits will not occur in the future,
but we do believe that this policy of making decisions only on practical
questions increases the likelihood that, i1f they do occur, they will take
place along principled lines comprehensible to all concerned."

1S
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Slightly more than one year after the ahove words were written, STO
underwent its first split, the so-called "Crisis'" split, named after the
paper presented by the group. Led by Mike Goldfield and Mel Rothernberg,
the group of eleven people charged that the line of STO was anti-Leninist,
that the notion of the "seeds of socialism" inherent in the spontaneaus
movement was a syndicalist deviation, and called for a line closer to
traditional Leninism of the What Is To Be Done? variety. Six months later,
another grouping, called the "Balloon," also after the name of their paper,
split from the opposite direction, .charging STO with being dogmatically
Leninist, and called for the dissolution of the organization into a
federation of autonomous work groups. On the heels of the second split,
others left with particular grievances that their areas of work had been
neglected, or that the leadership was bureaucratic, or simply out of
demoralization.

Inside of about eight months, STO had lost 80% of its membership [
and nearly all its production work. Those who . remained came to the
opinion that, while the refusal to discipline members o#i questions of
theory had been correct, it had served to paper over exigting differences
by discouraging debate on fundamentals. Thereafter it was resolved to
attempt always to bring out the implications of different proposals, to
debate them fully and clarify their meaqing, while still ipsisting on
unity only on matters of activity.

A second reason for the massive hemorrhaging of members was
the general demoralization of the period. It had been STO's estimate,
coming out of the 60's, that the coming years would see an upsurge of
movement in the working class. People went into industrial concentrations
with that expectation in mind; when it didn't take place they became
demoralized and began to question their commitment, 1f not to politics
in general, to the rather rigorous demands of a disciplined organization.
Out of that experience and the reevaluation of the period to which we
were forced by our losses grew the beginnings of the present notion of
the "lull," a period of relatively, though uneven, quiescence of the
struggle, which imposed different tasks on the Marxista.

One of the shifts brought about by STO's reevaluation of its work
was a decision to turn its attention more definitely towards efforts to

coalesce a tendency in the Left. Key to this effort was a turning of

attention to the Federation, which STO began to take more seriously than
it had earlier.

Instead of continu ing with its earlier orientation of seeking unity
through common mass work, STO began the conscious process of seeking
areas of political agrement in the Federation. The first battle there
came up over the path to unity. STO argued that the only way to discaver
and test agreement was to_develop organizational unity apace with political
agreement. It argued that the groups had already known each for some

Zﬁ'time, that they shared explicit agreement around white supremacy and

extra-unionism, and that they should unify and advance from there to other
political questions. Other groups, particularly the Boston group (which
later became the core of PUL) argued the need to spend a protratted

time clarifying stances on each of the questions - the party, the
dictatorship of the proletariat, etc. STO's view prevailed, and the
Boston group was excluded from the Federation, along with the remmants of
the N.Y. group, which aligned itself with them.

-
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Among the groups that were left, the first tests of the tentative
unity came around STO's decision to join N.A.M. as a constituent, auto-
nomous chapter, and the question of the Hard Times Conference, On the
first, most of the other groups (except the Quad Cities group, which
had been active in N.A.M. and still maintained some tie with it) disagreed
with the decision, some on grounds of tactics, but some on the grounds that
it represented a principled deviation from Leninism. 1In the latter case,
their opposition was revealed as unwillingness on their part to accept
the special responsibility of greups like those in the Federation to fight
for a revolutionary line within the white Left; these groups found them-
selves attracted to the standard course of building the mult¢i-national
party typified by organizations like the CP (M-L), -In spite of the various
objections, STO did gain agreement that it, as a copstituent group in the
Federation, could join N.A.M. without committing the Federation as a whole.
(As 1t turned out, the decision, which was implemented, had little con-
Sequence one way or the other. By the time STQ joined N,A.M. its reasons
for doing so » the presence there of pro-working class groups moving to
the Left - had largely evaporated, if ever they existed, and membership
quickly became little more than a formality. When STO departed after a
year, it did so without leaving any traces either in N.A.M. or itself.)

The second test, the_Hard Times Conference, held in January of 1976,
was paradoxical. The Conference was initiated by PFOC, one of the groups
towards which some in the Federation wanted to orient. Yet when STO
proposed active participation, along with political critique, of the
Conference, some of the Federation groups dragged their feet, mostly on
grounds of not wanting to critique the Conference's "unite and fight"
line, but also not wanting to identify with that trend within the Left,

which was widely seen as an alternative to the traditional M-L groupings.

When the dust had settled from these two controvergiles, it became
apparent that there was a division in the Federation, between on one side
the groups in St. Louis, Danville and the group of former STO people in
Chicago who still maintained ties with the Federation independent of STO,
and the groups on the other side - STO, Workforce im Kansaa City and
the Haymarket Organization in Davenport-Quad Citjies. The three latter
groups decided to merge into one, which took the name STQ0. This took

place in the spring of 1976,

. Contemporaneous with the above organizational realignment there was
»gradually taking shape a new political orientation which, depending on
one's point of view, was either a continuation and elaboration of the
previous stance or a negation of it. This centered around the black CjD
question, which previously had been seen primarily in terms of a structural
division within the U.S. working class, key to bourgeois social control,
which would be overcome primarily through confrontation within the
working class. In this view, the white-skin privilege was seen to be
especially vulnerahle to attack in situations where black and white
workers shared certain common experiences of exploitation, and the
'Q%autonomnus black movement was viewed mainly significant for its effect in
‘challenging the race privileges of the white workers. In the new view
which was gradually emerging g VBT L,
PEPA oo aua 13 . : i ) N Cbeal N
white supremacy was seen as a particular manifestation of oppressor

nation privilege, of the central distinction into oppressing and oppressed
nations that characterized the imperialist epoch; thus the autonomous
black movement was regarded as, in essence, a national liberation movement,

\\.
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whose main impact was not in the direct challenge it posed to the race
privileges of the white wwrkers but in the blows'it could deal to the
imperialist state. This new orientation was given programatic shape at
the Conference held in Coe College, Towa, in June of 1976, where it was
agreed to de-emphasize production organizing in favor of (g) providing
direct support to oppressed national groups and movements inside current
U.S. borders, and_(b) engaging in struggle within the white Left to
coalasce a national anti-imperialist tendency with the Black and other
Third World movements as its core.

At the same time, STO decided that its major emphasis internally
would be on clarifying 1ts own political positions, through internal
education and an intensified period of debate and study. Also at this
time, STO put forward for the first time in explicit form positions on
autonomy within the organization of Third World members and women. (See
documents elsewhere in this Bulletin for more specific statements on
these positions.)

Implementation of the above tasks involved turning major attention
towards the movement in solidarity with Puerto Rican independence, which
seemed the most active of the internal national liberation struggles,
Including great efforts to develop direct ties with the leading Puerto
Rican revolutionary orgabizations; similar -dndristives towards Black

revolutienary nationalist orgamizations, in particular the African People's

Party and the Republic of New Africa; discussions clarifying the meaning
of unconditiopal support; the launching of URGENT TASKS, whose aim was
to be two-fold: breaking new ground in theory, and defining and fighting
for STO's distinctive politics within the Left; = expanded internal
education,—most—notably the dial cs classg expanded internal
debate, especiallyHEHTﬁﬁgﬁ’Ehe Internal Discussion Bulletinj and the
"State Capitalism' conference of November 1978.

The GMM held in two sessions in December of 1977 and January of 1978
generally continued and elaborated the lines worked out at Coe. But it
was also the scene of another major split, this time over the question of
Third World autonomy within STO. STO had always been open to TW members,

U WelNEN @lyes (In fact one of the founding members was
black) but except for a brief period in 1972 had never given much consid-
eration to the matter as a separate category of recruitment. At the end
of 1977 the organization recruited four people of color, and the question
arose of their @ relation to the line and discipline of the organizatiom.
5 ol < gl The TW members, supported by a number of other
members, placed before the organization the demand for authority over all
work dome in their communities, as well as the authority to determine the
general line of STO on all questions relating to national liberation. The
position that prevailed was that the organization as a whole would have to
determine its general line, including its assessment of TW organizations,

y but that TW members would have control over the implementation of that
line within their communi des, and would be exempt o SRERES GENED U
W from the gewgmade discipline of the organization in certain cases
where that gessmsl discipline would interfere with their ability to

establish close and harmonious relations with TW revolutionary organizations.

This was deemed insufficient, and all four withdrew from the organization,
along with a number of white supporters, some of whom were motivated

additionally by opposition to STO's enfunbeetns GSEp $decision to
curtall base building at the point of production.
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The GMM of 1979 reviewed the work of the organization and, while
reaffirming the general course, recognized certain failures and attempted
to rectify some shortcoming. Specifically, it was recognized that
certain ‘TW groupings identified as crucial developed in directions that
undermined the pu: Ibi1Y iy of crystallizing a tendency around them; that
PFOC et al proved impervious to any kind of class analysis and serious
approach towards either the working class or the Left; that other forces,
in part because of STO's association with PFOC et al, took the organ-
ization less seriomsly than before; that solidarity work and recruitment
to the tendency did not advance; and that internal demoralizatlon was
once agaln becoming a serious problem.

The GMM resolved that in order to develop an.anti-imperialist tendency -
a goal which it reaffirmed - it would be necessary to implement more of
the totality of STO politics, specifically its line on dual consciousneas.
To do that it would be necessary to develop a greater body of work that
could proceed independently of the other potential forces in the anti-
imperialist current, both TW and white. Thus it was decided to reinvigorate
the organization's work at the point of production, and to attempt to
participate more actively in certain new socilal movements which were
developing, specifically, the women's movement (the reproductive rights
sector) and the anti-nuclear movement, which was explicitly declared, by
majority vote of the GMM, to be the arena in which the largest numbef of
whites were being radicalized.

Lastly (I'm sure this should have gone in earlier but I'm too
harassed to go back and insert it where it belongs) the organization
renewed its commitment to efforts to reach out to co-thinkers in other
countries, especially Europe) which began in the fall of 1978 with the
trip of two members to Europe, and continued through a later visit of
another member, a visit by a delegation from the Irish group Revolutionary
Struggle, . participation in efforts to launch an international journal
of those tendencies close to STO, the first issue of which has now
appeared.,. in Italian, and another European trip by two STO members.

Partly as a result of STO's contact with sections of the revolutionary
Left in Europe, a number of new questions have been posed to the
orgablzation regarding the character of the present crisis, the nature
of the capitalist response, and the likely political implicatimns. These
will be expected to take up the major portion of the time at the 1981 GMM.

kkkkkkkhhkikhkhhik

note: this outline history was compiled by Noel, drawing heavily on

materials prepared by Marilyn, Carole T., Don and Lowell. Contrary to
the usual pro forma acceptance of responsibility for any mistakes, I
wisgh to stress that, especlally for the period after 1974, errors are
more likely not be be mine. In any case, don't bother me about them.)

1.
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Women and modern capitalism -- A responcse

Allison Edwards concludes in Part 1 of her article that the material base of
women! s oppression as women has been significantly epoded by capitalism ---thetis,

that capitalimm no longer needs women's habor in the homej She-argues—fupther, that
women's emergence into social production tends to equalize the status of men and wo-
men within their respective classes. This she says does not meflg) that women are no
longer oppressed, but that because of their increased exploitation &a wopkers, their
oppressién as women is lessened. (p. 11)

Allison argues base erosion}in the first article on the basis that increasing -

numbers of women are entering the workfarse(which as a consequence undercuts the sex~

o .\- PR 2 v Gl

ual double standakd), the changing role of women in the family?dua to economic indep-
thuk

dence from any specific relationship with a wan; and’the increased penetration of the
commodity market into the areas of household laboy} All givﬁig women choices unequal —

ed in the past, While I would agree that all of these things (including birth Qontrol)
Lrond A 's (.."/!f.L uc-niv{l..{.t"‘-r-‘

have certainly changed or clarafied the materialbase of -Balowgupmenacy, and given wo=

men choices unequaliéd in ghe past, I do not agree that the base is eroded, —.»e« (Aat (He
Reccey a awral B a_JtEJ(mamu_t

Is the Materiad base eroded? wWhat is the relationship of the base to ideology? Bas ;jf::

Has Male supremacy thaen on a 1ife of its won?

Throughout allisons papers, even she seems uncleat about the extent of erosiong..
o et A e 0w

"eossubstantially eroded" p. 6; £6832220037087020204042278278%", .. conditions have been

eroded" p. 8; "seohas-boon—gradusiliy-ovodedi-g=py=35-: and in the second artacle,

o e A e can
"es« thndency to erode..." p. 13; P spite-of- the erosion-of the-material—base

L e B .
JE4:==21.~Itaio-u&ﬁhmthisvlnst quﬁpe in the second article dke% allison is magt dé-
o L D€ /LH‘-O\ \l\(,_a-._-.‘v{‘u( Y
finitievi And-T quote-in-full “Such has been the fate of malekifpremacy, which has
g A Plsania

persisted in spite of the gprgsion of its material bage, Male supremaci is more than
juat a few senturies of accumulated prejudice. It is & few centuries of accumulated

prejudice uniquely,Lranaiormed and transmogrified to keep ‘humanity afloat in a culture

A
)‘“.:" v y . 5!\ al .o
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In arguing Capital's tendenty, Allison separates the conseque nces of the de-
velopment»of capital from capitals response to the comlective (subjective) struggle
/ 1

4. T

of women, -ANE further, separated the impacé of these changes on men and soclety da
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a whole. Both consequence and response are involved in £h$ changeferosion of the mam
terial base. My point, is that collective(subjective) struggles of various groups in
their particulse interests, forced concessions to be made by the capitalist/imperial-
ists — concessions which capital will always attempt to contain and limit and trun
againat those forcing them. But even so, the fact that particuslr chenges did occur
has to have an impacé on society as a whole in changing preconceiyed common

sense noteions previously held by those affecting the change as well as those affect-
ed by the change. In the case of women's emergence into socisl production, while it
does not mean that women ame liberated, it does mean that women are in a place to sct
collectively to further the liberatifh process. I say further the process because at
least on an individual (subjective) leve}, economic independence from men does nlloq
for individual women to act as subject in relation to individual men, equalizing the
individual (sexual/personal) relationahips. Allison consiatqntly underestimates the
impact of mass struggle on social conditions, particularly the mass struggle of women.
(her section on "love" dedys any possibility of human relations between men and women,
Seh sights the examplo of chaild raising as the model of human relationsbips when mo-
ther-child relationships are essentially unequal, I mean how more dependent cen you
be if you are under the say, 127?)

Allison, despite her statement that capitalism!e tendenzy gives women choloes
undqualed in the past, totally demies women, on an individual level, having the '
capacity to make choices —= being an object as well as & sufject— determining the
course of her 1life within the confines of Capitalist soclety. 1IB, hor‘comparison -
of footbinding in china, to women wearing 4inch high heeled shoes. [Ey;doing
so she d.efrilitj;{a;lh the movement which brought forth those changss and increased choides
and the reciprocal effect the choices and changes have and havehad on individual
men. (I don't mean to argue that the potential for individual ddfdfequality wi thin ;

individual rekationships eocees

Allison confuses indifidual subject with collective aubgact-lﬁit wes, I think,

o N e L (8 T ﬂﬂ\.&ﬁﬁ“‘yﬂetﬂg_ /
the collective subject of women, based onfthe question of biology, which forced the a
. Jku 1l 6~ .0l g

changes which made way for women on an individual subject level have and make 5;§££1;

choices ( to become independent individuals under capitalism, independent and free
g -
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are not tho same, bub economic independence from men, creates the conditions for 1libe

arationt’ I/ﬁll’;f/ﬁﬁ;a;t’/ﬁfﬁx‘xf/éﬂ»‘ﬂA1#3’y‘/ﬁi,ﬁ}f/A}’A/ﬁﬁyffﬂiﬁﬂ/ﬁﬁ#ﬁﬁdﬁiﬂﬂﬂdﬁﬂ/ﬁﬂﬁﬁ
TAELIAS/YALEF This is important and has relovance vhen we deal with the question of
male supremacy, who benefits and how and what is the material bagis for its existencef
and what is woman? All of which 1 will deal with throughout this paper.
U magen sty St hoxg U
The women's movement has objectively had impact on individual uumen'a 1lives
in the ﬁumbera of divorces on the increase; the fact that men and women are stay-
ing simgle lomger; less children being born; women pursuing careers independent
from a career of child-raising, etce. )
de ¢q¢;afc zZE
Allison's err in the first part of separating the tendency of Capitalismbdth

from capitalism's responsehleadsrher then, in the second part to assert that the ideo-
logy of male supremacy has taken on a life of 1its ounj As if there 1s no relationship
vhat-sO-ever betuecn the base and ideology. Whidh the ideology is relatively indepeb-
denp from the base, it rarely takes on a 1ife of its own in relation to the baisc
structure of society, and when it does, the ingeraction between the base and ideo-
1 ogy ubuld have an impact on changing the base to conform to the ldeology. And
while'}t'e not impossible for made supremacy to phay and 1ndependent role, Allison:

doses ﬁbt prove that it does,

%}lison concludes, in contradiction to her first article, P.13, tha noppreseion

has increased dramatically" and that "Though alienetion of labor (and its remifications
in all aspects of medern 1ife) affects both man and women, it has uniquely nffoctod

women by transmogrifing male supremacy from an economic phenomenon with uartlrill

roots, to a pervasive and entrenched cultural norm principally benafitting men,"

How is it that men are the principle beneficis5ies, if as she stated in the first se-
ction that capitalism's tendency is to squalize the status of men and vomen in thoir
respective classes? what does she mean by equalize? Certainly not that women and men

and women can compete for jobs on the same basis and further if men are the

benefactouofpzhich men? Why would women, as alliaon stated in her first artiole

or men within the working class recognize their role as part of a common class?

B.
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while alliston qusliltoe, Lo the area ofraaxual{e_qqq LR %ﬂ@%@,ﬁtncrqased oppreasion,
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this again is directly sontradictory to her first ﬁrt&g}ﬁ‘@n{ghiph ghe atateitznt

as women gecome more exploited as workers, thafjbaé&@ﬁ_léﬁﬁ.hppﬁéaaed.aa women, -
Sexual objectification, it seeme to me, gpeakes dihééﬁljftp t§é;gusstion of women
ag women, for what defines woman as women excppt her”biqiogyf ﬁg}ldigtorted vhey
of women as objects and pawns of the al%gncompaBSing me@ia is an insult th the
struggles of women lor change, and an insult to those unmenxyho make the cholce
to wear 4 inch heols, walt til later to bear children if ever, etc.

I will attempt to show that Allison's recteut;dqnlu@ion 18 not only not pr9ova
Lut her one-sedfednes: and misunderstanding of thé»dnniity and complexity of lnw g 3
menon of the woman question leads to a position éf.ueﬁﬁaxafﬁha enemy and red uces na
woman question to one of biologhy. I disagree tﬁ§t qa:has taken on a life of iti o,
1 disegree that men are the principal benaficiat#ip; of male supremacy. I disagics
with her conseption of allenation and her ideal ofﬁboﬁhn, A1l of which 1 will
deal with in the remainder of the paper. |

First, uhat is woman?

uTt seems to be correct to begin with the real and concrete, with the real pre-con
ditién, thas to begin, in economics, with e.g, the pppulation, which is the foundation
and the subject of the entire act of soclal production. However, on closer éxzuinsiion
this proves false, THE popuslation is an abstyaction’8f I leave out, for example, the
classes of which ik is composed., 'hese classes ‘!._i;-;;t%m aye an empty phrase if I am
not familiar with the elements on whixh they resta  E,G. wdge labor, capltal, eic.
These latter in turn presuppose exchange, divieion/qf: labor, prices, etc. for example,
capital is nothein vithout wage labor, withour value, mopiey, price etc. Thus, if

I were to begin with the population, this would be a chaotic coneeption of the whole,
and I would they, by means of futther detesninations,move analytically towerds severy
thinner abstractions until I had arrived at the simplest determinations. From thers
the journey would have to be retraced until T had finelly arrived at the population
again, but this time not as the chaotic ocncetpion of the whole, but as a rich totel-
ity of many debterminations and relationsSsees The concrete is concrete because 1t 1=
the concentration of many determinations, hence the unlty of the diverad."

K. Marx —-Grundrissep.]00-10

W...in the thepreticsl method, too, the subject, society, memt alvays be Bept iu mind
as the presupposition," Ko Marx —-Grundrisse p.l7Z

WOf cousee the method of presentation must differ in form from that of inquirey.

The latter has to appropriate the material in detail, to anilyse its differsant Ioxes
of development, to trace out their inner comnectiond, @bly after thie work iu coms
can the actual movement be adequately described,"

o W

K, ﬁa.ri-—ﬁfterwnrd to the 2ni (ler-
man Ed, Capital Vol. X p. 1%



‘ Allison creates in her analysis of the unmaqﬁuestion the ideal of woman and man,

. Capitalist society. I quoted from Marx to malke the point that if you look at Marxism /

. i U G Gaes
only as an economic philosophy”you can say he ignored the woman question but if you

Jook at it ih also the context of his method for knowing the world you can analyse var-

ious phenomenon not direcbly economic, but within that context. Marxism is not fust
a critique of Capital, hispoint of departure was individuals producing in society.

(individuals, I take to mean, men, women and children,) For Marx the essence of

N S
man4yib not an abztraction inherent in each individug%,but the real nature of the in-

ividuél is the totality of his sosial relations--the jndividual has no existanee apart

form his historical existence.
It geems to be that in using Marx's method for studying various soclal fhen-

omenon(particuLarly under capitalism which distorts g1l human relationships), to

begin with woman and end with woman is an imagined concrete, there for an abstraction,

The category of Woman must be broken doun into its constituent and contradictory pi:tl

in order to have an understanding of women's oppression and how to deal with 1t.
Abstract woman denies the qualitative and quantitative differences which exlst among

individual women who make up the totality of biological woman., To not bresk down

: -I"‘ "

g

& non Marxist and ahistorical even though she attempts to place them in the context of “\\iﬁ
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the category speaks only to somef biological creature with a relatiogship o some othori

\ "n,;ullbf[ 4
biological creature. The biological creature woman, whi a\capa e Jf bearing children
as well as a whole series of other capabilities is socially defined more so than bio-

logically defined, something allison aptly points out in the differences between bourg

eols women and working class and slave women but concludes that biclogy is the basis

of unity - the culprit of sowing division was the by then male medical professtion. Peli

A AN < Uaman/
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To look only at biological differenceérliﬁits and does not reflect the quantitative
and quelitative differences between classes and races of women (essontiallfcogtrnﬂi—
ctory but constituent parts of this biological abstract woman). guxxxg‘xitgﬁﬁﬂn/“‘
AARKLLLALIA B/ BLLL A ARRA/ B1/ AL/ EYLERE/ A/ P Mlison's abstract woman and

abstract man are seen outside of bourgeois ABLiAtd productive rdlations, since a-

coiding to Allison it is men who benefis from malethramacy, not the bourgeioisie,. ii; .

Her analysis does not speak to the differences that exist for example, between a
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qualitative difference ls loss of eans of Buba#qﬁp@théﬁiinﬁividual anger orper-
haps respect Af the co-worker depending on the indlgidpal mqn invalvad. 1t does

not speak to the differences, agninqualitative 1 lh}nk, betgasn the bourgeols wouan
who when deciding to have a child, has accaaﬁ tb.(Lgéﬁﬁ;é of her class position) the
best of health carc, !iwe,8ff adequale nuﬁritiéﬁ été:éfé;e$c- va the working claee
woman who worksand hag to work with toxic chemicalérupfto her due date, for Iinanc-
ial reasons as well as because it is companyépolicyu—-péligy made by man and woumer .
slthought I would granl that mcst paelicy mekers are men, clasp position deterwines
policy more than sexual position, It does not speakj}o the fact that Jackie Onawu:c
has a $20,000,00 weckly pin money accoubt while P;}}iwmgq>hushles tables for leid pius
tips, or maggie mac ¢lcans 15 motelrooms (that rent for no less than 75,00 a uite; .o:

$3.37 an hour’

Mlison assigns the same abstraction to men. Asserting that men are the pri:
g

cipal benefidiaries of male supremacy because of alienated labor’ Allison oxplsins

how "alienation" caused the basis of male supremach to change (ps @5), an explanc.

tion I think, that is not poly non-marxist but specifieally anti-working class cid

anti-male. I will attempt to show how and why;her “}ogi0“ and method is wrong butb
o il ¢
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{irst, what does she say?

uSociety characterized by alienation and 8 cﬁltu;e of\hsdonism distorts and
denatures humanity, not just women, But its tranpformation of the ideology of male
supremacy already present in capitelist society hag affected women uniquely and
ruthlessly, A world of men rendered powerlegs by - r . relation to their own labor
and its products is a nation of men(my emphaglis gesging some Eighly unatractiub
1ualitiea. The Tennent of male supremacys functional base - power- has been repl:
by sexual prowess and material wealth. One result has:been fear of inadequacy and
corresponding self-consciousness, fear, and hatrqd of women,"”

% 3o udg* Tﬂ*u’
"A world of men rendered powerless" means to leg\uorking class and oppressad

L
O D 25

men, for allison couldn't argue that ruling claas men are-pouerlaas, and if that ie
the case then it is not men who principally hanefit from male gupremacy, but rat

rullng class men because their iunctlonal bas Eps not bean replaced by sexual prow-

<Al
888 and they have always hud material wealth gtotea from working class and oppresaed

men gnd women, vhether by direct Pxploitation of women on the job, or by indirect

exploitation through her husband, I think allison would also have a rough tims ==



guing that working class men and third world men {highly unemployed) really have much
material wealth, although I would 1like to hear her try. , .
b e JHG A fﬂuugh61-¢A

Tﬁe err in her 1qxic T think, is her nisumderstanding oQ\ali?EgE?qn f??uﬁbarabj
her comparison of "biological alientaion", She says on page 13, that the essense
of the dichotomy between the material base erosion and women's inability to throw
off male supremacy under capitalism (what a hopeless situation—— again women are
geen only as victims) lies in an understanding of alienation, "the halmark of the
modern age", Her three pronged notion of hlienation must be examined in order to
get at the logic of her argument.,

She first lays out a conception of alienation in regards to societies collective :
(abstract) producers and says in regards to the process of alienation: "the essential
degradation of labor which sets in motion & world which separates man not just from
his product, but from himself (as his labor belongs to another) and to a significant
extent from other people, as what binds person to persto in soclety is common purpose
achieved by common effort, largely absent in modern society except in timea of

crisis or collective resistence." a ma[or peoblen with this concept is that i
s;[pLLAJJ-AJQ Lolloctoe . FVL@f&

"*’(‘-“Mf ,.,r.u:g_.m:_mmﬁ_uﬂu—a Jc(,e

socisiiaa_pxgguggxﬁﬂihax_actunlly;p mmadé4ﬁgurﬁddar1umrvu&uu—wtth-a
commeﬂ—e££opt_nnd,aAunmmuL{nu$use—Laeeia}&ao&—pro&uetioﬂéu It is not largely absent
in soclety, it lspart of the basig of capltalist soclety, It 1s the contradiction

of Capital iteelf not en ccumulate;*;;EEEEEPaSt Allison would have us belikeve,

7 Anyway, This tendency (alienation) she says "affects the worker at minimm wage

in a candy factory or a worker paid $9.50 at an suto plant, Her second pronged conocept
of alienation is "women's a lienated labor" which sh extenda the concept ot jobs
traditionally held by women i.e. clerical, numsing, teaching which she eoncludos

but does not argue, that these jobs have become highly proletarianiged nnd— nhe maiﬂta
be wrong or right I dontt know, my objection is her geparéihion and excluaioﬁ4f;$£v;ha

firat concept of alienationg of-women. It is implied by Allison only man ia sooiqtiol
producer—{thug shecan—reach o

X1
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producer (thus she can reach her conclusion that alienation turns men tito womsn RaLers,
stio, of which she concludes), but Ailison would be hard pressed to argué that Lo weny
son would be found working at the candy factory, cookie factory, rubber boot factoiy,
4nd all the othor little aueal shops which primarily employ woman, Women are dirstiyi
srnducers and have since cepitals inception, been ér@ducera, not; women in emrly tew-
‘1a industry, home indushbry, slave industry. :Td-éaparate’man'é alienated labcy I:
_omants alienated labor is a mistake although it édga conveniently set the chage 2
.51 concept of "biolngical ali endtion" g/ Meder -iﬁiological alienation of ehlabu:
27 woman, AlLison says "Biological aJ.ienatioh o_f"»';oman hes been a critieal part of
the transfoymation of male supremacy from an economic necesssity for capltal to an
ideological crutch for wnen. Objectification of woman!s body for man's pleagira pat
gverything that follows from this mangled view of woman is utterly inconaistent Ll
wemant's natural (2727} (ny emphasis) relation to reproduction,” And jub what tg bl
nyatural" relation to reproduction that allison spesks of and who, may T agk Wi-e?
4d " yomen to gestate, bear childrenand to nurae her young? "gaupural” under wnn
sat of historical sircumstances, what social ralationships? What methods and we:
exist to consciously alter the "matural" biolbgical question? Under capitalzsm; wiuw.
oppression fg is not solely a question of biology— to reduce women!s oppreagion o
a ‘question of biclogy as allison has dond is to deny the material realily i uﬁ;sﬂ T
1ive under modern capitalism — & complex and contradictory reality, but a resliiv
which at least potentially exists for all kinds of cholces to be made in regari i
reproduction, motherhood, sexuality, relationships to men — at least on an ladi«d’:
ievéi — to gct as subjects, Again, the quality of those cholces depend on uowé than
jauéx blology. Abstract woman as defined by allison incorrectly assumes thau tiie
conditions facing vhite women -- not specified in terms of clase positions— Loiiwii
the gemeral questions of women' s pppressinn under modern capltaliem. by

Worse yet, Allison's "biological aliinatippP taken to its loglcal conulazivi
regards vwomen's product to be "her child®, a totally indivi%;?l congzrt es well a4z =

conception of children not ss individuals but as objects.f| Creation of that "prodict

1a not the result of creative human activity in the Marxist sense, i1t is bicioglsal

* oy
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activity, It vas insuld enough that Allison denied the Mgddf/d/ié¥f history of-
| S oy
women!s collective struggles (wether as womeng as "the worlcing clags or as members
IR FET SIS PN oA, Ql.x.\}r;\l){ ANGLALA <k SYHIA

of oppresskd nations) but now khe treats of the inditidual women 1ittle more than
. ﬁ ,4.,5 qocld o br ADCAL

an upgraded animal with ereative potential in the biologlcel arena., If women's
selflactualization" (what-ever that means?) it to be found in child rearing,
some women, for phgsical reasons may never reach self-actualiaation, other women
would be denied their semuality --this seem an attack on gay and lesbian forms of
relationships if the quintessence of alienation is birth outside of the womant's
body. It seems to me the quintessence of alienation wah what individual womem wend .k

- 'L)"-;_r\l).{\..‘“;"k_

A

in individual households' outside of socisl production, taking wway from any possibiliyy

of socila relationships -- "that which binds person to person in soclety",
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Mlison Fdwards coneludes in Part & of her article that the moterlal bassc of
women's oppression as women has been significently eroded by capitalism— that
capitalism no louger needs wommn!s labor in the homej that women's emergence inix:
soelal producticn tends to equalize the status of men snd women withln their res-
vective classes. 'This she says does not mean that women are no longer oppresss’
put that because of their incressed emploitation as workers, their oppression =«
women is lessened, (p, 11)

Allison arpues base erosicn, in the first article, on the basls thet Incian.
ing numbers of wonen are entering the workforce (which as a consequence underm:!
the sexual double standsrd); thatlthe role of women in the family ia changing du-
to economic independencd fromw any specific relstionship vith e man; and that the
increased penetration of the commodity market into the areas of household labn~—,
all give women choic:s anequaléd in the past, While I would agree that ail av >
things (including birth control) have certainly chanrd the material base ot 'vu
oppression, I don't agree that the material base was solely women's labor L fhe
home, Owmen!s exclusion from social production, I think, was the basis of hew o
r9331on as woman, i.e. isolated individual primarily dependent on individéel
ily xelatlons as opposed to social relation. Wemen's labor in the home has never

exisped necessarily for all women--bourgeois women have always had other woman

lebor in their home and raise their children, or at the very least, have alwsys bh.:

that option, I agree also that these changes have given women choices, unequsled
the past, at least in regards to individual/personal/biologiceal choices, although
those choices are dependent on the means one has realize the choice, 1 do nol
agree that the bast is eroded nor that, as Allison asserts in her second artiel:
thet male supremacy has taken on a life of 1its own.<i; would like to make 1t clea
that I do not equate women's oppression with male supremacy, although it i¢ an

&&J“-g’ Lal Qlu..m tr
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aapect of women'!s oppression,
1S THE MATERIAL BASE OF WOMEN"S OPPRESSION FRODED?  WHAT IS THE RELATIONSHIP OF

THE MATERIAL BASE TO IDEOLOGY ? [IAS MALE SUPREMACY TAKEN ON A LIFE OF ITS OWN?

Q0.
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