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INTRODUCTORY REMARKS FROM THE NATIONALITIES COMMISSION

The following is a draft statement by the Nationalities
Commission of the Proletarian Unity League concerning certain questions
of importance in developing communist work in the AAPLM. This is not
the same thing as "PUL's position on the national question."  There
are elements of an analysis of the broader issues surrounding the
Afro-American national questicn, but we would not be presumotucus
enough to identify this paper with the real analysis. At the same
time, in order to deepen our work in the Afro-American national move-
Bent, it is important for us to lay out our views, regardless of how
preliminary they may be.

The work of our organization in the AAPIM has been admittedly
~limited. This PapeT is not an examination of our work. Such a
Paper would be very narrow and of limited use and interest. Rather,
we have attempted to touch on some of the current issues of discussion

among revolutionaries over the development of the AAPLM.

The following is an attempt to lay out our views on certain ques-
tions paxl-ticular to the Afro-American People's Liberation Movement
(AAPLM). In so doing, we will consciously unite--where we agree--
with the views of other comrades, as well as make clear where there
are differences. It is Perhaps ap>ropriate that with the beginning
of a new decade we take the opportunity to lay out Some views which
we believe will assist the practice of comrades from our group, other
fraternal communists and genuine revelutionaries.

By 1971, a substantial section of the revclutionary wing of the
AAPLM had been destroyed or throwr into confusion and disorganization.
The Panthers split into two factions, neither fully grasping the over-
all necessities and concrete reality of doing revolutionary work in
the United States. The League of Revolutionary Black Workers was
also in a period of decline, some elements going on to form the Black
Workers Congress, others drifting off in a variety of directions. In
part because of the forces of US Tepression, in part because of the
disunited character of the consciously revolutionary forces in the
AAPLM (and their eclectic grasp of revolutiomary theory), as well as
the dominant strength of national reformism, the Afro-American move-
ment went through a period of decline.

We emphasize these points as being Part of the reason for the
decline for the following reason. Mo Rass movement, regardless of

how strong, can continue in a constant State of "excitement." Many




revolutionaries and progressives have believed otherwise and the
reality of the situation has caused them to become depressed and
cynical. Mass movements must always go through some period of re-
groupment and reassessment.

There are importantreascas $er ethis. One reasen which was
particularly true in the AAPLM was a change in the objective situation.
With the beginnings of the 1970's, the overall econecmic picture began
to steadily decline. The importance of this decline and its effect
on the mass of Black people necessitated new and different solutions.
The leadership of the AAPIM, both the reformist and revolutionary
wings, were generally unprepared for these developments. Thus, a de-
cline in the movement was encouraged. Additionally, many of the
legal objectives of the "Civil Rights Movement" had been gained in
the form of specific reform legislation. With the notable exception
of the Charleston, South Carolina l;ospital WNorkers' strike (1969)
and the Joan Little case, the reformist leadership of the AAPLM failed
to adjust its tactics and program to the change in the objective
situation.

¥hen the leadership of a mass movement is revolutionary and
united, such a retreat or Tegroupment can be somewhat orderly. Such
periods are important as times for all sections of the mass movement
to assess the positive and negative aspects of what has happened and

thereby plot a path forward. In the case of the 1970's, however, the
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ebb in our struggle was not led, but spontaneous. And in the absence
of a -credible left-wing to answer some of the serious questions
posed by the massess, the background was prepared for cynicism and
frustration.

As this decade begins, commmists are attempting to unite in
order to provide necessary leadership and assistance to the various
mass movements. In order to develop/redevelop and strengthen our
practice, we must understand what has been done before, what the basic

oday, as well as some of the general theoretical precepts

n
-

situation i
which will help to guide our work.

A word of warning: proclamations, self-criticisas or position
papers, regardless of how interesting and profound, are only as valu-
able as they are useful for developing our revolutionary work. In
this sense, they must be considered working documents, irrespective
of how complete they may be. Ke must never come to feel that we have
learned "all" the lessons of a past situation and will thus be ready
for the mext wave of struggle because struggle and practice constantly
pose new, exciting and complicated problems to which our theory must
respond. We are reminded of an interesting anecdote from Lukac
book on Lenin:

- - . when the German Commmists drafted some

highly intelligent, self-critical theses after
the Kapp Putsch in 1920, as guidelines for the
eventuality of the recurrence of such a putsch,

lenin is reported to have asked them: How do
you know that German Reaction will repeat such
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a coup at all? . A GENERAL OVERVIEW
(Lukac, Lenin, P. 97) :

Our paper is only an initial step for us in trying to get a better

) ) _ In the United States, the Negroes (and also
hold on the work which needs to be done in the AAPIM. It is far fron the Mulattos and Indians) account for only
. 11.1 percent. They should be classed as ap
a last word, in part, because there will be no last word.

Oppressed nation, for the equality wos in
the Civil War of 186! to 65 and guaranteed
by the Constitution of the republic was in
many respects increasingly curtailed in the
chief Negro areas (the South) in connection
with the transition from the progressive, pre-
®onopoly capitalism to the Teactionary
Bonopoly capitalisg (imperialise) of the new
era.

(Lenin, Collected Norks, vel. 23,. PpP.275-6.)

P——

The post-war era witnessed s great upsurge of the movements of
the oppressed nationalities in the United States. The Afro-American

mOvement together with the Puerto Rican independence movement (on the

R s LU Ve

i island which was underway well before the 1950's) encouraged a
militant rise in other quarters, including BOVements among the Puerto
Rican national minority in the United States, the Chicano people's

movement; the various Asian natimauties. as well as the Natiye

American peoples' mOVements. These upsurges showed the various
communist and socialist groupings to be irrelevant to the needs of

the nationz) movements. This is in no way to say that Marxism-

I ]

Leninism was irrelevant. If anything, a better £Tasp of Marxism-
Leninisz by the leading revolutionaries of the times could have

assisted in the development of this Strategy and tactics for these
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Bovements and their relationship to the overall socialist Trevolution-
ary struggle.

In both Puerto Rico as well as the United States, the old lipe
(read: pro-Soviet Union, pro-revisonist) Commmist Parties found them-
selves at the tail of the mass upsurge. In the case of Afro-America,
for all the Communist Party's insistence on "taking a new look" at
the Afro-American question, and supposedly “abandoning dogmatism,*
(see: Harry Haywood, For a Revolutionary Position on the Negro
Questicn}, it was completely unable to grasp the realities of the
situvation and elaborate a set of politics capable of both learning
from and leading the Afro-American movement. Those communists
opposing the tail-ism of the Communist Party were basically unable
to make any serious breakthroughs on the national question, in part
because of other political problems.1

The fragmentation of the communist forces in addition to their
incorrect, abstract, and generally ultra “left" notions of US
Teality, caused many of them to be swept aside during the 1960's.

In their place arose new revolutionary organizations which, in many
cases, had to begin from scratch in gaining an appropriate ideological
understanding of the science of revolution.

Many of the new revolutionary forces, such as the Black Panther
Party, Revoluticnary Action Movement, the Young Lords Party, Brown

Berets and Red Guards Party played a significant role in both placing

,i
t
i
i
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the national movements in an international context, as well as in-
sisting on a revolutionary solution to national oppression in the
United States. Yet a clear definition of a ‘'revolutionary solution"
was not available, and as a logical consequence, a variety of theories
on national oppression began to emerge These forces, nevertheless,

recognized two important features of the national question, which

’ many communists of the time failed to grasp: (1) that U.S. capitalism

was built on the national oppression of Africans, Chicanos, etc.;

and (2) that the naticnal movements had ar independent character

to themselves. Further, they recognized that the national movements
represented an anti-imperialist force within the United States. Some
revolutionaries took this to mean s revolutionary party for each
nationality, downplaying the relation between the oppressed nationali-
ties and the multi-national workers Bovement. Regardless, these

revolutionary forces expressed an essential aspect of the national

question.

Background Data

As of 1977, 54% of Black pecple in the United States lived in
the South. This is e drop from 60% in 1960, but a rise from 52% in

1975. (See: Statistical Abstract of the U.S. 1978, U.S. Department

of Commerce, Bureau of Census, p. xiii). As of 1975, Blacks con-
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stituted 18.8% of the total population of the South, compared with
20.6% in 1960. (Keep in mind the political problems with the census.
Figures here should be looked at as relative indicators.) The largest
percentage was located in the South Atlantic region. (Ibid, p. 33)
The states with the highest percentages of Afro-Americans were

South Carolina (30.8%), Georgia (26.1%), Alabama (25.4%), Mississippi
(35.9%), and Louisiana (29.8%). Significantly, these are the main
states which include the counties which together constitute the Black
Belt region. Black people, it shouid zisp he noted, are an overwneim-
ingly urban people, though this stands in very stark contrast with
population statistics from 40 to 50 years ago. {See: The Social and
Economic Status of the Black Population in the U.S., An Historicatl
View 1790-1975.)

In 1910, for example, 73% of Black people were found in the rural
areas. This contrasted with 51% of whites found in rural areas. In
1940, 51% of Black people were found in rural areas, 35% of Blacks
being on the farm. Whites, during the same Year, were found in

rural areas at a rate of 43% with 22% as farmers. Compare these
figures with 1970: 19% of Black People are found in ryural 2reas,

with 2% on the farms, while 28% of whites are in rural areas, with

4% on the farms. Allowing for an overail decline in the agricultu
Sector, ome must still realize that something is wrong. The racid

decline in the Black rural sector must signify something. In fact it

does, and we will discuss this later.

The decline in the agricultural Sector, including the decrease
in the number of Black farmers and Tural workers has been matched by
the increase in the Black working class. Today Black workers account
for about 85% of the Afro-American Pcpulation and at the Same time a
sizeable section of the industrial workforce. At the same time un-

€Eployment rates run at least double that of whites,

e Afro-American Question is Fund tally Political

This description of the Afro-American People is not designed to
be comprehensive DOT a way to go through each and every characteristic.
%e would say that we Bust first and foremost examine the politice]
question and Place such issues as economics, demography, etc., within
this context.

Lenin's wWriting on the national Question clearly places the Afro-
American issue within the context of a specific national question.
Africans who were brought to the v.s. ¥ere largely concentrated in the
South. The reasons were clearly econamic. As has been stated so very
often, Africens came to the U.S. from a variety of tribes, kingdoms,
and empires. It was in the U.S. that tribal distinctions and back-
graumd began to evaporate in favor of the development of one national

character. This developrent began during the period of slavery. The
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status, however, of Afro-Americans as an oppressed nation must
be seen in the light of the relation of Afro-Americans to the
larger US saciety. The fact that Afro-Americans, concentrated
in the Soutk with " . , . a3 historically constituted, stable
community of people, formed on the basis of a common language,
territory, economic life and psychological make-up manifested
in a common culture . . ." (Stalin, Marxism and the National
Question, p. 22) were additionally deprived of their basic
—_—
democratic rights and rabbed of the fruits of the Civii mar
together determined the status of Afro-Americans as an oppressed
ation. In many respects, losing sight of the political ques-
—

tion, i.e., the question of the deprivation of basic democratic

rights after the end of the Civil War, has been at the root of

many deviatioes on the Afro-American national question.
Communists have not been the only ones to recognize the
Afro-Americam question as a genuine national question. While
it is true that there have been many Afro-Americans who have
viewed the oppression of the Black Americans as a racial ques-
tion, there has been another current running within the move-
ment. The fart of the matter is that after the Civil War, ang
later with the defeat of Reconstruction, there we-e movements

and individuals raising demands from some sort of national seif-

determination, such as the demands for the South Carolina "Sea

10
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Islands," or theminﬂg__{cauing for the establishment of a
separate Black state in Oklahoma) (see: Imari Obadele, Foundations
of the Black Nation). There was also the 1890 demand of the Nationalist
Education Association for the South as a territory belonging to Blacks
(see: Earl Ofari, "Black Activists and 19th Century Radicalism,"
Black Scholar, 2/74, p. 25). The 20th Century witnessed more well-
known examples of a continued placing of the Afro-American question
within the context of a genuine national question. The African Blood
Brotherhood, many of whose members would later enter the CPUSA and
contribute to the development of its overall line and work, held to
the demand for national self-determination in the South. The Nation
of Islam continuously popularized the demand for national statehood,
though in an admittedly non-revolutionary way, till the death of
Elijah Muhammad. Some bourgeois as well as leftist sources have
identified the demand for land and natiomal self-determination only
with the Communist Party, USA (with the 1928, 1930 Comintern Resolu-
tions) or in a more contemporary setting, with nationalists (e.g., the
Republic of New Africa).

Just as Marx and Engels did not discover the class struggle,
s0 Marxism and Marxists did not first discover or elaborate a theory
of the Afro-American question as a national question. Rather Marxisa-
Leninism further elaborated a theory of the national question and

the Afro-American national movement as an objectively anti-imperialist,

11
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revolutionary movement. Further, as opposed to the views of some
nationalists on the one hand, and the views of those influenced by
economic determinism and syndicalist thought on the other, Marxism-
Leninism offered an insight into the Tole not only of the Afro-Amerjcan
national movement as a whole, but also the Tole which Black workers
play and can Potentially play in both ROvements. In other words,
Marxism-Leninism offers an understanding not only of a national
revolutionary Bovement and its independent relationships to the US
imperialist state, but aiso the relationship which the Afro-American
mational movement and Black workers have vis a vis the entire multj-
Rational working class.

Some theorists have Stated that the oppressed Afro-American
nation has disappeared. We disagree and we must ask whether the
pPolitical questions which led to the subordination of the Afro-American
People to white-supremacist national oppression haye been resolved.

What is nationa) nppr:s;ion? National oppres-
sion is the system of exploitation and robbery
of oppressed peoples, the measures of forcible
restriction of the rights of oppressed nationa-
lities, resorted to by imperialist circles.

(Stalin, "Report on the National Question," in
Marxism and the National Question, p- 100)

——==vnai

National oppression was (is) Ccertainly an all-round System. As
Reconstruction came to an end, the new disenfranchisement of Black
People and the elimination of Black politicians began. Concerted

PTopaganda efforts were cosmenced by white Supremacists to discredit

12

Black officials. The early Civil Rights Acts were overturned and
restrictions were Placed on the Tight to vote. Ip the economic field,
we must look at both the question of Black labor and Black capital.
Black labor (both rural and urban) was kept in a relatively depressed
condition. .Blacks ¥ere not found in gieat numbers in industry unti)
the period of World War . Significantly thoagh, Blacks held key
positions in the Southern railroads and in many of the crafts. While
the Knights of Labor organized Black labor-.if noe always on a very
Lrogressive basis--craft unionisa, represented by the Rzilrcad Brother-
hoods and the American Federation of Labor, brought dubious and con-
tradictory results. On the positive side, there were several stirring
examples of Black-White labor unity and the active work of Black work-
ers such as the 1892 New Orleans General Strike. At the same time,
the organization of labor on a craft ba;is and the ignoring of rural
labor (farmers and rural proletarians) led to the o_bM exclusion
of Black labor.z It should also be noted that in many of the skilled
crafts, Black workers were consciously excluded via agreements between
white businesses and white trade union leaders. Certain clauses were
permitted in the constitutions of various unions legitiljzing a
s¢condary status and role for Black workers, and their separation,
often into different ltocals. In opposition to this trend arose the
Industrial Workers of the World which carried out heroic and militant

N . .3
work to build labor unity across racial and national boundaries.

13
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The condition of Black capital was also very obviously affected
by national oppression. At the point at which Black business was
developing, the US economy was undergoing the transformation from
laissez-faire capitalism to monopoly capitalism. Small business was
being subordinated, while the commanding heights of the US econoay
came to be dominated by white monopolists. The development of Black
business, (after the defeat of Reconstruction), therefore, was direct-
ly and definitively hindered by these objective conditions. in
addition, Black business was restricted from development in certain
sectors and forced to work oniy within the Afro-American market and
dealing with specific goods. Black business thus developed in some
banking, cosmetics and insurance. As for heavy industry, Black business
was no where to be found. This situation placed Black business in a
peculiar situation. Some in business openly accomodated themselves
to segregation as a means to insure their control of the Afro-American
market. Others wanted to be able to penetrate the white market. And
still others fronted for white business. This has led to rather
nmusual alliances and politics over the last 100 years. \"Buy Black"
has been one cry of the more nationalist sectors of the Black
bourgeoisie and petty boul-geoisic.-.4 bnder the banner of "Buy Black"

: floated different sectors of Black business--some who were challenging
['| national oppression, and others who were accomodating the situation

k and defending what they had developed under a segregated market.

14
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The concentration of Black People in the South remained basically

intact until the Migrations, beginning with W.W.I. Since then, there

has been--at least until recently--a steady outmigration from this

area. The outmigration has been a direct result of both political

and economic considerations. This migration raises some important

theoretical problgns. In Particular, to what extent does migration

{under imperialism) serve as a basis to declare the dissolution of

=z nart

= ion--specificzliy, an oppressed nation. In an interesting article

cn the nationail question, for example, J. Stalin in his “Report on the
National Question,” states that to draw individuals of an oppressed
nationality together, when they have no cosmon territory would be

to artificially create a nation. Stalin later contradicted this

argument when--after the seizure of power by the proletariat under
the leadership of the Bolsheviks--a Jewish autonomous republic

(Birobidzhan) was established to be home to Jews from across the USSR.

Also, his statement does not answer the probles of what to do after

members of an oppressed nation have dispersed, though leaving a fairly

sizeable population (57% in the case of Afro-Americans) within the

original te rritory.

Ke would answer that the Oppressed nation continues to exist,

The tendency toward dissolution and formation of nations exists under

cap:italism. But especially under imperialism, dissolution and migra-

tien take on a special significance since they point to mational

15
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oppression. The migrations of Haitians to the US looked at by itself

might be seen as the "peaceful" amalgamation of nations. But viewed

within the context of imperialism, and in particular, US imperialist
domination of Haiti and most the Carribbean, one can see that this

migration is a direct result of the Plunder of that land. The forced

deformation of Haiti--its economy, social system and politics--is

directly tied to the role of the US. Thus, Haitians are often forced

to migrate to the US in search of work and a better existence. No

one would eonsider this tc be a reason for a ""disappearance" of the

Haitian mation. (Note: this is not to say that those Haitians who

migrate and fora stable commmities within other nations are part of

8 divided Haitian mation. Rather they come to constitute national

minorities within those states.) In the case of the Afro-American

Question, however, some people view similar tendencies quite

differently. .
Changes have occurred. Afro-Americans, as we noted, are no

longer a mainly rural people. Blacks have found themselves forced

off the land or losing the land as a result of

(1) Tax sales--the taking of tax delinquent
pProperty by the state and auctioning it off
te the highest bidder.

(2) Partition Sales--the number of heirs and
the size of Property are such that it is
physically impossible or impractical to
actually divide. Therefore, property is sold
to the highest bidder and Proceeds are divided
smong heirs in the proportion of their interest

16

in the langd.

(3) Mortgage Foreclosure-—the loss of
mortgaged property due to delinquent debt.

(4) Failure to Write Wills !

4) ¥ h “-one's defense

:;yr;gh; ro_i:i-oper:y 15 weakened considera-
0 wWill is writ ifyi i

o el ten Specifying heirs

ésg Iandomgr.f.hip Limitations Placed on
elfare Recxpaents--genera!ly, in order to
receive welfare 2zzislance, one pict nee
'h'ff" sufflcient income and .—::::u:.'.e; F;‘;n

a certain amount .

(6) Lack of Financia] Resources
2 ¥ and
Technical Skii)s to Transform Land ‘x"::o

asset to indigent landowners, due to t
hardships Ccreated by the Payment of m:tegage
and PToperty taxes without 27y Compensating
benefiz, ‘I'herefore, land might be abandoned
and left idle or sold for a nominal fee.

(@))] Eminenf. Domain--the right of government
to take private Property for public use,

(8) Veluntary Sale--often black landownsr

do Net receive fair Compensation for rha sale
of their PTOPETTY dit 13 their jsci af se.
phistication in Teel esiate Kransaéti;nguand
selfish behavigr pétterns of 1a-2 cfficiais,

It is worth noting thar Hlacks have of
overtly denied the Cpportunity e ?u::;:::been
land more conduciye for farming. mach of the
black owned rura) land has been the less de-
Sireazble tracts, the ToCkY, the Swasny  angd
the less fertile. Consequentl)'. an ‘in;rdinetc
number were unabie to make 2 living from their

17



land. (Leo McGee and Robert Boone, ''Black
Rural Lend Pecline in the South," The Black

Scholar, May, 1877, pp. 8-9)

In 1980, one of the B3jOT networks broadcast a story which truly

symbolized the Plight of many Black landowners. A Particular Black

family in Florida--due to the mental incompetence of the husband- -

failed te pay the pProperty tax for two years. A white person or

company paid the taxes for.them and at the end of the two years ob-

tained the land apd evicted the original

far frosz musugl, resulting in the loss

owners. Such practices are

of thousands of acres of land

Per year. Attempts are Presently underway, Tanging from the work of

the Repubiic of New Africa in Mississippi to more reformist-guided

work in other areas of the South, to rec

laim land angd defend existing

T ownership. The loss of land, however, will continue to be a tendency
—_—

as long as Afro-Americans face imperialist/ white supremacist national

oppression.

Three Slogans to Deal Kith One Reality

For communists zng Other progressij

~hational oppression must be combartes by

ves, the evil reality of

practicing a defense of the

Tight of national seij f-determination and Dolitical power, a vigilant
fight for compiete equality, and a determined struggle 8gainst any

and all national/white-skin Tivileges,
—— == =1omal/white-skin p g

is one aspect of the work which must be

18

Each of these three points

carried on zgainst national

—
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oppression. Each complements the other rather than runs in contradic-
tion.

As others have pointed out, it would be dogmatic to see the
southern Black population as having the only voice on the question of
self-determination solely as a result of the Process of dispersion.®
The issue of self-determination cannot be restricted to Afro-Americans
in the South but has to assume some importance in our nation-wide
work. This is not to say that Harlee or KNatts wili secede, but it
should mean that the future of the Afro-American nation st be de-
cided by the entire Afro-American people. Thus, while the Particulari-
ties of the struggle in the South will differ from those facing the
Afro-American national minority in the North and Nest, the issue of
self-determination is not an alien issue.

An example of this is the current Black United Front movements
and the cry of 'human rights." Revolutionaries should understand the
slogan of 'Human rights” as first and foremost a "code-word" for
self-determination. As a matter of fact, we should and must agitate
for an understanding of this slogan 'Human rights" as placing the
Afro-American Struggle within the wider context of the international
fight against imperialisa and for national liberation. Other uses
of this term will abstract it froms any type of class content. The
point which the Afro-Aserican people have in common with the vast

majority of the world's peoples--humanity--is itseo-gnstruggle:

19
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In other words, the national liberation

of a people is the regaining of the his-

torical personality of that people, its

return to history through the destruction

of the imperialist demination to which it

was subjected.

{A. Cabral, "The Weapon of Theory," Revo-

iution in Guinea, p- 102)
--against imperialism and dominationism, i.e., the anti-imperialist
content of the Afro-American people's struggle. This should be,
from our agitational point of view, the essence of the demand for
"Human Rights."

In addition to the overall demand for national self-determination,
it is also incumbent upon us to raise the demand for Black political
—_— e

power. This demand means several things and has in the past been used

—_— -

{

|
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in different ways. The exercising of the right of national self-
determination is obviously a step towards the ackievement of political
pover, but this sust not be seen as the only way in which we can raise
this slogan. In areas of large concentration of Afro-Americans, in
addition to the raising o_fm slogan for national equality, we must
raise the demand for greater Afro-American control over the various
institutions tn the community in addition to greater political power
in the system as a whole. Consider the following.

There have been numerous attempts at altermative Black cormunity
institutions. These can take the form of economic cooperative pro-
jects, community schocls, etc. The viewpoint which guides the

creation of such institutions can vary greatly, but the basic right

20

to have these institutions is something which a}) Progressive and
revolutionary forces must defend. Although the establishment of
alternative institutions wil] never in and of themselves end national
OPPTession and resolve the national question, these institutions do
in fa, i

Ct represent one front of Struggle in the battle against national
oppression, as wel] as an arena for the further development of Afro-
American national consciousness.

5 . .

At the same vik¥, most oppressed nationalities, and Afrp-

Americans in Particular do not make use of alternative institutions.

the school System, and the schools in those Communities most definitely.
This must mean community imput into issuves of curriculum, hiring, fund
allocations, etc., and must not be limited to only those schools in

the oporessed nationaliry commmities. Another example of the demand
for politica) poweT is in our opposition to gerTymandering of districe,
county, etc., borders as a way to deprive the Afro-American people

of voting or Population majorities. We must fight for a system of

district apportionment that "guarantees” greater Afro-American Tepre-
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sentation and power in the existing system. In the South, the link
between the demand for land and for Black political power takes on
3 greater role and degree of importance than in the North. This
will be discussed somewhat later in the paper.

The demand for equality is directly related to the demand for
self-determination and against national privileges. The greatest
national privilege and the greatest example of the deprival of
equality is the restriction on the right of self-determination. The
demand for equality and against national privileges, however, 1s not
limited to the particular issue of naticnal self-determination.

Rather it is a challenge to the entire framework of U.S. society.

7 The denial cf equality, as we have noted elsewhere, means the establish-

| ment and legitimation of national privilege. MWe will mot pursue this

issue further but will refer the reader to the publication, A House

| Divided: Labor and White Supremacy.

L

The struggle against national oppression of the Afro-American

people involves the work encapsulized in the slogans mentioned above.

:/ No one fight is sufficient. Our work as revolutionaries and opponents

of national oppression will be one-sided and stilted if we only follow

the guide of omre aspect of the fight. At the same time, we z=ust noc
see the issues represented by these three areas mmning in Cprposition

to one another.
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SECTION II
THE INDEPENDENT REVOLUTIONARY CHARACTER OF THE AFRO-AMERICAN PEOPLE'S

LIBERATION MOVEMENT

When we use the term "Afro-American People's Liberation Move-
ment' (AAPLM) we are not referring to a specific organization; nor
are we referring to an organized force :r motion with a clear direc-
tion and definite leadership. Rather we are referring to:

- - . the sum total of the efforts of all
organizations, groups, and agencies which
strive in any manner and to any degree to
realize the ideal of Negro equality. In-
ciuded in this concept is the struggle a-
gainst all tendencies which conflict with

the basic conditions for the achievement of
this aim.

(Harry Haywood, Negro Liberation, Internation-
al Publishers, pp. 168-9).

Our use of the term Afro-American or African-American People's
Liberation Movement is an attempt to speak more precisely to this
specific national question. Needless to say, there are =many non-
African-American Black peoples in the U.S., including people from
the West Indies and the Cape Verde Islands. An examination of the
Telation between the West Indian people and the Afro-American is
far beyond the scope of this paper, though it is important to note
the following. The Afro-American nation developed well before the
influx of West Indian immigrants into the U.S. As such, the Afro-
Arerican national movement against imperialist/white supremacist
national oppression was well underway. At the same time, West

Indian immigrants (often coming to the U.S. for economic reasons

due to the depressed conditions in their homelands) have played and
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cantinue to play a very prominent role in the Afro-American national

movement. Marcus Garvey is only one example, though many of the

early founders of the African Blood Brotherhood and subsequently the

CPESA were people of West Indian origin.

Over the last 70 years, with the immigration of large numbers

of West Indians there have been changes in the Afro-American national

morement. Generally, though, while many West Indians continue to

Tremain their culture independent of Afro-American culture (and this

1% & right which must be defended) they have not constituted a national

movement really independent of the Afro-American people's liberation
- BOvement. The West Indian People have introduced important cultural
contributions and political direction, but this is generally within the
comext of the broader Afro-American national movement. Thus, while
we would notr Oppose--by any stretch of the imagination--use of the
(-;.erl "Black Liberation Movement," we .believe that Afro-American
!Afrinn-inerica: people's liberation movement speaks more directly to
Lnur specific situation and struggle.

Over the past number of years, in part because of the work of

severai revoliutionary groups, it has become more than rhetoric to
refer to the AAFIM ac kaving an independent revolutionary character.

How ere we to understand this term? For one, it means that the AAPLM

is a multi-class movement. In other words, the various classes which

make up the Afro-American People all have an interest in opposing
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imperialist/white Supremacist national oppression (this excludes, of
course, those individuals who function as direct agents of imperialism),
These interests exist in Opposition to national oppression, but to
Fdifferent extents and not always consistently. Reformist leaders,

such as Rev. Jesse[.}acksc:} have represented the interests of the

|! Afro-American bourgavisie. They have giver Specific guidance to the
I'miticnexi movement, i.e., encouraging it along a special--non-revolition.
ary--path. Irrespective of their intentiocas, reformist leadership of
the AAPLM directs the movement toward an alignment with the more
liberal sections of the ruling class. While the criticism of national
oppression and the U.S. system for that matrer by the more left-wing
reformists are often Very accurate, the reformists stop short of
Pointing to the need for fundamenta) change. Both mass Pressure and
changes in the objective conditions can result in a policy reorienta-
tion for reformists. In other words, the ®ore prominent national

level reformists can be compelled to Stand against nationa] oppression,
but this stand will generally be weak-kneed and subject to Eany tumns.
These reformists do NOt want to see the movement Proceed too far or

too fast: "too far or too fast™ generally meaning any real challenge

to bourgeois legality and the basis of the U.S. System. All progressives
should be concerned about the development of the AAPLM but seek to
challenge the socio-economic System of the United States. One par-
ticular problem faced by the Afro-Amerjican bourgeoisie has been the

Question of its stand toward Separation and independence. As a class

M
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it has been seriously divided on this issue. Garvey, who in a number r’_

of ways represented the *national wing of the Afro-American
bourgeoisie, stood clearly for separation. The forces of the Nation
of Islam, (here, we are referring to the Nation of Islam under the
Hon. Elijah Muhammad), also a group which stood in opposition to
imperialism and in favor of Black national capitalism, took a stand
is favor of separation. Yet neither of these forces could rally more
moderate sections and while gaining sizeable support (in their own
right) among the masses, did not hold consistently to an anti-
imperialist stand.

Understanding the notion of the AAPLM as having an independent
revolutionary character means certain additional points.

Leninism . . . recognizes the existence of
revolutionary capacities in the national
liberation movement of the oppressed countries,
and the possibility of using these for over-
throwing the common enemy, for overthrowing

imperialism . . . -

Hence the necessity for the proletariat of
the “dominant" nations to support--resolutely
and actively to support--the national libera-
ticn movement of the oppressed and independent
peoples.

the reveluticnary character of a national
movement under the conditions of imperialist
oppression does not necessarily presuppose the
existence of proletarian elements in the wmove-
wents, the existence of a revolutionary or a
republican programme of the movement, the
txistence of a democraiic basis of the movement.
(J. Stalin, "Foundations of Leninism," in Marxism
and the National Question, pp. 285-7)

—
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Concretely this means that the national movements as a whole--and
the AAPLM in particular--have a yast revolutionary potential. This
potential exists independently of the workers' movement, yet the
two movements are directly bound together in the struggle against
imperialism. Of particular importance is the fact that the national
movements should be viewed as vital allies in the anti-imperialist
struggle. In light of certain "left-wing" chauvinist errors in the
US movement, it wmust be reaffirmed that this revolutionary character

L

exists irrespective of the particular class leadership of the nationai

movements. While reformists will undoubtedly set the movement back-
wards, this is somewhat of a different question from the objective

character and role of the national movements. e s I\LA‘(,OQ. e ,r.‘?'

‘LZ\‘C"L%J R mZz;:’;,; (s ';,“' -’

The Historical Significance of the National Mcvements in the U.S.

In US history, the develapment of capitalism was integrally
bound with the suppression of the African, the Native American, and
the Mexican/Chicanos. The suppression--"racial oppression" so to
speak--of the African set the stage not only for the development of
the US economy ({based on slavery) but alsc the division of the
laboring classes through the development of political, economic, and
social privileges for white labor. Thus, oppesition to this oppression,
2 system of oppression which grew into and merged with national

oppression with the rise of imperialism, took on a special significance.
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Not only did opposition to racial/national oppresion represent a

threat to the economy, but in some ways more importantly it threatened
o 7, . -

the basic fabric(hhich holds the US ruling class in power (see: A

House Divided: Labor and White Supremacy). As a consequence, and

—

this held true since the development of racial slavery and the
beginning of the extermination of huge numbers of Native Americans,
each struggle against national oppression, regardless of how '"small"
Or "innocuous" it may appear, has brought forth the wrath of the
ruling class. Independent of any particular werking class struggle

Ft a given moment, the various struggles against racial slavery,

] - : : -
| annexations, exterminations and other varieties cof national oppression,

;l whether they be struggles around the retrieving of land, the right to
|

| have a1l sent shudders through the US capitalist system.

vote, the right to bear arms, or being able to sit at a lunch counter,

The potential power of a united sovement of labor as well as the
untapped strengfh of the then "sleebing" African giant became evident
in Bacon's Rebellion in 1676. The period in and around this great
Tebellion witmesses the development of a series of laws and institu-
tions to enslave the African for life and to reduce white labor to
the role of PTOPerty’s overseer. A swift =x}iTary Tesponse was me-
cessary in order to Stop the spread of this rebeilion, not just
militarily, but also politically. In another example, the African-
Seminole Wars (generally referred to as the Seminole Wars) were, in

fact, anti-slavery wars of the African slaves and their Semincle allies
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against white oppression. Not only did these wars meet with a serious
military response (though not a decisive victory for the whites), but
white "scholars' or pPro-capitalist/racist Propagandists were compe] led
to re-write and consciously distort the truth concerning these events
for fear that the truth would further inspire other African-Americans
and their allies to even greater and more varied forms of revdlt.

(For a detailed and very stunning account of this period, see Lerone

tt, Jr., The Shaning o_fMAmerica.}

We need not retell the history of the Afro-American people's
struggle in order to make the peint that it is a history of courageous
opposition to national Oppression; as well as to note the profound
implications which motions of the Afro-American people have had on

the larger US society. Both of these pPoints have been true regardless
of which class has led the struggle. Even those leaders who wish(ed)
to arrive at some accommodation with imperialism are often forced by
the masses to take this or that stand for equality and against national
oppression. Where the working class has played a more significant role
in a specific struggle against national oppression, the struggle has
been deepened. The role of the National Negro Congress (1936-1940)
and the Communist Party, USA of that period in mobilizing the Black
worker showed the creativity and importance of this class, not simply
as foot-soldiers for the Petty bourgeoisie or national bourgeoisie,

but as leaders in their own right. The mobilization of this sector

under revolutionary leadership (while scaring some reformists) pointed
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to an interesting issue. There is no insurmountable wall between the
~

.'i tasks which affect Black workers as part of the AAPIM and the tasks

[ which they face as members of the multi-national working class. Let

us draw this point out further.

- When Mao noted in 1963 that "In the final analysis, national
struggle is a matter of class struggle . . . ,"7 he was speaking both
generally as well as very specifically to the situation facing the
Black worker. Every national struggle is in the last instance a class
struggle in that (i} each natierzi struggle has, as its opponent,
imperialism. Therefore, there is in the last instance a class struggle,
i.e., 2 struggle against the imperialist bourgeoisie for self-determina-
tion and full equality; and (2) every national struggle is a class
struggle in that in each national struggle there is the fundamental
question of which class shall lead the national movement (e.g., AAPIM).
In the US, there is the additional question of the role which workers
of the oppressed nationalities lust- have in the multi-national workers'
movement. Black workers, for instance, are not only faced with the
question of the struggle to build the AAPLM and develop working class
hegemony, but they also share the role of helping to defeat white
chauvinism and national oppressior as marnifested in the working class

[~ movement. This is a specific feature of the class and national struggles

in a multi-national state such as the U.S. It is important to emphasize

|
‘lk this point because it often gets lost in the shuffle. Black workers

-along with the rest of the Afro-American people, are not found in only

30

one section of the U.S. They are often found in the midst of some
very multi-national settings, where workers of various nationalities
are located. In these settings, and in the workers' movement as a
whole, Black workers have responsibilities which go beyond the parti-
cular Afro-American struggle against national oppression, but in-
volves taking up and helping to lead the struggle (including against
national oppression) which workers of all nationalities face. This
point is true for reform struggles, be they struggles around particular
contracts, struggles for democratic unions and unionisme, as wel! as
fighting for multi-national leadership of the various revolutionary
forces and organizations. This should not be understood to mean that
the Afro-American people's struggle against national oppression is only
a struggle which should concern the Afro-American. Indeed, particularly
given the historic significance of the Afro-American people's move-
ment, it is a struggle which must be taken to the workers' movemert ard
taken up by the workers' movement. Our only point is that in adéizizn
to this struggle, there are other issues which also affect the woriers®
movement as a whole to which Black workers must speak, and about

which Black workers have something to say.

Recognition of the independent revolutionary character of the
national movements in general, and of the AAPIM in particular, does
not relieve commmists of the task of giving leadership, or more
correctly, of struggling for the revolutionary leadership of the

working class. It is not enough to have workers participating (whi=a
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they will do in any case); nor is it enough to have workers in

lﬁlcadership roles (though this is important). Developing the roie

J of the working class in the national movements necessitates the

i development of an independent communist position on the strategy,

tactics and program for the national movements. As we noted above,
\.every nationai struggle is in the last instance a class struggle in
pPart because there is the fundamental question of which class shall
lead the movement. Spontaneously, it is the representatives of the
bourgeoicie znd petty bourgeoisie which are "properiy" trained and
""groomed" for leadership. The development of proletarian leadership
must not be left to the realm of spontaneity but must be developed
consciously, At the end of this article we shall develop this point

further.

nounplaying the Independent Revolutionsry Character of the National

Movements *

What has happened when revolutionaries or progressives have not
recognized the independent revolutionary character of the AAPIM? Two
interesting errcrs can occur, for different reasons yet yielding
similar results. One historic error is characterized by not recogni-

zing the multi-class character of the AAPLM, but rather focusing on
f

the working class rather exciusively. While this error can come from

| right opportunism or "left" opportunism, it is generally reflects a
|

| more "left," semi-syndicalist notion of the tasks of the revolution.
L
Daniel Deleon, the U.S. revolutionary and champion of dual unionism8
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saw noneed to focus special attention on work in the South among the

oppressed Afro-American masses:

In 1895, Charles G. Bavlor, a black member
of the Socialist Labor Party, expressed his
desire, in 2 personal letter to Deleon, to
ge South and organize blacks into the Party

- - . As anticipated, DeLeon did not even

Ebo:her to reriy to this request.

AT none of the Socialist Labor Party's eight
conventions before 1500 is there any record
of even a motion being raised on the question

of black rights. Blacks were so ignored by
the orpanizniion thst even Deleon's biographers

ir;-l.reatlng nis iife did not mention them.
{Earl Ofari, "Black Activists and 19th Century
Radicalise," The Black Scholar, February 1974,
23.)
Rather than taking the correct Marxist point of view that states that
the working class and its party must oppose all forms and acts of
tyranny (such as national oppression), Deleon and the Socialist Q{Jb
Labor Party looked only to the working class, believing, as the C‘-":‘.\M%"L‘S
Socialist Party-did later, that Marxism offered nothing LIy .
"special" to the Afro-American.?
There have been more recent examples of the entrance of (ob-
jectively) syndicalist theories into the national movements and the
Left under the cover of Harxisn—beninis:.w The 1973-76 experience
of the African Liberation Support Committee, so important for the ALS C
development for a new generation of dedicated Afro-American commmists,
was plagued with this probiem. As we noted elsewhere (in our paper
on the slogan "Black Workers Take the Lead”), in opposition to a
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reactionary nationalist viewpoint which downplayed the class struggle,
or for that matter the existence of classes among the Afro-American
people, the Left-wing responded with a practice and policy which
helped to drive out many moderate, reformist elements: this all
done under the line of promoting Black working class leadership, and
upholding class struggle. In reviewing the polemics from that period,

it becomes clear that the Left-wing responded to one-sided reactionary

nationalist arguments with one-sided and "left" economis: formulations

EISENCEN [

which counter-posed the class and national ques

nothing approach helped to blur the dialectical relationship wnich

both questions have with one another, particularly in view of US
history.

—_— More recently, with the development of the Black United Front
movements and the National Black United Front, two different forces
began attacking the necessity for an independent AAPLM and a Front
to unite it. Some groups which oppose the thesis of the differenti-

ation of three worlds (first elaborated by the Communist Party of

China), instead following or giving critical support to the ultra

"left” line of the Party of Labor of Albania, attack the notion of 2

National Fromt either outright or by ignoring the potentizi of xinn
over the petty bourgeoisie and national bourgeoisie among the oppressed
nationalities. Through harangues about Black workers taking leader-

[
ship of the national movement, these forces ignore the work and com- L

promise which is essential to win over the non-proletarian stratas.
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v] Struggle is the “anti-racist struggle” in the working class.

Some of these forces, or consolidated *Left" revisionists (e.g., the
Communist Workers Party), insist that Black United Fronts immediately

take on a consciously revolutionary character, thereby excluding those

reformist forces interested in opposing national opl:»ressi.on.11
At the same time there are those forces linked with the Philadel-

phia Workers Organizing Committee and the Organizing Committee for an
Ideological Center, who for all intents and purposes Tepudiate the
Afro-American queetion 25 2 legitimate national questicn. While
correctly recognizing the dispersion of a large section of the Afro-
American people from the Black Belt and the growth of the Black pro-
letariat, these forces then conclude that the Afro-American question
is essentially a proletarian guestion and as such, the main focus of
This view
has led to a series of zig-zags in policy and Practice. Most recently

the PNOC, as one of the main leaders of these forces, has downplayed

the necessity for Black unity and a National Black United Front and
T-attacked the correctness of an independent Black political party,
Tgnst_ud insisting that progressive formations Eust always be multi-
|_national in character, It has become clear that the PWOC does not see
the necessity for addressing the non-working class sections of the
fro-American people nor does the PWOC recognize the existence of a
legitimate national movement. The PWOC/OCIC forces end up dove-tailing
with the "left" revisionist in that both sets of forces downplay the

Bulti-class character of the AAPLM. These forces attack the demands
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of non-proletarian classes in the AAPLM as necessarily being an-
tagonistic to the demands of the Black proletariat. In practice
these forces either openly attack or take an arrogant and self-
righteous stand in opposition to the petty bourgeois forces which
are presently playing a central role in leading the National Black
United Front and National Black Independent Political Party. Instead

of a point of view which involves unity and struggle with the non-

—proletarian classes in the AAPLM, these "defenders of the interests

L
=

|
(Y

of workers™ either take an all-struggle point of view or abstain from
struggle. Either practice is anti-Marxist and self-serving. What
makes the forces aligned with the PWOC/OCIC dangerous is that their
opposition to the growth and demands of the AAPIM is cloaked in "anti-
racism'' and "anti-dogmatism." The anti-Marxist thrust of the PWOC,/OCIC
line of the national question makes their current campaign "“against
white chauvinism" so particularly curious. Their attempt to eradicate
white chauvinism from within their organizations is being carried out
while their overall line encourages this deviation. Speaking of a
frighteningly parallel situation in the CPUSA (1949-52) during its
move toward revisionism, Harry Haywood noted:

Rather than coming out wheleheartedly in support

of our revclutionary position, a kind of moral

crusdae was launched which was completely diverced

from any mass work. Refusing to examine the full

implications of Black oppression as nationa] oppres-

sion, it was assumed that chauvinist practices could

be eliminated by wiping out wrong ideas and attitudes

of the Party rank and file. White chauvinism came to
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be considered as a sort of Phencmen=; a Tting
in itself, separate from the fight <:x Blac-i
rights and proletarian revolution.

(Harry faywood ,Black Bolshevik, p. 337

Another means to liquidate the independent revcirx=ionary charac-
—————————

[— ter of the AAPLM is to ignore, downplay or f£ail =s recaopnize that this
—_

[ movement, regardless of its conscious leadershir, repr=e=sents an ob-

| jectively revolutionary, anti-imperialist fcorce. Intezrestingly enough,

this error can also take two fores. Some ufrra *lefricees" such as
—_—
: IS

the RU/RCF saw the AAPLM as being independexz, i- z sex=sz, but not

having particularly revolutionary tasks.lz

of the AAPLM was only seen to the extent to whick this mmsovement had a

The revolw—aomary capacity

relation with the workers' movement. For tke RUXP, zmZ to a great
extent also the Workers' Viewpoint/Communist Woriers Pzz—ry, the national
movements' tasks were viewed as being bourgecis d=mocrax-ic and reformist,
while the workers' movement was Teally revel=tiamazy. ~The WVO developed
an entire "theory" or description of this phe=nomezcn whe=:. they stated
that the mational movements, and the uprisings of the iSH50's, were
essentially like "fire in the tree Tops,"” whiie tie prois=rarian move-
ment was the "fire in the tree trunks,” i.e. tha- wvhil~ <he national
movements were 'important,' the proletarian movems=r was ‘more'
important.

It is true-that the natioral BOVements--in m-ticz::zr the AAPLM--
fight for the completion of certain bourgeois democratic tasks never
It is alsc true that ths pralatariazi revolution-

resolved in the U.S.
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ary movement represents the most consistently revolutionary force and
position. Yet fo¥Marxist-Leninists this should not mean that the
AAPLM assumes any less importance in our work or in the anti-imperialist
struggle. The fight for full democratic rights, for oppressed nation-
alities, one of which includes the demand for the right of national
self-determination is not a narrow, reformist/nationalist position of
interest only to the Afro-American people. Rather it represents a de-
mand or motion relevant and essential to all revolutionary forces in

the US. It additionally represents the central political struggle

e

for revolutionary forces in the US. To downplay the revolutionary

I~

character of the AAPLM is to essentially throw history tc the wind and
ignore the role which this movement has played in all aspects of US
society, all social movements in the US, as well as the role which
national oppression/national privilege has in propping up bourgeois

Tule.

Lenin was right in seying that the national
movement of the oppressed countries should be
appraised not. from the point of view of formal
democracy, but from the point of view of the
actual results, as shown by the general balance
sheet of the struggle against imperialisme, that
is to say, "not in isolation, but on a world
scale."

(J. Stalin, Marxism and the National Question,
p. 288.)

The revolutionary character of the AAPIM can 2lso be ignored in
L another direction, i.e., from the Right. The CPUSA recognized the

independent role of the AAPLM but they see it as essentially a reform {
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movement. Additionally, the independent nature of the AAPIM jis seen
as a "problen” for which Black activists must find a means to overcome.
The CP saw integration as a solution to the national question. It

saw the Civil Rights Movement as positive essentially because it was
"mixed." In part tied to their shift to the Right in the late 1950's,
the CPUSA began to see the AAPLM as being defined by its leadership,
usually this meaning the more consciously reformist elements (such

as the NAACP). For them (the CP) there was no need to build revolution-
iry iesdersnip and direction for the AAPIM, nor for ""Open communist"
presence. Those forces which pushed a revolutionary viewpoint, par-
ticularly focusing on the independent tasks and anti-imperialist
development of the AAPLM (e.g., Malcolm X) were defined as being
"divisive." The CP did not show the correct relation between the AAPLM
and the workers' movement (i.e., the specific tasks of the AAPLM and
its necessity to 2lly with the workers! movement). In other words,
their talks of an alliance between "labor” and the "Negro People™
showed neither that labor included workers of many different nationali-
ties nor that the so-called "Negro People" was a viable social movement

with its own definite and Tevolutionary tasks.13

Thws Seems ‘:b
t(»sz "t(_"{ Qe pn
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SECTION 111

POLITICAL TRENDS AMONG THE AFRO-AMERICAN PEOPLE

A full examination of this topic would necessitate a book. We
are not prepared nor in a pPosition to undertake such an examination.

We will briefly comment on three general tendencies--Right, Center,

and Left--found in all mass movements. We are not looking at each

category as being monolithic blocs. Rather we are locking at general

characteristics wiich often tie these forces togrher. Ke define Lroups

within each category according to their attitude toward the masses,

and imperialism/white supremacist national oppression.

The Right

This section of the people includes some forces which act as

direct ams of the imperialists within the Afro-American people. It

also is generally composed of the "lergiali}t"

sector, i.e., those forces

which push a view and PTactice which denies the need for mass struggle

- and resistance, but rather relies on legal pressure. In addition, this
"
sector lacks a genuine sense of Black people as havir: a natiosal

f
|
L identity.

Included within the Right are the Urban League, which while at

times expresses differences with the imperialists, openly defends the

US ruling class on B3jOT positions on domestic and foreign policy. It
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has attached itself generally to the Democratic Party.

The National

Busines League, descendant of Booker T. Washington's

National Negro Business League, speaks for the right-wing and moderate

sections of the m‘ﬁ&@—bj" The NBL has been a long
time exponent of the value of Black business and the view that
business ventures and Black capitalism are the solutions to national
oppression.

The NEACP which hag g

cne through many twists and turns must pe

evaluated concretely on both a national and local levels. The national

leadership is basically conservative and, much like the Urban League,
sees itself as part of the New Deal (Liberal} coalition forces. While
the NAACP can and does come out in favor of many progressive causes,
it openly pushes a legalist orientation and a reliance on the state

as the "giver of justice." While some of its most right-wing policies

have been played down, it retains a basic distrust of the masses, and

_faith in US capitalism. Local ly, though, there can--at times--be vary-
1 P

ing degrees of difference with the national leadership and its orienta-
tion. Some chapters and youth councils have shown themselves willing
to engage in struggle and mass work. This can and should mean that
'revulutionaries, if conditions permit, work in or with such chapters.
In sum, the right-wing can be counted upon to agitate for legalism
and a basic defense of the institutions of US imperialism. The right-

wing can and will set themselves up as a leadership pole to be recognized
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by whites as the "legitimate" representatives of the Afro-Americans.
Especially during the 1960's, this sector proved to be very dangerous
and courter-productive. They can, at times, be united with around

certain specific issues of national oppression.
The Center

The Center is not a very well defined grouping. In fact, in any
political movemenz, the Center is generally hard to define. For the
purposes of this paper, though, we shall speak of the Center as the
essentially pro-capitalist forces who utilize mass actions and legalism,
with legalism generally being in the dominant position. This sector

is generally characterized by a reliance on non-violence as a principle

of mass work. Organizations from the Center tend to speak for the

interests of the "national" wing of the Afro-American bourgeoisiel and

B o —— ——

as such are not particularly consistent, principled or reliable. The
Center forces feel compelled by mass pressure to speak for the demands
of the Black masses, but are sure to combine these with the demands of
the Afro-American bourgeoisie hoiding first place. jn pracrtice this
may mean that they take wp a demand for jobs, but push the ideclogical
position that the develogment of Black business will be the solution

to the basic econoric problem of the Afro-American. .

. | PO i
Organizations such as SCLC and PUSH'fit into this cztegory. This
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also includes many of those holding prominent leadership positions in
social service and community agencies. And one group often ignored are
the major ya_c_k_ trade union officials, particularly these grouped around
organizations such as the Coalition of Black Trade Unionists. While
the membership of the CBTU varies, the general orientation of the leader-
ship vis a vis both the labor movement and national movement can be
described as being basically Center to Center-left. Many honest and
not-so-honest revolutionaries are often ready to write-off many Center
fozces. Why? Because, as Center forces, these organizations and leaders
will move back and forth between the Left and the Right. This by no
means lets a number of Center forces off the hook. Some of the lead-
ers within the Center are opportunists. But these leaders or leader-
ship groups exert influence over sectors of the AAPLM and they cannot
be discounted. At the same time, we must distinguish leaders from
Bass members and also examine political tendencies within these groups.
The Center will certainly make appeals to nationalism or militancy.
And as car be seen by some of the recent work of the SCLC, the Center
will lead militant struggle. The Center, though, cannot be relied
upon anvmore than the Right. If confronted with sharp and concerted
pressure from the Right of the AAPIM, the Center has and will buckle.
The Center is a very broad grouping. Within the Center itself
there are some very wide differences. There are differences over

issues of US foreign policy, and especially differences over the question

43



Y

AP
APSY

NBOE
vl
NRIiee

correct direction.

~ be found many subsections and a variety of differences.

[~ forces.

of independent political action and movement for the AAPIM. The
defections from the National Black Political Assembly in its early
years cannot just be-attributed to opportunism or careerism, but must
be seen within the context of serious differences over the direction
of the AAPIM. As in the trade union movement, the development of a
(Black) left-wing or united action of the components of the left-wing
can have 8 dramatic effect on forcing the Center to move in a generally
At the same time, isolationist moves by the Left,
as can be seen in some recent motions (such as within scme of the Bur'g,
will push the Center towards the Right.

The Left

As with the other two categories, the Left is a very broad
assortment of basically revolutionary and fﬂsciouslz_mlti-;'.?_ejgalist
Within the Left are left-tr'iug nationalist, Pan-Africanists,
sociazlists and Marxist-Leninists. Within each of these categories can
Included
within the Left are groups such as the Afrikan People’s Party,
African People's Socialist Party, as well as most components of the
National Black United Front. In addition are such groups as the
United League. The current leadership of the NBUF groups, as well as
the NBIPP, appears to be dominated by the ﬂcnalig_ petty bourgeoisie.

These forces are actively anti-imperialist, hold certain pro-socialist
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views and emphasize the role and need for the masses in social
change. At the same time, the petty bourgeois section of the left-
wing will vacsllate in terms of how far to push the struggle, in what

direction, and in what manner. One exavyple is the “cult of leadersth "

| The Petty bourgeoisie encourages the view that a small group of

committed intellectuals can and should guide the B2SS movement.

B

(it sume mass organizztions), but also raises the question
of '"where do correct ideas come from?" Objectively, the petty
bourgeoisie promotes the view that while the Basses are essential for
8 social movement, that they basically remain foot-soldiers of the
Struggie.

Over the past ten years Harusrl.:mmsn as a tendency within
the Left has grown, declined and at the present juncture finds itself
.-at the cross-roads. In Mo uncertain terms it must be made clear that
the future of Marxism-Leninism within the AAPIM depends on the correct
Practice of united front tactics and the concrete elaboration of an
anti-revisionise Marxist-Leninist view of not only the path for the
AAPEM, Tly sVme the reiationship which it and other mass movements in
the US should hold sowarg the anti-imperialist struggles in the Third
particularly in Africa.

Uitra "leftism," which has 50 greatly plagued Marxist-leninists,

affected both the issue of united front tactics and an anti-revisionist
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perspective on our tasks. With regard to united front tactics, much -

is evident and even those forces who would like to pretend or honestly

-

believe that ultra "leftism" has not been the main problem on the part
of Marxist-Leninists in the AAPIM, are forced to admit that a poor
policy in taking up the question of the united front and the building
of the Afro-American national movement has led to major set-backs for
the Marxist-Leninist forces, and also for the AAPLM. The inability of
Marxist-Leninists to rally the left wing and wove the Center towards
greater and more diverse forms of mass action encouraged both retreat
and disarray. The Rev. Jesse Jackson, who, during the 1974 recession
felt compelled to publicly address the specific problem of the Black
worker, subsequently retreated into a more "boot-strap" approach to
Afro-American liberation. The Marxist-l.eninistswﬁelped to destroy their

own credibility and that of the left wing through "left" opportunist

2

maneuvers and views. And without a viable and militant left-wing, more

reformist and backward tendencies proliferated.

Some Thoughts About Class Struggle Among the Afro-American People

Marxist-Leninists in the AAPLM must take a unity and struggle
attitude toward the non-Marxist and petty bourgeois forces in the
AAPIM. There are two points to make here: (1) the question of petty

bourgeoisie, and (2) the different views on socialism held by various
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forces. When one speaks of petty bourgeois forces in the AAPIM, it
is important to differentiate between those groups and individuals
which consciously represent the interest of the Black petty bourgeoisie

within the AAPLM.

Professional associations and some academicians fit
into this category. On the other hand, there is the guestion of the
-petty bpurgeois viewpoint held by some revolutionary forces. This
is an ideological question and not necessarily an issue of a one-to-one
correspendence between one's class origins and their particular views
end ideas. Many peopie from the petty bourgeoisie can and have taken
the proletarian viewpoint. There are many examples of the petty bourgeois
viewpoint held by some revolutionary forces. We will only mote a few.
Ideologically, the petty bourgeois viewpoint can be one of blurring
over class distinctions or exaggerating class distinctions among the
Afro-American people. Perhaps one of the most important aspects of
the petty bourgeois viewpoints among revolutionary forces is its lack
_of consistent anti-capitalism. The petty bourgeois viewpoint is or
| can be strongly anti-imperialist, but in terms of the question of anti-

capitalism, it becomes something else.

‘ ¥hy is the issue of lack cf consistent anti-capitalism important?
It is tied to petty bourgeois revolutionary views of the nature of
socialism. While Marxist-Leninists and many non Marxist-Leninist

Tevolutionaries may share the comeon zim of the establishment of

secialism, there is often a distinct difference in what is meant. The
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Petty bourgeois view of socialism is a relatively non-class utopian
view of a society without contradictions; a society where no par-
ticular class Plays the leading role; where monopolies are dismantled,
but the basic framework of capitalisa itself remains in tact. |Inp
actuality, this form of society takes on many of the characteristics
of a "welfare state." The n?n~class_v§3ti‘pf socri:aIAi.sm_ permits the

growth and controlled developﬁent of capitalism, although the new

bourgeoisie will tend to arise in comnection with the national state

pperatus. Algeria and Libyz are tw= examples of this sort of rendency.

e
— _—

Another and related feature of the petty bourgeois revolutionary
view of socialism, particularly among the oppressed nations and
nationalists, is the priority given to the nation-state. While in
the national democratic stage of struggle against imperialism, the
unity of the entire '"pecple” against imperialist-national oppression
Eﬂ, this does not mean the abolition of intra-nationality class
Struggle. Again, as noted above, By emphasizing the nation-state,
nationality, etc., above all else, there is a Vvery strong tendency
for new bourgeois forces to arise cloaked in the national fleg,
Teligion, language, etc. of the people.

A final point. Within the petty bourgeois revolutionary con-
ception of the development of the nationai liberation movement and the
establishment of the anti-imperialist mational democratic state, there

is a strong role Piaced on the national leader. (This, in fact, can
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also arise in socialist nations where importance--sometimes exaggerated--
is place on individual leaders such as Stalin.) The particularities
for the petty bourgeois revolutionary view are interesting and has an
important practical aspect. Although there is no Bonolithic petty
~bourgeois revolutionary view, what these forces often share in common
\is the notion of the national leader as the arbiter of intra-national/
lintra-nationality class contradictions. Just as in the case of the
nation-state, the national leader is conceptualized as being above

the issue of classes and Tepresents the interests of the entire people.
From the Marxism-Leninism standpoint, leaders and leadership are also
important, but in a different sense. For Marxist-Leninists, the
leader is not an arbiter between classes, but both a Tepresentative

of a particular class as well as embodying the interests of the entire
mational revolutionary movement. In this sense, the Marxist-Leninist
leader, while not always talking about the working class, attempts

to show how the interests and role of the working class (and its
viewpoint) is the most consistent view to lead the anti-imperialist
pational movement. Rather than downplaying the issue of class, the
Marxist-Leninist leader attempts to show the necessity for s national
bloc or class alliance irn order to forwzard the Balional movement.

Of immediate and practical importance, is the fact that the

Petty bourgeois revolutionary conception of a leader or leaders, places
thea above the class struggle and national movement. This conception

objectively encourages the dominant bourgeois views of the "great man
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theory of history" because it places upon the shoulders of leaders
the main role in the development of mass movements, and history
generally.

Another indication of the dominant, petty bourgeois viewpoint
in much of the Left-wing (although this is true also the Right and

rCenter) is the fascination with NATIONAL events, conferences, marches,
| —

!etc.. rather than a reliance on local work in order to develop

|
i successful nation-wide work. This point is not being made to down-

play the significance or utility of nationai events, but 2 consistent

error which has arisen time and again is the tendency to rely on

- A 15
national work as a means to develop local work. To a great extent

thiS erTor must be laid at the door of impetuosity. Out of frustra-
tion with the slow pace of local work, the petty bourgeoisie will
turn to outside assistance or support in order to build local work.
While outside assistance can be of great help, it cannot and will
not be the decisive component in winning a victory. If a mass organi-
2ation in Baltimore, for example, is not growing, national conferences
may help these activists learn from the experiences of others, but
they will not decide whether the mass organization grows or dies.
Even if a group of organizers come from the national level, it will
remain to the activists of Baltimore to actually build the organiza-
tion there, for it is they who have some knowledge of the concrete
conditions of their city. Before getting outside assistance, it is
always important for organizers to ask: (1) what happens when the
outside support ceases and {2) will there be a base to carry on

s

further struggle?

The Left-wing must show itself capable of uniting with and
leading more than the Black working class (though such leadership
would definitely be an achievement). It might be more appropriate
to note that the Left-wing should address more than thLe Elack working
class, since at present the Left leads very little. The tactics and
program which the Left develops must be capable of winning over the
ron-proletarian sections of the AAPLM. ke can make a stari hy
enswering the question of: what will it take to broaden the membership

and influence of the Black United Front movements?
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SECTION IV

NATIONALISM

We feel it necessary to address the particularities of Black
nationalism since incorrect understandings of this phenomenon have
given rise to many disasterous deviations. As we understand nationalism,
it is an "ideology" propagated by the oppressed nation bourgeoisie and
petty bourgecisie which, briefly stated, breaks down to the following:

" . . . My nation (or nationality) first." In the real world there

are many variations on this theme, each reflecting: different tendencies
within the classes of the national movement; the subjective situation
within the mass base of the naticnal movement; 2s well as the objective
situation facing that particular people.

As an ideology, nationalism helped to justify the development
and existence of nation-states. The rising capitalist class was able
to use nationalism as a means to justify boundaries within which it
could claim existed its 'own" market and its "own' exploited class
(the working class). It would be inaccurate and non-Marxist to leave
rus with this view of nationalism. While at its kernel nationalism
ﬁ reflects the view of the bourgeoisie and petty bourgeoisie, this is

not enough to understand the hold which it can have on the masses of
k_laboring peoples.
as every other phenomenon, itself divides into

Nationaliswm,

two, this division representing the realities of the modern world.
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[ The so-cailed nationalism of the oppressor nations (this being fully
reactionary, chauvinist ideology) and the nationalism of the
oppressed nations [:Ei;hi_iq_the main, is positive). We will not
dwell on oppressor nation so-called nationalism since it is more
open in the US (white chauvinism) and there is a much clearer under-

standing of how to deal with it. But the nationalism of the oppressed

nationalities has always been a2 difficult problem for Marxists.

Nationalism

of the cppressed nationalities, as noted by Lenin.

has a democratic content. As a view, it speaks against the all-round

suppression and restrictions on the rights and historical development

of the oppressed nationalities. While it is indeed propagated by the

bourgeoisie and petty bourgeoisie, it is generally grasped by the
oppressed nationality masses from the start of efforts to unite

against national oppression. Therefore, when Lenin noted years ago:
You will have to base yourselves on the
bourgecis nationalism which is awakening,
and must awaken, among those peoples (the
peoples of the oppressed nations--Editor),
~—{and which has its historical justification.]

At the same time, you must find your way

to the working and exploited masses of
every country and tell them in a language
they understand that their oniy hope of
ezmsncipation lies in the victory of the
international revolution, end thar the
international proletariat is the only
ally of all the hundreds of millions of
the working and exploited peoples of the
East.

(Lenin, "Address to the Second All-Russia
Congress of Communist Organizations of

the Peoples of the East, November 22,

1919," Collected Works, Vol. 30, p. 162)
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He was making a generalized assessment of where the masses of the
Oppressed nationalitjes® consciousness lay. This did not mean thatr
comunists of the Oppressed nationalities should take a stand-offish
OT a no-struggle attjtude toward bourgeois nationalism (as can be seen
from the Preceding quote, Lenin was speaking of woving people from
where their consciousness was to a broader Perspective on the tasks
of the national liberation Struggle), but it was a recognition that
oppressed nationality nationalism could indeed be a Positive force in
inst imperialism.

= Once again, though, nationaiism divides into two. Within the

{ oppressed nationalities themselves there is reactionary nationalism

i
|

Land Progressive or Tevolutionary nationalism. These distinctions are
important and must not be "simplified” to mean "'cultural nationalism"
vs. "revolutionary nationalisg._' Cultural nationalism in the AAPLM,
for example, has Come to mean--at least among revolutionary circles--
a view which downplays political s.truggle in favor of a "boot-strap"
approach and a fixation on one's culture. This is usually tied to

Bysticism and 3 belief in "getting one's self together" jn dis-

connection from political struggle. At the same time, pzrticularly

(Tin the early

28¢5 of nationa) liberation struggles, Struggle on the
cultera! fron: Tepresents one of the ®BOSt impertant srenas for aptj-
imperialist motion. This is a point which Bany revolutionaries

downpleyed in the late 1960's and early 1970's.
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The study of the history of national libera-
‘tion struggles shows that generally these
Struggles are preceded by an increase in ex-
Pression of culture, consolidated Progressive-
ly into a successful or unsuccessful attempt
to affirm the cultura] Personality of the
dominated people, as a Deans of negating the
oppressor culture. Whatever may be the con-
ditions of a people's political and social
factors in Practicing this domination, it is
generally within the culture that we find the
seed of opposition, which leads to the struc-
turing and development of the liberation move-
®ment,
(Amilcar Cabral, "National Liberation and
Culture," in Rerurn 1o the Source, p. 43)

Reactionary nationalism has certsin general characteristics. For
one, as noted above, it moves the masses away from Political struggle
against imperialisam. Different varieties of reactionary nationalism
can encourage anything from Hysticism and astrology to an internal
focus on non-political activity (such as the creation of certain types
of alternative institutions) while awaiting Armaggedon. Secondly,
reactionary nationalism encourages exclusiveness among Blacks, in
other words a Black-only mentality. This has a Particularly dangerous
side when it involves attacks on other oppressed nationalities. Re-
actionary nationalism, for example, discourages alliances with other
OpPpressed nationalities or openly attacks these other groups, seeking
to foster an atmosphere of competition between various oppressed
Eroups. One can see examples of this in the midst of the current
economic problems faced by the U.S. 1In this situation, some directors

of poverty programs and some politicians openly encourage competition
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between Afro-Americans and Puerto Ricans for a greater "'stake" or

"piece of the pie." While such competition may be carried out under
the banner of Black nationalism, it has no progressive aspect at al],
but rather is a means to pit the various oppressed nationalities
against one another.

We do not use the term '"narrow nationalism."” This term has
generally been used as a way of blurring over all distinctions within
nationalisa. Additionally, it has been used to attack the justifiable
CORCCIn Lifng oppressed natrionalities for their nziicnal rights, full
equality, and a correct addressing of the national Question. The
term "narrow nationalism" also Beans very little. What is narrow
about this nationalism? Should this term cover all nationalisi? We
think it to be more correct to distinguish the two general tendencies
within nationalism--reactionary and progressive--and understand their
meanings in the real world. Blanket condemnations of nationalism often
cover for omstright chauvinism. 'ﬂ:ey may also cover for a downplaying,
on the part of oppressed nationalities, of their own national identity.

Revolutionary or pProgressive nationalism should not be confused
with reactiomary nationalism. There are also differences--often

Ical--aning revolutionary nationzlists (e.g., the Black Panther
Party, Afriken Pecple's Party, African People's Socialist Party), but
there are some defining chzracterig_i_c‘sﬂ. For one, revolutionary

— e
aa:.;:.:.;.i;s::s Tecognize the existence of classes and class struggle

within the oppressed nationalities in addition to the anti-imperialist
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national liberation struggle. At the same time the consequences or
ramifications of this recognition tend to be blurred; or interestingly
enough, exaggerated. The vision of class struggle as articulated by
some revolutionary nationalists (e.g., the Black Panther Party in the
1960's and early 1970's) was a sopewhat ~eft-wing populist view of
the "poor" against the ''rich." The exaggeration of certain intra-
nationality class differences, as mentioned above, is a peculiar view
of many revolutionary nationalists. The Afro-American bourgeoisie is
net anzlyzed dialectically, but is viewed empirically with regard to
its relations with the Black masses. While trying to compensate for
the reactionary nationalist position that classes do not exist among
the oppressed nationalities, or that they are imsignificant, some
revolutionary nationalists 80 to the other extreme and do not under-
stand that a basis may exist for united action with a segment of the
oppressed nationality bourgeoisie. Thus, the entire class is viewed
as "Uncle Toms." Needless to-say, this view can and does support
ultra "left" notions, notably those elaborated by the articulate
voices of "left" fanaticism--the OYP.16

i\ Revolutionary nationalise differs with reactionary nationalism

! over the question of working with other nationalities. For the most

—

Part, revolutionary nationalists Tecognize the meed for a common front

against imperialism. From the perspective of revolutionary mationalism,

this may include the workers of the oppressor nation. This recognition
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of the need for a common front against imperialisnm is very impor-

i

tant for joint work between revolutionary nationalists apg Marxist-
Leninists.

Fundxaentau)', revolutionary nationalism, w;/ile not a single
fully elaborated theory, i;; profoundly political. It is essentia}
for communists to recognize this. Revolutionary nationalism stands
for the full mobilization of the oppressed nationality masses against
imperialise. It stands for opposition to imperialist ang the monopoly
capitalists and for {611 democraric o

5 and political power.
Therefore, it is vita]l that a working Telationship between communists
and revolutionary Dationalists not be obscured by deeper ideological
) 17

differences,

There are reasonabie and principled differences between communists
and revolutionary nationalists, In order to get to the root of this
difference it is important for us to answer the question of what
should be the stand of oppressed iationality communists toward their
OwWn nationality and its anti-imperialist struggle?

Can a Communist, who is an internstionalist.
at the same time be a patriot? We hold thar
he not only can be but must be. The specific
content of patriotiem i< deteiminied by hiz-
torical cenditions | | « Thus in wars of na-
tional liberation Patriotism is eprlied inter-
nationalism.

(Mao, "The Role of the Chinese Communist Party
in the Nationa} War," Selected Works, VoI.
I, p. 196)

Communists can be both Patriots and internation=lists Precisely because
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patriotism is not the same thing as nationaliss. WKhile Nationalise,
in the last instance, breaks down to a view of " - - - WMy nationality
first . . . ,'" patriotism involves the love and respect for one's
people, culture and history. Patriotism involves the justified
hatred of the oppressor nation ruling class, though this is not trans-
mitted into a hatred of the People of the opressor nation.

Unlike the petty-bourgeois and national
bourgecis parties, our Party (the Viet-

nam Workers' Party--Editor) had educated
the ma2sses in our €ountry to discriminate
the French colonialists--our Oppressors

and exploiters--from the French working
class and people--our allies who supported
our just struggle.

(Truong-Chinh, "For the Centenary of Lenin's
Birth," Selected Works, p. 696)

Communists as both internationalists and Patriots defend and
encourage the development of their (and other peoples') national
culture, but do not condone nor conciliate any development of a
chauvinist bias towards other nationalities. And, in a word, when
their own nationality is being led in a wrong direction (e.g., attacks
on other oppressed nationalities); when Teactionary sentiment is
being whipped up, communists, as internationalists and patriots are
c2lled upon to take a stand against such xenophobia. Indeed, as
Mao noted, patrictism--for the oppressed nationalities--is applied
lnternationalism.

One of the most important differences between communists and

Tevolutionary nationalists concerns the role of the Black worker. The
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Bore left-wing revolutionary nationalists, in addition to communists,
speak to the need to struggle for the leadership of the Black working
class in the AAPIM. This is one more area of practical, and prin-

cipled political unity. Both communists and left-wing Tevolutionary
nationalists see that there is presently an important ideological

struggle underway within the AAPIM over which class--and which class
viewpoint--will lead the national movement. At the Same time, revo-

lutionary nationalists believe that there must be a revolutionary

party for esach

national revolutionary proletarian party to leaZ the anti-imperialist
Struggle in the U.S. This may appear to be two separate questions,
but in actuality it really comes down to a fundamental point. For
commuriists, Black workers are part of both the AAPLM and part of the
multi-national working class. The U.S. working class is itself very
divided with the oppressed nationality workers facing not only the

exploitation and oppression which®they receive as workers, but also

the national oppression which they receive as mesbers of these nationali-
18

ties. As mentioned above, Black People as a whole, and Blacks

workers definitely are not just in one region of the U.S. Blachk

workers have been integralily invelved ip

ruggles of the
working class and were essentiz?! 2t key mimenis in labor history.

Take, for example, the development of the CiO. BY the admission of
the leadership of the early CI0, several of these industrial unions

could not have successfully developed had it ncr been for the active
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participation and role of the Black workers (e.g., steel, auto).
Groups such a.r; the National Negro Congress plaved vital roles in
the development of the steel workers union and the neutralization
of anti-union forces in the Black community. In both labor reform
struggles, as well as the struggle for working class power in the
U.S., Black workers have an essential role to piay. At the minimm
this must mean that they have some organized political relationship
with workers of other nationalities. It is in relation to the

rest of the working class that the left-wing Tevolutionary nationalist
line falls short since it cannot adequately address the struggle which
Black workers, Chicanos, etc., face as workers. We believe that
this necessitates winning the vanguard of the mass movements in the
U.S. into one, revolutionary proletarian party. This is not in
oppesition to various separate forms of mass organizations (such as

—_—
Black United Fronts, or minority workers' caucuses).

The developmer:
of separate forms of mass organization should develop as needed. :z.-
leading these mass organizations and the various struggles which are
underway in the U.S.--simultaneously--we believe necessitates one
revolutionary line and one revolutiocnary party. The development of
this line and this party will be an important task for Black workers.
In addition to leading the AAPLM, Black workers have a central role
in the development of the struggle for socialism in the U.S. as a
whole. The organizational particularities of building and leading

the struggle for Afro-American liberation will have to be examine<
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elsewhere. There will have to be conscious attention devoted to
SECTION Vv
developing the various organizational forms for bui l1ding the role
THE TASKS FACING US
and leadership of the Black working class and its line in the AAPLM.
— " In ;m, we are saying the following about nationalism: national- . ) A
— The purpose of this Paper was not to review the entire experience
ism in and of itself, does not necessarily identify a particular tenden- . A
e and history of communists in the AAPLM. We would refer the reader to
€Y, group or individual as being progressive. In the main, the na- . . 19 .
a variety of other publications. There are certain brief points
tionalism of an oppressed nation or nationality is progressive in .
which we would like to note, however.
its stand against imperialism and national oppression. But this K
Many of today's oppressed nationality Merxist-Leninists were oiee
nationalism dividec inec tyo tendencies: a progressive or Tevolution- . . 5
nationalists. For a variety of reasons they felt that naticnalism was
ary tendency and a more backward, or reactionary tendency. Communists i . . . -
' insufficient (and in error on many points) in order to lead the AAPLM,
of the oppressed nationalities must build upon the existing national
3 In part, as a response to the problems of working in such a broad
sentiment found among the masses; they sust show in Practice that . :
movement; in part due to the social base and background of many of
patriotisa is applied internationalism; they must be good at building _ : P
these activists, and a certain amount of subjectivism, some of the
the national revolutionary movement of the oppressed nationalities; . . |
1 ®OSt important steps in further developing the AAPLM were set back as
and they must encourage and insist upon close united action with i . - T |
@ result of some very serious errors on the part of the Marxist-leninists. :
revolutionary nationalists while“not blurring the genuin » pPrincipled s s :
Y * & & ©: princip With regard to the AAPIM, the development and consolidation of
differences which each side holds. . s : :
a disasterous and strong "left" opportunist trend assisted in the
destruction or partial paralysis of a number of mass organizations
-~
| (e.g., African Liberation Support Committee, National Black Political
Assembly, Black Women's United Front, February First Movement), as
®¥ell as the deterioration and disintegration of several predominant ly
Black or oppressed nationality Marxist-Leninist formations (e.g.,
Black Workers Congress, Workers Congress, Revolutionary Workers
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League,

Puerto Rican Revolutionary Workers Organization, August 29th A‘T"‘ “»

)
[
1

Movement, Congress of African Peoples, Revolutionary Communist

League.)

Most of the errors can be seen to derive from an incorrect

understanding of the relationship of (1) reform to revolution, (2)

the independent revolutionary character of the AAPIM, (3) an incorrect

understanding of nationalism.

elsewhere and will not repeat the points.

We have dealt with some of these errors

We note them in order to

frame some of the tasks which we feel confront Marxists and other

ienzries in the AAFPLM.

Build the AAPIM and the Black United Front Movements

This slogan is very "'simple" and to the point, though the task

is far more complicated.

aspects.

Our work will necessarily involve several

For one, the AAPLM which exists as an objective pPhenomenon,

must become united and more conscicus of its anti-imperialist tasks.

L The key

to this is the building of Strong, viable Black United Fronts.

|
i . < . .
4 Concretely this means more than the formal c¢reation of organizations

calling

1T gn

themselves Black United Fronts, but in fgct means the pulling

2Ctuzl structure and motior the various organizations and

tendeiicies within the AAPLM which are interested in furthering the

struggle against national oppression.

This can only be done on the

basis of the adoption of a concrete program which addresses the demands

of the different classes and strata represented by various groups and

———chi
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organizations._ By program we are not simply referring to different
points of interest; nor are we referring to "xn number of resolutions,
In fact, we are saying that a strong national front will be constructed
by concretely addressing--in words and in deeds--the demands which flow
from the Afro-American People’s struggle 3gainst imperialism and
national oppression.

In practice this point of view would be expressed by a concrete
investigation and exarination of the situation facing the different
classes of the Afro-American People. By way of example, look at the

land question. The Plack farmer is threstened immensely by both the

“natural" tendency of ®monopoly capitalism with regard to the land

question as well as the specifics of national Oppression. The land,
85 we noted, is being robbed. A national front would have to provide
the legal Tesources, organizers and any other type of assistance to
help pull the farmers together in order to further the land struggle.
Clearly this issue €annot remain on paper.

The urban petty bourgeoisie ang aspiring national bourgecisie
c€an also be brought into the struggle. Black €ntrepreneurs are often
denied hecessary loans which are essential for the Pulling together
of sma}} businesses, contracting firms, etc. In the past, the Left
has been Roticeably absent in supporting such Struggles. The Left-
ving, and Particularly the Marxist-Leninists, must M&M

democratic ri hts of all classes vithin the Afro-American peo le.
L£emocray 4 — —— ———— X210 the Afro-American people
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i mean simple vocal support, but must at some oint . . . . .
Thizamise mane ISl iy BR ’ P — need for agitation and organization in order to develop the

involve actually taking up the work. 5 “Southern Wing" of the AAPLM in favor of land and national self.

Building the united front of the Afro-American people also means

i determination. In our view the demand for self-determination does not

cherishing the principled unity of the AAPIM and opposing all those only apply as a slogan for Afro-Americans in the South. It just as

\_ﬁwho would split and further divide the struggle. (This is increasingly much applies to Blacks in the North, given the realities of dispersion

Tecognized by revolutionaries and especially Marxist-Leninists who and the particularities of the national question in the U.S. But

! were often responsible for some serious errors. RWiq, CPML, and others what this slogan means or should mean is a demand for the right of

‘ i . it-ism and sectarianism need not always s g . R
\note this as well.) Such split pa b Afro-Americans to decide, as a pecple, on their own national future.
ri Irom the antics of 1h: Left.  pxs rience his sho tha ious g : :
arise rrom the antics o bAperience has snown that vari In other words, when we raise the demand for self-determination, we

non-revolutionary elements can be just as sectariar as some of the must comnect this to the d d for a plebiscite which involves the

worse ultra "leftists." One example can be seen in struggles around | entire Afro-American people. Self-determination, i.e the demand

_tions:rur:twn. The objective basis for united action between Black | for the right to an Afro-American republic, must be reslized in a

workers and Black contractors (or subcontractors) is an important specific geographic context--that being the Black Belt South. In

potential which can and must be transformed into a working alliance. view of this, the demand for land and reparations takes on a special

At various moments, however, we have seen examples of where this unity role in Southern k. For the most part, the other demands raised
work. »

has been broken by the contractors in favor of "go-it-alone" schemes _ by the CI/CPUSA remain correct.

to enhance their own role and position. Needless to say, this leaves

the Black workers in a much more weakened position. Marxist-Leninists Build the Strength, Role and Leadership of the Black Working Class and

its Line in the AAPLN

mst do their utmost to oppose such splits and show the pratical im-

portance of z united, anti-discrimination chaiiengs--cf Black woskers

. . . ) This slogan has many different implications and ramifications
and Black contractors--to tne reactionary, racist Building Trades = 2 Yy i

. . . dependin it is cticed. Additionally, it can hold profound
union leadership, the large white contractors and the developers. pe g on how it is pra ce Y - P

implicati h ks and fully) builds the AAPLM. As
The 1930 Comintern/CPUSA statement of the Afro-American National e F0US S0 jhow jone wox nd (hope n t

A i _ ) . hoted elsewhere (on the slogar “Black Workers Take the Lead') the
Question still holds many Teievant points. The centra] issue being the
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orientation practiced by many Black Marxist-leninists in the early-
to-mid 1970's, supposedly to build the role of Black workers, was

pParticularly destructive. This was not because these folks were try-

ing to build the role of the Black worker. Rather, the essence of the

(/ultra "left" orientation of these forces led to a counter-posing of
the task of building proletarian leadership and the task of building
the AAPLM.

A necessary rectification of these T2TT eTrare must invelyve s
number of aspects. For one, building the strength, role and leader-
ship of the Black working class does not mean fixating on the Black
worker, nor does it mean atteapting to compell a national front or
mass organization to accept the slogan of leadership to the Black
workers. Part of this rectification involves taking the immediately
préceding point seriously (i.e., building the AAPLM . |, JJ.

The line of the working class should include the necessity for
(1} independent political action, (2) opposition to all forms of
tyranny, (3) alliances with other non-Afro-American sectors, and (4)
consistent opposition to imperialist/white Supremacist national
oppresion.

(1} Independent political action divides into two: both in-
dependent political action for labor {through a labor party) and the
independent political action of the AAPIM 25 z whole {via the BUF's

and/or NBIPP). Independent politiczl action Zeans making the break
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with the two major capitalist parties and the development of a pro-
gressive popular bloc which, in the final analysis, is led by working
class politics. Independent political action inciudes but is not
limited to electoral work. (2) Opposition to aii forms of tyranny,
particularly within the context of the AAPLM, mears concretely recog-
nizing that several classes within the Afro-Americar people have a
concrete material interest in opposing national oppression. Thus, it
is important to seek a close alliance with these forces. It is
essential for the working class to be won to take up struggles in
opposition to national oppression which affects other strata., (3)
’Alliances with other nationalities and forces means winning the AAPIM
to seek its common pursuit of unity (in oppositiom to imperiaslism) with
other nationalities, without subordinating its basic interests. (4)
Consistent opposition to imperialism/white Supremacist national
oppression means the development of a line which does not conciliate
national oppression, mor seek some sort of "special relationship”
with the imperialists, but recognizes that the cause of Black libera-
tion and equality cannot be reformed into existence. Black liberation
and eguality cannot be reformed into existence. lack liberation must
develop es 8 result of a concerted, militant struggle for political
Power and national self-determination.
Additionally, Black workers must be organi:ed to participate at
all levels of the Fronts and various mass orgari:arions. Within the

BUF*s, for example, this work may take the form of building Black labor
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committees to serve to express the viewpoint and concerns of Black
workers. Such committees could also serve to rally the support of
the Black community as a whole behind the demands of Black workers
(example: Local 1199's struggle to organize hospital workers in
Charleston, South Carolina in 1969) . Additionally such Ccommittees
OT councils could serve as one means to bring various issues of the
®ass organization into the shops or to the unemployed. Some mass
organizations presently have labor committees. Marxist-Lenirnists
Bust heip guard against the tendency for some careeris: Eiements
to use these forms of organization as a spring-board for bureaucratic
ambitions.

This slogan, however, has a broader Beaning. Building the
strenth, role and leadership of the Black working class and its
line also must mean the further development and enrichment of scientific
socialism/Marxism-Leninism as a real force within the AAPLM, Before
we get condemmed for "denying the.advances made by Marxist-Leninists
in the AAPIM," let us clarify this point. Marxists of various stripes
are ever present in the AAPLM. Marxist-Leninists are 3iso a real
component. Members of organizations and groupings of Marxist-Leninists
have played both Positive and negative roles in this mass movement.
ut the rezlity of our present situation is instructive: Marxism.
Leninisn is not mzking the great advances which it did seversi ¥ears

2g0. Beginning in the very early 1970's with the "Free Angela Davis"”
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campaign, the revisionist CPUSA through a variety of mass organizations
(e.g., National Alliance Against Racist and Political Repression) has
beer making new strides and has become a serious force in the move-
ment. Other forces including many Pro-USSR forces have also been
gaining ground. This tendency must be co:ntered by anti-revisionists.
We realize profound implications of revisionist and centrist theses
(even if they pertain or 3ppear to pertain only to international

linej to the national question. Yet despite these implications

{su.h 22 what relation a Soviet invasion of Afghanistan would have
for the question of national self-determination in the U.S.) many
honest and not-so-honest activists coatinue to give (at best critical)
SUppoTt to various affronts to national liberation and independence,
affronts which are carried on under the banner of "socialism" and
"opposition to capitalism."

The development and enrichment of Marxise-Leninism within the
AAPLN must mean the further elaboration of the Marxist-Leninist view
on the theory and practice of the national question, including the
question of the strategy and tactics of the united front. In addition,
and especially applicable given the current world situation is the
3tTigzle with the revisionist international line and its implication
for the Afro-American and other nationail questions in the U.S. The
-"-"--'=5St-Leninist voice must be heard in journals, newspapers as well
&s (where possible) the air waves. Our view is solidly for national

B —
indepandence and Iiberation and consistently anti-imperialist, although
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the revisionists are trying to portray us as caricatures of their
earlier practice (i.e., the 1960's soft-peddling of the anti-
imperiaiist Struggle). Our voice must be combined with our practice
and this practice must involve Placing ourselves in the Rain arenas

of political and ideological struggle in the AAPLM.

Develop the All-Round Struggle Against Nationa) Oppressios and For
Eual Ri@ts

While this should £0 without saying, it cannot. There are two

aspects which we myst Bention here. One, developing the struggle
against national oppression in all spheres of U.S. society, and, two,
developing the role of the Black workers in the working class movement .
All toc often, the struggle against national oppression has been
seen as equivalent to OPpPTessed nationality commmity struggles of
various sorts (e.g., police brut;lity, housing, etc.). This by no
means should be interpreted as meaning that community struggles are
unimportant. What we are saying is that this struggle pervades all
spheres, and particularly, must be addressed concretely and forth-
Tightly in the workplace. One aspect of this is the development, where
applicable, of Black workers' organizations (tied to the Black United
Fronts or other mass organizations where possible) to lead the
various anti-discrimination struggles. In addition, though, white
workers must be won to the struggle against national oppression and
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racist discrimination. An independent Black Workers group, for
example, should not be used as an excuse by white workers and white
Marxist-Leninists to drop the anti-discrimination struggle, If any-
thing, the closest possible working relationship should be established
between any multi-national worker's gro.p (e-g., trade union caucuses)
and independent Black workers groupings.

The development of the role of Black workers in the working class

rovcment LIcHG for revoliutionaries. Labor history shows
concretely the integral role--as noted above--which Black workers have
had in the labor movement. Whether in the Knights of Labor, UMW, or
the CI0, Black workers played a key, and often forgotten, role in the
progress of the organized labor movement. Yet the composition of the
leadership of the labor movement does not reflect this integralism,

In reform struggles, as well as the revolutionary proletarian struggle,
the necessity for multi-national leadership must be fought for politically
and consumated organizationally. It is unfortunate that words and
promises alone will not suffice even within the context of a Marxist-
Leninist organization.

:ched upon mainly one aspect of the building
cf the all-round fight against national oppression, it is important
that, while Marxist-Lenminists B3y concentrate on certain aspects of
This struggle, the) keep an open mind to and encourage & variety of
Struggle. As we have noted above, struggle on the Mt is

often one of the early fronts of struggle against imperialist national
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oppression. This does not or should not mean that as the national of what assists the strengthening and enhancement of the AAPIM, rather

movement develops and becomes more sophisticated and politically than what promotes our own particular BTOUpPS. We believe that the
conscious that cultural work is liquidated. 1In point of fact, this following questions and Points need further eXxamination toward such
has been the practice of many comeunists .2’ an end.

Another example is the issue of the media. While it is true that (1) The Necessity to Build Real Black United Frorrs: We include
advances in the media can only be seen as a component part of the anti- here a paper which we Prepared Tecently on the question of Black
national oppression Struggle, it has often proven to be (historically ; United Fronts. It serves to Summarize some of the points raised
speaking) an important arena of contention between Progress and zaTlier with regaid io the cuilding of genuine fronts. See Appendix .
reaction on the national question. Whether we a-e talking about (2) The Role of the Lef: King: This must be further examined.
William Monroe Trotter's vocal and active opposition to the film Birth The BUF movements (and within this we can include, to a certain
of a Nation; whether we are discussing the image (or lack there of} of g extent, the NBIPP) are, for the most part, consciously anti-imperialist.
Black people in various situation comedies; or whether we are addressing The point which we have made throughout this paper is that real united
the controversy surrounding Beulah Land in 1980, these ideological fronts must be broader than the Black Left. If that is the case,
Struggles have an impact on the "hearts and minds" as wel] as practices should the anti-imperialist Black Left (which is far broader than
of the audiences. If connected with the broader struggle, the signifi- communists) have its own organizational form? Several suggestions
cance of class and national stru-ggle in the wedia reala cannot ang have been made along these lines, including:
should not be underestimated. (£) a publication, discussion circles, forums, etc. of

the Black Left which would serve to organize discussion around various

S>Sues of immortzmce (o Lhe AAFIM;

Some Concluding Remarks on the Tasks Facing Us

{B) an apti-immerizlist Black Bass organization, whose

PUTROse wouid o - i *
There are many possible organizational forms and possible prag- FETRD Guid be, among othe: things, to openly Struggle for a broad

. . ) B Unived frime of o1, 4 T .
matic thrusts to follow in develaping revolutionary work in the © f7entof the Afre-americen people;

AAPLM. The following points should be appraised from the standpoint © Forking mainly within the framevork of existing mass

organi Zations;
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(D) creation of Black workers' organizations. offensive they.offer an opportunity for concrete and broad l.mlty o:
i iti i an
(3} Program: Programatic issues for which communists must struggle action. Such struggles include opposition to hosplfal-clouzg:n-
in the AAPLM have been generally lacking. The following are some the gutting of other social service programs; restrictions o X
suggested areas which need further exploration, criticism, and dis- exployment insurance; the cuts in social security and many other
cussion. programs people have come to accept.

Eq i W : The special oppression faced by
(A) Repression: This has arisen spontaneously, but given (D) Equality for Black Women pe

rama : . : 1
i tion internal to the AAPIM and a societa
no prog tic coherence. If addressed, it could Ppossibly include: Black women is both a questi

ca
aal to

. i uestion. Organizations within the AAVIM must practics cexzple
development of local ¢ aigns around Black electoral enfranchisemen:; question.

Voter Educauon/Registration (since necessity for public overseeing
of police); community self-defense (rifle/gun clubs); opposition to

Senator Kennedy's revision of the federal criminal justice code, ¥

equality for women within their ranks, but the stTuggle must not stop
there. There are various issues which particularly speak to the ques-

tion of the oppression of Black women, including child-care, welfare

iliati lity on the job and
(&) Labor: Organizing the imorganized. Blacks and other cuts and humiliation, safety on the streets, equality

oppressed nationalities make Up a disproportionate section of un- female battering. -
: is j lated to the question of political power,
organized labor. We must Pressure the union movement to organize (E) Land: This is re X .
i . As noted earlier and elsewhere, there is

the South and Southwest . itionally, there is the necessity for though somewhat different

e - 1Ers. Spe-1a1
S 1 al
£ l:gJ a tremendous threat to th holdlng of Black Iand-owner

* rder to
i eedings must be fought for in o
- } - Elﬂplellts leglslanon and court proc B
! Y, affirmative ee" t k organizations must deve op
- 11 1 £Fi "g'uarant : his land. National Blac £ ti t d 1

. i £ land struggies (somc groups
s oo 12an &&
. - . o : . special consciousness ir support
action and opposition to racist dlscnmnatwn; full equality in a5

g up i g has been stolen or
. I ion have been takin, this stru gle). Khere lazd
Union leadersni 5 bui d'ng Blac - R .
T i i i iiil be the task of or-
2 ts rightful owners, it wiiil
. g 1 oppressed swindled away from i gh

nationality unemployed workers' organizations.

(9] Budget Cuts: While anti-budget cut Struggles can

and often do become "catch-all" Struggles, in the face of the Reagan

gazizations to build campaigns for reparation.

(F) Political Power: This covers both urban and rurzl Afro-
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America and means the demand for national self-determination as well
as a greater local role for Afro-Americans in the determination of
their futures. The 1970's saw, in many large cities, a conscious
Botion to remove Black and other oppressed nationalities from areas
of concentration in the inner cities and replace them with white
professionals (the process known as "gentrification.") This has
been accompanied by further moves to deny political rights.

(6) Education: In the reals of eduction, it is important to fight
for full equality in resources, schools, etc. along with an end to
segregated school systems, At the seme time the burden of desegregation
Eust not fall on oppressed natiomalities alone. In practice this latter
point generally means opposing one-way busing plans and attempts to

L destroy Black colleges via chauvinist "integration plans."

(H) International Situation: An anti-imperialist perspective is

essential to the AAPIM. In the current situation, we must fight for
8 perspective which recognizes and opposes the dangers from "old and
new dominationist powers." Real united action should not be predicated
on a profound analysis of the USSR, but recognizes the need to support

national liberation, self—detemination, and world peace.

78

e e -
——y

SECTION VI

CADRE POLICY

After reading several position papers as well as observing and
studying practices in many revolutionary organizations, we thought it
important to spend some time addressing basic points concerning cadre
policy.

Nith respect tc Afro-American casre we EUST guaiu against two
errors. One: seeing Afro-American cadre as only having a role vis a
vis the AAPIM. Two: seeing some sort of ""forma] equality" of roles
and tasks for Afro-American cadre and white cadre.

7 Afro-American cadre must be developed and operate on all levels

of work and leadership within a multi-national organization or party.

Afro-American cadre, even for the best of intentions, should not be

linited to work in the AAPLM. There are a variety of tasks, be they

Propaganda, women's movement or trade union work, that can and must

involve Afro-Americans. These cadre will undoubtedly bring a new and

different perspective to the work. This is not to say that should

SSmeone have a special interest in the AAPLM that They must be forced

to do something else. The point is, however, that as commmists and 1

2s Black commmists we have views on every major and minor question.

—
b

T would be the height of liberal chauvinism to only pay attention

to Afro-American cadre when discussions turn to the national question.
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other formations as well, the "advanced"

abilitv to wrive vems las
R

At the same time, "formal equality" would also be wrong. This

does not mean that equality between the natrionalities and sexes should
not be observed, bur there are different conditions and factors which
influence Biack cadre, especially those from the working class. One
example that recently surfaced in the work of another group showed

this well. In this particular group, and this point may be true in
elements of the communist

Wovement were judged by certain Very static skills (e.g., their

fo

URST BUT help
t0 Testrict the all-round participation of many cadre of the oppressed
nationalities and the working class as well as helps to insure that
it is petty bourgeois intellectuals (especially those who happen to
of the communist

be white) that are left to be the "theoreticians'

movement. No cadre should suffer the humiliation of being patronized,
but different skills should and must be taken for what they are:
skills. The ability to lead and orgé&nize involves a great deal more
than the ability or desire to write long papers.

We have considered some measures which we believe can help to
deal with the question of cadre policy. They include the following:

Lommissions of the various

(AV A strone commresiss Zlsiewm:

oppressed natisnalities direcriv Tesponsible and & part of the national

leadership of zommunist Organizations is an essential aspect of good

cadre poiicy. ke oo S0l sec the commissicns as separate organizations
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within the overall group, but as integral committees of the organiza-
tions which should have Tesponsibilities such as reviewing the work
of the organization concerned with the various national questions
(review reports, offer suggestions, examine the situation in an area
where 8n organization's cadre may be working and make general assess-
ments); develop the theoretical level and line of the organization
(produce position papers, articles, and Separate pieces which help
to elaborate the line of the gToup with regard to the nztional ques-
tion, speak to some of the crucia] political, ideological and organi-
zational questions and problees in the national Bovements, and further
“enrich" Marxist-Leninist theory with regard to the national question) ;
and review the health and well-being of the oppressed nationality
cadre in the group, including the question of recruitment (while this
task should be of concern to the leadership of the Organization, it is
vital that the comissions also keep on top of the situation. They
must be available through some sort of apparatus to hear the problens
and complaints of the oppressed nationality cadre and be a means to
help to resolve outstanding difficulties).

(B) Cadre Meetings: Some organizations PTactice this Presently.
The idea is to have periedic meetings of oppressed nationality cadre
on local levels as well as national level meetings sponsored by the
commissions, Sych mini-conferences could Serve as a means to encourage

Criticisms apg suggestions which may not have been offered elsewhere

Such Reetings are also important for the varjous Oppressed nationality
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groups to discuss the concerns which are particular to their own
nationality. For example: to what extent is the Party or organiza-

tion taking up the concerns of the Cape Verdian national minority

in New England? What Tresources is the organization offering to develop

this area of work? What moves have been made to translate material

of the organization into Portuguese? Or to what extent are Puerto

Ricans or Dominicans being addressed? What of the special relationships

to their national homelands? Once again, while these questions should
be an issue of the entire organization and its leadership it may be
the case that for ressons of chauvinism or for legitimate reasons

some of ths forementioned questions have not been consistently
addressed.

(C) Consistent oppesition te white chauvinism: This should not

be taken to mean Practicing the campaigns such as the PWOC/OCIC anti-
white chauvinism campaign of 1980-81 or the CPUSA's anti-white
chauvinise campaign of 1949-52_ Sych campaigns are filled with
moralism and are separate from a revolutionary line on the national
question. At the same time, it must be the responsibility of the
leadership to review the work of the organization as well as internal
relations w:th an €ye on deviations from a correct line on the
W@ricnzl gquestion &5 well as white chauvinist policies and Practices
in the organmization or by the cadre. oOme example of this is the

uestion of utilization of cadre. Leadership must insure that alil
Q p
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cadre are involved in productive revolutionary work and are not

being left aside for "lack of training" or because they are
supposedly lacking in qualifications. a correct Marxist understanding
of white chauvinism and its roots in U.S. society must be an essential
component of the training of alj entering cadre.

(D) Ideological training: This is essential on two fronts.

For white cadre, as mentioned above, there must be a keen awareness

of white chauvinism as an ideological deviation, rather thar 2 mera}
question. Proper ideological training also means instructing in-
coming cadre on basic Marxist-Lenirist theory with special attention
given to the national question. This is not to say that cadre can be
"innoculated" against deviations of any variety or the national ques-~
tion (or any other question for that matter) but it should mean that
through some Marxist education there is a higher degree of awareness
among cadre of potential problems as well as guidance on how to develop
revolutionary work related to the national question. Proper intro-
ductions to Marxist-Leninist theory also make internal discussions
which involve all OT most the cadre possible, rather than a situation
where there is a clear and incorrect distinction between "theoreticians"

and “practical workers .
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While there is much more to be said about the national question,
it is here that we will stop--at least for the present. There are
ertire areas where we have neither the experience nor the understand-
irg in order to further develop a Marxist-Leninist position. There
are many areas in this paper alone that can be discussed in greater
detail. At the same time, that would ail go beyond the scope of this
Piece. It is our hope that the ideas in this paper will help to sum:
up the ideological and political point where we are in order to move

our work and the work of other revolutionaries further down the

sczialist road.
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W:thin the context of this paper,
out the history of the early anti-

FOOTNOTES

and the problems which it had getting
comiend a reading of Haywood's letter

Provisional Organizing Committee,

it would be impossible to lay
Tevisionist communist movement

together. We would re-
of resignation to the

found in the first issue of

he journal Class Strugele. There are also the papers by Bill

Epton upon leaving the Progressive
exznine, however, is that when many

they had more or less ap oppositional

peint cpposed to the Cpr

iabor Party. The peint to
forces split from the cp

analysis, ji.e., a view-

5 revisionism, but they were not them-

selves consolidated on very much. This made it difficult teo
puil things together. Iy addition, Froups like PL never really

Fout

b eves reform and p volution, as welj
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Dual unionism is that tendency witkin the labor movement to establish
separate and opposing trade unions to those in existence previously
on the basis that:

(1) the current unions are led by reactionaries;
(2) the workers need a pole of correct Jeadership to lead

them;
(3) there is no peint in struggling with the reactionaries.

The objective result of dual unionism has generally been to isolate the
more progressive unionists from the mass of workers. In addition, the
position of the reactionaries in union leadership is strengthened.

More serious perhaps than the failure to recognize that Marxism
has something to say to all classes and strata oppressed under
capitalism, was the fact that Delecr and the SLP, as well as
the Socialist Party, failed to use Marxism to understand the
special significance and role of the AAPIM in U.S. history.

In both cases, from the "Left" as well as from the Right,

both parties dogmatically "understood” Marxism as only dealing
with the class question. The tendency to counterpose the

class question and the national question would rim throushour

the erroers of many later-day Tevololioneries.

"In its basic aspects, Syndicalism, cor more properly Anarcho-
Syndicalism, may be defined very briefly as that tendency in
the labor movement to confine the revolutionary class struggle
of the workers to the economic field, to practically ignore
the state, and to reduce the whole fight of the working class
te simply 2 question of trade union zztien. Its fighting
organization is the trade union . . . ; its basic method of
class warfare is the strike, with the general strike as the
revolutionary weapon; and its revolutionary goal is the
setting up of a trade union 'state' to conduct industry and
all other activities.

(Four Characteristics of Syndical.is:)

(1) failure to provide the closely knit organization of the
most developed revolutionary elements (which must be the
Communist Party) indispensable for uniting and leading the
less developed masses;

(2) failure tc wtilize the many political meinods
vitally necessary to carry of the workers' de:iv

proletariat;
(3) failure to establish a basis for the unity of the worker

with the poorer sections, of the farmers and petty bourgeoisie
against the capitalists, a unity fundzmental for effective
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struggle against capitalism;

(4) failure to work out a practical Plan for the operation
of the workers' society after the abolition of capitalism."

W.Z. Foster, The Communist.

11. »For an excellent example of the "jefpv TeVisionist point of view

see the March 1980 issue of The Black Scholar in which there

is an article by Nelson Johnson/Phil Thompson. ""Whi ,
ward for Black Liberation?" GEpson, "Which Way For-

12. See again, RWHQ's paper on the nationa] uestion, "Buj
Black Liberation Movement." q n, "Build the

13. While some good work did take Place under che slogan of
: ; the
t'_;,ggmj:,abor n!lmm:e," we believe such a foruulafion is both
isprecise and inaccurate, thereby encouraging mistakes and
deviations.

14 Jesse Jacksonl in the early days of Operati i t
L this view in the so-called "Kingdom %‘pwwﬁn .i;hl.fﬂ;r?;;:;ua.ed
formation of Operation PUSH must be seen within the political
context of the early 1970's and the interplay of class forces
While it is probable that there was some “‘power politics" ’
going on in SCLC which led to Reverend Jackson's withdrawal
PUSH, upon formation, was a lot more than a split-off frop
S{ELC and its Operation Breadbasker. The original orientation
of PUSH was toward a militant Prograc in favor of the Afro-
American bourgeoisie and sections of the petty bourgeoisie.
The notion of the "Kingdom Theory" while Tecognizing and
speaking of the problem of national oppression--if even in
incorrect and unscientific terms--nevertheless pointed to the
ciegr_role of leadership for Black business in the AAPLM,
Additionally, PusH encouraged a revitalized and active role
for :_he Black church. Since that time, however, PUSH's
st‘fei:agtl} has diminished as a result of the general economic
::Asxf In the U.S. and its effect on Black business; the down-
.im in t!:e AAPLM; and probably some specific internal difficul-
ties, lﬂ:d_e the Reverend Jackson still is s pProminent politica]
. s significant to note that in 2 Black Enterprise
==Tvey only one third of those polled viewed Reverend Jackson
:3::&;:! leader of the AAPIM. This is interesting and thought
FISvohing since Black Enterprise's audience is directly that
f_fdf{ fh:cl_': ?US and Reverend Jackson attempted to reach and
a:ﬁ:;:z: Itd\ushed to speak: new Black professionals, educators/
s 2nd the more activisr sections of the Black bourgeoisie.
Sod et &€ in PUSH the problen faced by the Black bourgecisie
ieaqp ~t:fnbourgems:c in attempting to exert organizational
_e_._f'!_‘fh:_l.. and hold toc a consistent position. As the AAPLM
;c:u::-; its strength, however, and achieves a new level of
the‘m;i we should not be surprised to witness sections of
ck business commmity coalesce around one or two definite
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15,

16.

17.

18,

19.

20.

organizations and through then, attempt to lead the struggle.

As we will note later, what the present left-wing of the AAPLM
lacks is a nationwide vision which is quite different from nation-
wide events. For all of the nation-wide events held, there is

2 general lack of program and the orientation to coordinate and
unite the left-wing, as well as win over the other sectors of the
Afro-American people.

As of the writing of this paper, we have not summed up the full
implication of recent line changes in the CWP.

As we noted above, there are often very critical differences among
revolutionary nationalists. Some view themselves as Marxist-
Leninists, but see themselves more in the tradition of "national
communiss." A full examination of the kistory of the "national
comunist” trend is far beyond the scope of this paper, but we
Suggest the reader examine the works by Alexandre A. Benningsen

and S. Enders Winbush, Muslim National Comnunism in the Soviet-
Union, Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1579; and the work by
Serhii Mazlakh and Vayl' Shakhrai, On the Current Situation in the
Ukraine, edited by Peter J. Potichnys, Ann Arbor, hiversity
of Michigan Fress, 1970, Both works are cxcellent itreatmenls by

or about mational communists. Briefly, nationzl communism generally
speaking is a theory that calls for the merger of Marxism-Leninism
and natiomalism, It has developed among oppressed nations and
nationalities generally as a Tesponse 1o the failure of oppressor
nation communists to seriously and consistently address the national
question.

The dialectic of national privilege for the white workers and
national sppression for the oppressed nationalities has been
the main base for reactionary white chauvinist thinking and
practices among the white workers--this, in fact, constituting
one of the main obstacles to principled unity. As part of the
working class, Black workers have®a responsibility to and
relationship with other nationalities, and to that movement as
a whole.

Davidson, In Defense of the Right of Self-Determination;

Haywood, Toward a Revolutionar Line; Foner, Organi:z
Labor and the Black Worker; articles frosm the CPUSA, found

in The Communist; Robert Allen, Reluctant Reformers: Manning
Marable, The Road Toward Black Fomer and Rethinking the

Seventies; Wilson Record, The Negra and gh_e Communist Fartt;

Spero .nna'ﬁarris, The Black Worker.

Although we have never liquidated cultural work in principle, PUL

has not paid sufficient atrention to its development. For this

we are self criticai. It points to our weaknesses in understanding

the all-roend nature of the national question. A5 for M-Ls’ as 3 whole,
where culteral work was continued, it tock on an abstract, rhetorical

and “left" character (e.g., the singing group of PRRWO, WVO, etc.)
Culturai work can be an integral part of the development of the

t
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revolutionary consciousness of a national movement and the AAPLM
specifically. Particularly given U.S. history and the white
supremacist practice of attacking Afro-American history and cul-
ture, progressive and Tevolutionary cultural wark takes on a

special significance. Such work can include, but nor be limited to,
poetry, literature, music, art, filp, and dance. To their credit,
the LRSML and comrade Amiri Baraka, in particular, have continued to
emphasize and demonstrate in practice the importance and significance
of revelutionary cultural worh.
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APPENDIX 1

DISCUSSION POINTS CONCERNING BLACK UNITED FRONTS

In June of 1980, Black activists from across the country met in
New Yerk to form a National Black United Front. Preceding this
historic occasion, several cities had already developed local Black

i
United Fronts or pre-Front forsations. These efforts to unite all who
can be united are of short-term as well as long-term (or strategic)
importance. In the short-ters, Black communities are largely fighting
defensive battles against racist attacks, far reaching cuts in social
services and to maintain political gains won in the 1960's (e.g.,
school desegregation, voting rights). United fronts which draw in the
range of forces in our communities and mold them into a strong fight-
ing foree will prove to be invaluable organizations. But united
fronts are not only defensive organizations. Almost all liberation
movements make use of united front formations to draw on the strength
and traditions of existing organizations in fighting the agreed upon
enemy.

Since the Black Liberation Movement is a multi-class movement,
successfal struggle will necessitate an organizational form that
facilitazes the joint action of Black workers, petty bourgeois forces,
and yes, even members of the national bourgecisie. It is because of
the necessity that Black revolutionaries take an active interest in
the growth and political development of Black United Fronts thar we

Present the following eight (8) discussion points.

;
i
i
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(1) Black United Fronts must be coalitions of organizations and in-
dividuals committed to the struggle against imperialism and white-
supremacist national oppression. These must be brﬂ formations and
include all those forces who can achieve a basic level of working
unity in opposition to a common vpponert. These forces need not
define the problem in the same terms.

(2) Black United Fronts (BUFs:) cannot be consciously revolutionary
mzss organizations in this period. 1f BUFs are to be truly unitzed
SSERES) N NameNand character, they must speak to the current problems
in the Black community. They must additionally seek to encompass and
represent the broad range of forces active in the Afro-American
national movement. This can Tange from Marxist-Leninists to cultural
nationalists to reformist activises.

(3) For BUFs to seek to encompass the broad range of organizations
and progressive thought in the Afro-American national movement, they
BuSt not replace existing orgarizations. Rather, they must be a means
to pool resources toward attacking a common target. This will un-
deubtedly mean a relative fluctuation in participation by different
RTOUpS,

11 The key to building Black lmited Fronts is the developrent of a
Einimum, werking program and basic rules of non-sectarian behavior
“ithin the Fronts. Progﬁm does not equal principles of unity. In
Some ways, principles of unity are a lot less substantive and critical

1o the development of BUFs.
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A prograe can include certain specific areas around which the BUF I
. e i i i
makes the committment to work. This 1s not the same thing as a t we Bust be good at building alliances of a variety of forces, While
"y Ay 3 " v s s N
laundry list, it is essential to win the active support of unaffiljated individuals,
(5) Of these areas, there will generally be one area which is the main i Fronts necessitate the close working collaboration of already or
- < - : . e ——
focus while the other dreas continue to operate but do not necessarily 3 ganized forces
) ) ] X . g -
Teceive the time and attention which the main focus does. ! (8) We must pay close attention to questions of organization. py-
(é) For the BUF program to be actively supported, we should guard reaucracy can kill an organization, coalition or Front. Structure
against BUFs being called into existance b Toclamation, but rather
r_/ 8 g Y P , " must flow from the needs of the work and not the other ¥ay around.
Fronts should form as a result of consultation and cooperation by 3 Develop only as many committees and committee heads as th
3 ) i a €re are

| different sections of the mcre active Afro-Aperican forces: consul- v
. active A T interested people to do the work. Also, once leadership jis determined,

Tarlon and cooperation tested in actual joint work. This is not to S AL =
\ D J 1t is important to develop a workable method of criticisl/self-criticism

say that BUFs should be formed by the left-wing of the Afro-American as a safe-guard against bureaucracy as well as other errors.

=
T P

Boveaent in isolation from ®oTe moderate forces. Consultation and
cooperation with active forces can include NAACP youth councils or
chapters which show a comrittment to struggle. It can include active

Black trade unionists or Black professionals' gToups, as well as

-t

block clubs. The essentiad point is that rather than working from

the top down, i.e., rather than first Proclaiming the Front and then 5
asking people to come in and join, it is essential for the Black Left
to work patiently in winning over broader sectors of the Black popula-
tion tc feccinize the need for Fratiical, working unity.

[(?1 Frogressive, mass Organizations and united fronts are not the

seme thing. They wmusSt not be confused. If we want to build Fronts,
e2
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APPENDIX 11

LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS

AAPLM----Afro-American People’s Liberation Movement
CBTW----- Coalition of Black Trade Unionists
CPML-~--- Communist Party Marxist-Leninist
CPUSA----Commumist Party USA

LRSML----League of Revolutionary Struggle (ML)

NBIPP----National Black [ndependent Political Party

NBUF---__ National Black United Front

OCIC----- Organizing Committee for an ideological Center
PRRVO----Puerto Rican Revoiutionary workers' Crganization
PUL------ Proletarian imizy -2l

PNOC~---- Philadelphia Workers' Organizing Committee

RU/RCP—--Revolutionary Union/Revolutionary Communist Party

RWHq----- Revolutionary Workers' Headquarters
WVO-— - Workers' Viewpoint Organization
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