Toward a Communist Analysis
of Black Oppression
and Black Liberation

Part ITI: Strategy

by Linda Burnham and Bob Wing

The Dialectics of the Struggle for Black Liberation

A. Introduction

We have now presented the basic theoretical framework for a
historical materialist understanding of Black oppression. We have
analyzed the internal laws of racial oppression and the white vs. Black
contradiction that pervades U.S. life. We have analyzed Black oppres-
sion as a historical development, demonstrating the intersection of
racism and capital accumulation as an indissoluble thread that runs
through U.S. history and is a central feature of the whole U.S. social
formation.

With this theoretical foundation we can now turn to the ultimate
purpose of our investigation: The struggle for Black liberation.

What are the strategic political implications of this analysis for the
struggle against racism? And what is the significance of the struggle
against racism for the proletarian revolution?

Linda Burnham and Bob Wing are members of the Line of March Editorial
Board and the Racism/National Question Study Project, a nationwide grouping
of trend comrades engaged in theoretical work on the oppression of minority
peoples in the U.S. The present article grew out of the Project’s work over the
past year and a half. Michael Downing, Phil Gardiner, Phil Hutchings, and
Trinity Ordofia—all members of the Project—helped in the preparation of it.

*Throughout, the formulations “Black liberation struggle” and the “struggle
against racism” are used interchangeably because the liberation of Black people
as Black people precisely requires smashing the oppression particular to their
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Central to our analysis is the particular nature of the Black liberation
struggle. The distinction between the struggle against racism and the
struggle for the proletarian revolution is especially important, yet the two
are often merged together. Inevitably these two questions are connected,
since the elimination of racism requires in the final analysis, the
destruction of capitalism, which can only be accomplished through
proletarian revolution. At the same time, proletarian revolution in the
U.S. is inconceivable without the struggle against racism being a central
feature of it since the U.S. proletariat cannot become a revolutionary
class unless it becomes thoroughly and consistently anti-racist. None-
theless, the two questions are distinct and collapsing them together
distorts and belittles both.

And yet the communist movement’s penchant for liquidating the
struggle against racism into the struggle for the proletarian revolution is
notorious, usually accompanied by sterile and rhetorical calls for
“working class unity.” But such pragmatic theoretical shortcuts have
accomplished nothing for either struggle except to add to the already
prevailing confusion! Unless the specific phenomena of U.S. racism and
the struggle against it are analyzed in their own right, particularity will
continue to be sacrificed, the struggle against racism trivialized, its full
scope and complexity obscured, and the path toward qualitative
advances in the U.S. proletarian revolution blocked.

The thrust of our analysis is to avoid this common pitfall; to grasp the
complex particularity of the anti-racist struggle in its own right withoutin
the slightest losing sight of the fact that the proletarian revolution is and
must be the starting and end point of our analysis of racism. Consequent-
ly, we will attempt to focus on the particular laws of motion of the anti-
racist struggle. Inevitably such a focus must take up a discussion of the
struggle against capital in general. But our vantage point in doing so will
be the anti-racist struggle itself. In other words, how is the goal of the
anti-racist struggle—the elimination of racism—affected by the proletar-
iat’s struggle against capital? (The only exception to this will be a brief
comment at the end of this section on the proletarian revolution inits own
right and the importance of the anti-racist struggle to it.) We take this

approach because only when the distinct logic and laws of motion of the
anti-racist struggle are firmly grasped can its relationship to the

condition— racism. But the struggle against racism also has a somewhat broader
meaning, as ending the racial oppression of other racially oppressed minorities in
addition to Black people. This article does not delve into the particularities of the
other racial or historical questions in the U.S., nor does it discuss the
interconnections of these different questions with the Black question. We realize
that at a concrete level it is untenable to overlook the particularities of each
group. But for purposes of this article we must ask the reader to read and other
minorities” each time the term “Black” is used in this strategy.

Black Oppression/Black Liberation 99

proletarian revoluti : ' .
' on be precisely illuminated and correctl i
realize the goals of both. ——

B. The Particularity of the Struggle Against Racism

The stru ggle against racism poses an apparent para i
un{;sqlvable tangle of racial struggle and class str:-ugg(li:.x’ BT
" thcfllilsz a (;:ial!y conflict between the two racial groups actually rages on
neverthein different f_ronts, n'.mf:h of the _communist movement has
588 e ess beep officially oblivious to racial conflict. Some commun-
B 3 its ?’xxstencf: a!toget_her. Others_ ascribe it solely to *false
ee sness” and d:rect_the:r effprts to imploring whites, clearly to

Te avail, to abandon their prejudices.

o : t::e ;xtgm that the Fontradiction is acknowledged, many hold that
fundamgn tz i eWeen ra_mal groups and the struggle between classes are
" y |rreconqllable, usuallg‘;‘concluding that the attention of the
e b § must be firl:ected to the “real cl‘ass struggle,” rather than to
Bt s t‘l;? c_ontrad'xcnon between tl_le 'whlte and Black racial groups.
it is is precisely the contradiction .that constitutes the specific
i actuaﬁsm' the de\_rel()pment of an gnn-racist strategy conforming
g addr: a;.rs of motion of the‘BIalck liberation struggle requires that
e ss;e‘l : squarely and sc1§nt1ﬁcally. Rather than ignoring the
i otr_t 1Icl bet“fee_n the white an_d Black racial groups, we must
i it:‘lca matgna]gm to bear on it precisely in order to grasp and
i nmter_secti_on with the class struggle. Only on this basis can we

o an_tx-ra{:lst strategy that takes into account the complexities
of both the anti-racist struggle and the class struggle.

1. The Antagonistic Conflict Between the Racial Groups

maSiLrice the objective interest of the white racial group is in the
o e_m}nce of racism, z.ind the objective interest of the Black racial
E;ci rl> is for an end to racism, the struggle between the white and Black
> aareg:;upls( is aﬂtagomstlc in nature, Once again, let us'emphasize that
eaking here not of individuals but of raci
: ] al groups whose ve
existence as operative social categori i e
_ gories has meaning onl th
embodiment of the opposite o1 relationstiic
: poles of an unequal social i i
betwgen white supremacy and black oppression. e
pr;lj'ﬂésicgar; l‘orl;ly 1?6 g:jas;c)ied when we understand that racism is not
ackward ideology. It is a system in i
prejuc ¢ ! : to which
:}r‘l:::l:l‘gl;fl; };n t-;llw U.S. is organized from birth by a definite social pr:zzg
i ey exercise no control. Racism is a i i
. : : ! social rel
forcibly and systemam::a'IIy deprives Blacks of political econonz:}éozo?iii
and_ cultural opponumtles: To the extent that these opportunit’ies a
denied Blacks, they are claimed as the “birthright” of whites. ( Althou;;
:-‘;h-f claim by many wo_rkmg class whites on this “birthrigl;t" is often
strated, the illusions it breeds operate as a material force to reproduce
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racism. At the same time, this frustration frequently fugls some of the
ost virulent racism.) _ . _
" Consequently, white privilege and Black oppression are mextr;cab{lsy
connected. So powerful is this social relatlop tha}t the fvhole of U. d
society is divided into hostile racial camps, with diametrically oppose
racial interests. . )
The final and complete elimination of Black oppression m_ust enta}t;% thlcz
resolution of this antagonistic contradiction betweer} the whlt'e and.thal(i
racial groups. However, this is precisely where th_e intersection w11 tle
broader class struggle becomes inextricably linked and at.)so ut'e y
integral to accomplishing the strategic goals of the Black liberation

struggle.

2. Racial Interest and Class Interest

As we have shown, racism is a capit.alist form of oppre§s1on,f ae
essence of which is the creation of a racially oppressed se‘ctlon of tt ei
labor force that can be, and has been, fo.rced to fulﬁll Yarloui] c;uc}:llaS
historical functions for capital. In fact, racial oppression in the ; .S ‘ta; 1
been a major force shaping the form, scope and pace o tcap1 =
accumulation. It has also been key to the estabh.shmen_t and r;:alfn enan %
of bourgeois political rule, serving as the rn,futenal basis fm;jt ehc_)rgarflg{he
a politically powerful “white united front_ upder the leaders 11;; oided
U.S. bourgeoisie. Consequently, the fcaplFalist class has an all-sided,

iding i st in the perpetuation of racism. j—
abg;ntgh::n:)f;::‘ar hand, r:cirspm serves only to deepen 'fh? expl.01ta_t10n ang
subjugation of the working class l?y capital and to divide, d:_soile(n:t(; :Sne“
thereby weaken its ability to resist, let alone destroy,_ ca‘pltab.‘ et
quently, the class interest of the whole U.S. proletariat 13;1) Jelrmalz
anti-racist. This is the contradicti?n that hglds the key to the ulti

ion of the system of racial oppression. mE

de’sl"tll;lécpt)gvasivenesssl of the race relationin U.S. s001.ety is c_ier?honstratltt;fl
by the fact that all individuals, independently of thel‘r will ﬁl de: r'.[:ja als’
belong to some particular racial group. At the same time, a 1In ivi atrld t(;
again independently of their will, belong to a partlcul_ar class. In dreg o
racism, therefore, all individuals have both a class 1pterest anh ara X
interest which may coincide or conflict. The question that then ﬁgsel
itself—and this is a crucial point for the 'devel.opment_czf any poli hlc?e
strategy—is when these interests clash,_whlch will prevail? ngle 1fs w ein
consciousness and correct political line become a material force
hls(tl(z)rr}xlc;retely, the white racial interes:t runs directly contrary to the cll(c_zss
interests of the majority of whites, since they are part of the working
CIaISrf .fact, only for white capitalists (and', by .and large, for the wh%tet petlt
bourgeoisie as well) does white racial interest and class interes

completely coincide.

R .
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By contrast, the class and racial interests of the vast majority of
Blacks, 90% of whom are part of the working class, coincide fully, In
addition, the class and racial interests of the Black petit bourgeoisie
coincide insofar as they are engaged in a continual rearguard struggle to
keep from being driven back into the proletariat or discriminated against
within the petit bourgeoisie, but vacillation typical of the petit bourgeoi-
sie sets in as the question of proletarian revolution comes onto the
agenda. Only a handful of Black capitalists have racial and class interests
that completely conflict, ‘

The inverse, mirror-image relationship of racial and class interests
internal to the white and Black racial groups offers a useful insight into
the process of determining scientifically the forces objectively available

for the struggle against racism and what it will take to prepare the varied
forces for battle,

C. Strategy for Black Liberation

1. The Strategic Goal and Assessment of Forces

Having recapped the highlights of our analysis of racism, we turn now
to the question of strategy. The first question in formulating a strategy for
Black liberation is: What is the ultimate goal of the struggle against Black
oppression? Or put another way: What does Black liberation consist of?
All other questions of strategy are ultimately conditioned by the answer
to this fundamental question.

The logic of the analysis we have advanced is that Black oppression
can be eliminated only by smashing the system of racial oppression and
its white vs. Black polarization. The ultimate goal of Black liberation,
therefore, can only be the elimination of that system in which certain
human physical features are fetishized into “races” and used to
determine the life destinies of people along the color line. Racial groups
must be abolished, not simply as an idea, but as an operative social
relation. Of course, physical (and cultural) differences between people
will continue to exist. But the social relation by which these differences
are hardened into racially defined social groups and used to structure a
system of unequal social, political, and economic life opportunities must
be destroyed. In the course of abolishing the system of white supremacy,
the racial categories (i.e. fetishized racial groups) codifying and repro-

ducing that system will wither away for lack of a material basis in social
practice. In this sense, the dialectics of the anti-racist struggle bear some
resemblance to the dialectics of the anti-capitalist struggle: just as the
latter ultimately requires the abolition of classes, the former must
eventually bring about the abolition of racial groups.

The revolutionary solution to Black oppression, therefore, is not racial
separation (or what some choose to call national liberation). This
strategy is based on the view that racism is inherent in humankind. Based
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on this, it proposes a shortsighted ﬁ}"‘! doogned at?empt\to esc}:a.p; t:l;
system of racial oppression, notto ehfmlnate it. In this sense, suc erk?;rs’
are analogous to early utopian so.c:a.hst attempts to set up wo "
communes separate from the capitalist system rather than trying
h a powerful enemy. ' e
ovlilrg;;?:' ifsu;le ref:r?)]utionary solution to Black oppression the wmnuig
of “racial equality.” This demand is central to the daly-to-dayisu:ugg I‘i
against racism but is fundamentally flawed as a revolutionary s? u:ilon.c‘f
is premised on the view that racial groups are a pennaner}:t esl,'t fle"
human society. Based on this, it proposes to create a more qqlul a =
racial system, rather than abolish t'he inherently unequallralea sys -
altogether. It is, therefore, a reformist program, not a revo utionar)l!]o b ;
How will the abolition of the system of racial oppression actually ?,
brought about? What is the political strategy for overth'ro?vmg racifstr;llé
The centerpiece of this strategy is the break-up and ellml_natlon 0 -
social group that stands at the oppressor pole of tt!e wﬂite supr::;or
cy/Black oppression contradiction. Jl:lst as sma§hnng e opp::on o
bourgeois class is the concrete revolutionary tas!{ in tht_a ;iestruc i ot
capitalism, the elimination of the oppressor white _rac:s}r grouptlin e
strategic task of the struggle to end racial oppression. he sys e'assor
white supremacy can only be destrpyed by eliminating th(:! otllalpr ot
social group that is produced by it, l?eneﬁts fron'! it, and therefo :
“personifies”” and promotes it. By breaking up tlhe v-rhtte r‘acnal grougtas
social category, then, the white interest and' its dlale(.:ncal opposite—
Black oppression—will be ended as a matef:al force in ’socaety. e
What are the actual forces in U.S. society whose ?mter(?stsfle in
defending white supremacy and the wl.ute ra:c1al group.thlch or:t:ﬁz
will inevitably collide with the Black llbe{a:mn struggle? Who are
mies of the anti-racist struggle? ' _
conocéegn:nﬁevei the whole white racial group _objectnlfely ls:;ands in
opposition to Black liberation and the struggle against racism. o owev;:r,l
this is where the intersection with clas§ becomes k.e){. The white ra;_a
group is not homogeneous. It is rife with antagonistic cl_ass corbl'tra gf—
tions. Over the long run, it is inherently unstable although it may be quite
idable in an immediate sense.
forl?ither words, since the majority of white people are part of the
working class, their objective class interests are oppqsed tothe perp%tl:la-
tion of the white racial interest and the system of whlte_suprerqacy. ey
therefore have the objective potential, if they acton thfelr class mte_:rf:st}il tc;
oppose the white racial interest. In fact, only the white bourgeoisie ::n
the economic and political muscle to cement and perpetuate th.e systih
of racial oppression. In that sensleijthe ‘:vhltet?ourigemsne constitutes the
ic enemy of the Black liberation struggle. _
m();él]i:t?zaﬁly spe:king, much of the left woulq agree Wltl:l tllus con‘ChiSI?}?e;
The enemy of Black liberation is (white) capital. But this is precisely
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point at which the lett historically has most often made a mechanical
reduction, obscuring the particularity of racism and thereby liquidating
the struggle against it.

Simply because the line declaring that “all whites are the enemy” is
incorrect, it does not follow that the enemy can be simply reduced to the
white bourgeoisie. The problem—and no amount of wishful thinking will
make it disappear—is that the c/ass interests of the bourgeoisie coincide
with the racial interests of the entire white racial group. So although not
all whites share an equal basis for the perpetuation of racism, there is an
objective material basis upon which the bourgeoisie can forge a “*white
united front” across class lines of all who are prepared to defend their
white interests.

Historically such a white united front has in fact been forged with a
deadly degree of success and durability. Much of the actual politics of the
class struggle in the U.S. today cannot be explained without taking into
account the functioning of this white consensus across class lines. /7 is
this white united front—not all white people but also not Just the white
capitalists—that constitutes the enemy of the Black liberation move-
ment and the anti-racist struggle.®

Of course, we cannot lose sight of the fact that the white bourgeoisie
constitutes the core of this front. Without that core, the front could not
sustain and reproduce an all embracing system of racial oppression
generation after generation, Nevertheless, the white supremacy/Black
oppression dialectic is a racial contradiction and cannot be mechanical-
ly reduced to class terms.

The strategic political task therefore of the Black liberation struggle is
to thoroughly break up and eliminate the white united front. This strategy
must entail the recognition that only the elimination of the political and
economic power of the white capitalists can bring about the qualitative
demise of the system of white supremacy, including the white united
front which defends and promotes it and the white racial group which is
produced by and benefits from it. In this sense the Black liberation
struggle is in its very nature thoroughly revolutionary and directly anti-

capitalist, ¥*

*Politically and ideologically there are bourgeois sections of the Black and other
minority groups who ally themselves with the white united front (witness
Reagan’s Black ““conservative” cheerleaders). This reactionary Black formation
is composed almost exclusively of Black bourgeois and prominent petit
bourgeois forces.

*¥ This conclusion is drawn from an examination of the particular laws of
motion of the struggle against Black oppression in the U.S.: it is not the starting
point of such an analysis. The tendency to make it such reflects the pragmatism
and theoretical laziness of our movement and is an example of substituting
dogma for the concrete study of particular contradictions.
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How can the white united front be broken up? Who are the forces that
can be rallied? Who are the strategic anti-racist forces?’

The working class sector of the Black racial group is the core of the
anti-racist united front, the central force of the Black liberation struggle.
Black workers have the most all-sided basis to grasp the revolutionary
class and racial nature of the struggle against the white united front. They
are also favorably placed both to expose the reactionary Black bourgeois
forces who seek to tie the Black movement to the apron strings of the U.S.
bourgeoisie, and to establish a powerful anti-racist pole within the
working class.

The Black petit bourgeoisie plays a contradictory role. In an immedi-
ate sense they occupy an important and prominent position in the
struggle against racism. However, to the extent the Black liberation
struggle merges with the proletarian struggle for socialism, their role will
inevitably recede. They are bound to vacillate on the recognition that
Black liberation in the U.S. and proletarian revolution are inextricably
tied together.

The working class sector of the white racial group is also marked by
contradiction, yet it has a pivotal and strategic role in the anti-racist
struggle. The Black masses, no matter how determined, have neither the
political nor economic basis to qualitatively break up the white united
front by sheer frontal assault on their own. (Hundreds of years of heroic
struggle have illustrated this point time and again.) Consequently, it is
key that class conscious elements of the white section of the working
class decisively reject their racial interests in favor of their class
interests; take up the Black liberation struggle to smash the system of
white supremacy—not only in its blatant, fascist forms but also in its
more subtle and sophisticated forms—as a struggle of their class.

Theoretical precision on this point is crucial. It does not follow that
white workers, simply by dint of their objective class position,will
constitute part of the anti-racist front. Rather, it is the thoroughly class
conscious sector of white workers who can see beyond the ultimately
petty benefits of racism to grasp that their own liberation as part of the
U.S. working class is linked to the advancement of the Black liberation
struggle. It is this section of working class whites who will play a pivotal
and integral part in the anti-racist united front.

What makes their role pivotal is that these class conscious workers
constitute the proletarian pole to counterbalance the powerful bourgeois
pole within the white racial group. As such they work with other forces in
the anti-racist united front to expose, break up, destabilize and neutralize

the white united front. To the extent that such a class conscious,
consistently anti-racist pole is consolidated among the white sector of the
working class—in real life, not merely as a logical but nonetheless largely
impotent theoretical extrapolation—it in turn becomes an integral part
of the anti-racist united front, playing a role far more decisive in the long

S TR —————————
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t?rrm struggle for Blaclf liberation than even non-working class Blacks
ih 'hel awesome task facing the‘corr}munists, of course, is to lead in makiné
1s logically sound formulation into a concrete, historical reality.)
."l"herefore, the core of the Black liberation struggle consists zf the
militant and advanced section of the Black workers who have the most
favorable class and racial basis to carry the struggle against I‘aCi(S):n
through tp the end. In addition, the truly class conscious (i.e thoroughl
and consistently anti-racist) sector of the white workers can'( and indeeg
must eventually) constitute an integral part of the anti-racist united front
Tf)g;ther, the§e two elements will be the strategic forces in the struggle t:;
ehmmate_ rar_:iai oppression and white supremacy. They are ﬂlggonl
iﬁg::isn(;bjtfl:lcUVelllytcapable of breaking the back of the bourgeoisie whici
¢ white uni i itali i
- ra(:ism.*umted front and overthrowing capitalism which
The vanguard in this complex struggle requires a firm and scientific
grasp of the funsiamental class and power relations in U.S society and
t'helr numerous intersections with the racial contradictioﬁ e;nd poigriza-
tu(])(n Consequently, t.he vanguard cannot be racially defined without
aking a costly detour into the realm of metaphysics. The vanguard in th.
strateglc‘struggle for Black liberation can only be a genuine %:omm st
party guided by the science of Marxism-Leninism. ut

2. Reform and Revolution

How can the anti-racist front be built, trained, an ili i
f9rc§ capab.Ie of completely overthrowing the Sy’Stencli $(;zlclilzf i;l)g?;:
sion? What is the content of the day-to-day struggle against racism. sh
of the overthrow of the bourgeoisie? s
ofz'hg nl"lic-lil.n th'ru.st of the da}j-to-day struggle is the fight against all forms

acial discrimination. This requires targeting the white interest in all
the _dlfferent'forms it takes, and demanding full political, economic, and
soc;a% equality for Black (and other minority) people. ',l"hese dem;tnds
constitute the cutting edge of the reform struggle because they directl
challenge land undprrnine the white united front and white privilege Asg
battle against capitalist racial oppression and for consistent demot:.rac
the fight against discrimination and for equality is fully in the interests gf
the wo::kmg class as a class and runs counter to the interests of capital
.Inev1tabl}_/, these concrete struggles bring the movement head—to—rl)leaci
with the white united front and polarize the struggle against the white

N ]

w[}fir;go;:ttﬁdlgoilr;gthg C(;urse of t}11e struggle, individual Black capitalists and
eots forces will make (and possibly sustai i

contributions to the struggle agai i is i tkeitte o (o

L galnst racism. This is even more true of the m

. . a

tljrlla;lzcz(} p.etlt ?otllllrge;ns who will stand fast in the struggle. Yet in attempting a clarg
sis of the forces available for the lon i i

s of  av: ! g term struggle against racial

oppression in the U.S., it is Inappropriate to speculate on the role of individuals,
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interest within the society at large and within the _workmg clasihlar;
particular. It is precisely in the course of these immediate S£r1:1ggle; o
the white united front can begin to be broker! up and _the workers, =
and white alike, forged together around their class interests u:i o;:upcr)m‘t
racism. However, as we have stressed 'before,such a process oe:
occur spontaneously. It requires conscious and perm‘ste{lt. ztm]g.gll.ﬂ ‘and
In particular the intertwined influence qf bour_geoxs m’dn;: ug is e
racism among white workers poses a fm:mldablcs :deqloglca ag Ipo .
obstacle. ““Me first, the devil take thg, hmc,i,most a}tltudes ain m%rha e
notions about certain white ““birthrights .can‘bhnd peop ef tﬁ : el o
extent of the assault upon the Black and minority sections o t ei{ : z;or
and find them quite unwilling to take up the lmmedx.atle struggle ot
equality of opportunity and conditions. Consequ.ently, itis no ixalilgr%ems
tion to say that racism conistitutes one of the major opportunist ¢
ithi .S. working class. )
wltAh::ot:; lI%IIS(:k workgrs, on the other hand, th'e strugglg aga;r;?;
opportunism requires a forthright challenge a.galnstl the Dl:lr;?ism
tendency to reduce the political struggle for Black hberatlon.tx; E;) e nds’
“race pride” or “‘cultural nationalism” and other superficia : f:marests.
Black workers must hold all political forf:es‘accpuntablf: to their inte iy
in the most consistent democracy, ragal justice, _socml and ec(;r];olrr:: 3
issues such as unemployment and hous_mg, opposition to the use o hé;ch
“cannon fodder” in imperialist wars—in shqrt, the very ggestlglns w tish
serve to bring to the fore the class question. In addition denf: 22
substantial ideological battle to be wa_ged to chec_k tl}e sfpfga 10 Ea :
bourgeois illusions that equate Black Il!aerauOn with mch;;g luakesto tﬁe
out of the working class, implicitly reducing the vast mass o acks ;
role of cheerleaders for the “talented.tenth.” These are the mgm cnirge:r:
of opportunism within the Black rac.:lal group. All of these od sLa: tfu q
thrown up and must be overcome in the course of day-to-day £g
: : m. . .
ag%gfltézecirsnmediate demands for equa_lit).f be won in the course qf t:’lhl:
struggle? Yes, partially. But of greater significance in T.he lopi rtlilln 1; o8
fact that the struggle for equality is tlfle concrete f9rm in whic ; e L
basic dialectic of reform vs. revolution presents 1_tself in the al?_ l-ra;its
struggle. For example, the struggle for equal pollt‘lclal flghts achieve e
main immediate goals as a result of the powerful C’lVll rights mm;‘emen
the 1960s. And certain demands for equahty_m fa:ct. 0{,‘1” at so;ne
authors call “social rights’ as opposed to “pohtfcal rights,’ _\a;]ere atsic:1
partially won, e.g. affirmative action. However, inequality is in e.rlen b
the nature of capital and racism .ﬁlem:v.e[v:es.l Tr}us -the smtllgg.e V
equality as well as the struggle against dmcnrpmghon mhen"en t{ m:lfus
the anti-racist movement to confront the cgpltallst class direc yt o
providing the context to expose vividly the link between U.S. capitali

and the system of racial oppression.

]
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Concretely, then, the struggle against racial discrimination and for
equality is the axis around which the day-to-day struggle against racism
and the white united front turns. As such it is the lever to break up the
white united front and forge multi-racial unity against racism led by the
working class.* As this unity is forged and tested in the course of struggle,

*The demand for full economic, political, and social equality, that is, for an end
to racial discrimination, is in many ways the most advanced expression of the
spontaneous anti-racist movement. Itis a far-reaching demand whose fulfillment
ultimately requires nothing less than the overthrow of capitalism, For these
reasons, it is a key day-to-day demand of the anti-racist struggle and the link
between the reform and revolutionary struggle. Nonetheless, this demand in and
of itself is not, as many groups on the left assert, the full expression of the long
range goal of the anti-racist struggle.

In what ways is it limited? In the first place, this demand fails to target the root
of the problem of racism., Inequality is only a manjfestation of racism, one of its
inherent phenomena, and not its essence. The demand for social and economic
equality falls short of targeting the capitalist nature of racism and its fundamental
role within capitalism. The struggle against racism is not a struggle to fully
incorporate an oppressed people into U.S. society on the basis of equality, but a
struggle of a racially oppressed section of labor against capital. Consequently it
is not only a democratic struggle against inequality, it is more fundamentally an
anti-capitalist struggle central to the emancipation of the U.S. proletariat. The
demand for social, economic, and political equality is an extremely important
demand, but it is inadequate when advanced as a strategy to eliminate racism.

Taken by itself this demand does not g0 beyond the limits of the reform
struggle. It proposes a concerted struggle for a series of social and economic
reforms that, added up, are supposed to constitute revolutionary change and the
elimination of racism. In fact, the CPUSA advances the realization of this goal
as a possibility under capitalism, arguing that an “anti-monopoly government”
can fully implement it.

Even further, the demand for racial equality subtly conciliates the racist view
that racial groups are somehow inherent in biology or genealogy, and that they
therefore cannot be eliminated. Posing “racial equality” as the ultimate goal of
the anti-racist struggle implies that racial groups will always exist and be in
competition with one another. “Racial equality” then is the program for
guaranteeing that this contention proceed fairly. Consequently, the demand
seeks not to end racial antagonism but to ameliorate it, tolessen racial oppression
rather than to eliminate it.

For these reasons, the demand for full racial equality must be treated with
some care even as a reform demand. Insofar as it is advanced to challenge the
white racial interest and its system of racial discrimination and inequality, it is
the central demand of the day-to-day struggle against racism, helping to link that
struggle to its ultimate goal of abolishing the racial system altogether. But insofar
as it is posed as a “positive vision” of what a society with “healthy race
relations” would look like, it constitutes a negative concession to racism and the

white racial interest which will even have a detrimental effect on the reform
struggle itself.
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the working class will become ideologically and politically more capable
of fulfilling its potential leading role in the struggle agairist racism and
carrying it through to its logical conclusion of smashing the white
bourgeoisie and seizing power. Clearly the qualitative break up of the
white united front cannot be accomplished without smashing the power
of the bourgeoisie. This is where the revolutionary interests of the
oppressed Black racial group and the revolutionary interests of the
working class ultimately and completely coincide. The overthrow of
racism and the overthrow of capitalism are thus integrally tied together in
the proletarian seizure of state power and the forging of the proletarian

dictatorship.

3. The Struggle Against Racism Under Socialism

The overthrow of capitalism and the consequent fundamental altering
of class relations qualitatively transforms all other social contradictions
and the means by which they are handled and solved. This includes the
contradiction of racism. However, by no means does the struggle against
racism end with the seizure of power by the proletariat. Nor is it accurate
that the only remaining struggle is against the remnants of racist
ideology. The widespread tendency to liquidate the particularity of the
struggle against racism in the struggle against capitalism has obscured
what is involved in the struggle against racism under socialism.

Clearly the overthrow of capitalism and the bourgeoisie qualitatively

undermines racial oppression. The expropriation of capitalist private
property removes the principal driving force behind the production of a
system of white supremacy that reduces Black people to a racially
oppressed section of the laboring masses. And the overthrow of the white
bourgeoisie means the destruction of the principal source of white
supremacy as well as the main bulwark and organizer of the white united
front. In short, the proletarian revolution destroys white supremacy as a
systematic social relation embedded in the very political and economic
foundations of the society. Most important, it represents the transfer of
state power from a class for whom racial oppression was a matter of vital
interest to a class whose interests are anathema to racism, a class, in fact,
thatis only able to seize power through the most ruthless struggle against
racism and the white united front.

However, while the proletarian revolution cuts the core from white
supremacy, it does not totally destroy it. Indeed, it would be thoroughly
idealist not to recognize that the remnants of white supremacy under
socialism are bound to be quite powerful. The reason for this is that the
material basis of the system of racial oppression and the composition of
the white racial group in whose interests it functions is not limited to
capital or the white bourgeoisie. The racial contradiction is a contradic-
tion between the Black and white racial groups and it functions to the
racial benefit of all white people (though unequally along the class line).

——
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Sp;;:mliically, a material basis, however undercut, for white supremacy
wi still exist in the early stages of socialist society in at least two form
First, the level of the productive forces will not for quite some time bs'
developed to the point where the principle of “to each accordin gto need"éf
can become a reality. Until that is the case, socialism will be unable to
con}pletely transform all of the ancillary social relations by which
soc:ety‘has be'en organized in the past. Competition within the workin
class will continue to exist as will apetit bourgeoisie. Political power wiﬁ
have to be used to handle the consequent social contradictions fr
fully proletarian and anti-racist standpoint. e
‘Secondly, very real material distinctions between whites and Blacks
w1ll.be .bequeathed to socialism by the system of white supremacy und
czpltzﬁlsm: These. Qisﬁnctions are pervasive—occupation, edu}::atioflr
fe gr,od Sgsl&gémt-rammg, skill, etc.—and inertia alone would tend to
However‘, there should be no illusions about the fact that racist
felements will step forward to consciously and actively defend the whit.
1pterest under socialism. Even after the proletarian revolution qualit :
tively destro_ys the white bourgeoisie, there will be thousands oqf All:r;
Bakkes (racist white petit bourgeois) and Brian Webers (racist white
workers? .who,‘ together with the remnants of the vanquished white
bourgeoisie, ‘w111 dedicate themselves to rebuilding the white united front
anc'l attempting to maintain and even reinstitutionalize the system gf
w!uhtf: supremacy. They can be expected to demand that the competition
within .th.e working class be organized along racial lines, to fight for
malntatrflr.]g the white privilege within the working class ;nd the etit
bourgeo:sw,_ and to shout “reverse discrimination” at every attem p; b
the proletangn state to eliminate the material expression of thepr A
relation. This is no small matter in a country such as this oérllcee
Furthermore, we can expect some to unite with the bourgeoisie in order.
to attempt.the overthrow of the dictatorship of the proletariat itself
What this means is that the dictatorship of the proletariat in the U' S
must not only be a working class dictatorship over the bourgeoisie. ii
must also be a working class dictatorship over the white united front a’nd
white supremacy. The political power of the proletariat must be brought
to bez}r on any and all manifestations of the white united front until tlglat
front is gllmlnatgd from the historical stage altogether, until it is no longer
amaterial force in U.S. society. Quite literally, racism under socialisn% i
counter-revolution and must be dealt with as such. i
However, the complete elimination of the white united front and white
Supremacy cannot and should not be accomplished through political
suppression of the white united front alone. It must involve an extensive
ideological campaign to win white people, especially white workers
awgyfrom thz Wwhite united front and over to the side of the workin class‘
This ideological work, however, is a key component of a prog%am tc;
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systematically mobilize the masses to consciously dismantle every
economic, social, and political remnant and/or manifestation of white
supremacy.

Concretely the proletarian state must take on the task of establishing
real equality among the laboring masses of whites and non-whites in all
areas of work and life. This struggle for equality will have a thoroughly
revolutionary character and go far beyond the narrow legalities to which
it is restricted under capitalism. Decisive measures must be taken in
terms of training, education, housing, job allocation, active encourage-
ment of cultural expression, etc. to compensate for the legacy of a racist
society.

Such measures must be seen as part and parcel of the socialist training
of the proletariat to exercise its class power in all spheres of life. The
Black racial group must be transformed from an oppressed racial group
and people into a liberated people whose rich historical experiences will
infuse the proletarian culture and life as a whole, from top to bottom. The
Black racial group must be liberated and take a central role in all aspects
of the building of the new society.

These actions will dwarf all affirmative action attempts under
capitalism. To the extent that backward elements like Brian Weber
continue to function among the laboring masses (and they certainly will
in significant numbers, especially in the early years after the seizure of
power by the proletariat) the active and determined defense of these anti-
racist measures will be an indispensable task of the dictatorship of the
proletariat. Without such an anti-racist perspective, it will be impossible
to break up the political and social base for the possible return of
bourgeois rule, to proceed with the step by step elimination of the petit
bourgeoisie, and most especially, to unify and strengthen the proletariat

in defense of its new society.

In summation, the particularity of the struggle against racism is thatits
aim is to abolish the system of white supremacy and Black oppression as
a whole. Under capitalism this is a revolutionary struggle aimed at
qualitatively breaking up and defeating the white united front. This
strategy requires a polarization within the working class over racism.
This polarization sets the indispensable conditions for forging the
broader anti-racist united front by strengthening the position of the Black
workers and winning a substantial number of white workers to fight the
white interest on the basis of their working class interest. Finally the
struggle for Black liberation requires smashing the white bourgeoisie and
the system of capitalism which also spells the qualitative defeat of the
white united front.

The proletarian revolution thus marks a qualitative stage in smashing
white supremacy, but does not completely finish off the task. Under the
dictatorship of the proletariat, all attempts to maintain the white united
front to defend and reproduce white privilege under socialism—which
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:gr\;?uldlexpect to be quite strong in the petit bourgeoisie as well as the
i tr;g class des_plte thp overthrow of the bourgeois core of the front—
m::s: bi, scy:;fnlla:[;:all)lf_ identified and eliminated. The white united front

_ pletely eliminated through a combination iti
' of political and
lljc]ijef(;?gcllcaifstruggle led by the proletarian dictatorship, and ’tjhe effects of
i geh : r?eir:::;:.of Blatl:k oppression must be systematically wiped out

' ive proletarian program of education, traini

tion, etc., at all levels of the societ By means of his
c., : y and government. By means of this
:‘s}\’fi{;]unor}ary policy thf: remnants of white supremacy will be ended thle
¥ el unllteq front w:l! be abolished, and the Black racial g;oup
kﬁg:p S’te y llberateq. W':th that, the white and Black racial groups, as we
w them today will wither away for lack of a material basis in rlaality.

D. The Problem of Working Class Unity Against Racism
1. The Division in the Working Class

re'I;};e tpgar;is elaborated in t.he. previous section are an initial attempt to
End c?) e oI:c th.e communist movement the contours of a systematic
o itsr;;g;; t{;n;ive slr]aieg}r for the struggle against Black oppression
€ proletarian revolution. Key to the st
elaborated is the forgi Lol ORI o
ging of a multi-racial working class m
; v ovement t
:crlen?ikutéﬁ ?}?dt (ti[t:feat t]]le white united front. However, it must be frankl?/
at the working class has seldom wa i i

: ged a united fight against
;ic;i?. For the most part, the masses of white workers have been iither
- Ive or passive part of the white united front, rather than part of a
ovement to defeat it. In order to begin to reverse this trend, we must

first of all reach theoreti i
rst ¢ tical clarity on the na
division in the working class. S RS St e

Fl'qm a purely economic viewpoint, the division in the working class i
g;;asgmaatwe a(;ld Jpessentia[. Economic distinctions within thegworkinl;
re endemic to capitalist society (e.g. skille i
employed vs. unemployed, etc.) so the facst’tlSat%here is scll.lc:;sa; dlilgt?g::l:fod’
bfftween .B]a_ck and white workers does not obviate the fact that th: "
still qualitatively part of the same working class and therefore tha?t’lire
ishare acommon f:Iasls interest. Consequently, any attempt to theoretica]}j
y assert a qualitative division between Black and white workers in
economic terms alone will inevitably distort Marxist political econ
and sunder the fundamentals of class analysis. e

no?::}\:ﬁ:;_rt, neithker the \l;';lite vs. Black division in the society at large
1te worker vs. Black worker division within th i

. 0 e working clas

can !t?c chpret?ended frfam a strictly economic standpoint. The%e is j
qualitative racial polarization within the working class of which the
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economic distinctions between Black and white workers are an expres-
sion.* )

The working class is not exempt from the polarization of U.S. society
into hostile racial camps. White workers are part of the oppressor white
racial group and Black workers are part of the oppressed Black racial
group. In class terms, Black and white workers share an identity of
interest, both in the struggle against capital directly and in the struggle
against racism. But, as racial groups, their interests are qualitatively
antagonistic. The system of white supremacy constantly impels Black
and white workers into opposite racial camps on numerous political,
economic, social and cultural questions of the day, the outcome of which
affects them in different ways.

Racism not only divides workers into the larger white vs. Black
contradiction, it also polarizes the working class itself into distinct Black
and white sections with antagonistic racial interests. Therefore, to use
the terms ““Black workers’ and “‘white workers” in a narrowly sociologi-
cal, neutral, or descriptive sense—and this is the way most people use
them—is to distort reality. These categories, however neutral sounding,
are nothing but the concrete manifestation within the working class of the
white supremacy/Black oppression dialectic in society at large. The
terms*Black workers” and “white workers’ have absolutely no meaning
outside that context.

What is this group called “ white workers”? Is it merely a section of the
working class somewhat insensitive to racism because it does not feel its
direct impact? Much of the communist movement uses the term that way,
satisfied that it has taken due note of the extent to which racism
penetrates the working class. But this is thoroughly inaccurate. The
“white workers,” as a group, are nothing but a detachment of the white
racial group in the working class. As such, they constitute that section of
the class which, as a white section, is produced by racism. Its

privileges—and they can be characterized as nothing else even if some
want to describe this reality by only acknowledging that the Black
workers are locked into less favorable conditions—are the result of the

*The strictly economic standpoint is rooted in an economic determinist
distortion of Marxism which mechanistically reduces all social questions to a

matter of economic interest. Economic determinism ignores the particularity of
different social contradictions and reduces them to mere quantitative append-
ages of the capital vs. labor contradiction or ideological diversions manufactured
by the bourgeoisie to divert the workers from the “real class struggle.” Thus,
racism is seen as an ideological plot by the capitalists to divide the working class
and thereby increase their profits. Also, Black workers are supposedly
distinguished from their white counterparts simply by the fact that they are
quantitatively more exploited and more oppressed (or “super-exploited”). As
for the division in the working class, it is principally a result of racist ideology
injected into the working class’ heads.

—_——
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sCystem of racial_ oppression which pervades all of U.S. societ
thzrlslz(s]:ir;ﬂy thle 1;}teresltls of the white workers as a special group withi‘g
n only lie with the perpetuation of raci i
ment of the white racial is 1 on of the U5 orce-
group. This is the section of the U.S i
class defined by the illusion th ir ““birthri e Amoropan
as at their “birthright as white Ameri .
mitigates the instability inherent i i ition, I they rocers
: 1 their class position. If the i
) . ' : ; receive
:}1;1:)1,1 1;;;/1l!tegiis it matertllaillly Igszorces their sense of racial supe}:"iority' if
creases their bitterness. This is the explici implici
‘ : : : t or implicit
assumption behind that section of th i s ik #

! e working cl i
reference is first and foremost as “whites.” § class whose point of
thigf course, not all v_vorkers who are white take this stand. Rather from
i gl;!ouhpmg t!lere arises a politically conscious corps that undertakes to

: end t e ramgl privileges of the group as a whole. These are the forces
of the wf}ue united front in the working class.
! :)Vtﬁat is this group c‘alled “Black workers™? This group too is nothing
0u e ’conc‘rete manifestation within the working class of the Black
T};;;refg:)aal :1({300; Lhei’whnte T-shuprrzrrmcw’ Black oppression opposition
: rkers” are that section of the worki ] .
objectively face the burden of i i g Nt
‘ 2 racial oppression on top of class
&pg:j;c;n. Tllf:lr Interest as a special group within the working class is
el raci); Iant;—;am‘st. 1A;' such, they come into contradiction with the
; lnC u [13 g 123 : N
puicicd group ing the “white workers” as a special interest
.. én shor('jt, the interest of white workers as a special group is thoroughly
v Ist and, consequently, anti-working class. On the other hand, the
ob‘er??t olf Blaf:k ‘_vorker's asa sl_:;ecial group is profoundly anti-racist’ and
ﬁ]efhwe y coincides with the interest of the working class as a whole
¥he t?r or not all ‘]‘3lack vYorkers are fully conscious of this fact’
r er;: ore to equate the.whlte workers” and “ the Black workers”’ as.
. Oereh}f two dlfﬁ_erent contm.gents of the class is to obscure the interrela-
e r;li:izlé)ﬂ(;f .rac_tia‘l oppression and class oppression in the U.S. and
S : € Insidious anti-working class formation of ites
identify first and foremost as whites. those whites who
. The] Vthte worker vs. Blaf:k worker contradiction is no mere idle
“;ln:lfit;eittlopt, b;;t a powerii?"ul historical reality that is played out daily. It
S itsell as part of the society-wide white vs, Bi izati
. _ . Biack polarization
arouprd the general issues facing the country as well as in struggles
specific .to thg _workmg clgss itself. In particular, it polarizes the
_co;npetltl'op within the Workmg class along racial lines. The struggle for
jobs, traln}ng, promotions, education, housing, union posts, social
s:erl\)'flc'es, }_nghe:'r pay, better working conditions, seniority, pensi;ns job
stabi 1.ty, Immigrant rights, etc. are wracked with racial overtones,and
consmpusly or(fhest?ated as to their racial impact. The degree of
operation of racial discrimination profoundly affects the way questions
are resolved and resources are allocated. Even in those cases where all
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workers benefit, the racial conflict rages over exactly how gains will be
distributed. :
The political center of the white united front in the working class is the
aristocracy of labor. As we noted in discussing racism and monopoly
capital above, the protected upper stratum of the U.S. working class that
benefits from U.S. imperialist exploitation of the world’s labor and
resources is practically lily-white because of racism. The racist white
interest within the working class has made the upper stratum of the class
a white preserve. Consequently, the aristocracy of labor—those workers
who consciously seek to defend their privileged position within the
class—are not only pro-imperialist but racist. They consciously defend
and promote the special interests and privileges of white workers against
all attempts to undermine them in order to maintain their protected
position in the working class. But it would be extremely short-sighted to
conclude that the white united front in the working class is limited to this
upper stratum. Although most of its leaders stem from the most
privileged and secure sector of the class, historically the vast majority of
white workers have actively or passively followed its lead. The many
concrete expressions of the white united front in the working class are
legion: formal and defacto lily-white unions, lily-white union leader-
ships, segregated working class neighborhoods and schools, opposition
to affirmative action, defense of racist seniority practices, “good old
boy” hiring and apprenticeship practices, opposition to immigrant
workers’ rights, support for cutbacks in social programs such as welfare,
CETA, public housing, etc. This interest is consciously, systematically,
and viciously promoted, not only by the capitalists and the state, but also
by the racist class-collaborators who dominate the official trade union
leadership of the workers’ movement.

To belittle this reality or to conciliate it in the slightest degree is to
liquidate the struggle against racism (and the aristocracy of labor) within
the workers’ movement. Unquestionably the principal aspect of the
contradiction of racism is between the white bourgeoisie and the Black
workers. But the special interest of white workers is part and parcel of the
white racial group interest. As such it is an integral component of the
system of white supremacy and Black oppression in the U.S. Because the
section of the U.S. working class that identifies with the white interest is
politically and ideologically tied to the bourgeoisie along the lines of
race, its potential for class collaboration is profound. If this sectionis not
confronted and isolated politically, no progress in forging the U.S.
proletariat as a revolutionary class can be made.

2. The Politics of the Spontaneous Movement

A precise analysis of the racial contradiction in the working class and
its interpenetration with the class contradiction also highlights certain
salient features of the different spontaneous movements among Blacks
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mplish without the conscious element, v'.rtthol'.lt.l\zlarmsmiivity e
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times out-and-out racists. This approach stems basically from an

economist tendency to bow to spontaneity and glorify the militant striker

or trade unionist. However, in a racially polarized society like the U, S,

such economist errors are bound to result in racist errors.

In conclusion, the spontaneous consciousness among white workers
(with the stress on “white™) is not essentially an “incomplete” form of
class consciousness (as is usually the case with politically active Blacks),
but rather it is a form of bourgeois false consciousness, (It is false
consciousness not because it recognizes the existence of an objective
white racial interest, but because it subordinates ¢/ass interest to that
racial interest and thus unites with the bourgeoisie.) While many white
workers have proven themselves militant fighters for their immediate
economic interests and have developed substantial working class
instincts, racism corrupts these instincts, preventing them from distin-
guishing friends from enemies and derailing the emergence of anything
worthy of the name “class consciousness.” In fact, white workers must
achieve the relatively high level of class consciousness sufficient to
become consistent anti-racists before they can make an all-sided break
with the white bourgeoisie. In turn, without this anti-racist conscious-
ness, the class consciousness of white workers will continue to be
qualitatively compromised.

Given the contradiction between the class and racial interests of
whites as a special group within the working class and their historic lack
of anti-racist consciousness, what is the basis to think that they will take
up the struggle against racism in systematic or consistent form?

Frankly, we have no illusion that all white workers will do so. As we
have shown, it will not happen spontaneously. But we think it is both
necessary and possible that many white workers be won to such a
working class position.

The principal reason is because their class interests require them to
take up this struggle if they are to defend themselves against the
onslaught of capital and, ultimately, to destroy capital altogether. The
division between whites and Blacks as particular interest groups in the
working class is qualitative, However, thatdivision does not alter the fact

that Blacks and whites are part of the same working class with the same
class interest. The benefits received by white workers from racism are,
with certain notable exceptions, quite piddling. Even most of those who
receive substantial white privilege are unable to qualitatively leave the
ranks of the working class; they merely become somewhat better paid
wage slaves for monopoly capital. This is all the more true for the middle
and lower layers of white workers.

Moreover, the declining prospects of world imperialism in the face of
the struggle of the international proletariat and oppressed peoples
suggest that sharper class contradictions between the bourgeoisie and the
proletariat are in the offing, Undoubtedly many white workers will lose
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even more if the working class were united. In short, the white workers
lose much more than they gain from racism and thus have every interest
in the struggle against it. Consequently racism is in the interest only of the
bourgeoisie which reaps superprofits by super-exploiting Black workers
as well as lowering the wages of white workers by dividing the working
class. The solution to Black oppression is equality, which is in the
immediate as well as long term interests of white workers.

Within the developing Marxist-Leninist trend, the Philadelphia

Workers’ Organizing Committee (PWOC) is the most outspoken
representative of this “no benefits” line:

“The white worker, as we have seen, is not profiting from racism. On
the contrary, he or she is threatened very directly by its effects.... The
idea of white supremacy has been cultivated in the white worker by a
capitalist-controlled culture, a culture that has developed tojustify and
smooth the way for the exploitation of labor and its division into
antagonistic camps....what most white workers do not see is that this
struggle against racism is basic to their interests as well as those of
Black workers. . . .

“In the stronghold of white supremacy, Mississippi, the average
hourly wage of production workers is $4.56 per hour, the lowest in the
country. Compare this with Michigan, a state with a strong labor

movement, where the average is $8.13 per hour and the point is even
clearer.” *(Emphasis in original.)

A more backward argument is hard to imagine. First, PWOC reduces
racism to a manipulative propaganda scheme by the bourgeoisie, telling
us that the “idea” of white supremacy has been implanted in the heads of
white workers. But the real problem is that the reality of white supremacy
envelops that world in which the entire working class lives. Black
workers confront this reality every day and know very well that the
qualitative differences between their social condition and that of their
fellow white workers is not just an ideq in the white workers’ heads. Does
PWOC imagine that white workers are not similarly perceptive of the
world in which they live?

Then consider the example PWOC chooses to illustrate its point. We
are told, in order to demonstrate that white workers have no interest in
racism, that the average hourly wage of production workers in Michigan
is almost double that in Mississippi. But considering that wage scales are
determined by a variety of factors even within a single national economy,
wouldn’t it have been more appropriate for PWOC to have told us what
the average wage scale of Black workers was in Michigan compared to
that of white workers in Michigan (or Mississippi, too, for that matter)?
Wouldn’t it also have been appropriate for PWOC to have examined the
general condition of the working class in Michigan, not only the
employed sector? Wouldn’t it have been appropriate to have examined
the conditions of life in Detroit, a city of heavy Black concentration,
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where poverty, crime, sub-standard housing, and the like have reached
dimensions far worse than in almost every other major city in the
country? And {f; in fact, Michigan workers succeeded in lessening the
gap between Black and white workers, is it not conceivable—indeed
probable—that this was a result of white workers surrendering a degree
of white privilege in favor of class solidarity rather than defending their
special white interests to the hilt?

But PWOC is so fixated on the larger size of the average Michigan
paycheck that it has completely forgotten about such things. In fact, its
whole argument is designed not to fight racism in the working class butto
conciliate it. For PWOC has made the fundamental error of equating the
interests of the white workers with the interests of the entire working
class.

In fact, the *‘no benefits” line encourages white workers to strategical-
ly think and act on the basis of the special white racial group interest
within the working class, rather than as part of the working class as a
whole. The “no benefits” line, by appealing to the interests of white
workers as white workers, promises them that the struggle against racism
won’t undermine their racial privileges, but will actually further enhance
their economic and political position. The not-so-subtle implication of
this promise is that should the white workers gauge otherwise—should
the struggle against racism collide with the special interests of the white
workers—they would be justified in opposing it. Here pragmatism and
opportunism go hand in hand as the “no benefits™ line encourages the
white workers to place their own self-interest as white workers ahead of
the interests of the working class as a whole. Of course, as we have seen,
the “no benefits” line is replete with illustrations of how the special white
worker interest may coincide with the overall working class interest and
the struggle against racism. And undoubtedly there are instances when
the struggle against racism benefits white workers immediately and
directly. But the line is strangely silent about the many instances when it
does not; affirmative action, for example, often means that Black
workers rather than white workers will be hired, promoted, trained and
kept on when layoffs hit. The “no benefits” line cannot see this reality
because its basic viewpoint is to make the struggle against racism
contingent upon the interests of white workers. This is not only
strategically bankrupt, it is tactically compromising.

Overall, the “no benefits” line is qualitatively compromised by its
failure to understand the dialectics of the white vs. Black contradiction
and its inability to identify the depth and cause of the division in the
working class. Consequently it equates the interests of the working class
as a whole with the interests of that section of the class which, in relation
to the other section, is relatively stable and privileged—and makes the
defense of the white section’s privileged position its principal concern.
Needless to say, it cannot simultaneously take up the demands of the
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Consequently, proletarian class consciousness is an absolutely essen-
tial element in the anti-racist struggle, and socialist revolution is its goal.

But even this kind of class consciousness is qualitatively insufficient
to strategically consolidate the anti-racist forces. The struggle against
racism, however central, is nonetheless just one element of the overall
class struggle in this country, let alone the international class struggle
that shapes it. Consequently it would be inherently narrow, one-sided
and ultimately distorted to view the class struggle solely from the
standpoint of the anti-racist struggle. Itis a part, but not the whole, of the
historical revolutionary conflict at hand. Consequently, in order to
qualitatively gain an all-sided revolutionary vantage point for the Black
liberation struggle, anti-racist forces must consolidate a proletarian and
socialist world view in the course of the struggle; without this they cannot
see the struggle through to the end. No matter how militant or
revolutionary, the anti-racist movement will spontaneously and inevita-
bly fall prey to bourgeois ideology if it is not consciously transformed
politically and ideologically by the communist forces.

On the other hand, the political and ideological transformation of the
U.S. working class from a passive and divided objective class-in-itself to
a conscious revolutionary and united class-for-itself will never occur
without unity around a correct line on racism and a systematic,
unrelenting struggle against it.

The antagonistic interests between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat
in this country will never be correctly identified, let alone polarized,
without clarity on racism and the connection between the color line and
the class line. The history and present motion of U.S. capitalism cannot
be understood without it; nor can the concrete day-to-day issues of the
class struggle. For class struggle rarely appears in ‘“‘pure” form;
inevitably it expresses itself through numerous mediations and intercon-
nections with other social contradictions, racism being among the most
important. Without such a vantage point, it is impossible to understand
that what appears on the surface as a clearcut class issue is often only a

bourgeois racist lure in populist guise: i.e., “taxpayers’ revolt,” “reverse
discrimination,” “seniority rights,” etc.

In fact, the central question of every revolution, class political power,
cannot be grasped without an analysis of racism. A cornerstone of
bourgeois rule in the U.S. is the white united front. Unless a substantial
sector of the proletariat becomes crystal clear on this point, it will be
unable to sever its ideological and political bondage to the bourgeoisie.

At stake in this question is the proletarian revolution itself. For to the
degree that a large section of the working class continues to think, act,
and organize around the white interest, the working class will be divided
and defeated by capital. To the degree that the white united front is
broken up and the working class acts as a class, it will advance and forge
itself into a force capable of challenging capitalist rule and ridding the

]
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Second, the particularity of racism can only be ascertained by
examining the actual social categories created by the system of white
supremacy/Black oppression and applying that categorical analysis to
the actual historical development of racism in the U.S. So powerful is
racism in U.S. life that even the communist movement tends to view the
social categories produced by the racist system—Black and white—as
neutral and permanent categories of the human condition rather than as
the means by which the relation of racism is expressed and reproduced.
So long as our world outlook is enslaved by the concepts and categories
of racism, we can never scientifically understand it let alone develop a
revolutionary practice to eliminate it.

We believe that the theoretical framework advanced in this article is a
major step in the direction of developing a fully elaborated historical
materialist theory of racism and a scientific strategy with which to
combat it. But through the course of debate, implementation, and
summation it will undoubtedly go through a process of refinement and
deepening,

The challenge is now before the Marxist-Leninist trend as a whole.
The debate which must unfold is a central part of the theoretical work
itself, for this is the very process by which a line is not only developed and
tested, but also transformed into a material force among communists and
in the class struggle itself. In the course of this struggle we are confident
that Marxist-Leninists will cement the anti-racist political and ideologi-
cal foundation that is indispensable to a genuine communist vanguard of
the U.S. proletariat.
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