





EDITORIAL COMMENT"

National Liberation and the
Anti-Imperialist Struggle

The recent article by the Chinese Communist leader Lin Piao,*®
as we noted in our preceding editorial, based itself on the thesis that
the Chinese experiences in the war against Japan and the subsequent
civil war against the forces of Chiang Kai-shek are of universal ap-
plicability. On these grounds it proceeds to identify revolution with
war and to call upon the oppressed countries of Asia, Africa and Latin
America to wage people’s wars against U.S. imperialism and its lackeys
as the only effective method of struggle for their freedom and for
socialism.

With these ideas we took issue. We now proceed to deal with other
aspects of the article.

The “Policy of Self-Reliance”

In the people’s wars which are to encompass the downfall of U.S.
imperialism, Lin argues, the peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin Amer-
ica must rely on their own strength, for such, we are told, was the ex-
perience of the Chinese people in their armed struggles. In fact, in
the opening section of his article, he describes the war against Japan
as if it were solely a war of the Chinese people. He asks:

How was it possible for a weak country finally to defeat a strong
country? How was it possible for a seemingly weak army to become
the main force in the war?

And he replies:

The basic reasons were that the War of Resistance against Japan
was a genuine people’s war led by the Communist Party of China
and Comrade Mao Tse-tung, a war in which the correct Marxist-
Leninist political and military lines were put into effect, and that
the Eighth Route and New Fourth Armies were genuine people’s

*The first part of this editorial article was published in Political Afairs,
January, 1966. Copies are still available,

**4Long Live the Victory of People’s War!”, Peking Review, September
3, 1965. ‘
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armies which applied the whole range of strategy and tactics of
people’s war as formulated by Comrade Mao Tse-tung.

This is quite true. But it is not the whole picture. Of the surround-
ing circumstances—of such things as the world-wide anti-fascist war,
the military involvement of Japan with the United States in the Pacific,
or the smashing defeat of the Hitlerite forces and the central role of
the Soviet Union in that defeat—Lin here says nothing. To be sure,
in a later section recognition is given to the fact that the war against
the Japanese invaders took place within such a framework, and Lin
states: “The common victory was won by all the peoples, who gave
one another support and encouragement.” However, this mutual inter-
dependence is regarded as being of distinctly secondary importance.
The very next sentence says: “Yet each country was, above all, liber-
ated as a result of its own people’s efforts.” And it is on this aspect
that all emphasis is placed. Thus, the article asserts:

The people’s armed forces led by our Party independently waged
people’s war on a large scale and won great victories without any
material aid from outside, both during the more than eight years
of the anti-Japanese war and during the more than three years of
the People’s War of Liberation.

When this conception is applied to all countries seeking their libera-
tion today, what emerges is the idea of a number of countries waging
separate wars against U.S. imperialism, each relying primarily on
its own military means and each independently seeking its own vic-
tory. The final defeat of the common enemy is envisioned as resulting
from the cumulative impact of a number of such individual wars
waged simultaneously.

One must fight with one’s own resources. Arms are to be obtained
by capturing them from the imperialist adversary, and ““foreign aid
can play only a supplementary role.” Such is the advice given to the
oppressed peoples and particularly to the Vietnamese people. Their
outlook must be to win on their own, and they can do so. When Mao
Tse-tung was asked by Edgar Snow “Can Viet Cong forces now win
victory by their own efforts alone?” the answer was “Yes, he thought
that they could.”* .

We have already dwelt in our previous editorial on the futility
of a country such as Vietnam seeking singlehandedly to defeat U.S.
imperialism militarily, and on the danger of escalation of such con-

*Edgar Snow, “Interview with Mao,” New Republic, February 27, 1965.
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flicts into nuclear war. Here we wish only to touch on the following
points. :

To begin with, the proposition that the Chinese people inde-
pendently waged war against Japanese aggression and achieved vic-
tory on their own is, to say the least, extremely. dubious. The fact is
that the victory of the Chinese people over Japan and the creation
of the conditions for the subsequent rout of Chiang Kai-shek were
made possible by the crushing defeat of the Axis powers at the hands
of all the forces allied against them, and particularly by the historic
victory of the Soviet Union over the Nazi invaders. Had the outcome
been reversed, had the Axis powers triumphed, could the Chinese
people have won their war against Japanese imperialismP Could they
have won the people’s liberation war against Chiang Kai-shek? The
answer is obvious; indeed, it was given by Mao Tse-tung himself in
a 1949 speech in these words:

... Had there been no Soviet Union, had there been no victory
in the anti-fascist Second World War, had Japanese imperialism
not been defeated (which is particularly important for us), had
there been no People’s Democracies in Europe, had there been no
growing struggle of the oppressed countries of the East, had there
been no struggle of the masses in the United States, Britain, France,
Germany, Italy, Japan against the ruling reactionary cliques—had
none of these factors existed, then the pressure of the international
reactionary forces would have been much stronger than it is today.
Would we have been able to achieve victory in these circumstances?
Of course not. (On People’s Democratic Rule, New Century Pub-
lishers, New York, 1950, p. 7.)

In short, the great victories of the Chinese people, ranking second
only to the victory of the October Socialist Revolution itself, were
possible only as part of the whole anti-fascist coalition, as part of the
world forces of progress. In fact, if such a coalition had materialized
in the thirties in support of the policy of collective security, it might
well have been possible to halt fascist aggression without World
War II. It is this great lesson of those years—the need for alliance
in common struggle of all forces opposing imperialist aggression—
that Lin’s article casts aside.

All this is not to deny the basic truth that each people must make
its own revolution—that revolution can be neither imported nor ex-
ported. But if revolutionary struggles are to be successful, they must
be conducted not in isolation but as part of the totality of the forces
of progress. Lin’s notion that each country must fight U.S. imperialism
on its own, on the contrary, is one that leads to fragmenting the anti-
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imperialist forces, not to uniting ‘them, to weakening the struggle
against imperialism, not to strengthening it.

The “Cities” and the “Countryside”

The division of the world anti-imperialist forces is further pursued
by Lin along the following lines. If the Chinese experience of waging
war independently with one’s own resources applies in all other cases,
so does the Chinese strategy in such a war, which was one of occupy-
ing the countryside and surrounding the cities, in which the Japanese
forces were installed. The article states: “It must be emphasized that
Comrade Mao Tse-tung’s theory of the establishment of rural revolu-
tionary base areas and the encirclement of the cities from the country-
side is of outstanding and universal practical importance for the pre-
sent revolutionary struggles of all the oppressed nations and peo-
ples. . . .” This concept is then applied to the strategic situation on a
global scale. Lin writes:

Taking the entire globe, if North America and Western Europe
can be called “the cities of the world,” then Asia, Africa and Latin
America constitute “the rural areas of the world.” Since World
War II, the proletarian revolutionary movement has for various
reasons been temporarily held back in the North American and
West European capitalist countries, while the people’s revolutionary
movement in Asia, Africa and Latin America has been growing
vigorously. In a sense, the contemporary world revolution also
represents a picture of the encirclement of cities by the rural areas.
In the final analysis, the whole cause of world revolution hinges
on the revolutionary struggles of the Asian, African and Latin
American peoples who make up the overwhelming majority of the
world’s population.

Elsewhere he expresses the same idea in these words: “The con-
tradiction between the revolutionary peoples of Asia, Africa and La-
tin America and the imperialists headed by the United States is the
principal contradiction in the contemporary world.”:

There is no doubt that the sharpest struggles today are in the arena
of national liberation. And there is no doubt as to the preeminent
role which these currently play in the totality of the anti-imperialist
struggles. We submit, however, that the way in which Lin places the
matter is fundamentally wrong,.

In picturing the basic world alignment of forces as one of the “coun-
tryside” against the “cities,” he assigns no role to the socialist coun-
tries and the forces of progress in the major capitalist countries other
than the distinctly subsidiary one of giving assistance to the oppressed
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peoples in their wars. The brunt of the struggle is seen as resting on
these peoples themselves; indeed, the central conflict in the world
today is viewed as simply one between them and imperialism, and its
overthrow as essentially their task alone.

The obvious effect of such an approach is to isolate the national
liberation struggles from other struggles against imperialism, to divide
the anti-imperialist forces. But this approach stems from an erroneous
conception of the contradictions of modern society. The basic contra-
diction in the present stage of social development is that between
imperialism and socialism. This is the central conflict in relation to
which all struggles, all revolutions must be viewed.

A recent editorial in Kommunist (“Proletarian Internationalism and
Bourgeois Nationalism,” No. 9, 1965) calls attention to the emphasis
given by Lenin to this point:

»
Noting the tremendous role played by the national-liberation
movement in the world revolutionary process, Lenin especially
stressed the importance of the struggle between imperialism and
socialism as represented by Soviet Russia in his time. “If we lose
sight of that fact,” said Lenin, “we shall not be able correctly to
pose a single question of nationalities or colonies, even though it
may concern the remotest part of the world. Only from that point
of view can political problems be correctly posed and solved by
the Communist Parties both in the civilized and the backward coun-
tries.” (Complete Works, Vol. 41, p. 242.)

The 81-Party Statement of 1960 expresses this idea in terms of the
present historical situation. It says:

Our time, whose main content is the transition-from capitalism
to socialism initiated by the Great October Revolution, is a time
of struggle between the two opposing social systems, a time of
socialist revolutions and national-liberation revolutions, a time of
the breakdown of imperialism, of the abolition of the colonial sys-
tem, a time of transition of more peoples to the socialist path, of
the triumph of socialism and communism on a world-wide scale.

It is the principal characteristic of our time that the world so-
cialist system is becoming the decisive factor in the development
of society. (Emphasis in original.)

In particular, the existence of a socialist one-third of the world has
been a cardinal factor in the great upsurge of the national liberation
movement in recent years. The socialist countries, and especially the
Soviet Union, have been a powerful bulwark and source of aid to all
peoples struggling for their freedom. Their assistance in every sphere
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—economic, political, military—has been not incidental but vital to
the successes which have been achieved against colonialism, and is
in great measure responsible for the fact that such successes could in
many instances be registered without resorting to armed conflict.

Also important are the democratic struggles being waged by the
workers and other forces of progress in the imperialist countries.
These the article brushes aside with the comment that “the prole-
tarian revolutionary movement has for various reasons been held back
in the North American and West European capitalist countries.” It
is true that no socialist revolutions are taking place in these parts
of the world at this moment in history. What is taking place, however,
is the growth of democratic anti-monopoly struggles which are serv-
ing to lay the basis and mobilize the forces for placing socialism on
the order of the day in the not too remote future.

Especially noteworthy on the American scene are the tremendous
upsurge of the civil rights movement, the striking rise of the peace
movement, and the increasing indications of the development of a
new wave of economic struggles. These processes are accompanied by
a rising level of political consciousness and by growing tendencies for
these struggles to merge into a common stream of opposition to the
reactionary policies of U.S. monopoly capital at home and abroad.
(Note, for example, the active opposition to the war in Vietham by
sections of the civil rights movement. )

Clearly, these struggles are not of minor, subsidiary significance in
relation to the world anti-imperialist conflict but constitute one of
its vital components. The struggle of the American people against the
war of aggression in Vietnam is no less material in shaping its out-
come than the heroic resistance of the Vietnamese people themselves.
Both struggles are essential, and it is their combined strength which
is decisive.

Indeed, the combined power of all sectors of the anti-imperialist
front is essential to the ultimate defeat and abolition of imperialism.
To reduce matters to terms of a military conflict between the “country-
side” and the “cities” is to isolate these sectors one from the other
and to weaken the effectiveness of all of them. It is to rule out any
concept of alliance embracing the manifold forms of struggle which
are required.

On National-Democratic and Socialist Revolutions

Lin’s underestimation of the role of democratic struggles is apparent
also in his treatment of the different types of revolution in the oppres-
sed countries. And here, too, the effort to apply the Chinese pattern
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universally leads to erroneous conclusions.
The article bases itself on Mao Tse-tung’s' concept of “new-demo-
cratic revolution.” It states: .

Comrade Mao Tse-tung has pointed out that, in the epoch since
the October Revolution, anti-imperialist revolution in any colonial
or semi-colonial country is no longer part of the old bourgeois, or
capitalist world revolution, but is part of the new world revolu-
tion, the proletarian-socialist world revolution.

Comrade Mao Tse-tung has formulated a complete theory of the
new-democratic revolution. He indicated that this revolution, which
is different from all others, can only be, nay must be, a revolution
against imperialism, feudalism and bureaucrat-capitalism waged
by the broad masses of the people under the leadership of the pro-
letariat.

This means that the revolution can only be, nay must be, led by _
the proletariat and the genuinely revolutionary party armed with
Marxism-Leninism, and by no other class or party. (Emphasis
added.)

Within this framework, Lin continues,

Comrade Mao Tse-tung made a correct distinction between the
two revolutionary stages, i.e., the national-democratic and the so-
cialist revolutions; at the same time he correctly and closely linked
the two. The national-democratic revolution is the necessary prepa-
ration for the socialist revolution, and the socialist revolution is
the inevitable sequel to the national-democratic revolution.

The premise upon which the validity of these general propositions
is based is, of course, the universal applicability of the experiences
of the Chinese revolution. Thus, the above quotations are followed by
the statement: “The Chinese revolution provides a successful lesson
for making a thoroughgoing national-democratic revolution under the
leadership of the proletariat; it likewise provides a successful lesson
for the timely transition from the national-democratic revolution to
the socialist revolution under the leadership of the proletariat.”

In sum, Mao’s view is that in the present historical epoch a national
liberation revolution must take place in its totality under the leader-
ship of the working class and its Marxist-Leninist party—that is, it
must from the outset be a revolution leading to socialism. Presumably,
any national liberation struggle under other leadership cannot be
considered genuinely anti-imperialist. In keeping with these ideas,
the national-democratic and socialist revolutions are viewed as being
invariably two closely-linked stages in a single revolutionary process,
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in which one follows directly upon the other. And, of course, all na-
tional liberation revolutions must take the form of armed conflict.

There are, it is true, instances which conform more or less closely
to the picture presented by Mao. We maintain, however, that to at-
tempt to fit the enormous diversity of situations in different countries
dogmatically into the straitjacket of a single pattern is to depart from
Marxist-Leninist theory—and more, to fly in the face of reality.

Whether a given national liberation movement is or is not anti-
imperialist is not determined by which class or classes lead it. On this
point, it is worth recalling Lenin’s views, as summed up by Stalin in
Foundations of Leninism in 1924 (International Publishers, New York,
1939, pp. 80-81):

. . . The revolutionary character of a national movement under
the conditions of imperialist oppression does not necessarily pre-
suppose the existence of proletarian elements in the movement,
the existence of a revolutionary or a republican program of the
movement, the existence of a democratic basis of the movement.
The struggle the Emir of Afghanistan is waging for the independ-
ence of Afghanistan is objectively a revolutionary struggle, despite
the monarchist views of the Emir and his associates, for it weakens,
disintegrates and undermines imperialism; whereas the struggle
waged by “desperate” Democrats and “Socialists,” “revolutionaries”
and republicans such as, for example, Kerensky and Tsereteli,
Renaudel and Scheidemann, Chermmov and Dan, Henderson and
Clynes, during the imperialist war was a reactionary struggle, for
its result was the whitewashing, the strengthening, the victory of
imperialism. For the same reasons the struggle the Egyptian
merchants and bourgeois intellectuals are waging for the independ-
ence of Egypt is objectively a revolutionary struggle, despite the
bourgeois origin and bourgeois title of the leaders of the Egyptian
national movement, despite the fact that they are opposed to
socialism; whereas the fight the British Labor Government is
waging to perpetuate Egypt's dependent position is for the same
reasons a reactionary struggle, despite the proletarian origin and
proletarian title of the members of that government, despite the
fact that they are “for” socialism.

The most elementary aspect of the struggle for national liberation
is the fight for national sovereignty, and the tremendous successes
of the national liberation movement since World War II are registered
first of all in the appearance of a large body of newly sovereign
states. These are neither imperialist nor socialist states; on the whole,
however, they are part of the anti-imperialist camp, and it is very
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largely their emergence that has led to the tipping of the world bal-
ance of forces against the camp of imperialism.

As we have already noted, conditions, levels of development and
relationships of class forces in these countries vary tremendously.
In some, the struggle for national freedom has been led by worker-
peasant coalitions, in others by the national bourgeoisie, and in still
others by a wide variety of coalitions of forces. In some, in fact there
exists as yet only a rudimentary working class at best, and its growth
awaits the development of modern industry made possible by libera-
tion. Some have taken the path to socialism; in others, struggles
for the most elementary democratic rights are in progress.

The achievement of political independence is but the first step
in national liberation. It opens the door to a new stage of struggle
for economic independence, agrarian reform, industrialization, ex-
tension of democratic rights and similar goals. This struggle is part
of the national-democratic revolution, and it can be waged effectively,
in the words of the 81-Party Statement, only “by all the patriotic
forces of the nations united in a single national-democratic front.”

For the problems faced by the newly independent nations, the
Statement points out, “‘Different classes and parties offer different
solutions. . . . As social contradictions grow the national bourgeoisie
inclines more and more to compromising with domestic reaction
and imperialism. The people, however, begin to see that the best way
to abolish age-long backwardness and improve their living standards
is that of non-capitalist development. . . . The working class and the
broad peasant masses are to play the leading part in solving this basic
social problem.”

Where the workers and peasants are in the leadership at the outset,
the transition to a socialist revolution may be rapid. In other cases
the democratic struggles may be prolonged, and these may lead to
the establishment of a national-democratic state of some duration,
providing the basis for the ultimate transition to socialism. Concerning
the nature of such a state, the §1-Party Statement says:

In the present historical situation, favorable domestic and inter-
national conditions arise in many countries for the establishment
of an independent national democracy, that is, a state which con-
sistently upholds its political and economic independence, fights
against imperialism and its military blocs, against military bases
on its territory; a state which fights against the new forms of coloni-
alism and the penetration of imperialist capital; a state in which
the people are insured broad democratic rights and freedom . .
the opportunity to work for the enactment of an agrarian reform
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and other democratic and social changes, and for participation in
shaping government policy. The formation and consolidation of
national democracies enables the countries concerned to make
rapid social progress and play an active part in the peoples’ strug-
gles for peace, against the aggressive policies of the imperialist
camp, for the complete abolition of the colonial yoke.

This entire area of richly varied democratic struggle and develop-
ment, already in progress in many newly liberated countries, finds no
place in the narrow, rigid scheme offered by Lin. The logic of his
position is that either the working class and its socialist vanguard leads
the revolution from its inception toward the socialist goal, or else
nothing is accomplished but the exchange of colonialism for neo-
colonialism. The alternative that the workers and peasants may strive
for leadership within the broader democratic coalition is rejected.
The end result is that the increasingly numerous and powerful groups
of newly liberated countries is almost in its entirety gratuitously con-
signed to the camp of the imperialist foe, as countries which yet
await their true liberation through people’s wars. This concept, too,
serves only to divide and weaken the anti-imperialist forces.

Anti-Sovietism: Instrument of Imperialism

Especially disquieting is Lin’s vehement attack against those whom
he calls the “Khrushchev revisionists”—a term intended to designate
the leadership of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union in the
first place, and presumably also those of all other parties which hold
similar views on peaceful coexistence. Against these the article makes
the following charges:

The Khrushchev revisionists have come to the rescue of U.S.
imperialism just when it is most panic-stricken and helpless in
its efforts to cope with people’s war. Working hand in glove with
the U.S. imperialists, they are doing their utmost to spread all
kinds of arguments against people’s war and, wherever they can,
they are scheming to undermine it by overt or covert means.

The fundamental reason why the Khrushchev revisionists are
opposed to people’s war is that they have no faith in the masses
and are afraid of U.S. imperialism, of war and of revolution. Like
all other opportunists, they are blind to the power of the masses
and do not believe that the revolutionary people are capable of
defeating imperialism. They submit to the nuclear blackmail of
the U.S. imperialists and are afraid that, if the oppressed peoples
and nations rise up to fight people’s wars or the people of socialist
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countries repulse U.S. imperialist aggression, U.S. imperialism
will become incensed, they themselves will become involved and
their fond dream of Soviet-U.S. cooperation to dominate the world
will be spoiled. (Emphasis added. ) ‘

A more severe condemnation of the leadership of a sister party—
and more, of the leadership of the world’s first land of socialism—
could scarcely be made. And it has led to the rejection by the Chinese
leaders of all pleas for unity of action against U.S. aggression in
Vietnam. They state:

...If we were to take united action on the question of Vietnam
with the leaders of the C.P.S.U. who are pursuing the Khrushchev
revisionist line, wouldn’t we be helping them to deceive the people
of the world? Wouldn't we be joining them in betraying the revolu-
tionary cause of the Vietnamese people? Wouldn't we be joining
them in attacking the Chinese Communist Party and all other
Marxist-Leninist parties? Wouldn't we be joining them in serving
as accomplices of U.S. imperialism? Of course, we shall do nothing
of the sort. (“Refutation of the New Leaders of the C.P.S.U. on
‘United Action,” ” by the Editorial Departments of Renmin Ribao
and Hongqui, Peking Review, November 12, 1965.)

What are the grounds offered by Lin for such grave charges and
the consequent division of the socialist camp in the face of U.S.
aggression? That the Soviet leaders, as he puts it, consider that “a
nation without nuclear weapons is incapable of defeating an enemy
with nuclear weapons, whatever methods of fighting it may adopt,”
that it “must capitulate to the enemy . . . or come under the ‘protection’
of some other nuclear power and submit to its beck and call.” That
they maintain that “a single spark in any part of the globe can touch
off a world nuclear conflagration.” In sum, that they call for a policy
of peaceful coexistence and reject the CPC leaders’ thesis of the defeat
of imperialism solely through people’s wars. The implication in the
way in which the article treats these disagreements is that there can
be no honest differences among Communists on such questions, and
that to oppose their thesis is to be guilty of opportunist capitulation
to the enemy.

For the further allegation of actual Soviet collaboration with U.S.
imperialism, Lin’s article offers no documentation. Other articles and
editorials attempt to demonstrate it, however, largely by resorting
to fragmentary quotations from Soviet and other sources, and by
a series of unsupported assertions which at times are directly con-
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tradictory to the facts. Of the latter, a most shocking example is
the following:

... Before the fall of Khrushchev, they [the leaders of the CPSU]
supported the suppression of the national-liberation movement in
the Congo (L)* by the U.S. imperialists under the cloak of the
United Nations; and this resulted in the murder of the Congolese
national hero Patrice Lumumba. Now Khrushchev's successors have
willingly agreed to share the expenses of the U.S. armed intervention
in the Congo (L) undertaken in the name of the United Nations,

and in the U.N. Security Council they are supporting the U.S.

hoax of “a national reconciliation” in the Congo (L) which is
an attempt to strangle the revolutionary forces of the Congolese
people. (“A Great Victory for Leninism,” Editorial in Honqui, No.
4, reprinted in Peking Review, May 7, 1965.)

To anyone at all familiar with the facts of the case—with the un-
swerving opposition of the Soviet Union to the use of UN troops
which took place in the Congo and its adamant refusal to pay one
cent toward financing it, to the point where the United States was
compelled to retreat from its insistence on such payment—this state-
ment can only appear as an outright, deliberate distortion, since
all these facts are well-known. And the basing of so serious a step
as that of refusing joint action in defense of the Vietnamese people
on such allegations as this is all the more disturbing,

Space prohibits a detailed examination of the numerous other alle-
gations, nor is such an examination necessary here. There is likewise
no need to give an account here of the record of Soviet aid to peoples
seeking their freedom, or to dwell on the role which Soviet possession
of nuclear weapons has played in obstructing the aggressive cold-war
schemes of U.S. monopoly capital. Suffice it to point out that the
Soviet Union has unequivocally opposed the U.S. aggression in Vietnam
and has given unstinting aid to the Democratic Republic of Vietnam,
aid which the Vietnamese leaders have on numerous occasions publicly
acknowledged. The statement of DRV Premier Pham Van Dong, on
the occasion of the 48th anniversary of the October Socialist Revolu-
tion, is typical:

... The CPSU, the Soviet government and Soviet people are reso-
lutely and actively supporting the entire Vietnamese people in
their righteous struggle against American imperialism. They support

*(L) stands for Leopoldville,

-
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the correct policy of the Democratic Republic of Vietnam and the

South Vietnam National Liberation Front and are giving the D.R.V.
every assistance in strengthening its defense capacity and economy.

As for the Soviet position on relations with the United States, this
is, we believe, made unmistakeably clear in the recent interview of
Premier Kosygin with James Reston of the New York Times (December
6, 1965). In reply to a question as to whether the “two major powers
could work together for world order,” Xosygin replied:

I am not quite clear on what you mean by “world order,” What
does it imply? The United States and the Soviet Union, the two
most powerful states, should dictate our wills to other nations?
If we should attempt to command other nations, that would be
tantamount to fascism.

In reply to the question: “How can you reconcile ‘peaceful coexist-
ence’ and these ‘wars of national liberation’ ”? he stated:

We believe that wars of national liberation are just wars, and they
will continue as long as there is national oppression by imperialist
owers . . . People will always fight against oppression, for freedom
and independence.
There is no peaceful coexistence between the slaveowner and

the slave. We have never conceived of such a peaceful coexistence.
t

On the question of meeting with President Johnson, Kosygin stated:
“In principle, we are in favor of such meetings. But I believe that
so long as the Vietnam war continues, so long as bombs are falling
on innocent people, such a meeting would not be feasible.”

These are decidedly not the words of a collaborator with U.S.
imperialism. Quite the contrary. And they are not just words; they
are fully matched by Soviet support and assistance to the Vietnamese
people.

It is not the role of the Soviet Union which gives aid and comfort
to U.S. imperialism but anti-Sovietism, which U.S. ruling circles do all
in their power to cultivate precisely because they see in the Soviet
Union the very heart of the opposition to their aggressive designs.

There can be little doubt that the split in the world Communist
movement encouraged U.S. imperialism in its decision to escalate
the war in Vietnam, and equally little doubt that its continued exist-
ence gives further encouragement to this policy. To defeat the aim
of U.S. imperialism in Vietnam, what is needed above all is unity of
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.action of the socialist countries regardless of ideological differences.
Anti-Sovietism and the rejection of such unity do not help, but
obstruct, the victory of the anti-imperialist forces.

The Role of the American People

To defend world peace, to force U.S. monopoly capital to retreat
from its aggressive policies—this is the central task of the day. But
the main responsibility for its accomplishment lies not in Vietnam,
not in Africa or Latin America. It lies in the United States. The task
of curbing U.S. imperialism rests in the first place with the American
people.

Not least among the inconsistencies in Lin’s article is its insistence
that whereas the peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin America must rely
on their own strength in fighting for their liberation, the people of
the United States mus be freed from the rule of U.S. monopoly capital
by others. But if revolution cannot be exported to other countries,
neither can it be exported to the United States. Like all others, the
American people must fight their own battles.

Yet, like all other peoples, they must fight them as part of the
overall world struggle against imperialism. Moreover, within that
totality they bear a special responsibility, living as they do in the very
heartland of world imperialism. To help make them aware of this
responsibility, to help mobilize them for the battle—these are the
particular tasks of the Communists and other forces of progress in
our country.

The logic of Lin’s position is that the interests of the American
people would be best served by egging U.S. imperialism on into ever
deeper military involvement in Vietnam and other countries, so that
the people of these countries may destroy it. But nothing could be
farther from the truth. This is the path to nuclear war, to mass anni-
hilation. It coincides with the course of action advocated by the
fanatical ultra-Right, which clamors for all-out aggression against
other peoples and the indiscriminate dropping of nuclear bombs as
the means to victory in that aggression.

The interests of the American people will be served rather by
organizing the widest possible opposition to the war policies of the
Johnson Administration, and by making common cause with the
forces of peace throughout the world. They will be served by com-
batting anti-Sovietism and by striving for closer ties and peaceful
coexistence with the Soviet Union and other socialist countries.

The struggle for peaceful coexisence is not, as Lin and other Chinese
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leaders repeatedly assert, in conflict with the struggle for national
liberation. On the contrary, to fight for peaceful coexistence today is
in the first place to fight for an end to U.S. aggression in Vietnam and
for the full freedom of the Vietnamese people to decide their own
future.

But it does not end with this. The danger of world war today
emanates not only from U.S. imperialism but also from its chief ally,
West German imperialism. To fight for peaceful coexistence is there-
fore to fight against the policy of building a renazified, revanchist
West Germany, and supplying it with nuclear weapons, of reviving
a reactionary monopolist regime with its own dreams of imperialist
conquest. It is to fight against the maintenance of West Berlin as
an outpost of provocation and intrigue against the German Democratic
Republic and other socialist countries—an outpost which has more
than once become the seat of crisis bringing the world to the brink
of thermonuclear conflict. This aspect of the struggle is completely
obscured by the line of Lin’s article with its reduction of the global
conflict to one between the countries of Asia, Africa and Latin
America against U.S. imperialism.

The fight for peaceful coexistence also entails the fight for recog-
nition of People’s China, for its admission to the UN, and for an
end to the senseless total embargo on trade with it. This, too, is part
of the special responsibility which falls upon the American people,
and upon its progressive vanguard.

To adopt the approach in Lin’s article would be to abdicate all
such responsibilities, for it writes off the people of the United States
as a major force in the anti-imperialist struggle, and it isolates them
from their allies in other parts of the world. It is an approach which
reflects a profound lack of faith in the masses of working. people, par-
ticularly in the United States and other capitalist countries. But it
is precisely, such faith which should motivate Communists in - their
struggles everywhere. Only on this basis can unity of all forces
opposing imperialism be achieved and ultimate victory secured in
+h~ fight for peace, freedom and socialism.
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“A Single-Minded Son of the
Working Class

Of the multitude of each generation only a distinguished few so
live and labor in life, that in their passing their fellow-men—their
co-workers, neighbors, friends—can say: “We have witnessed: the life,
the work and the passing of a model.”

Or that they can say: “Our lives are richer, we are all better, life
has a deeper meaning, a higher purpose. The world is a more beautiful
planet, there is greater hope for human society, there is greater under-
standing, more brotherhood, more decency and humaneness, there
is greater social progress for all, because there lived and labored
one whom we, and the generations to follow, can all emulate—a model.”

Jack Stachel was such a man. That he never thought of himself in
such terms; that he never did or said anything for the purpose of
building such an image, is only further witness to his sincere sense
of modesty, to his deep sense of oneness and total identity with
his fellow-men.

The roots of an image that others will emulate are deep within
a life with a noble purpose, a life with a meaning, a life that adds
to a better world, a life that rebels against injustices, a life that
propels and is motivated by social progress. The life of Jack Stachel
was such a life.

A True Son of the People

Jack was a model of a patriot because his patriotism was concerned
with people. His patriotism above all included the concern for the
victims of a cruel society, the hungry, the needy, the victims of class
and racial oppression.

The patriotism of Jack Stachel had the ring of a new and a higher
civilized quality, because he rejected such narrow, ignorant and
bigoted concepts as: My country right or wrong.” He supported
the efforts of his country when right, but when wrong, he fought
to put it right. Because Jack was completely convinced that the
policy of U.S. aggression in Vietnam was wrong and unjust, he gave
all his remaining strength and wisdom to right this wrong.

His patriotism had the ring of the future, of a higher form of social
order because he rejected the right of any man to exploit another,
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to get rich by another man’s labor. He rejected racial prejudice in
all its forms. He rejected the concept of some nations being the masters
while others are the slaves.

Jack’s was the patriotism of the people because he rejected and
condemned the right of a few large private monopoly corporations
to rob the people of their natural resources and the fruits of their labor.

In the struggle for civil rights, Jack Stachel was also a model,
especially for white Americans. Equality among people was a prin-
ciple of life for Jack. He understood, he joined hands with those
who were ready to take the first step in eliminating some of the evils
of the jimcrow system. He welcomed those who were for civil rights
because it was in their immediate self-interest. He joined in the

struggle and applauded every advance towards equality.

* But Jack Stachel's own commiment to the struggle had much deeper
roots. For him each sep forward was only a step towards the complete
elimination of the system of jimcrow. His commitment for the dura-
tion was based on his deep knowledge that the system of discrimina-
tion was a part of the system of exploitation, that it was tied to
the drive for private profits.

Jack was an uncompromising foe of jimcrow because he saw beyond
the formal granting of equal rights. He saw the need for a continuous
struggle to cleanse the human mind of all prejudice and race hatred.
As a white American he felt a deep sense of responsibility, and more,
he accepted that responsibility of doing all he could to wipe out all
practices of discrimination, to remove all vestiges of bigotry prejudice,
and chauvinism, from the minds of our people.

Stachel was one of the pioneers in the struggle to get the trade
unions to be the representatives of the whole class—Negro and white.
For Jack the concept of Negro-white unity was an essential element
of victory in all fields of social progress.

Equality—full, complete equality, was a way of life, a way of
thought, a method of struggle for Jack. In this sense too Jack Stachel
will be emulated by his fellow Americans.

‘What were some of the other ingredients of life that molded this
noble fighter, this deep thinker, this Communist, this humanitarian.
There are many other Americans who express concern for the poor,
who even make contributions to welfare funds and to the 100 neediest
cases. There are others who in general terms disapprove of racial
discrimination. There are many who are for peace and there are
others who do not see the wisdom of the war, of aggression against
Vietnam. But Jack’s commitment to these struggles was something
special.

An Organizer of Struggles

Jack Stachel was a man who not only disapproved of evil, he
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fought it. He was an organizer of struggles, an inspiring leader of
men. From the Pacific to the Atlantic his name is associated with
the glorious struggles of his generation against class and race oppres-
sion. His name is on the roll of honor of steelworkers, auto workers,
coal miners, seamen, electrical workers and garment workers. He is
remembered for his leadership in the Sacco and Vanzetti case, the
Herndon case, the Trenton Six case. He directly participated in the
strikes of steelworkers, coal miners, auto workers and many others.

For Jack, poverty, racial bigotry, wars of aggression, class exploita-
tion were not unfortunate but unavoidable features of human
society. For him they were not permanent features of civilization.
For him they were by-products of a class society, to be fought and
to be eliminated.

This profound sense of direction of history, this knowledge of what
is the cause of these deformities made of Jack a model revolutionary.
He was a life-time fighter against such evils and against capitalism.
Jack saw the final correction of these social malignancies in a system
of socialism to which he dedicated his life.

To understand the full measure of Jack Stachel, one must see his
working class beginning and direction. For above all else, he was
a working man. He was from, and molded by, the workmg_ class.
In his early youth he was attracted and drawn into the turmoil of a
vibrant, militant, socialist-orientated New York working class move-
ment. Here he was at home. This was his class.

With great eagerness and skill he gathered up the :accumulated
experiences of this class. These experiences became an mteg.ral. part
of Jack. He had the ability to express the workers hopes, their ideas,
because they were now his own hopes and ideas also. He understood,
expressed the ways of workers, the cultural expressions, the class
hatreds, the militancy, the tenacity and steadfastness in struggle.
He learned from, and became a part of the garment workers, the
automobile workers, the coal miners, the Negro workers the workers
of Jewish, Hungarian, Polish, Italian and Russian descent, the workel"s
from families of generations on U.S. soil, and all became Jack’s
class family. ]

For Jack saw America, the melting pot of na}tml}al groups, become
the molding pot of a class society, the polarization of wealth and

overty.

P Otll-ltZr factors influenced JacK’s life but above all else the wor!dng
class became the mold; the working class became the star that guided
his life’s travels.

ack contributed much to his class. He is one of the leaders of. a
movement that finally resulted in the organization of the mass in-
dustrial unions in the basic industries. He helped -pioneer the concept
of labor’s independent political action. He is one of the early pioneers
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in the struggle for social security, for job equality. His was one of
the toughest voices against the vicious practice of “last to be hired
and first to be fired,” the system of discrimination against the Negro
workers.,

Jack was a model of a working-class fighter because he was a
model of a Communist. He never wavered from this course. He never
had to halt to rethink whether he should turn back or step to the
sidelines. His only thoughts were whether it is possible to do more,
to move faster. The course of life, the course of history and Jack
Stachel, were moving in the same direction. Jack was influenced by
history’s direction, and in turn he influenced its course.

For his dedication, he was the recipient of the love, admiration
and affection of his class, and the hatred of the class he fought. In
spite of his serious heart condition, Jack was forced to go through
the agony of nine months of trial for the crime of thinking. The hatred
of his class enemy was expressed in the cruel and cynical statement

of the judge that prison would “do his heart some good.”
A Brilliant Marxist

Jack Stachel was one of the finest Marxist thinkers. For him the
guidelines of Marxist thought were no fetters, they gave him freedom
and confidence, the boldness to probe, to explore that which is new.

For Jack, the science of Marxism was a weapon of struggle, a tool
of social progress, a compass, a guideline leading from the realities
of today to the promises of tomorrow.

Jack was a brilliant tactician in struggle. His tactical approach was
always firmly tied to specific movements of people. His approach
was concrete. He dealt with down-to-earth political reality.

Those of us who worked with him have a special appreciation of
his modesty, of his ability to work as a part of a team. For Jack, more
important than to make a contribution in thought, was to make it
collectively. For him, more important than Jack was the team, the
collective.

The Communist Party helped to mold Jack Stachel into the Marxist
leader that he was. But in turn Jack Stachel made an historic con-
tribution in influencing and molding the Communist Party.

The name, Jack Stachel, shines brilliantly on the roll of honor of
the heroes of the working class struggle. He will be remembered
and honored the world over as one of the architects and builders of
the new social order—socialism.

ack Stachel’s monument is the people and the better world he
helped to build. His hermitage is the thousands of young rebels who
will try to match his greatness, who will emulate him because they
saw in his life’s work—a model.

JOSE RATZER*

Political Situation in Argentina

For many years it was typical of Argentina to follow a relatively
simple pattern: an agricultural-cattle economy, dependent on im-
perialism, with a capitalist development restricted and distorted by
this dependency and by an alliance between imperialism and the large
latifundists (called the “landed oligarchy” in the national political
idiom). The peculiarity of the Argentine historic process is that be-
tween 1810 and 1824 (in the final battle against the Spaniards waged
in Ayacucho, Pert) the country won its political independence, but
it did not succeed in achieving national unity nor did it resolve its
fundamental problem—land.

It was not until the period between 1852 and 1861 that national
unity was secured. Argentina in 1861 was largely uninhabited; the
major part of the land had no owners. Two possibilities were open:
either a land fund was to be formed so as to follow the American way,
giving land to immigrants by legal grant along the lines of the Home-
stead Act of the U.S.; or it could be handed over as private property
to managers of large estates and to foreign corporations. After a brief
struggle, the latifundists imposed this second course. Argentina was
transformed into a country of large estates (latifundias), a situation
which persists until this day.

The development of agricultural and cattle production had to take
into account the world market on which Argentina had to depend
more and more. The slow, long path of capitalist development that
prevailed in the countryside was not the American way, but rather
what Lenin called the Prussian way (the merging of large scale land
ownership with capitalism). In other words, the solution of the land
question, which was the historical task of the bourgeoisie, was inherited
by the proletariat. But the proletariat began to act as an independent
class only after the country had become subject to imperialism (first
British and afterwards U.S.). As Lenin might have put it in Imper-
ialism, the political independence of Argentina remained a formal
independence. In this way, the democratic revolution in Argentina

* José Ratzer is a member of the editorial board of Nueva Era, theoreti-
cal journal of the Communist Party of Argentina. This article, written
especially for Political Affairs, was translated by Jesus and Clara Colon.
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was developing as an agranan and anti-imperialist revolution moving
toward socialism.

Within the framework of the above-mentioned backwardness and
independence, the productive forces were growing in spite of every-
thing. As a result, the proletariat emerged early as did the bourgeois
and petty-bourgeois democratic movements. The rise of the Argentine
bourgeoisie always bore the stamp of dependence on imperialism and
the distortion caused by big land ownership. For this very reason, the
relationship of bourgeois and petty-bourgeois democracy with the
proletariat never grew into a broad, inclusive national revolutionary
movement.

In 1890, when the world first celebrated May Day, the workers’
organizations were already strong enough to hold a public meeting
of some importance in Buenos Aires. That same year, the first news-
paper with a revolutionary Marxist orientation appeared. Likewise,
1890 was the year of the first large insurrectionary uprising expressing
the revolutionary aspirations of the democratic bourgeoisie and petty-
bourgeoisie. Through the activities of the workers, the Socialist Party
was born; the uprising gave birth to the Radical Civic Union. There
were neither agreements between them mor joint actions for many
years.

In this way, the classical Argentine political pattern was formed.
The land-holding oligarchy and the conforming bourgeoisie funda-
mentally expressed themselves in conservatism (which never took
the form of a national political party, but rather remained as a con-
federation of parties of provincial oligarchies, thus permitting different
levels of alliances and combinations with the bourgeoisie as well as
with different imperialist nations). The rising bourgeois and petty-
bourgeois movement developed along the lines of radicalism. The
working class, moving toward socialism (after winning the ideological
battle against anarchism) had two wings: one was reformist—generally
prevalent in the leadership of the Socialist Party—and the other revo-
lutionary Marxist. The principal Socialist leaders were reformists and
during the war of 1914 they adopted a chauvinist position. The revo-
lutionary Marxist wing of the Socialist Party, in struggle against re-
formism and for an internationalist policy favorable to the Zimmer-
wald Manifesto on the war question, formed the Communist Party
on January 6, 1918.

Until 1945, the political set-up consisted essentially of the following
four parties: Conservative, Radical, Socialist, and Communist.
~ Meanwhile, a. number of changes had occurred. U.S. imperialism,
favored by the two world wars which weakened its British rival, was
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displacing Britain in domination .over the Argentine economy. Inter-
imperialist frictions were sharpening. In addition to contradictions
between the two Enghsh—speakmg powers, there were clashes with
Nazi-fascist interests (sustained in Argentina for reasons of economic
expediency, similarity of political aspirations with some sectors, activ-
ities of immigrant groups of German and Italian origin, etc., and
“neutralist” trends among certain bourgeois groups).®

Benefitting by the two world wars and the 1929 world crisis, hght
industry grew in Argentina, dependent on the large industrial powers
for equipment, patents, technology, raw materials, etc. As this im-
portant development of dependent light industry proceeded, the largest
enterprises, which are key in each industry, came directly into the
hands of U.S., British and other foreign corporations; at present they
are fundamentally in U.S. hands. Industrial growth never succeeded
in breaking away from structural dependency and -backwardness.
Even on those occasions when a government reached the point of
taking on a more pronounced bourgeois content, its alliance with im-
perialism and the latifundists was nonetheless maintained.

The Crisis of Bourgeois Democracy

To the extent that these changes occurring in Argentine society and
politics became more pronounced, possibilities for working-class poht-
ical action on a national scale increased. The dominant groups, in
their attempt to obstruct this process, lost the capacity to direct it due
to their accommodation, conciliation and vacillation. As a consequence,
the bourgeois governments became powerless to retain their influence
over the masses. The immediate result was the collapse of bourgems
legality with the coup d’état of 1930. The governments that followed
came to power by out-and-out electoral fraud, called “patriotic
fraud.” The landowners and open agents of imperialism again rose
to top government posts. Violence and terror alternated with more
subtle methods to achieve anti-working class and anti-people’s objec-
tives. The Communist Party was outlawed jailings, persecution and
assassination of political and trade union militants began.

Nevertheless, the activity of the workers and the people kept open-‘»

*In a confused form neutralism represented the aspirations of a certa.m
section of the bourgeoisie—not the conformists-——and of the petty bour-
geoisie to develop an economy independent of imperialism. Due to the
dependence of the economy upon the foreign market, foreign policy always
had a big influence on Argentine domestic policy. This was apparent as far
back as the end of the last century in opposition to pro-U.S. Pan Ameri-
canism, in the neutralism of Radical President Yngoyen, in the “third
position” of Peronism, .
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ing new perspectives. In the year following 1930, the unification of
the trade unions into one single trade union center was achieved for
the first time.® The movement for solidarity with the Spanish Republic
acquired unprecedented breadth. The conditions were being created
to build a great national movement for reestablishing democratic
standards which would simultaneously facilitate the attainment of
definite social gains.

Meanwhile, the productive forces kept coming into conflict with
the crippling cast of the backward and dependent structure. Industrial
production was approaching the volume of agricultural production
in the gross national product, and finally reached first place around
1945. The numerical growth of the working class became quite ap-
parent.

Little by little, the conditions were developing for a new revolu-
tionary advance in which the working class would emerge with its
ranks strengthened opposing a bourgeoisie whose inherent vacillations
had led repeatedly to deals with imperialism and the latifundistas.
In addition, the new world conditions, the global battle against
fascism, alliances on an international level, all coincided to mobilize
the masses in pursuit of social and political victories.

In 1943 there began to appear the possibility of a broad united front
movement against conservative, pro-Nazi and fraudulent governments.
At that moment the army went out into the streets, overthrew the
conservative president Castillo, and formed a government among whose
leaders the then Colonel Juan Domingo Perén began to stand out
prominently. The coup was of a preventive character. The pretext

*This trade union center, the General Federation of Labor (CGT), was
under the leadership of reformist unionists, but at the end of the thirties
and beginning of the forties the Communists had considerable influence in
it. The CGT was undermined by the maneuvers of corrupt and reformist
unionists. This latter facilitated its reconstitution under the auspices of
the state apparatus, with Peronist leadership (partly former unionists
and reformist trade union bureaucrats). In the line adopted by the Commu-
nist Party at its 11th Congress in 1946, the strengthening of unity within
the CGT was emphasized. By dint of great sacrifices to overcome the sec-
tarian tactics of Peronist leaders—sacrifices that went as far as dissolving
major Communist-led unions in some fields—this trade union unity was
secured. During the Perén regime, the CGT was a very important part of
the official apparatus. After the overthrow of Perédn, it underwent various
changes but its leadership in the main continued in the hands of Peronist
trade unionists. At times there were agreements between them and militant
Communists and others. At other times these agreements were broken un-
der the pressure of the Right. The program adopted by its conventions
has the full support of the Communists and other class militants, but they
do not support the interpretations often given it by the Rightist leaders

when they profess to apply it.
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was to fight “administrative corruption,” but the truth is that by com-
bining open repression and social demagogy, it was intended to serve
as a dike to check the advance of the mass movement and the growth
of the Communist Party.

Peronism

The military coup d’état of June 4, 1943 was the product of a com-
bination of varied factors. The Outline of the History of the Commu-
nist Party of Argentina says in this connection that “along with dem-
ocratic elements, fascist civilians and military men predominated,
and gave it its programmatic content.”

Within the government that arose as a result of the June coup, the
figure of Per6n continued to stand out. Along with the post of Minister
of War and participation in the executive power as Vice President
of the Republic, he took over a new post especially created at his
request—that of Secretary of Labor and Social Welfare. Through
this office he initiated systematic work among the toiling masses,
especially among those recently absorbed by industry. Up to that
time, in view of the composition of the country, the bulk of the
proletariat, or at least an important section of it, was recruited from
among European immigrants or their children. Under the conditions
of world war, with international migration channels closed, the
growing industrial population was supplied by new workers (rural
workers and impoverished peasants from the provinces) and immi-
grants from near-by countries.

Hundreds of thousands of farmers and their families, crushed by
the chronic agricultural crisis, moved to the large and expanding
industrial centers.” They brought with them the typical sense of
rebellion of the peasant masses, but they lacked the long trade-union
and political experience that had been acquired by the previous
generations of the Argentine proletariat with their international ties
with the class movements that had been developing in Europe. The
political and social demagogy of Peronism concentrated on these
masses, without at the same time neglecting to attract certain group-
ings of corrupt trade union leaders. Peronism also facilitated the
creation of a substantial trade union bureaucracy. At the same time
there was unleashed the most brutal repression against democratic
militants, especially the Communists, thousands of whom were ar-
rested. :

. *Af:cording to official figures, the number of people employed in Argen-
tine industry rose from 380,000 in 1934 to 1,040,000 in 1944.
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With the aid of .the state apparatus, Peronism could secure the
‘support of the majority of the workers as well as of other sections
‘of the people, benefitting by the unusually favorable economic situa-
tion created by the war and the opportune post-war period. When,
as a result of the war situation, many widely consumed items could
no longer be imported, the Argentine consumer goods industry dev-
eloped rapidly. This assured a more or less prolonged period of full
employment. In addition, the exceptional status of cattle and agricul-
tural products during the war and immediate post-war periods created
a-favorable financial situation.

For these reasons the Perén government was able to give the masses
something. He did not undertake basic reforms, but he was in a
position to make economic and social concessions. This gave the
people a feeling that he was really moving toward a new system of
social justice. In that way he was able to win the support of the masses.
That was how the growth of the working class was stymied and how
it was kept from strengthening its revolutionary class positions which
had been developing since the previous century and had already
established a Communist Party theoretically and politically steeled in
battle and enjoying considerable influence. That was the way the
ideological dominance of bourgeois naticnalism was established on a
broad working-class and people’s base. Because of this bourgeois-
nationalist, class-conciliation content, the most important groups of
the Argentine bourgeoisie united to support Peronism, although there
was some wavering, '

As a result of these realignments, and based on the growing weight

of ‘the workers within Argentine society, relations changed within the
landholder-bourgeois alliance which ruled the country with the ap-
proval of foreign imperialism. The leadership passed into the hands
of the bourgeoisie although the bourgeoisie never sought to go into
problems more fundamentally or to overcome dependence on imper-
ialism -and latifundist backwardness. But what the landholding
oligarchy, the big and conformist capitalists and foreign monopolies
feared most (and still fear) was the mass base of Peronism. The social
demagogy of Per6n had succeeded in holding back the forward move-
ment of the masses toward the position of the Communis Party be-
tween 1943 and 1946. But, like a double-edged sword, it had cut deep.

It is clear that under the conditions outlined, leadership over the
working class and demagogy could not be sustained in the abstract.
Important concessions were made and, above all, the power of the
masses of workers, organized into unions, won a place in the Argentine
political picture that was not to be minimized.
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Evolution of Peronism

The nature of Peronism can be described as follows: It never dis-
turbs the leading role of the nationalist bourgeoisie which is concili-
atory toward imperialism and the oligarchy; but political and social
fluctuations alternately gave predominance to groups more committed
to the workers and the people than to more openly reactionary groups.

In the last years of Perén’s government, the masses were demanding
more and more insistently the fulfillment of the social policy he pro-
mised and they were repudiating anti-Communism. And if Perén
tried on various occasions to resort openly to reaction (attempt to
send troops to Korea, prevented by mass actions led by the Commu-
nist Party; congress on “productivity” to increase exploitation of the
proletariat; promise to join the “Western” camp in the event of ag-
gression against the USSR; brutal persecution of Communists and
other democratic sectors), under the pressure of the masses he often
had to step back for fear of losing his influence over them. His influ-
ence was declining during the final period of his government. He was
unable to do everything he wanted to do. For this reason, the dominant
groups which gave him their support at the beginning were losing con-
fidence in the Perén government as a dike to hold back the mass move-
ment. They began to conspire against him until they overthrew him
by a military coup in September 1955.

That was the way a new period began, the period of open Peronism.

After his fall in 1955, the economic situation of the country, which
had been getting worse since 1950, was becoming even more serious.
The high cost of living became intolerable, unemployment and chronic
semi-unemployment set in. An important section of the masses think
that “under Perén” they were better off and that is one of the reasons
that Peronist influence still persists. During these years there have
been many zigzags in the policies of Peronism, but the motion of the
masses toward the Left is becoming more pronounced every day.

The struggle of various tendencies within the Peronist movement
makes its ideological outlook extremely confused. There arose a some-
what eclectic, opportunist current, which merged tendencies of the
purest fascist type with others from the political arsenal of the Argen-
tine radicals, and labor theories of a reformist character with na-
tionalist ideas and anti-imperialist phraseology. In broad outline we
may say that ideas like the conciliation of labor with capital, apolitical
trade unionism, membership in the “Western and Christian” world,
the paternal and arbitrator role of the State, constituted the dominant,
negative side of Peronist ideology. Pro-Nazi sympathies and attitades
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favorable to Franco on the part of Peronist leaders, plus their efforts
to construct a corporative state apparatus, only emphasized the nega-
tive character of this bourgeois-nationalist leadership. Certainly the
growth of the productive forces stimulated the adoption of some
reforms, among them the extension of the sector belonging to state
capitalism. But latifundist property and imperialist domination over
the Argentine economy remained intact. Besides, there came into
existence a whole stratum of office-holding capitalists who distorted
even further the social content of the aspirations of the masses.
However, the commitments to the masses and the equilibrium estab-
lished in order to maintain control were deepening other aspects. A
strong note of social demands, together with the numerical and eco-
nomic growth of the unions, tended to unite more and more with the
anti-imperialist and anti-latifundist aspects of the dominant ideology.
At the base relations between Communists and Peronists were con-
stantly growing closer. :
During the last period of its rule, Peronism very often resorted to
open repression not only against Communists and other non-Peronist
or non-party militants, but also against strikes and demonstrations led
mainly by Peronist masses. However, when the 1955 coup d’état
triumphed, the tremendous anti-worker and anti-people’s repression
it unleashed aroused the class sentiment of the workers who had not
joined the Communist Party. The class sentiment made them defend
as their own the trade unions as well as the union leaders and the
whole Peronist apparatus under their Jeadership. Logically, the Com-
munist militants, although they had a different political outlook, were
in the forefront of the struggle against the repressive measures and
for the defense of the political and trade union rights of the masses.

The Left

A few months after Perén took over the presidency of the Republic,
in August 1946, the Communist Party Congress met. In that Congress
a political and tactical line was put forward to be applied in depth,
designed to help the masses under the influence of Peronism to learn
from their own political experience. It was foreseen that the social
demagogy of the Peronist leaders would clash with the social policy
demanded by the Peronist masses and that they would turn toward
the Left.

The work of the Party for many years was persistent, sometimes
discouraging, always painstaking. But no one could divert it from its
line of action: to work with the masses, especially those influenced by
Peronism and, through mass activity, to change the situation. The
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fruits of this policy are becoming more apparent each day.

In strengthening fraternal bonds between Peronists and Commu-
nists in this way, a new stage in Argentine political development was
ushered in.

The stage is indicated, in the first place, by the advance in the
proletariat’s class consciousness. One section, the clearest in under-
standing, is joining the Communist Party. The Party, without count-
ing those affiliated with the youth, has reached the figure of 120,000
registered. (Conditions of secrecy or semi-legality in which the Party
has had to operate for so many years, have not permitted it to assimi-
late them all.)

But we must not look askance at another process—one that is much
more complex—that is evident among the masses who continue to be
Peronists. No one can say that their ideology has remained on the
low bourgeois-nationalist and class-conciliation level that prevailed
in 1946. More or less definite socialist aspirations, encouraged by the
example of the great Soviet gains and those of the other countries in
the world socialist system, have taken a big spurt forward since the
Cuban revolution took a socialist direction. Experience is destroying
the mainstays of class conciliation. Paternalism is being undermined
by the increasing political and trade union activity of the workers.

The Communist Party points out the two aspects of nationalism in
Argentina: the positive side (opposition to imperialism) and the nega-
tive (struggle for hegemony in the democratic, national liberation
movement ). It is evident that the national bourgeoisie finds it con-
stantly more difficult to maintain its leadership over the working class.
On the other hand, national and world events call for emphasis on the
anti-imperialist aspect of this nationalism. The struggle for leadership
between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie is being waged ever more
openly inside a political movement—Peronism—whose social base
consists mainly of workers who have constantly at their side the Marx-
ist-Leninist vanguard of the proletariat, the Communist Party.

The crisis of the bourgeois and petty-bourgeois political parties,
stemming from their inability to keep the masses within the framework
of bourgeois legality, finds expression in the fragmentation and disin-
tegration of the old parties, sometimes formally unified but with very
diverse wings, and at other times openly divided.* This crisis makes

* The old Civic Radical Union is divided between the People’s Civic
Radical Union (government party, with clearly defined factions within it)
and the Intransigent UCR and the Movement for Integration and Develop-
ment (MID), which are the two parties into which the Radicalism that
followed Frondizi has been split. Socialism has two parties (“democratic”
and “Argentine”) and a multitude of groups on the Left, Within Peronism
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the Peronist outlook even more confused since various groups are

- making or breaking alliances or are trying to make deals. For that
reason the rightist groups in and outside of Peronism are trying to
stop the masses’ turn to the Left by means of agreements opposed to
the interests of the people, made behind the backs of the workers.

At the same time, inspired by the great class battles; groups and
factions ready to proceed along the path of democracy and progress
are taking shape in all bourgeois and petty-bourgeois parties with a
mass base.

The existence of united labor unions and big mass movements acts
as a catalyst in this process of moving toward the Left. A characteristic
of the Argentinian situation is that along with the big trade union and
student centers and the peasant movement there are a number of mass
movements, many of which were created by Communists who still
actively participate in practically all of them. We might mention the
peace partisans’ movement, the coordinating committee for agrarian
reform, the women’s union, youth groups, the movement against the
high cost of living, big cooperative organizations (especially credit
cooperatives), all kinds of neighborhood institutions, the League for
the Rights of Man, various solidarity movements (with Cuba, for self-
determination, for Spain and Portugal, for Paraguay, for Venezuela),
the Alliance of Intellectuals, the children’s movement and others. All
of these are developing vigorously, producing their own leadership,
and are playing an increasing part in the life of the country. When-
ever the working class and other sections of the people have been in
a position to wage successful battles (for example during the CGT
struggles or during the imperialist aggression against Santo Domingo),*

an endless number of parties and groups coexist which sometimes act
together, at other times lend their names and legal approval, and at still
other times are opposed to one another.

*It is appropriate to mention that with regard to the mobilization of
solidarity with Santo Domingo, during the first three weeks in May, prac-
tically the whole country declared itself in favor of the Dominican people’s
right of self-determination. This was true of all the democratic political
parties, the CGT, the student groups, provincial and national legislatures,
municipal governments, cultural asd social societies, etc. There were big
demonstrations all over the country, especially in the city of Buenos Aires,
with barricades in the streets in struggles against the police. It all climaxed
in a great united event called by the CGT and the students. Speakers from
the platform included, among others, Peronist, Communist and Socialist
leaders. The Communist Party and united front organizations in which
Communists take part played an important role in these demonstrations.
As a result of the mass struggles, the government was obliged not to send
troops to Santo Domingo. This in turn exasperated reaction which inten-
sified anti~Communist MeCarthyism.
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the political picture has tended to shape up advantageously for the
Left forces.

Reaction

The forces of reaction rely on their traditional strongholds (the
conservative parties, factory, industrial and rural organizations, finance
groupings, etc.). But more and more they are trying out a tactic which
combines anti-democratic repression with infiltration and corruption
of the bourgeois and petty-bourgeois parties and the transfer, more
or less, of executive powers to the armed forces (the “power factor”
or executive arm of the power of the landholders, imperialists and
conformist bourgeoisie ). '

Of course, there are bickerings and quarrels among the rightist
groups; diversity of internal interests and inter-imperialist conflicts
create clashes among them; as was the case until a couple of years
ago with the series of military coups and counter-coups. But they have
definitely succeeded in preserving a common front whose political
banner is anti-Communism and whose social slogan is “the Western
and Christian concept of private property and free enterprise.” Ben-
efitting by the imperialist manoeuvers of the U.S. monopolies, they
have raised high the doctrine of “the domestic front,” of war prepa-
rations for the “ideological” frontiers within the country (and, inci-
dentally, against neighboring peoples); and they argue for these
doctrines to justify repression as well as to blackmail the government,
while at the same time they are ready to serve as Latin American
gendarmes on behalf of the U.S. monopolies, especially against Chile
and Uruguay. '

They are doing everything possible to promote division among
the democratic and anti-imperialist forces, since they are aware of
their own numerical weakness and know that their power is based
on divisions among their opponents.

The Government

For some time now the political plans of the Right have been collid-
ing with popular resistance in a very unusual relation of forces. The
workers and the people have been successful in bringing’ about the
failure of the direct, primary aims of the ruling classes. But the lack
of unity of the democratic forces and the influence of conciliatory
bourgeois nationalism within the labor movement prevent them from
consolidating these victories and opening the way to a government
supported by the workers. A typical example occurred in the last
elections for president and vice president: the various candidacies
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supported by the reactionary circles were defeated, but the people’s
movement did not have the capacity to impose its political solutions.
As a result, there emerged the present Radical government of the
people (one of the factions of the old Radical Party) headed by Arturo
Ilia and Carlos Perette. The Communist Party has characterized it
as a liberal bourgeois government composed of diverse elements.

Because of the weakness of its own base, because of the complicated
electoral process through which it came to office (the Peronist and
Communist parties were banned ), the government is extremely sen-
sitive to pressures exerted upon it. The strong point of its policy, the
point on which it has tried to solidify its position, is the guarantee
of a certain political “stability” and a climate of relative democratic
freedom. _

But the economic and social problems urgently demand solution.
Therefore the maintenance of a democratic climate is linked with the
response to these economic and social problems. The unbridled of-
fensive of the landholders, imperialists and conciliatory capitalists
impels the government to take a backward step on some of its positive
measures.” On the other hand, when the people’s forces—especially
the Communists and Peronists—act in unison, mobilizing the unions
and the CGT, government trends and actions of a democratic charac-
ter are strengthened.

Lately the Right has been resorting to conspiracy more and more
openly; the military groups linked to the Pentagon, according to the
Army Chief of Staff, General Ongania, and other military authorities,
have again begun to operate as a “pressure group,” without even
concealing this intrusion into government matters. All this has once

again placed as a matter for immediate discussion the possibility of.

a reactionary coup.
The Solutions

The continuing turn toward the Left by the masses in general is
becoming more and more apparent, especially on the part of those
under the influence of Peronism. Because of this, at the 12th Congress
held in 1963, the Communist Party was able to open the perspective,
“through the action of the masses toward the conquest of power,” a
perspective that runs through the program and other important reso-

*Recently, on the initiative of the attorney general and under direct
pressure from the most reactionary groups, legal action has been initiated
against hundreds of young Communists charged as “terrorists.” For some
time now the political police has lost no opportunity to strike a blow against
the limited legality won by the Communists and other people’s forces.
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luions adopted. Among the broad masses of workers, there has matured
the conviction that profound changes are necessary in the Argentine
structure, and because of this a government with a new social content
will become indispensable. The Communist Party considers that the
base of support for this government will be a broad national demo-
cratic front, whose social base will be the working class, the peasant
masses, the intellectuals and the progressive sections of the national
bourgeoisie. In the Argentine situation the question is not whether
these sections of the national bourgeoisie should be included in the
democratic front. The question is to assure the leadership of the prole-
tariat in this front.

The consolidation of the vanguard, maintaining the unity of the
working class, the alliance between the workers and peasants, and
the building of the democratic front are the elements of this policy.
The Central Committee of the Communist Party, meeting in Septem-
ber 1965, outlined important steps on each one of these aspects, but
it also confirmed that these steps are inadequate. For that reason
the offensive of reaction has not been completely turned back, nor
can the democratic forces secure greater gains. However, reaction is
deeply worried about the growth of the Communist Party and its
fraternal relations with the Peronist workers; it is worried because
the CGT has for the first time in its history convened a congress for
agrarian reform, because other movements along these lines are grow-
ing stronger and all kinds of mass movements are advancing.

As a consequence of the vacillation and the back-tracking of the
bourgeoisie and the absence of leadership by the proletariat, the Ar-
gentine people until now have been frustrated in their struggles. But
the political and social battles are increasing the experience of the
masses, especially of the working class. These experiences are mingled
with strains of bourgeois nationalism that still persist, and with the
influence of the Peronist leaders upon the masses. For this reason,
in the midst of this complex situation, the Communist Party favors a
broad realignment of forces. The axis of this realignment is winning
for a proletarian ideology that section of the masses who are “socially
akin to the social composition of our party, in order to create together
with them a fighting and numerically strong vanguard.”

This task of seeking ways to strengthen the vanguard of the prole-
tariat should help develop with utmost boldness a policy of unity
among democratic and anti-imperialist parties and tendencies. Such
a policy will be capable of restraining attempts at a coup and will
open the way to the desired government of a new type, with a new
social content.



JAMES E. JACKSON

Class Cnnfmn’[atinn in
Freedom Struggle

The capitalist monopdlisfs' domination of the country is character-
ized by the merciless exploitation of the working class, the ruination
of the farmers and the savage oppression of the American Negro peo-

ple.
Majority Are Workers ’

Though only one-tenth of the nation’s population, the Negro peo-

ple supply neatly one-fourth of its industrial working force.
It is a mark of their special oppression that the Negro people
have been bound in the main to the bottom-most rungs of the ladder
of social classes. They are the most proletarian of all the peoples or
ethnic groups who make up the population of the nation. About one-
half of the number of white workers are engaged in occupations clas-
sified as white-collar jobs but only one-fifth of the Negro are employed
at jobs above the blue-level.” Less than five per cent of the Negro
people can be classified in. middle class and professional employee
categories. Among- the small capitalists there are only the barest
representation of Negroes and none are to be found in the higher
rungs of big capitalists and monopolists.

In the total population the farmers are a small part of the working
force—about seven per cent. This ratio also holds true in respect to
the Negro people where just eight per cent of the Negro working
force are employed in various kinds of farm work.

The special racist character of the economic exploitation of the Ne-
gro people by monopoly is disclosed in the fact that Negroes are paid
less than whites for equivalent work in every category of employment,
from unskilled laborer to-university-trained professional.

As the Negro Americans have been ruthlessly exploited and robbed
of their rightful share in the economy, so have they been deprived of

" #* White-collar refers to skilled workers, technicians and clerical workers.
Blue-Collar refers to unskilled and semi-skilled industrial workers and

service people.
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their just share of social services, educational and cultural oppor-
tunities. Racist laws, discriminatory customs and poverty have con-
spired to force the mass of Negro Americans to dwell in the most
depressed areas of the cities. The big city ghetto and rural slums are
everywhere, North and South, the home communities of the Negro
people. They are segregated parts of the larger communities which
are systematically cheated of their just share of housing, parks, street
cars, hospitals, schools, cultural centers, etc. They are supplied only
with an abundance of police by the local government authorities.
The police who patrol the Negro sections and communities operate
as defenders of property and the privileges of the “downtown” ruling
class interests. They are committed to defense of the Establishment
through subjecting the people of the slums to endless and brutal as-
saults upon their dignity, their lives and liberties with billy and pistol
and arbitrary acts of arrest of innocents.

The greatest indictment against the social system of the U.S. mon-
opolists is revealed in the fact that the Negro people have been de-
prived of the minimal political rights associated with the Constitu-
tional guarantees of citizens and the basic criteria of democracy and
human rights. In the southern states even the elementary right to vote
is still a cause to struggle for and not yet a universally won and ex-
ercised right of the Negro citizen. Throughout the country, South and
North, Negro Americans are deprived of their rightful share of the
political power, of fair representation in government from the local
to the national levels. Along with the political, economic and social
discrimination which express the fundamental nature of the oppres-
sion of the Negro people in the United States, Negro Americans also
are confronted on every hand with the ideological assault upon their
human dignity and self-esteem by the barbarous doctrine and prac-
tices of white supremacy, of racist prejudices and chauvinist arrogance.

Integral Part of Workers’ Struggle

It is such circumstances which characterize and define the condi-
tions of the Negro people in the nation and which have given rise to
the modern movement for freedom and equality of the Negro people.
During the past decade especially, this movement has conducted
wave after wave of heroic mass actions which have set millions of
Negro Americans and white masses in motion in support of its goals.
The ceaseless struggles of the Negro people have attracted the active
support of ever-larger sections of the rest of the nation. Furthermore,
world public opinion has rallied to the cause of the Negro Americans
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in battle for their just rights. As a consequence, some declaratory
measures have been won from the '‘government which affirms the
justness of the Negro people’s demand for an end to the diserimina-
tion system, but the system remains as oppressive as ever.

In the present and developing phase of the Negro people’s struggle
for equal rights and freedom, a new quality of emphasis must be
placed on the question of the interaction and interdependence of this
battle with the historic working-class obligation to lead the entire na-
tion in struggle to break through the barrier of the capitalist social
system itself. It becomes increasingly evident to the Negro freedom
fighters that the real enemy is the big business-dominated society
which is structured primarily to serve the profit interest of the mono-
polists rather than to satisfy the ever-expanding needs and require-
ments of the masses of the people.

Lenin noted that it was necessary to be mindful of the wide range
of the correlations between the movement of the oppressed and the
proletarian emancipation movement of the oppressing people; to help
each in turn to identify its cause and goals with that of the other.
He saw the convergence and mutual reinforcement of these two move-
ments as essential for the victory of either. This concept has special
validity for our time and the struggle in our country; emphatically
so, when we give consideration to the overwhelming working-class
composition of the Negro people.

In the period ahead the Negro freedom movement will increasingly
develop a consciousness of the objective fact that the struggle for Ne-
gro equality and freedom is a specialized part of the working-class
struggle; that ultimately the Negroes’ cppressive condition is perpe-
trated by the capitalist-monopolist class which is able to gain addi-
tional profit advantage from the super-exploitation of Negroes as a
consequence of their deprivation of equal rights.

More and more clearly the Negro freedom movement will draw
anti-monopolist conclusions from the experiences of its struggle. The
heavy proportion of working people to the total Negro population
dictate such a course of development for the Negro freedom move-
ment.*

What is more, capitalism in the U.S. has historically victimized the
Negro American, even as capitalist-imperialism victimized his ances-
tral kinsmen of the African continent.

* The Negro Americans are 70 per cent urban; 85 percent are of the
working class; eight per cent are farmers and farm workers, five per cent
are of the middle class, only a fraction of one per cent are petty capitalists.
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From its earliest establishment in America, capitalism has been
guilty of enriching its private fortunes out of the most savage robbery
of the Negro people and the most ruthless exploitation of the labor
power of the Negro working people both during the era of chattel
slavery and throughout the span of the century since emancipation.

Capitalism instituted the dreadful system of human slavery to
translate “the blood, toil and tears” of Negroes into personal profit
and corporate capital and maintained it by terror and law and savage
racist social customs for over 300 years.

The operation of the slave system in the U.S.A. then, like the dis-
crimination system against Negroes now, were developments of cap-
italism and functions of this nefarious system of human exploitation
for private profit-making.

Vital Front of Anti-Monopoly Struggle

Notwithstanding all the disabilities and oppression—the excluding
and the denial, the segregation and the discrimination—the Negro
people are an integral part of this American nation.

The Negro is an American and this United States is his native land.

Other than the Indians, all Americans have ancestral origins abroad.
Negro Americans’ ancestors stemmed from Africa, from peoples who
today are playing a great role in the world cause of emancipation
from the bondage of colonialism and imperialism.

The struggle of the Negro people for integration in the economic,
political and social affairs of the nation on the basis of full equality
with all other Americans is a struggle to enlarge democracy in the
entire nation.

Negro Americans of all classes are compelled to enter into the
struggle against racial discrimination and its social consequences.
However, the fact that the Negro people are predominantly working-
class will increasingly influence the program and goals of the Negro
people’s movement, the strategy and tactics of the struggle, as well
as assure the permanent nature of the alliance with the organized
labor movement. Indeed, labor and the Negro people are destined
to march together in pursuit of a common future free of capitalist
exploitation and capitalist racial oppression..

Because of the high working-class composition of the Negro people
and the strength of the Negro ‘workers in key areas of the economy,
the freedom struggle of the Negro people presents itself as a vital
front of the anti-monopoly struggle. It is geared into the tasks related
to the fulfillment of the historic goal of the working class, that is, tg
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effect the transformation of society from capitalist to socialist. The
freedom objectives of the Negro people directly benefit the working
class and serve the democratic interest of the whole nation.

The Negro people’s fight to eliminate political discrimination is,
in essence, a struggle for genuinely representative government.

It entails full freedom to vote and to be voted for. The majority
must be secure to exercise its right to the power in local political sub-
divisions—precincts, wards, counties, Congressional Districts, Assem-
bly Districts, etc. The minority must have the right to its just share
of the power, to proportional representation at all levels of the three
branches of government—the legislative, administrative and judicial
as well as an equal share of the police authority.

The struggle of the Negro people for full access to the political
arena in the southern states and the northern ghettos is a struggle
to oust the worst reactionaries, Dixiecrats, racists, warmongers, anti-
labor servants of the monopolists from the Congress and from the
state and local governing bodies and to place in public office genuine
representatives of the people chosen by and from the Negro people,
the labor movement and the progressive forces generally.

Th struggle of the Negro people against economic discrimination
is a major front in the real war against poverty.

It requires the trade union organization of the unorganized, espe-
cially in the factories and the fields of the South.

It necessitates the development of the economy in the South in .

particular and in the other areas of blight and poverty as well. The
reconstruction of agriculture on a modern scientific basis and big
expansion of industry in the southern region is needed.

The economic needs of the Negro pecple require a vast and coun-
trywide program to wipe out the shame of the slums of the metro-
politan centers and rural areas and to erect in their stead unsegregated,
open-occupancy, controlled low-rent and low-cost housing, recrea-
tional facilities and playgrounds and parks, as well as all necessary
schools and hospital facilities. ‘

Capital for the financing of such development programs which are
needed to reduce the accumulated discrimination gap in the economic
status of the Negro people must be supplied by the government out
of the profit hoards of the monopolists and from the savings that
would flow from a drastic reduction of the military appropriations.

To secure the scale of anti-poverty program needed to wipe out
the economic discrimination and social deprivation of Negro Ameri-
cans is to make an assault upon the profit-grabbing of the corporations
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and the trusts, is to enter into struggle against the econonic and poﬁf—
ical pillars of ‘monopoly capitalism itsell. :

Seeking Alternative to Capitalist Oppression

Central to the solution of all problems that present themselves in
the area of strategy and tactics for the Negro freedom movement is
the necessity to identify the Negro people in terms of 1) their rela-
tion to the nation as a whole, and 2) their relation to the working
class (whose destiny it is to lead he nation to its classless future).
In this regard: ' |

1) Negroes are an internal part of the nation, though suffering special
oppression and racial discrimination. :

2) The number of Negro capitalists is minimal and none are big
capitalists; the middle class category is a small percentage of the
total; the mass of the Negro people is of the working class.
~ The approach to all policy questions, to all matters of tactics and
strategy in respect to the developing struggles of the Negro freedom
movement must take into account the necessity that all policies and
tactics need to correspond to both the immediate as well as long-
range interest of the basic numbers of the Negro people, that is, to
its working class majority.

During the past decade the young generation, especially, of the
Negro people, have gained a wide experience with the class nature of
the capitalist state and how its police and court system defends its
privilege and power. They have gained much experience in the matter
of building organizations, cultivating unity, reaching out to forge
alliances with a wide stratum of white people. They have, out of their
experience, grown profoundly critical of the whole nature and struc-
ture of capitalist society. They seek a progressive alternative to cap-
italism. Now, as at no other time in its history, the Communist Party
of the U.S.A. has the opportunity and duty to disclose the socialist
alternative to the young generation, to bring to the Negro militants
the science of Marxism-Leninism to help illumine the way to lasting
victory for the masses in the struggle for freedom, equality and justice.
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HERBERT APTHEKER

Vietnam: An Eyewitness Heport

On January 16, 1966, about five thousand people jammed Manhattan
Center in New York City to hear reports from the three Americans—
Professor Staughton Lynd, Mr. Thomas Hayden, and Dr. Herbert
Aptheker—who recently returned from a fact-finding mission to the
Democratic Republic of Vietnam. Chairing the meeting was that vet-
eran leader in the crusade for peace—A. J. Muste. Upon that occasion,
the following paper was delivered by Comrade Aptheker—The Editors.

Everywhere are air-raid shelters. Atop them children romp, and
watching the children are grandmothers. They are the target.

Hanoi with its one million people is calm—determined, but quite
calm. Lights, shops, bookstores, the opera, the cinema, ten thousand
bicyclists; here is the target.

A large and lovely lake is in the city’s center. Fronting it, I am
told, were flowers but now these have given way to air-raid shelters.
Still, there are stalls where flowers are sold and as I stroll by late in

the evening many women are preparing displays—binding bouquets, .

trimming the leaves. Again, the target.

This lady is on the Peace Committee. She is pleased to meet Amer-
icans who are friends; she has met others in international gatherings.
Some American women among them. They were just like we women
here, she thinks. Is it not so? I mean they seemed to me to be as
sentimental as we are—they love their husbands and want their chil-
dren to grow up. So do we. Why can this not be? There is nothing
like loving children, I think—except it is loving independence. Inde-
pendence, freedom and loving children; these are things women must
have, is it not so? She is the target.

A village some twenty miles south of Hanoi. Here live 850 families
—some 4,500 souls. Now there are many less, for the men are in the
army. An elderly peasant with the characteristic wisp of a beard—
just like “Uncle Ho"—sits in a cart and allows himself to be pulled
by the faithful buffalo to his work. He is reading as the animal plods
the familiar path.

We say good moming, He is happy to welcome me to his village,
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from America. I have come a long way and others have come from
my country, too. But you have come with open hands and are a friend
—so, good morning.

May I know, please, what are you reading?

This? O, this is Sholokhov. Of course, you know Sholokhov?

Yes. And what do you think of Sholokhov, I ask.

There is no doubt he writes well. An interesting writer and he knows
people. But do you know something? I must say it; his stories are a
little pat sometimes. Do you know what I mean? I mean things come
out too well and too soon. It does not happen that way all the time.
Still, a fine writer. ,

He goes off and next to him is his rifle. For while the young men
are away, everyone else—the aged and the women—are all armed.
Indeed, the village people tell me they have a special name for the
old man’s brigade—it is “the gray-haired force.”

I watch him go off into the Asian landscape, engrossed in Sholok-

hov, the gun by his side. He is the target.
. What labor is here! With pride I am told of what they have built
in the village that now is theirs. The drainage ditches, the brick
homes, the bicycles, the newly-planted trees, the cabbage and rice,
grapefruit and tangerines; the pigs they have bred, the ducks they
have raised; the harvest that was good. O, what labor is here and what
sweetness now that at last the village is theirs! The young woman,
in charge of the local guerrilla forces, says that if President Johnson
comes to take this village we will fight for it and no one will take it.
At last this is ours—everything now we share and now that we share
we no longer quarrel. Everything is a target—the harvest, the brick
house, the pigs and ducks, and this young woman with the rifle—
targets for the Pentagon.

It is Nam Dingh, a city of 90,000. This is the battle zone; eleven
times in the past planes have roared across the city dropping bombs
and strafing with rockets. In the province of which Nam Dingh is
the capital live many Catholics—250,000 I am told.

It is evening—one travels only at night. I ask to see the oldest priest
and am introduced to a man of 75 years.

Sixty years I have been in the church, he says. In the old days—
with the French—the church was not free and now it is.

What do you mean, Father?

In the old days, early mass was for the French and not for us; we
had to go to late mass. In the morning soldiers guarded the church
doors with guns and would not let us enter—only they—only the
French—could enter.
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--Why was that? Father? Why—why to keep us apart and to make
us feel like intruders in our own home. They had two Christs in thos
days—one for the Vietnamese and one for the French. :

I say it is like in my country, Father. At home, we have a Black
Christ and a White Christ. Really, he says, I see. They, abruply:
Why is it the Americans are bombing my city? What have we done to
the Americans? Can you explain it to me? I do not understand. Why
do they come here and bomb this city? It is so cruel, it is inhuman.
Can you tell me why it is?

My hosts come and tell me we must leave. There is an alert—they
are forty miles away and we are not sure but it is not safe. I beg to
be allowed to remain, but they will have none of it and I must leave.
I ask the Father’s pardon for leaving so quickly—and to myself, I ask
the Father’s pardon for a million other things, too.

The police directing traffic are women —everywhere they are
women and they carry no guns and no clubs—nothing but their hands.
In this terrible land of tyranny and Communist slavery everyone is
armed—except the policel Why do your police carry nothing at all,
I ask? Because, I am told, under the French and the Japanese we had
enough of the armed police and the police with their clubs; the police
shot us and clubbed us and now that the police are ours they carry
nothing at all. We cannot stand to look upon police with clubs.

It strikes me then that in Hanoi—unlike the pictures I had seen of
Saigon—there were no barricades before the hotels, and no fenced-in

cafes. There is no danger from within here—the danger is only from

without and from the skies.

. : L % L]

On our way home I get the free world press again—and the insanity
again. In the Herald Tribune of Dec. 29, Ted Sell writes from Wash-
ington that the bombings of North Vietnam have not succeeded in
dislocating its society. And he reports that in the Pentagon, many are
saying—I quote: “Now, only massive attacks, perhaps with nuclear
weapons, could cause such immediate dislocation.”

Before I came to the target area, I read these things and shud-
dered. But now, now that I have been in the target area with the kids
on the air-raid shelters, with the 75-year old priest, with the Sholokhov-
reading peasant of the “gray-haired force,” now it is—I do not know
what to say—it is like a nightmare. :

I looked upon the concentration camps 21 years ago; I saw the ovens
and when our outfit arrived, the places still stank. I saw it but I could
not believe it. It was a nightmare. But we had fought against this, we
had been on the side of the inmates. If that was a nightmare, what
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was thisP Now, the crematoria were made in the United States and
were portable and were called napalm and phosphorus—and jour-
nalists were coolly writing of “dislocation” with massive attacks
through nuclear weapons! ‘

I read in Newsweek of January 10, 1966, that Bob Hope is in Saigon
entertaining 10,000 troops with his inimitable wit. The magazine

says, “They roared when Hope called the U.S. bombing raids on

North Vietnam ‘the best slum clearance project they ever had’” I
remember that we forced some of the German officers to go through

the concentration camps and we all filed through with handkerchiefs

to our noses, and I remember that when we emerged into the air and
the nazis dropped their handkerchiefs—I remember that some were
laughing! The crematoria constituted one huge sewerage project to
them, in which scum—Jews, communists, Slavs—were wiped out.

Professor Morgenthau writes truly when he indicts this “senseless,
hopeless, and brutalizing war.” Dr. Benjamin Spock wrote truly when
he declared, of what U.S. armed might is doing in Vietnam—"“When
Hitler’s armies used such tactics we called them atrocities.”

» » &

And when Hitler's armies marched, he did not say but the world
knew that he wanted the oil and coal, the wheat and iron of the
Ukraine, that he wanted to annihilate the idea of popular sovereignty,
that he sought to extirpate Socialism. Such realistic considerations are
scarce today in the noble rhetoric with which American-made atrocities
are bedecked. But it was not always so. Thus, when the French were
doing most of the fighting against the Vietnamese, the New York Times
editorialized—February 12, 1950: “Indo-China is a prize worth a large
gamble. In the north are exportable tin, tungsten, zinc, manganese,
coal, lumber and rice, and in the south are rice, rubber tea, pep-

T. ...

And a little later—but while the French still held the line—President
Eisenhower permitted himself to express these thoughts at the United
States Governors’ Conference, August 4, 1953:

Now let us assume that we lost Indo-China. If Indo-China goes,
several things happen right away. The peninsula, the last bit of
land hanging on down there, would be scarcely defensible. The
tin and tungsten that we so greatly value from that area would
‘cease coming . . . So when the United States votes $400 millions
to help that war, we are not voting 4 giveaway program. We are
voting for the cheapest way we can to prevent the occurrence of

- something that would be of a most terrible significance to the United
States of America, our security, our power and ability to get certain
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things we need from the riches of the Indo-Chinese territory and
from Southeast Asia.

Lyndon B. Johnson, as President of the United States, tends to
deliver himself of elevated prose—though at his order the armed forces
deliver something other than prose. Still, one wonders whether the
truer Lyndon B. Johnson was speaking when as a Congressman he
said on the floor of the House of Representatives, March 15, 1948:
“No matter what else we have of oftensive or defensive weapons,
without superior air power America is a bound and throttled giant;
impotent and an easy prey to any yellow dwarf with a pocket knife.”

It is this chauvinism, racism, colonialism, this parasitic appetite—
as well as considerations of strategic position and future activities
against other socialist lands—that lie at the base, I think, of the aggres-
sive foreign policy mow dominating Washington.

Whatever demagogic purposes may have prompted the issuance of
President Johnson’s Fourteen Points, and whatever devious intentions
may lie behind the “peace offensive” and the halt in the bombings
of North Vietnam—that the language is closer to the necessities of
peace is to be welcomed, that world public opinion, Vietnamese
resistance, and American public opinion played a part in inducing
the “peace offensive” and halting the bombings is all to the good.

The first point of the Fourteen Point Statement issued by President
Johnson on December 27—acceptance of the Geneva Agreements—
represents the essential point of both the National Liberation Front
of South Vietnam and of the Democratic Republic of Vietnam. If
adhered to and implemented, it means an end to the war in Vietnam
and basis for a lasting peace in Southeast Asia.

The Geneva Agreement of 1954 was for the people of Vietnam
what the Treaty of Paris of 1783 was for the people of the United
States. Both represented treaties entered into after prolonged negotia-
tions by defeated colonial powers—in the earlier case, Great Britain,
in the later case, France—with the formerly colonial peoples—Ameri-
can and Vietnamese, respectively—who had won their independence
through struggle.

The Geneva Agreement was a generous one offered by the victorious
Vietnamese to the defeated French. Thus, though the Vietnamese
had proposed that the temporary military line of demarcation be at
the 15th parallel and the French at the 18th, the final Geneva Agree-
ment set that at the 17th, representing a concession to the French not
only of considerable territory but also of some two million people.

But this was agreed to and Geneva as a whole was signed by the
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Vietnamese because it contained the main things: the acceptance of
the independence and integrity of the Vietnam nation, affirmed the
temporary non-political character of the split at the 17th parallel,
required the withdrawal of all foreign troops from Vietnam, prohibited
the future introduction of such troops, and set down procedures for
the reunification of Vietnam by 1956. And it was accepted by and the
terms were carried out by the Vietnamese people because “Uncle
Ho” asked them to do so—and Ho Chi Minh is to the Vietnamese what
Washington, Lincoln and Lenin taken together represent.

The Geneva Agreement terminated a “dirty war” waged for over
eight years—1946-1954—by the French with the massive assistance of
the United States.

It is universally acknowledged—as by former President Eisenhower,
for example—that the 1956 elections were not held at the insistence
of Saigon and Washington authorities because it was certain that
Ho Chi Minh would have emerged as the choice of the overwhelming
majority of the Vietnamese people, in both the north and the south.

Nevertheless, since Geneva and since 1956, the DRV has tried re-
peatedly, though without success, to normalize relations between
South and North Vietnam. Furthermore, in three important respects
—as was emphasized during the trip—agreements already have been
offered going further than the Geneva accord. Thus, the DRV—and
since 1960, the NLF—have agreed to:

a) the neutrality in foreign policy of the South Vietnam interim
government;

b) the coalition character of such a government;

c) a prolonged process for the reunification of North and South
Vietnam, determined without outside interference by the people
involved and confirmed by a general, free election.

None of these three points was in the Geneva Agreement. All—and
this was emphasized in the course of our journey—illustrate the mod-
eration of the DRV approach. Certainly their existence—undoubtedly
unknown to the vast majority of Americans—refutes the Washington
stereotype of the DRV and the NLF as intransigent and stubborn, not
to say war-seeking.

The fact is that after twenty-five years of war no people on earth
craves peace more than those in Vietnam. But those twenty-five years
of war were inspired by the goal of the independence and integrity
of the Vietnamese nation. This is an indispensable prerequisite. And
let it be added that the very long experience of the Vietnamese peo-
ple—covering thousands of years—has shown them that without inde-
pendence, existence becomes either impossible or unbearable.
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As just a single example of what is meant: In th.e.one year from
1944-45, under the Japanese and the French, two million ‘Vxetna_mese
starved to death. Hence, without independence, it is passionately felt
in Vietnam—of this my trip persuaded me beyond any doubt—any
“peace” can only represent surrender and no one—least of all the
United States, created in a war for independence——should demand
or expect such abandonment. ‘ . ' N

It was independence,, unity and national integrity VV.hICh were the
heart of Geneva, and many Vietnamese wonder if it is not because
of this that the highest officials in the United States Government—
such as Secretary of State Dulles and President Eisel}howerfexl?res.sed
so low an opinion of the Geneva Agreement at the time of its signing.

If the first of the Fourteen Points of December 27 is meant in fu}l
seriousness, nothing else is necessary. That point means the r.ecogm-
tion of Vietnamese independence, unity and national integrity and
it forbids the presence of foreign troops in Vietnam. Let the first be
solemnly affirmed and let the second process be ul:ndert.aken and—
my journey persuades me—peace is well on its way in Vietnam. .

In this connection, however, it is necessary to observe that so uni-
versally respected a commentator as Walter Lippmann, iI'l his column
dated December 29, concludes: “I believe it a grave m1ste}ke to at-
tempt to make permanent our military presence on.the Asian main-
Jand . . . Making this artificial and ramshackle debns. of olc'i empires
permanent and committing our lives and fortunes to its maintenance
means, I believe, unending war in Asia.” It is necessary also to observe
that Tom Lambert writing from Washington in the N. Y. Herald
Tribune of December 31—several days after the announcement of the
Fourteen Points—notes that while the U.S. will accept *“a nonaligned
South Vietnam,” nevertheless the U.S. “will not let South Vietnam
go to the Communists and will remain there militarily if necessary
to preclude any such Communist takeover.” This rules out th-e fre.e
and unfettered choice by the people involved. Furthfarglc.)re, since it
depends upon what Washington considers “Comml.m{s:t it may .well
rule out anything to the Left of the present “Premier” of the Saigon
regime, who has stated that his favorite hero is Hitler!

And Mr. Lambert went on in the same dispatch to quote the Pres-
ident’s assistant, Mr. Bill D. Moyers, as repeating that the “basic”
aim of the United States in Vietnam—as stated by President Johnson
in Baltimore in April, 1965—remains, namely, the U.S. “demands an
independent South Vietnam securely guaranteed.” But the whole
point of Geneva was the temporary character of the two-zone separa-
tion of Vietnam and the agreement as to the unity and sovereignty
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of Vietnam-—not North and South, but Vietnam. One cannot affirm
adherence to Geneva and simultaneously reasonably insist that a
“basic” demand is for a separate, independent and “non-Communist”
South Vietnam!

Clearly and correctly, I believe, the Vietnamese feel that their
struggle is a just war for national independence. It is a continuation
of an anti-colonialist and anti-imperialist effort waged against the
Japanese, the French-American and now the American government.

Further, the struggle seeks not only the cause of the triumph of
the national liberation of the Vietnamese people. In addition, such a
victory would thwart the effort of ‘the U.S. government to establish
a military stronghold in southeast Asia for purposes of exploitation
and conquest of that area, and as a base for further assaults through-
out Asia, thus clearly opening up the prospects of a general and even
a Third World War.

The Vietnamese, I believe, take very seriously the unanimous agree-
ments reached at the 1957 and 1960 conferences of the Workers’ and
Communist Parties. There it was agreed that a prime task was to exert
every effort to further the cause of national liberation and simul-
taneously to prevent world war. Both were viewed as two sides of
the same anti-imperialist effort. The present struggle against the
United States government’s policy of aggression in Vietnam is held
to be exactly that kind of struggle. It is, then, a fundamental issue
in the central task of our era—the achievement of national liberation
and the prevention of world war—i.e., the implementation of the policy
of peaceful co-existence.

Note is to be taken that the Vietnamese emphasize the distinction
between the American people and the U.S. government. They value
most highly the impressive efforts for peace being waged by large
segments of the American people. It is a historical fact that the present
degree of opposition to an actual war being conducted is without
precedent and the relative absence of passionate support of such an
actual war also is without precedent in the history of the United States.
Let it also be observed that the Vietnamese do not seek the defeat
of the United States and do not conceive of themselves as capable
of defeating the United States. That is, they are not waging war upon
the United States and do not seek the destruction of our cities, let
alone the capture of Washington. They are seeking to defeat the
American aggression upon their soil; they seek to defeat the American
government'’s aggressive foreign policy.

The aggressive war policy of the Johnson Administration brings
death and maiming to thousands of Americans and ruin and devasta-
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tion to Vietnam. The aggressive policy of the Johnson Administration
threatens all social progress and democratic achievements in the

United States—there is a 3% per cent ceiling for wage increases, but .

there is no ceilifig at all for rates of profit by corporations! There is
impotence in the face of the murder of civil rights workers in the
United States and the capacity to send 200,000 American soldiers ten
thousand miles from home to kill peasants and burn villages!

The Johnson policy of aggression threatens the American people
with the kind of catastrophe that Hitler's policy of aggression did
bring the German people.

The President of the United States speaks of our honor as a nation.
Does it honor our nation to ravage a people who have done us no
harm? Does it honor our nation to spread chemical poison upon the
labors of farmers? Does it honor our nation to turn children into
beggars and women into prostitutes? Does it honor our nation to
hurl phosphorus shells and napalm bombs and beneficent gases upon
the homes and bodies of millions of men, women and children?

If to shout to the heavens in denunciation of such “honor” be
treason, then let my name forever be enrolled among the traitors.

The truth is that a reversal of the present aggressive foreign policy
of the U.S. government is in the best interests of the people of Viet-
nam and of the United States, and of the entire world. Pressures for
such a reversal are mounting throughout the world and they are
mounting here. And, of course, here is the main responsibility.

Never since the days of chattel slavery has a question of right and
wrong been clearer in our country than it is today with the war in
Vietnam. Among those who opposed slavery there were many differ-
ences—but finally one thing united all—a sense of humanity, an elemen-
tary feeling of decency, a concern for fundamental morality.

The differences that seemed so important to the various camps in the
anti-slavery effort now have interest only to historians; and the greatest
lesson they teach all of us is this: whatever prevented unity in the
struggle against slavery was helpful to the slaveowners. Whatever
prevents unity now in the struggle to STOP THE KILLING IN VIET-
NAM is helpful to the “crack-pot realists” and the “stone-age” Gen-
erals. We must go to the American people in their multi-millions, and
say to them plainly and convincingly in terms that they will under-
stand and act upon—this war is atrocious, immoral and intensely
harmful to our country and to our own everyday interests.

I refuse to admit even the possibility of failure in this great crusade.
We will not fail; we will succeed and in succeeding we will make
America a beacon of decency, justice, equality and peace.

COMMUNICATIONS

WILLIAM C. TAYLOR

The McCone Commission on Watts Upsurge

m—

In the Political Affairs of last
October, in my article on the
Watts “uprising,” I pointed out
that the Report of the Commaission
appointed by the Governor and
now knows as the McCone Com-
mission “is awaited skeptically,
with an attitude of ‘wait and
see.”” After an expenditure of
nearly $300,000, the Commission
has issued a 100-page report con-
taining facts and information
which had long been available,
offering a mass of contradictory
proposals (most of which had
been made several years before),
whitewashing the basic issues
raised, particularly that of police
brutality, and placing the respon-
sibility for the upsurge on the
Negro population and its leader-
ship.

It is obvious from the response
to the issuance of the Report of
the McCone Commission, that last
October I understated the atti-
tudes of the population. The Re-
port has been overwhelmingly
rejected by the Negro people, by
labor and by all progressive-
minded people in Los Angeles.
Even though it does grant some
concessions to the demands of the
Negro community, it is rejected
because the concessions are be-
hind the times. They may possibly

have been in order prior to August
11, 1965, but certainly not since
the upsurge.

Onus on Negro Community

The major conclusion of the re-
port is that the Negro community
itself must bear full responsibility
for the evils that exist in the
community. A mass of testimony
before the Commission pointed
out the plethora of Negro griev-
ances arising from the jimcrow
chauvinism of white authority,
both governmental and police;
this was rejected by this blue-
ribbon commission.

Ignoring the present demands
of the Negro community, the re-
port instead outlined what the
Commission felt was needed. So
blatantly was this done, that one
of its members, Reverend James
Jones, a Negro minister and a
member of the Los Angeles Board
of Education, had to write a dis-
sent, stating; “I do not believe it
is the function of this Commission
to put a lid on protest registered
by those sweltering in ghettos of
the urban areas of our country.”
Reverend Jones goes on, describ-
ing his reasons for determining
that the Report “put a lid on pro-
test,”” and concludes his dissent

49



50

by stating that a member of a
disadvantaged minority “has a
right to protest when circum-
stances do not allow him to parti-
cipate in the mainstream of Amer-
ican society. Protests against
forces which reduce individuals
to second-class citizens, political,
cultural, and psychological nonen-
tities, are part of the celebrated
American tradition. As long as an
individual ‘stands outside looking
in’ he is not part of that society;
that society cannot say that he
does not have a right to protest,
nor can it say that he must
shoulder a responsibility which
he has never been given an oppor-
tunity to assume.”

Governor Edmund G.- Brown,
in his charge to the Commission,
when he appointed it on August
24, 1965, gave full and unlimited
scope to its inquiries, and to its
recommendations. He detailed
some of the issues to be investi-
gated and concluded his charge by
stating that “the Commission
should develop recommendations
for action designed to prevent a
recurrence of these tragic disor-
ders. The Commission should
consider what additional can be
done at any level of government
or by any agency of the govern-
ment to prevent a recurrence. Of
equal importance, the commission
should consider whether there are
steps which private citizens may
take, individually or jointly to
prevent a repetition of the blood-
shed.”

In its findings the Commaission
reported that about two-thirds of
the Negro population of 650,000
in Los Angeles County live in an
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area of 46.5 square miles; that
of-these about 10,000 were active
participants in the upsurge. As a
result of the eight days’ uprising,
from August 11 to 17, 1965, the
statistics, as the Report stated,
“are staggering. There were 34
persons killed and 1,032 reported
injuries, including 90 Los Angeles
police officers, 136 firemen, 10 na-
tional guardsmen, 23 persons from
other governmental agencies, and
778 civilians. 118 of the injuries
resulted from gunshot wounds.
Of the 34 killed, one was a fire-
man, one was a deputy sheriff,
and one a Long Beach policeman.”
(The last mentioned was killed
by a trigger-happy fellow officer
in Long Beach, miles from the
area of the upsurge.)

Property damage was listed as
$40,000,000, and 3,952 persons
were arrested, of which over 500
were youth. It must be noted that
this one upsurge involved more
brutality attributed to the forces
of law, resulting in more killings,
arrests and injuries, than in all
of the seven upsurges of 1964 oc-
curring in New York, Rochester,
Jersey City, Patterson, Elizabeth,
Chicago and Philadelphia.

With the typical CIA approach
of its chairman, McCone, the
Commission outlined as the major
responsibility for the mass up-
surge: “Throughout the nation,
unpunished violence and disobedi-
ence to law were widely reported,
and almost daily there were ex-
hortations, here and elsewhere,
to take the most extreme and even
illegal remedies to right a wide
variety of wrongs, real and sup-
posed.”
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After this introduction, the
Report states: “Improving the
conditions of Negro life will de-
mand adjustments on a scale un-
known to any great society.”
(Emphasis added.) It goes on:

“The consequences of inaction,
indifference, and inadequacy, we
can all be sure now, would be far
costlier in the long run than the
cost of correction, If the city were
to elect to stand aside, the walls
of segregation would rise ever
higher. The disadvantaged com-
munity would become more and
more estranged and the risk of
violence would rise. The cost of
police protection would increase,
and yet would never be adequate.
Unemployment would climb; wel-
fare costs would mount apace.”

Police Brutality Minimized

Conducting inquests into the
deaths resulting from the up-
surge, the Los Angeles County
Coroner’s office, laboring mightily,
completely whitewashed the Los
Angeles Police Department, res-
ponsible for 16 deaths, and the
National Guard, responsible for
T, declaring all of them “justifi-
able homicide.” This travesty was
accepted without question by the
Commission. Further, in examin-
ing the charges of police brutal-
ity, the Commission reported:
“The Los Angeles Police Depart-
ment has been the subject of
severe criticism by many Ne-
groes who have appeared before
the Commission as witnesses.”
Further: “Chief of Police Parker
appears to be the focal point of
criticism within the Negro com-
munity. He is a man distrusted by
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most Negroes, and they carefully
analyze for possible anti-Negro
meaning almost every action he
takes and every statement he
makes.” Then, going on to ex-
onerate Parker, the Commission
states; “However, Chief Parker’s
statements to us and collateral
evidence such as his record of
fairness to Negro officers (not
explained—W.T.) are inconsistent
with his having such an attitude.”
The Commission completely ignor-
ed the wanton shooting and the
destruction of the Muslim Temple
in the final part of the August
days. This is particularly import-
ant and shows the bias of the
Commission, since those arrested
by the police during the course
of the attack on the Temple were
exonerated in court and all
charges against them were dis-
missed.

The charges of police brutality
are twisted, and the Commission
leaves the impression that such
charges arise from attempts to
discredit law and order. The only
recommendation it makes in this
sensitive area is for the strength-
ening of the Police Commission,
and the appointment of a so-called
Inspector General (a member of
the police force) to investigate
complaints against the Police De-
partment, together with the build-
ing of better public relations by
the Police Department. This, in
the face of the unanimous de-
mand of the community for a
Citizens’ Review Board.

Economic Issues

Admitting that 160,000 Negroes

A
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are unemployed, the Commission
points out that unemployment in
the Negro and Mexican-American
communities of Los Angeles is
“two to three times that in the
white community.” Pointing to a
survey by Governor Brown to de-
termine how useful jobs could be
created, the Report goes on: “‘His
survey found many [jobs! in such
fields as law enforcement, educa-
tion, public health, and conserva-
tion. Thus, he advocated a na-
tional program estimated to cost
the federal government 2.5 billion
dollars annually ($250,000,000 for
California) which would provide
some 50,000 jobs within our state
and a proportionate number of
jobs elsewhere throughout the na-
tion. An equal amount of money
would be needed each year
the program continues. Obviously
such a program is bound to en-
counter tough sledding in Wash-
ington, especially as the Vietnam
costs escalate, and one can readily
imagine that months, if not a
year or two, might pass before
approval would be given and
money made available, if it ever
is.” (Emphasis added.)

Following this pessimistic view,
the Commission then makes a
recommendation that “in the
affected area a job training and
placement center through the
combined efforts of Negroes, em-
ployers, labor unions, and govern-
ment” be developed, and proposes:
“Legislation should be enacted re-
quiring employers with more than
250 employees and all labor unions
to report annually to the State
Fair Employment Practices Com-
mission the racial composition of
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their work force and member-
ship.” (Emphasis added.)

A glaring omission is the ques-
tion of raising wages so that in-
come be at least equal to or above
the poverty level. The reference
to wages is mentioned only in
the context of a discussion on
welfare, as follows:

“We are assured that many of
the present recipients would
rather have work than welfare,
but the simple arithmetic of the
matter makes us uncertain. A
job at the minimum wage pays
about $220 per month, against
which there would be transporta-
tion, clothes and other expenses.
When the average AFDC family
receives from $177 to $238 per
month (depending on the pro-
gram), the financial incentive to
find work may be either negative
or non-existent. (Indeed, we were
told that the 18 year old girl
who is no longer eligible for as-
gsistance when living with her
mother may have considerable in-
centive to become a mother her-
self so as to be eligible again as
the head of a new family group.)”
This has long been the argument
of the Right-wingers against wel-
fare assistance.

Nothing was recommended in
connection with the apprentice-
ship program, which has only 38
per cent Negro participants, and
less than 10 per cent who are
Mexican.

Paul Talbert of the Los Angeles
Urban League, in criticizing the
Report with reference to education
and employment, said: “Statistics
show that the average Negro col-
lege graduate stands to earn less
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than the white high school gradu-
ate, and, in some instances, less
than the white 8th grade
graduate.”

Education and Transportation

In the area of education, the
Commission found that in the
Negro community there was ex-
treme overcrowding in the schools,
with double sessions almost every-
where, while in the areas outside
of the Negro community there
were 328 unused classrooms. Many
schools in the minority communi-
ties of Los Angeles have no li-
braries, while all schools in
middle-class areas do. The physi-
cal facilities, the buildings in the
minority communities are older,
some not even meeting minimum
safety standards. However, the
Commission made no recommen-
dations for equal rights for the
children in the ‘“disadvantaged”
areas, for libraries, more class-
rooms, teachers and other facili-
ties. No criticism of the Board of
Education was forthcoming be-
cause of its refusal to review the
school districts, to guarantee
equal distribution of funds and
facilities without diserimination,
or to do anything to desegregate
the schools.

The recommendations of the
Commission include provisions for
designation of ‘disadvantaged”
area. schools as “Emergency
Schools,” with “Emergency Liter-
acy Programs” to be established,
together with the establishment of
a permanent pre-school program
in these areas, beginning at age
three,.
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Consumers are told in the Re-
port that the problem of spoiled
meat, old bread sold at the price
of fresh, high interest rates on
furniture and -clothing, and a
“bias against the curfew area in
the practices of insurance com-
panies and institutional lenders
are not due to systematic racial
discrimination, but rather result
from the traditional interplay of
economic forces in the market
place, aggravated by poverty con-
ditions.” (Emphasis added.)

The Commission ean be com-
mended for one part of its Report
—that dealing with problems of
cemmuters. But even this positive
portion is a recommendation not
for the Negro community but for
the whole city. Recognizing “that
transportation improvement for
the Watts area cannot be achieved
without similar transportation im-
provement for the Los Angeles
Metropolitan Area,” the Report
goes on to make recommendations
for unifying all transportation
systems, for transfer privileges,
for crosstown service in Watts.

Same Problems Raised in 1963

In all the areas studied by
the McCone Commission, similar
presentations and demands had
already been made at a confer-
ence held in Los Angeles in June,
1963. Present were Negro leaders,
county, city and state officials, the
Chamber of Commerce, labor
leaders and other citizens, Prob-
lems presented at that time
included:

“There is grossly intolerable
segregation and discrimination
against Negroes and other minori-
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ties in Los Angeles, City and
County. Such segregation in our
society is illegal, immoral and
destructive to all citizens . .
Without further delay, every
effort must be made to eliminate
these evils and to speed the
achievement by all citizens of the
full and complete freedom, justice
and equality, promised by the
United States Constitution ... In
the immediate future, the most
urgent advances must and can be
made in housing, schooling, rela-
tions with law enforcement agen-
cies, and employment.”

The demands and the problems
raised at the 1963 conference
were ignored. The recommenda-
tions in the McCone Report do
not meet even its minimum de-
mands. Therein lies the resent-
ment of the Negro community
and much of the labor movement.
In its exoneration of the Police
Department, and particularly of
Chief of Police Parker, the Com-
mission played the true role laid
out for it. Basically, the Com-
mission was to report that the
August days were a riof—not an
upsurge—and therefore the blame
for those days of protest must lie
in the Negro community where
they occurred. The wanton killing
by both police and the National
Guard during those eight days
was exonerated, with the fault
lying not in the laps of a Parker-
led Police Department but with
the Negro community. Chief of
Police Parker was in no way made
responsible for the unlawful atti-
tude on the part of his policemen,
despite his own words which belie
the Commission’s whitewash and
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praise of the Police Department.
Official white reaction to the up-
surge is best described by an
ironical cartoon in the Los Angeles
Times depicting a Negro lying
on a couch being questioned by
a group of psychiatrists: “You
have mentioned unemployment,
housing, education, police brutal-
ity and despair . . . but what was
the reason for the riots.”
Completely ignored was the
analysis of Dr. Harold W. Jones,
a Negro physician with the Los
Angeles County Department of
Health that “It is possible that
part of what happened was a
normal response to an abnormal
condition.” (Emphasis added.)

New Political Awakening

The upsurge has created new
relationships in the Negro com-
munity. Political leaders have
discovered that they have a re-
sponsibility first to the community
above the dictates of the white
political leaders. Billy Mills, a
councilman from the heart of the
Negro community, has stopped
being a yes-man for Mayor Yorty
and has renewed his ties with the
community.

Mervin Dymally, a state assem-
blyman, has also broken his ties
with Mayor Yorty. He is now
running for the State Senate,
with good possibility of success
because of the recent redistrict-
ing resulting from the Supreme
Court ‘“‘one-man, one vote” doc-
trine. Reverend F. Douglass Fer-
rell, the only Negro office-holder
who remained completely silent
during the days of August and
afterwards, is silently fading
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from political life, He knows he
will not be able to win this time.

There have been two important
political developments since the
days of August. First, the Negro
Political Action Association of
California, a non-partisan (al-
though almost solidly Democratic)
organization, is growing fast and
is recognized as a major force in
California politics. They are de-
termined to elect Negroes to all
levels of government. In addition,
the Negro officeholders, led by
Thomas Bradley, a city council-
man, have also united to guar-
antee the election of more Ne-
groes to office, particularly in the
area of Los Angeles County Gov-
ernment, with an eye to the office
of county supervisor. (This is the
oftice for which this writer ran
as a Communist in 1964, receiv-
ing almost 35,000 votes.)

What the Community Needs

The ferment of the days of
August has by no means sub-
gided. The people of Watts are de-
termined that they, too, are eciti-
zens of this country, and are
entitled to the fruits of their citi-
zenship. Their demands must be
met. A minimum program for the
community should contain the fol-
lowing:

1. Police brutality must be
wiped out in all its manifesta-
tions. Chauvinistic and sadistic
policemen must be removed and
prosecuted, together with their
superiors who encourage or acqu-
iesce in such brutalities. Police
double standards in the treatment
of white and Negro “suspects”
must immediately be eliminated.
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The whole question of the atti-
tudes of police departments must
be examined and evaluated, parti-
cularly in view of the recent elec-
tion of Sheriff Jim Clark of Ala-
bama, a notorious racist, as Vice-
President of the National Associa-
tion of Sheriffs.

2. Reforms and new legislation
are needed for the tackling of the
problems of discrimination in em-
ployment. Special attention must
be given to those areas where the
Negro is missing — the vast
stretch between the token employ-
ment in top echelons and the con-
centration among the unskilled.
A special crash program must be
instituted to break through the
barrier of lack of skills to bring
the Negro into every level of em-
ployment. Industry itself must be
forced to bear the cost of special
training to make up for the many
years of discrimination.

3. There must be special federal
and state subsidies to education,
based upon the special needs of
each pupil, rather than the needs
for an entire area. Inequalities
that exist between middle-class
areas of our city and the areas of
Negro and Mexican-American
population must be eliminated
with special aid to those areas to
bring them up to the level of the
best schools outside the commu-
nity.

4. The state government must
take full respongibility to see
that minority areas are not sub-
jected to usurious practices, ex-
cessive interest rates for build-
ing loans, and overcharges and
cheating in installment buying.
Special attention must be paid



to the question of public trans-
portation, with abolition of the
zone-fare system and the estab-
lishment of a single-fare system
that would benefit the residents
of the ghetto.

The year 1966 is an election
year, and that means that those
running for office are especially
vulnerable to the demands of the
population. The August days of
Los Angeles resulted from the
general practice of white suprem-
acy with refusal to listen to the
demands of the population, and
especially the demands of the Ne-
gro population. Certainly, this can
be illustrated by the punitive
action taken against those ar-
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rested during the days of August.
Amnesty can and must be won
for those arrested during the
eight days of the upsurge. Fullest
and widest support must be given
to the mass campaign of the
Southside Citizens Defense Com-
mittee and the legal appeal of the
NAACP to the Supreme Court
for such amnesty.

Following the upsurge, the
California Negro Leadership Con-
ference, at its meeting held at the
end of August, called for a me-
morial to be raised in honor of
those who were killed during the
upsurge. Such a memorial should
be supported throughout the coun-

try.

Party (A Draft).

MARXISM AND RELIGION

The special issue on Marxism and Religion originally planned
for March, has been postponed for July, 1966. The task of secur-
ing contributions from abroad and from a number of Marxists
in our own country requires additional time. Furthermore, we
are setting aside a section of Political Affairs in the coming
months, for a discussion of the New Program of the Communist

A Factual Gorrection

To the Editor:

I meant to write much sooner
to correct your statement con-
tained in ‘the September, 1965
issue (p. 35) that the Com-
munist Party of the United States
was “born underground.” If you
would ask some of us that were
there or for that matter read
Foster’s History of the Communist
Party, which I find pretty accur-
ate except for some dates, you
will find that there were three
conventions. The first was held

The Editors Reply

We welcome the point made by
F.A. P. It is true that the 1919
conventions of the Communist
Labor Party and the Communist
Party were held openly. However,
in the same year massive repres-
sions began, culminating in the
infamous Palmer Raids, in which
an estimated 10,000 were arrested,
thousands of suspected Commu-
nists deported and the Communist
press and offices forced to close.
These conditions compelled the
newly born organizations into
semi-underground conditions. As
William Z. Foster writes:

. . . A. Mitchell Palmer, J. Edgar
Hoover, and the others carrying out
the offensive against the Commu-
nists did not succeed in stopping
completely the open and public
activities of the Communist move-
ment, which persisted in spite of the

at 1221 Blue Island Avenue,
Chicago, which formed the Com-
munist Party; the second was the
Socialist Party convention; and
finally, the expelled Left-wing
delegates who met and formed
the Communist Labor Party, in
Machinist Hall, 119 S. Ashland
Avenue.

If at any time you need some
historical information about our
Party, please ask me. I’ll be happy
to furnish you what I can,

F.A.P.

government’s efforts to drive it un-
derground” (History of the Commu-
nist Party of the United States, pp.
175-176).

In December 1921 a convention
of all Communist groups was held
which accomplished the needed
unity and named the new organi-
zation the Workers DParty of
America. But the repression of
Communists was not over. The
Bridgeman convention held in
1922 was raided, and seventeen
delegates were arrested on the
spot and 40 more soon thereafter.
All delegates were charged with
the violation of the Michigan anti-
syndicalist law. It was not until
1923, that the Workers Party
emerged as a public organization,
ending the two and one-half years
of semi-underground existence.
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BOOK REVIEWS

A Marxist View of Ethics

The Marxist view of moral-
ity and its base in society is the
subject of Dr. Howard Selsam’s
book, Ethics and Progress.* It is
presented with a profundity and
lucidity characteristic of the
mainstream tradition of Marxist
philosophy. Typical of this tra-
dition is also the fact that it is
addressed in clear and simple lan-
guage to Marxists and non-Marx-
ists alike. At the same time, it
requires more than one reading
to get the full profit from the
author’s thought, and there is
probably no reader who will not
find many of his notions both up-
set and clarified by it.

The core of Dr. Selsam’s trea-
tise, as indicated by its very title,
is the thesis that morality is
socially created and develop-
mental; in other words, that there
is progress in morality just as
there is progress in real life. In
contrast to some traditional views
which see all struggle as evil,
wordly or sinful, and demand that
the “moral” person satisfy his

* Howard Selsam, FEthics and
Progress; New Values in a Revo-
lutionary World, Little New World
Paperbacks, International Publish-
ers, New York. 126 pp., $.95.
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conscience by living in isolation
from a corrupt society, Selsam
writes: “Although there is a ‘real’
world . . . there is no given and
universally accepted ‘ideal’ one to
which our human world can and
should correspond. Men have to
make their better or ‘ideal’ world,
and men must make it out of their
struggles, their needs and inter-
ests, and the ever-remewing con-
tradiction between how they live
and ideals of how they could,
might, or should live.” And so
science and knowledge become
crucial elements in the develop-
ment of ethics, As Selsam puts it
with profound insight: “The
realm of ethics expands . . . as
man’s possibility of increasing
the control of his total natural and
social environment is enlarged.
What was once a fundamentally
natural condition becomes a moral
problem when we discover the
means of changing it in accordance
with human purposes. All human
problems, from inadequate food
to insufficient education, from
poor housing fo overpopulation,
are transformed from mnatural
events to moral problems when
they can be solved by concerted
social action,”

In a society made up of antag-
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onistic classes, the struggle in-
volved in morality takes the form
of class struggle. But there is a
crucial difference between bour-
geois “interest” which says, “I
must trample on others to keep
them from trampling on me,” and
the working class, socialist “in-
terest” which says, “I will progress
only along with my fellow human
beings.” If, to Marxists, morality
involves struggle, it is because
people must struggle for the con-
ditions of life which enable them
to live morally. There is progress
in morality, because there is mor-
ality in progress. An oppressed
class struggles not for itself alone
but for the interests of all society,
Selsam puts the connection be-
tween class interests and ethics
in these challenging terms:

The ethiecs of the future can be a
goal to conceive and achieve only
for those who have never had a
stake in the existing order, or who,
having had it, have given it up for
moral and intellectual reasons. Only
those can be said to have an all-
human ethics who seek no wealth,
no position of power or prestige, at
the expense of others.

Today, in the countries where
there is the greatest concentration
of monopoly, whose lifeblood
comes from the exploitation of
the people and resources of as
much of the world as they can lay
their hands on, there is no longer
a pretense of belief in human pro-
gress, moral and social. The very
concept of progress is attacked as
a “myth.” If the government of-
ficialdom still boasts that it is
moral and democratic, it does this

only by adorning itself in the tat-
ters of the old banners of the past,
when bourgeois society was rising
out of the feudal world. As for the
present, it openly proclaims, it
cannot act morally, however much
it desires to, because it must be
“practical.”

Thus our own United States of-
ficialdom shows no horror or sense
of urgency at Negro children
bombed in the South, civil rights
leaders murdered, their murderers
going scot free, and the sponsors
of murders running the law en-
forcement agencies, because it
would not be “practical” to do
anything substantial about this.
Meanwhile, it tells the world, “our
liands are clean, because we have
declared ourselves in theory as
being against segregation.” And
in Vietnam, our’ position is that
we are basically moral and demo-
cratic, but since the economic in-
terests of our moral society are
at stake, we must primarily be
practical, and so we must use
every kind of barbaric destruc-
tion, gloat over the bodies of those
we kill, set up military dictator-
ships, and wipe out an immense
population.

Selsam’s lucidly reasoned thesis
reaches its height in the detailed
discussion of “means and ends.”
Bourgois theorists have long
used the question, “Does the end
justify the means?” as a trap
against those working for human
progress, by demanding of them
pure and abstract rules of conduct
which bourgeois society itself
makes no pretense of following
in its own social life. Every word
of Selsam’s discussion of this



question demands to be read and
thought over, and what can be
presented here is only an inade-
quate summary. He points out
first that the question itself is put
falsely. “End” and “means” do
not fall into separate pigeonholes,
and it is life itself, not abstract
logic, that creates them. The real
way in which the question must
be put is, he says, when we agree
on a broad social goal, to “discuss
clearly and objectively the best
way of reaching it.” Means and
ends correlate. Thus the achieve-
ment of socialism is impossible
unless the working class learns
under capitalism to supplant
rivalry with cooperation. Of
course, capitalists regard the very
solidarity of the working class
as something immoral, an in-
fringement of their own “‘free-
dom” for untrammelled profiteer-
ing. And with regard to socialism,
Selsam writes, “it has to be won
and consolidated with means ap-
propriate to its nature—the ful-
lest development of democratic
processes and the fullest partici-
pation of all working people and
their supporters in the determi-
nation of all the conditions of
life.”

Furthermore, Selsam says,
“this movement towards socialism
takes place in a society ruled by a
minority that is rapacious, ruth-
less and desperate in its efforts
to maintain its economie, political
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and social domination . .. Yet it
is only in such an immoral world
that the moral goals of socialism
can be achieved, and that world
determines in large part the
means that alone can achieve it.”

There are problems and situa-
tions to which this writer wishes
Dr. Selsam had devoted more at-
tention. The main focus of his
argument for Marxist and social-
ist morality is to compare it to
bourgeois moral principles at
their best and highest. And this
approach, of course, is basic. But
there are also the moral crises
appearing as imperialism sinks to
its depths, with the death camps
of fascism, the question raised
at the Nuremburg trials, the ques-
tion of the moral complicity of
those who did not take an actual

hand in the murders but turned

the other way and let them go on,
the morality of real or pretended
“ignorance of what is going on.”
These are burning questions that
are affecting an increasing num-
ber of people in our own country.
Thus, many are taking part in
civil rights movements or dem-
onstrating against the killing in
Vietnam because they would feel
a moral complicity in evil if they
didn’t. But to raise these matters
for further analysis is not to
criticize Dr. Selsam’s illuminat-
ing treatise. It is to suggest and
urge that he write a second vol-
ume,

OAKLEY JOHNSON

A Civil Rights Documentary

Letters from Mississippi* is a
moving and clarifying book. It
cannot fail to be a source book
for future historians. It reveals,
among other things, the high hu-
man quality of the young men and
women—nearly a thousand—who
vclunteered at great bodily danger
to go to Mississippi to help regis-
ter potential Negro voters and
teach citizenship, Negro his-
tory, French and other subjects
in the new Freedom Schools, It is
their letters home in the summer
of 1964 which constitute the con-
tent, and their ideas and obser-
vations that give the book its
power over the reader.

The accomplishments of this
summer are astounding, when one
comes to think about it. The un-
dertaking brought about whatever
degree of enforcement of the
Civil Rights Act there has been
(in the face of a presidential
slowdown) ; it stimulated an in-
creasingly powerful indigenous
Negro leadership within Missis-
sippi itself, and the formation of
the Freedom Democratic Party;
it sparked the magnificent battle
waged by the FDP Negro delega-

*Letters from Mississippi: Personal
reports from volunteers in the Sum-
mer Freedom Project, 1964, to their
parents and friends. Edited by Eliz-
abeth Sutherland, Preface by James
W. Silver. McGraw-Hill Book Com-
pany, New York, 1965. $4.95.

tes at the Atlantic City conven-
tion of the Democratic party, a
battle which stirred not only~the
world at large but the watchful
black citizens of the state who
elected those delegates.

The book is unobtrusively but
well edited by Elizabeth Suther-
land, formerly a researcher for
the United Nations and presently
Administrative Secretary of the
New York office of the Student
Non-Violent Coordinating Com-
mittee (SNCC). Other civil rights
organizations that took part to
one or another degree in the
Mississippi Project were the
Council of Federated - Organiza-
tions (COFOQO), the Congress of
Racial Equality (CORE), and the
Southern Christian Leadership
Conference (SCLC).

The book is divided into eleven
chapters, roughly chronological,
beginning with “The Road to
Mississippi” and ending with
“The Road Back.” The map of
Mississippi opposite page one,
and the dates on the letters,
enable the reader to follow this
narrative (written by a hundred
fifty different persons!) as
though it were a unified drama,
both tragic and triumphant. As
the young people—largely white
college students—were leaving
Oxford, Ohio, where they were
taught and trained by Negro and
white SNCC leaders, to go to Mis-

el



62 -

sissippi, news came (June 21)
that three civil rights workers
were missing: Michael Schwerner,
Andrew Goodman, and James
Chaney. As the summer passed,
and the volunteers carried out
their duties, the suspense deepen-
ed. Where were the missing
three?

At-last their bodies were found,
on August 3. The announcement
was made in Meridian, Mississip-
pi, during a concert by Pete
Seeger (189).

It was at Philadelphia, Missis-
sippi, that the lynching of the
three had taken place, nearly
three months previously. The girl
who wrote the news of their disap-
pearance at that time, said in her
letter: “Everywhere you go,
there’s hate.” Another volunteer
stationed at Gulfport described
the “hate stare . .. the most ter-
rifying and ugly thing” (139).

But the climax of the story is
not the cruel deaths of Schwer-
ner, Goodman, and Chaney. That
is to be found two months
later, in the Freedom Democratic
Party’s great exploit at the Atlan-
tic City convention. For that vic-
tory (it was a victory, even though
L.B.J. tried to rob the Freedom
delegates of what they had won)
was a triumph for the three mur-
dered heroes and for the Missis-
sippi Freedom Project that they
and their colleagues carried out
so splendidly.

Many absorbing and illuminat-
ing ideas emerge from these let-
ters. There is first of all the un-
wanted but inevitable confliet be-
tween the Negro participants and
the white learners: the yearning
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for friendship on both sides com-
bined with distrust and misun-
derstanding. This maddening si-
tuation, evident in the early let-
ters, gives way, when they get
to Mississippi, before the dangers
and problems, the frustration and
fatigue, of the teaching and can-
vassing, the jailings and beatings.
Another problem was that .of
“non-violence,”  discussion of
which is carried on intermittently
during the entire summer but is
never completely solved. One
volunteer says in an early letter
that “non-violence is a perverted
way of life, but a necessary tactic
and technique” (80). There is the
Negro woman that some white
girls stayed with who slept with
a hatchet under her bed (45). At
Batesville in the Delta, says
another letter: “Yes, the Move-
ment is still non-violent; but
every farmer—white and black—
in the Delta has a gun. Mr. Miles
[a Negro farmer] has seven, all
loaded” (88). At Hattiesburg two
of the Freedom Schools held a de-
bate on the question: “Resolved:
that violence is necessary to ob-
tain civil rights.” The debaters
were twelve to sixteen years old.
The affirmative won the debate
(108). But out of the many dis-
cussions emerged a distinction
between “non-violence” on the one
hand and self-protection and self-
defense on the other (186). An
example is given of Silas McGee,
a Negro youth, who concludes
finally that “just taking the coke
bottle by the neck and not shoot-
ing back saved his life.” (180).
The occasional visits of cele-
brities is noted, sometimes with
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unexpected effect. When Harry
Belafonte and Sidney Poitier
spoke at a meeting in Greenwood,
Mississippi, the Freedom work-
ers, excited at first to see the
two well-known actors, found
them “fumbling and amateurish”
(184). Congressman Ryan, how-
ever, insisted on seeing the back
tests of a young Negro woman
who failed the registration exami-
nimation nine times when she
tried to register to vote. Because
of his practical and persistent in-
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quiries she passed the tenth test
—-“the only Negro to be regis-
tered in Leflore County all sum-
mer” (206).

That political knowledge grows
fast is shown toward the end of
the book by a letter from Gulf-
port to “Dear Mother and
Father.” The writer says: “The
people we're killing in Vietnam
are the same people whom we’ve
been killing for years in Missis-
sippi” (229).

BILL LEONARD

Imperialism In The Making

An anecdote may serve to un-
derscore the point this reviewer
wishes to make with respect to
this fine contribution toward an
understanding of the United
States of the past.*

At a meeting of students from
some of our large eastern univer-
gities this summer Gil Green was
an invited participant in a discus-
sion session. The former leader
of the Young Communist League,
a prominent Marxist and a Smith
Act victim, was asked at the out-
set by one of the students: “Mr.
Green, have you ever worked with
the poor?”

Gil Green conceded that he had
had some experience along that
line and then went on to detail
a number of the struggles of the

*Ray Ginger, Age of Excess, Mac-
millan, New York, 1965, pp., 886.
$5.95.

depression days, the hunger
marches, building support for
unemployed legislation, the bat-
tles for relief.

The students, many of whom
were fresh from demonstrations
on civil rights, listened with in-
creasing interest as Gil Green
unfolded pages of history that
were unknown to them.

There is a reason, of course,
for this historieal blackout. It was
created by the cold war, by Mec-
Carthyism, by the intimidation of
the academic world, the purge of
textbooks, the ouster of the Left
from the unions, the persecution
of Marxists and the difficulties
of the ecirculation of press and
literature edited from a socialist
viewpoint,

Still, with all the explanations,
it is a jarring revelation that a
younger generation has been cut
off from its rightful heritage of
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American history. Moreover, one
appreciates that this present
young generation, which has so
many who fight with courage,
audacity and initiative, needs the
powerful weapon of history in
order that it may better confront
the enemies of the nation.

The generation that came to
adulthood during the depression
was far more fortunate. For those
who were radical, there were
going organizations to join: for
those who were seeking answers,
there were publications, lectures,
debates. That older generation
can relate the Watts revolt in
Los Angeles this summer to Scotts-
boro and back into the betrayal of
Reconstruction. Or it can relate
Vietnam and Santo Domingo to
Sandino and the American Mar-
ines, to Wilson and the interven-
tion in Mexico, to McKinley and
the seizure of Cuba and the Phil-
ippines.

Today there are those who
speak of ‘“the power structure”
as if this were some new pheno-
menon on the American scene.
That “power structure,” or more
accurately “class power,” has
been operating for many, many
years. It is good and profitable
to study the beast from the begin-
ning.

The book by Ray Ginger, author
of the best biography of Eugene V.
Debs to date, is an account of our
history from the end of recon-
struction to World War I. It was
in this era that American imper-
ialism was born, and to ap-
preciate fully what happens out
of Wall Street and Washington
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today, it is necessary to have
knowledge of that past.

Age of Excess, however, is not
confined to the gigantic growth
of the American economy. It re-
lates the struggles of the poor,
the farmers, labor, the Negro
people, the reformers, the social-
ists, against the brutalizing sweep
of the industrial giant. It details
the connection between the money
power and politics—how corrup-
tion is utilized, how complacency
rots the core of a nation:

“Our grandfathers lived amid
changes so swift and -so basic
that nobody could grasp more than
a fraction of what was happen-
ing,” Ginger writes. “Their prob-
lems were so urgent and compli-
cated as often to overwhelm
them.” Nor was it easy to catalog
prominent figures. The union-
busting Andrew Carnegie was one
of the founders of the Anti-Im-
perialist League. The peace-loving
William Jennings Bryan at the
head of Wilson’s State Depart-
ment was a first rate imperialist
in Latin American affairs.

The impact on the cultural life
of the country is well detailed.
And this was a time of giants: in
literature, Howells, Mark Twain,
Dreiser, London; in the social
scene, Jane Addams, Alice Hamil-
ton, W. E. B. Du Bois (who was
to overlap into another era); in
teaching, Dewey and Veblen.

An excellent feature of the book
is a concluding Essay on Sources
which enables the reader to follow
through on those particular as-
peets on which he desires more
detail.
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