« MARXISM AND THE NEGRO PROBLEM
'Y A Disoussion hLrticle by
F. FOREST .-

(llote: Tnpe following article waa submittod as pre-~oonvention diseousalp
for publicotlon in the New International. Becousc of lack of spcca,
it was never tublishod. Tho Politicul Cormittoo thorofore docided
thot 1t should appoar in this bullotin, =~ Egltor)

In his article, Negroes and the Labor Movoment, in tho March,
1946 1ssue of Tho New Internationni, Gomrcas Cooll fo asks mo to
explain whet I medn Dy tho Lgninlat conceptlon of the national
quostion "yn conncoetion with tho struggle of Nggroos Iin the United
Stutca oprinat taegregation! or any of the rest of thelr soclal,
pollticui or economic disnbilitloa™ (p. 90, col. 3). Ho 4insinuntod
thot my understanding of this Loninist conceptlion 13 “acceptablo
to Garveyltes" (Ibid). ' o

Accordirg to Comrade Coolldgn, nelither Lenin nor Trotsky "hod a
very extensive aoqutintance with the problem" (p.92, cold) 3nd thero-
fore "for Marxists who have 2 morec extenslve acqualntance with the

~question it 1a not necessary to lnow tho views of cither Lghin or
.Trotsky"s (Ibid) For such Harxlsts omong whor ho evidently inclulos
hinsoll 23 the author of the Hotlonel Committee Resolutlion on tho -
Nagro questlon, o dlscuacion ennnot be carrlied on fruitfully, writecs
Ccrade Goolldge, "as 2 battle of quotations, no.mtter whot the
gourse of the guct~tions". {Iuid, my cmphasia)s More Coolldge
rgacica thy elinsy $to Bis wiple artlole: . - o

"Lonin and Trotsky ere our tondiiers, but we dishonor
them ond ourselves by burning incense in their names,
Marxism is not a falth onoo and for oll dolivered te-
the salnts. Oyrp gdoctrine and theory- wore not de~
livered to Marx, Lngles, Lenin and Trotsky on tales
of stonc as thoy camuned with somo- Jeliovah on Sinai.,"

" Comrede Coolldge will forglve mo 1f, in order to desl soriously
with tho Leninliat concert of the natlonzi question, of which tho :
Hegro quostlion ls on imbtegrel pert, I by-pass his religioua’
irreliglesity egalnst quotatlona since there 1s no viey of elucidating
instecd of violcting, the Harxisi past on this qucstlon, withcut
"entering a battle of quotations®™ . - ¢ '

- Ls 'The Ncrro Questiﬁh ﬁﬁ 2 Notlonal Opasﬁion

. "properly speaking", proclalmed Deba, ™ghers is no Negro
questlion outaide the labor qucstion”, # Thlz ultra-lelt rhraseclogy

#Interaationn) Sosizlish Revlcw.1903;V01.V1,p.1113. Debs was not the
firat to prociainm Suchh °n StLituuc, Boforo his time the German Marxists
in amerdca evaded the Nepro question by atatlng thuet they werc mos+
Yemphe tLunily sgningt both white cnd blacle sluveryt, linrx dipnespclated
himsolf fran theso "iarxista® and as Gonepral S8eoy, of tho lst Int.z-
notlonal not only effersd oritiecal support to the MNorth 1n its gtrusgia
againat tho alave South but was astive in arousing Bpltigh laber in
tnlc support, though thelr livelihood doponded upon cotbon from tho

South. ’




Megro Proolom 0OGA With P OSpect TN Sapltnallst sooloty =3 a whole and
within the loebor and revolutlionary movements in pertlcular,

Tho Bolsheviks too, wore not without some thoorotlolapns who falled
o comprehend the complexities of tho rd tlonol questlone “hun Stalin
triod to ahou that natlional opprosslon sternod only fran foudol, not
bourgeots relntfons; ond henee $hnt "in America notlonal oppreseion,
ﬁanerully speaking, finds no plece,® To thls Trotaky rotorted:
Tno nuthor acmpletaly forzets the Hogroﬁ Indlen, immigrent and
colonial problems in tho U, ited Stutos,” #
T . . - C
Kote thnt the"Negro,Indlen, immigrant ond _colonlol problems™ are
groupod togethier as monifestatlons of natlonal opproaslone. Trofeky
thought thet the fmericon MNoarxists were too easlly satlsfled with
abstract deductions regarding the Negro problem, Tmo Nogro, thoy
saild, hrd no nnetional cust emz, oulture or cven religion outside of the
American oculture and religlion ondthencdthe Neogroos are not o natinaal
but a rzclal minority. If avon tho Npgro ls called o raciol nincrity,
what difforence does thls moke to the basic analysia and the prineiple
along which the Nagro questions skovld bo constructoed?

. Trotsky considored that tho iustrian Scelal Denceracy made on
®abatract" distinction botween notlons nnd natfonal minoritlos. Ho
drew a parallel between Lts abatraction, thet nntlsnal minerities are
not nations, ‘and the #mericen Tpotskyiat concoption that boecause bho

.Megrcaez wore not a n' tlon, “therofcre” tho Nogro Quostion did not belong
as part of the Natlonal Question: ‘ :

"Natliona grow ‘out of the reolal material undor defs - \
inite conditions... Vi@ do not obligato tho Negroes

to bocome o nation; if they are, then, that is a

q vestlon of tholr ¢onsdlousness, thatlis, what thoy
de3irs cnd they atrive for....In any c256, suppresalon

of the Negroes pushea them towcrd e polltical and | .
nationnl unlty.' (Trotsky, Intomsl Bulletin, #12,

cLA (0} 4april, 1933) :

“'Apd in 1938, after he hod become further aogquainted with ths
Nogro problem; he added: "I bolleve that tho differcnces botween
tho Est Ipdies, Poland and tho sltustlon of the Nogrices in the Statos,
ore not so deoistvo," , . ' . .o ,

'

- The whole crux of the question lles here. He who 1s overe
vhelmed by his o¥n ejtonslve knowledge of the Negro question may
think thit Tphotsky's lgnorancd of the Negro guestlon waa so profound
that the thourht the Negroes wore o natlon likke tho Pollsh, end it 1s
this which prompted him to say that the dififorences between thom ars
"ot so cedlzive. But ho who knous that what i3 lnvolved here 1. not
a lack of "relevant faota" but a ncthod of avrrroach will immedintoely
sonse tha princliprlo invelved: tho Lgninlaot concopt of the National
Quaation, vwhioh Includos tho Hogro Quost Lon,

Lenints Thoses on tho Nationnl ond Solonial Quontion, which was

#Hi3tory of the Russisn R.volution, Vol, TII; PpeS2=3
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odopted by the Second Congrosa ef the Communlat Intornatlonal, was
essoutially o statement of princlplos. Lt embraces tho Harxist
policy on the qusstion of natlcns ond niticn2l minoritles as well as
colonicl and what Lenin callod "finanoially dopendont and weak
natienaltties', Tho Theenz 2ingle out two nationa as 1llustrative of
the types of notloncl opnression thnt evoke mass movements of resistonca
These notions ovo Ircland and tle Hegrocs In imorlca, This reforenco
to the Yegroes ns o "natfion" gonortlly enllas forth superior smirks
srmong lLmericen Marxists who have studed the Mationcl question in
general znd the ilegro question in partlcular a gooddeal lega goriously
than hod Lenin, HComrade Coolldpge points to this place, and oslks nme
whether I conslder tho MNgproeste be a nation. Mo, I do not, but ‘that
ts not the questions Tre igsue nt stcke 13 the princlvnle by whlch
Len®n clearly domarcoted the nntionsl question fron tre ggnoral class
struggle and thequestion of the proletarian revolution, <o think
that Lenin and Tpotsky believed that the snericon ilggrooa wero.a
natlon in the senae that the Irish or Pollah were o notlon 1s not
merely to accuse them of gross and vulgnr ignorance, but 1t is to fiy
. in tho face of the materinl which sxists, as well as be ignorant or
. The fact that, apart from the Ruvoilutionary War, no section of
American history s ns familiar to BEuropesns as the inportation of
Negroes cnd the Civil War, : ‘ :

It Ls the porticulapr course of devolemmont of the nation Ina
country like the UnitedStates thnt londs historieal credenco to theo
type of ultra=left phraseology bohind which lurks nctlonal ogolsn.
For whereans the notlonsl minoritlies of “urope fought for independoco
from the larger zsealcoty (Lfronm $he Poorist or sustrpo-flungeriasn Eapires)
~ the notlonsl minoritieaz that ccme to tals country fought for lntegrae
tion within the larger socleiy. They more or logs succccdeds The
exceptlon is the llegro: Wwhy? Surely, 1t fan't the Negrol!s deing;
he only wants his nsslmllntlon acceptod, -V sco that here 1s a complk
pottern that cnnnot be solved by abatract erltorin as to whot consibie
ties a nation. : ' S :

_ Much has been written of tho someness of tho Nogro end [merlcan
culbure in order to prove that thoe Megroea are a mtlon.- Byt vhag
thean wpritera have falled to show ia,vhy then does thoro_novertholess
exiat a Vegro problem. That is thse nud of thes matter, The sameness
of the Nozro and nmeriecan culturc does not explain this. The
explanstion 1llos in tho divergence of the logro .from the'/snordean
culture. Jihe persistonod o1 tre Givergence snd 1ts 3horpnocs l1s
what Lenin ond Tpotsky sow in thoir approach to the Nogro prblen,

The contradlcticn between the alm-=integratlone~~nnd the reallty--
segrogatlon--coannot but evolio 2on organized moss exprosalon, 4ho
history of ipnmlgront groups iwn /morica showa the minorliy groups thnt
have acught int:zrobion into #yierican socloty erganized thorsolves
firct pollbtlecally on o nationnl basise Lonin saw and undorstood thia
rocd that thce nzss movorment of opprensed groups toked, That 1s why
he included tha Ju3vo 88 part of the Hotlonnl quostlion, Tpotsiy,
knowlern tist Lhe Sepro quastion ia part of tho Matlonul question,
foarod that we ara not fully oware of tho charnotar of those atruggles
and tont thorcfere evants would taike us by surprlse, Thnt 1a
not just @ thnoratlocl but a prootical question can bo geon in many




recont fnssances, such aa ths Detroilt and Harlem riots, Nolther 1s
tho Hogro problei a more labor problems <+he most striking example
of that 15 tho Texas prinmarieca, : _

Léenin waant'y pleying with words-=he was dealing with the
cotuslitios of tho struzzle of porscouted minorities. That is why,
though he alviaya fought ogoinst tho oonsideration of Jows 83 a
nation, ho nevortheless, in his Proliminnry Thesis on tho Mationol
%gcatlun # ho cited tho Jews in Rland os un exatiple of tno procicms

o Lo denlt with under the Negionnl question, Iy anobther lnatance--
in a boale article on that ouestionditho referred to the irmligranw
vorkers In smorics 08 on "oppressed nation™t To have to roveat such
/BC's as the foct that Lenin used the sord, "nation', ##% in ita
borad sense of natlon, national minority, colonlnl majority moy
hivo 3crie oducationnl valus, but it is education on 2 very low level.

In his very mrmercus poleomics on the Notional quosation, and
ngain in his Thoses, Lynin cmphrsized thot soncrete hlstorlcal
aituatlons, not noatrect considerntions, formed tho focal point of
thoory end actlon.on tho N:tionn) Question. Tho decisive thing wes
thot "A11 n2tlonzl opprassion cclis forth reaslstance of tho

bread 1225303 of poople.” wun

The N,C. Rosolutlon scems to deem in sufficlent merely to atate
thnt "Tho Wonkers Farty will not be indiffcrent to the militancy
of the Negro im his ovn bohalf, nelther will 1t deulgrate his hercionm.'
[P.10, Col.2) It is not & quostion oi Jonlgrating the herolsn of
the Negro., IS 13 2 queatlon of rocogsnizing tho valldlty of tho
movrionet, &nd recllzing that objcotively indepondant masa movernwent
undermlnea the capltulist systeri, , R ' ‘

_ It was Typotakyts coritention timt If we understood tho reason
for Gorvey's masa flollowing, wo would have the anawor Lo the Negro
problem- in fmericn. To thls doy reveolutionists fall to eatinate
‘the significanco of ths movements They only look at Garvey the faker
and not st the mass _movenent of revolt, & study of the Gervey
movenient is outside the scopoc of thia artloclo, but it 1s important .
to focus -attontion on how: Trotaky noont to apply one of the nmaln
lessons ho drow from ite Recognlszing the t the Negrots spedifio

» Of. Selected VWorks, Vol,X, De 231 {

wih, Caricaturc of linrxlsn, Colleatod Works, Vol oXIX
swt the Sccond Congress of the Communitt International, where the’
Theges on the Hatlonsl Question vers discussed, nll delegntes, in-
"e¢luding the imorican represontotivea, John Reed and L, Frainn, used -
the word, "natlon", “pooplo™, "race" intorchungezbly; bocsuse vhat
was atztoMe wos net a word but n concopt. (Cf. Sicnorrashic Revort
of tho 2nd CI Congraoss, pps 19.l-c oup., Russicn;

#nueCollected Morks, Voi. XIX, oot




epproasion would cvoke a broad mass movement, Trotasky statod that,
should such a droad mass Negre orgnnizatlon dosire to oleot its own
sondldatos whort they put up on a capitulist p rty ticket, tho
rovolutionlsts must novertheleas withdraw tholr own candidato in
favor of the Nagro oondidate. Sush a radloesl doparturo from the
revolutionary odvice for tha prolotarict in genorel to vote only for
independent working olass oandidrtes would have been suggeated on
only one ground: Trotsky considcred the Nogro qucstion as rrt of
the Notlonal question, as indeod he repoatedly stuted. Tho national
and colonial movement 1s tho only instgnco where revelutionists
oondttionally support bourgeols party tlickets boeouse hore sooning
chouvinism is really the oxoression of rovolk,

This 1s what John Rced, whose concept of tho Negro questlon as
on integral port of the prolotoricn quostlon paralloicd our National
Cormittzo Rosoluston on the questlion, could not undoratcnd. Nolther
dtd any one el¢a In tho Comrunist movment in the U.8. Thot s why
tho Theses remoinod a dead leottor, uniil two ycars lator whon the
Pourtk Cozgressn once ngain tock the question vp. 4t that Congross,
Claude MN:lley compitined thnt . :

phe reformist borugeolsle have boon carrying on a
battle ngelnst dlacrininction and roeinl prejudico
in imorlen, The Sgeinlists and Comrmunists have
fought very shy ¢f it boeausc thore 1s a groat
olomont .of prejudice anong bthe Soelclists and
Gomrmunlats of amerioc” # .

. . L HNegro carmission was thon olactod end the CI_Instrﬁctcd tho
Communiats o apply thoe Thoses of the Second Congress, cdding:

"phe Fourth Congross rocognizos tho ncoessity of .
supporting evory form of Nogro novencnt which tonds
to undernlng or venxon capitaiiad oF iaperinlism or
t0 lmpedo Lts further ponotrotion,M ]

48 wo ses, there 1s & contlnulty of Marxiat dootrino on the
Negro question, which the NC Resolutlon 1s violatingea Tho foct that
the fromora of these Thesos may not hove hod "oxtcnsive" kmowlodge
of tho il,gro protlem should connote the neod for an extenaion,
‘dovelomont or procisec revision-of the previous thoorles advonced by
Marxists ou thig question. If Comrnde Joolldge considers o rovision
neceasary, why doosn't ho state so beldly instead of covering himself
up wlth n flgleaf of an allegation that gelther Lpnin nor Trotoky -
Thad an cxtonzive acqualntance wWith tho rroblem™? Vhy net boldly
state thet the biclo thesls of Trotsky noedu o to revised, instexd
of clalning to £rree "with many of the viewa oxpreassed by Vpokaky
on tho gquostion” (P.92, Col.3)? In supvort of theso "many” views
he agroes with, Comrade Coolldzo cltes u single quotation fron
Trotsky. Ropotition of that ono quotatlion does not cause it to
fructily, Tpotsky mode the statemtn in 1922, In 1935 Cenrade
‘Sheethinian tricd to use that statement In support of hls contentlion
3z ke €.I,, Lbridpod Roport, e 260

Th of tho Fourth Congress, p.86

# Fourlh Congra

wrRagolublons &




that tho MNogro Quostion 13 not o notionol quostion, Comrado Tpotsky
then commenﬁc@: . . e .

4T base mysolf only upon the argumonts brought

forvard by the Anerican comrades. Ifind then
insufficlont and considor them a cortaln concosslon

to the point of view of awrorlcan chouvinism, which
goems to me to be dangoroust. {Intorml Buliotin, 1933}

Following that discussion Comrade Tpotsky furthor studied the
Hegro questlon and finally in 1938 concretized tho gonoral atatomeont
fpto o serlea of practlcal proposals. Traa R nocment thoso
conversations botween Trotsky and Johnson oppoaroed, Coolidge has
concistently fourht against them, In 01l fairnoss to on oducational
dlseiusCion tEat Comroud Coorluge 18 so anxious to sec condus sed,
‘oughtntt Coolldge to have found spaoe somowhere to enlighten cormrades

on this point?
2., The Cjass Struzzlo'nnd tha Dua} Movernoent

Comrade Goolldge puts groat oriphasis on the allogation that I
nisq uote hims At tho end of moro tlon a pege of the ¥I, dovolted to
variations on the themo of misquotatlons, the charge, toncrotely,
gurns out to be thzt In two Instances I capliallzed the word "the",
which snowit not have been s» capltallued sinco in onc oaso it vwos
rooeded by the word, "sonscquontly', snd in tho other snsoe, by the
phrass, "In view of these conslderationa ", Bolng cware of tho
emptiness of the charge, Coolldgo hurries to add an "oven 1f%:

%gyen 1f F.P. had nbt_gnrblod‘tho‘qubtutlon.toxtually,
4ts content would have boen distorted by her manner of
gugti?g. Context hod no meaning for Forost". (P.90,

. Col. . : ' R

MW let us look ot this contoxt which "had no meaning" for me, -
though 1% conceraed nothing less than the maln stratogy of tho . :
Workors farty in the strugrlo for demcerstic rights for Nogrocs.

T contended: (1) thot Lf our £irst aim in entoring the Kaogro
organlzation was not so much To fight with them as to cronde o
glass rupture botwoen tho Xegro proletoricn nod the petty-bourgools
leadersnlp, thon that was equivnlont to Accloring war upon theso
organizationa;, (2) that tho capousnl that tho lgadershin of theso
Negro orgnnizatlons be replocod with one “gupplied frem the trade
unfons or the Workers Perty" {p.90, ool. 2) moant, in.cffcet, tho
olevaticn of the trande unions to an aqual status with tho rovolution~
ary karxlct partyy and (5) that Conrade. Coclidge 13 botrayod into this
false positlon by tho motlve which drivos him 11 through the Rosolut¥
to wips away any slgniflicance thzt can bo attached to the indcpendent
Naogro atrugslea, : 5

ilthough orally Conrade Coclldge haa dono so most voclforously,
Hie doos not in thls artlcle answer the first charge., Ho donlea the
soooné chorge, cLallenging mo "to produce the smellost bit of
awidrnaa- £o guprers har statoment" (pe92, col.2)e In crdor fo get

to thv nuh of tho questlon, I shall glosa over his vsorgetfullnoss’®
of tho instences I eito to subsiantlato my charge 1n the oolumn
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T and a half docvotod to that ono polnt, (p.l120) ond oxonine his dentnl,

ER " To provo his point thet the NC rosclution Ls well aware of the

: ' distinctlon botwicon a trado unlon and a Marxist party, ho goes into
an abstract cxplanntion of tho wrgont nced of o politicnl golution
of ToGorts problenma, and then, vhon roturning to the econcrote
uastion of tho Neogro problem cnd tho trade unions, writos; ot
Ythe VWorkers Forty fs fully consclous of the fact and undorstonds
cloarly thot Tunlonizotlion! will not splve tho Negro problem ony nors
than 'unionizuntion! will solvo the problen of tho white worker,

(P50, Col.2, ny onphesia, F.F,)

Though Comrnde Coolidgo formnlly g peaks of o specinl Nopro
problor, ho in rool Lty docs everything to ornso the dlstinction
between tho lobor problem in gonural and the Negro Rro‘blem in
particular. In the original rosolution ho wrote: "Tho difficulties
foced vy white workers cre at bottom idontical with those faged by
¥egro workers ond all workers" {pPeii, Col,l, ny emphasis)., If by
" botton" 1s meant the fact that. copitalisp is the exploiter of the
proletericot o8 a whole, there necds no ghost fron the grave to tell us
thote Ip Ynt botton" 1s in attenpt to eraase the disiinction betwson
the dual oprresalon of the Fogro 23 o worker and =3 a Negro, then that,
in csscnne, 1s no differont from the Soeizl-Domocoratlc or Debsion :
¢oncepticn thot thore ls no specizl Fegro problem outzlde .of the .
generol labor problome Coolidgo deoclalms against that, but his
vhole resolution stoms precisely frem o ‘similar conseptlion.

Corirade Coolidee vehemently donica ny third chargo that he has
heen betraved Into a folse poalition by the motive which forcea him
to look down upon irdependont struggles of the Nogro masasss, Ho
®Rritos that 1t 1s not that the Yorkers Party "disregords any
struggle carricd on by Negrocs™ but that the W,P, "directe that

- strugglo into the lobor movement {trede unionm ond politicnl}...6ince
1t renlizos that the democeratle rights the Negroos aro struggling

" for "eannot bo ncquired cuteids tho gonercl olasa atruggle',
(P.91, C0l,3) - T R

. TIa any cloaror domonstraotion necded, I ask , of this notive
whloh drives nin to undercsiimeto the valuo of the Indeopendont
© gtrugglos of tho Nogroe masses and the: doslre to diszolve those
struggles into tho general class strugglel . :

.

That is why Comraue Coolldgeis reference to tho dunl oppmression
of the Negro 1s devold of any dua) movenont. Though ho saya Iim
a "million" tlnos corrcot Iin anying that the more the Nogro is
integratod into tho trade unlons the more he rosents his segregation
outsido, Coolidgo aske facotlously: ™ihat 1s 1% {tho dunl movonent)
over agcingt or parellel o?" (P.90, Col3) Iz it or 13 it not true
thot tho atrongoat outpost of the NI CF ls weclsoly whore the Negro
13 nost unlonizeds Dotrols? At ‘the very time thet ho joins the trode
unlcn, ho also Joins a Negro orgnnlzation. In the vory place whoero
hb 19 meat incerrated into organtzed labor, his oxclusfon ficn the
demneratic vights outatde the unlon “foments" theTlot, I quoted
frem Comrendo Johrson'a Resolutlion npprov.lnﬁly tint this dunl rnovenont
18 tho key to the liarxist analysis of the Negro problom 1ln snmerica.
To Coclidge this "iarxlist analyais™ (Tho quotatian trks aro

292




_—
LS

grntultously auppllod by Conrndo Coolidgo’ to donoto his sarcasn of
whot T rofor to aa_tho tarxist onolysis: Conrade Johnaonis
Resolutlon on tho Nogro Question) ia "liko tho incantotiona of a
rintitive Siborian ghoman® {7.90¢ Col.3) booause Lt 1la not guided
Wero polavant factas "Tho "rolevont foota", he informs no,
obe LNAE EHO Ti6t -was on oxtrréunion afa £r and probably
fomontod by antl-unlon olonents such as tho KKK". {p.91, Col.l)

Now let mo ask Cgnrade Cooltdge: Did tho KKK clso fanont the
Harlcn domonstration? Did the KX urgo tho Nogroos in Florlida to
protcot tholr risht to baXilot with guns in their hnnds? Did tho KKX
fomont the novemont 1n Ponnossoc whore tho Negroos deolded not to,
pun wnen attaclod dut to dofund thanzolves with shotguns? What 1o
1t that so blinds Coolidgo tc the new elomen: in sho Mygro denmnatra=
tions in tho pugt Sow yoars? Uhy 43 1% that in polnting out that
ipotrelt 1§ not uniquc. There have boon many riots in tho U.S.
during tho poal 25 yeors sinllar to tho Detfolt rioct’, (p. 91, Col,l)
doesni® no sec that the suppresscd rosca‘mionts of tho llogrocs 1in tho
. 8zuth, once 1t nrosthod the ceapratively free alr of the North,
purst forth 1lnio tho Garvey movouent? Why doean't ho sec that the .

independant nasa movenont of the Negroos will agaln be nislod by
auch fakera ng Garvey 3o loue 28 revolutionists, £ailing to recognizoe
.1t3 objcotive validlty, not 23 brstanders instocd of participants In

this novonent?

' T had wrltteon thet bosrusce ho fnils to sce tho oblectlve novericnt
of history Comrcco Coolidge follsa into o subjootivist nporonch ond

posause ho falleinto this subjectivlat upnrvach ho has only vaguo

asags about tho Hggro!g rcvolutlon ey potontinlity while in

. pocllity blaning them for thelr dolusion? Ho coriplnoins that this 1s
quito a strain on onofs pationce? (P91, Col 3) procoods to quota
from the Rosolutlion on what Wa vast rosoervolr of potontial rov- )
olutionary nanpowor“ the Hogroos constituto, and nsks re vhore con I
cito any inatanco wherc tho Rosolution Dlamcs tho Hygro working

class for its dolusion. il though nany guetntlona could be found

.to provo this nttitudo of blarmo,# it 13 not those that aro inportoat
t0 thoe ocine Rathor 1% 1s the morner in which he writos history. '
I sghnll. nito but one oxoniplo. Conrade Goollidge writes that aitex.
emnuclipztlon: ‘ . : - . Lo

"o NogPo masses followd the Northorn bourgeols
11borals and petty-bourgoois Negro politlcilana into

tho Republican mrty, whorc thoy rora inod untlld tho

Nauw Deal Rovolt in 183E,"(T.B, G5T,.1, . oriphasls, F.F.)

. This doas not happen to be true, for history rcoords that ot the
hetight of the Popullst novonont vhon tho Hationzl Colored Formers -
rllinnce numbored no less than 14 million, tho logro nassea vore in
the forofront of the fight in tho 1800ta to 'broak fromt both tho
Ropublican and Duriocrstic pertlcs and form the Fooples Party. Now

#Cf., for axomplo Coclidgo's Rosolutlon, r.l0, Col.2: "aircady
thore has beoen toc rmech indifforonco on thoe prt of tho Nogroos in
tho natter of leadlng and ptshing whito wopkoras into notlon in

bohelf of tho llogroza®s
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. alnlootic movonent of history. Thaotetd ho socs

‘this orror ia not mado bogguso Coclidgo is "unacqunintod® with tho fact
ft is mado beoauso he is unable to sco 1t with oioa gluod on tho .
4t ca a sorles of
#untovard ovents®, culninating in the botrayd of the Negroea and
. heviag hin "assignod tho spoclel functlon of & lsbor rescrve” for the
"gako of the beneflits to be ngrrucd from conqueat of the "Soubhorn
morket". {P.7, 8) 1low, anyono having tho sllghtost acquaintonoo
with tho obicctlve, not the subiecctlvo, pnttorn of inegrloan hlstor{
kno:s that so sharp wero tho S5cicl rGlations botioon capltol and loba
that tho lorthern bourgooisic doclided upon the aserifice of the
Ugeuthorn morkot™for the soko of maintaining tho so6inl structure
. thero, thet indugtrislizatlon of tho woutn wos not wullt upon tiae
Fulns of slavory but alongside 1ts econonic reralns, that En order
ot to Lntrude upon tho gcnil=toucal crrarlon TeLc-Lons upon which
cotton production sma bosod, Lo TerT Intict Eno blaci Iabor sunnI% of
TAo Tlantttlona ong usgd lrmlgrant labor o8 Tt~ In Dol rescrve.
. was thIs by which tho Megro was condltioned and devoloped.

Capitalism, not oapltallisn in gonoral but smerican capitdlisn as

1t expanded, of necessity sharnoncd the bosic controdictions of the
historlc enviromzent in which 1t finctions. It ta capitallisn tled to
the cotton plantatlions. Hod industriulization engulfod thoe Scuth

as 1t had the U rtha, had 1% dlaintegrated the block peasantry o8
ooplttalisn had En Europe when 1t drove the pengants from the land,
hod L6 fully prolebarianized tho Hegro, we would have no apsciol
Negro problon, but only o. gonercl labor problonm, S :

8o archalc a system as cobtien culture in gso odvanced & country
as 20th century “merica can keop fron aellapsing only through such
despotic zociol rehtlons and teizlitarion pollitics-as exlsts 1n the
South. uny freedom of movenont that the Hogro night got would
topple the wholo intricato structurs of cotton culturo with 1lts
gemi~feudnl relationships vhich nre cirondy rmch aggrovated by the
tpemondous lndusgrislizatlon of the Hegro both in tho Nerth and in
tho South. It 18 this'which cplcins tho Unnagursl might of the
Southorn Scnafors, It was thls whioh mndo Tpotsky concludo that tho’
Negroes could novor schleve tholr domooratic rights under capitallsr,
that tho novemcut for thodo rights would undoermihne ozpltalism, ond

_that 1t was therofore wp to us -not only to see tho objoctive valldlty
of theselmOVemantS but to atimultote and even initliate these move~.
menta. ~hat i3 why Johnaon's Rosolntlon, which 1is in the true
Mapxist tradtion, satlsfied jtseif not with genercl phrases obout the
revolutlonary potentlality of .the Negroeg, but concretoly specifieds’

tme party brings “arxlmsm o the Negrocs by emphasizing
to thom that the emanciypation of the vorking olass must Ve
the work of tho werklag elasa itself. It emphasizes to
the llagrocs that liogro coancip:tion cannot take place
without tho vigorbua und solf-saoriflcing strungle of
the Nogroos tliersclvou,’ It sharply condamns that
distortion of Marxlst truth which states or Lizplica that

%For o lerment cbout the greut loss tho snerifice of tho Southorn
home anpiet mozng to thls day, of. Rowort on Econculc Uonditicns of
tha Snuti, propared for tho Prosidont by tho Batlonul Luorgoncy

Counclle
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the Negroes by thelr indepondent struégloa oannot
got to first base without the lenderahip of
organized lavert, (P.17, Col.2) - - ...

hnd agalin:

Ngueh is the proletaricn composltion of the Negro
people, 30 hostile aro thoy to tho exlating sovlnl
order becauge of thy steolnl degroadntlion to which

14 subjoocts trort, that tac polltlccl organizacion

which snovs how to utilizo thelr prooccupation with
thelr democratic rights chn f£ind ample ways ond

mem 8 for carrying that soclollstic propaganda vwhich
must always bo the climcx of revolutionary efforg, par-
tioularly in this pcriod", (P.19, Col.l) 4

It 1a bocouse Comrade Coolldge dooa not know how to utilize
this precccupation wlth domooratic »ights for the purposes of the
coming proolctarion revoltulon that ho fears thoso organlzations

os an impodiment in the way of the soclal rovoltitlon and copsldors

the democratic struggle cn  "ordeal' instond of o direct part of
¢t i3 0ll that 1s involvod in tho -
y and Uinority Reamolutions on tho

tho struggle for socialliam, T
distinction betwoen the unjor1§
Regro CGueation., s

april 25, 1946,




