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FOR VATERIALIST CONCEPTION OF > _NEGRO QUESTION
By R. S. Fraser

l., Nat nd the Negro Str e

For a number of months both Comrade Breitman and myself
have been working toward the opening of this discussion of the
Negro question. Both, I believe, with the hope that we could enter

" it on common ground, But it is obvious that we cannot: we have a

difference upon the fundamental question of the relationship between
the Negro struggle in the United States and the struggle of oppress-
ed nations, that is, the national question.

I cannot challenge Comrade Breitman's authority to repre-~
sent the tradition of the past period, for he has been the spokes=
man for the Party on this question for most of the past fifteen
years.

On the other hand I am opposed to the nationalist concep-
tion of the Negro question which is contained not only in Comrade
Breitman's article, "On the Negro Struggle, etc.," (Discussion
Bulletin A-21, Sept. 1954), but is implicit in the resolution on the
Negro question of the 1948 Convention,

The Negro question in the U.S. was first introduced into
the radical movement as a subject worthy of special consideration
during the early years of the Communist International., But it was
introduced as an appendage to the colonial and national questlions
of Europe and Asia.

This is not its proper place. For the Negro question,

while bearing superficial similarity to the colonial and national

questions is fundamentally different and reguires an independent
treatment. In the early congresses of the Communist International,
American delegates rresented points of view on the MNegro question.
Their speeches reveal the beginning of an attempt to differentiate
this question from the main subject matter of the colonial and
national questions.

This beginning did not realize any clear demarcation be-
tween these questions, and the Comintern in degeneration went back-
ward in this as in all other respects., Under Stalin the subordina-
tion of the American Negro question to the national and colonial
questions was crystallized,

It is the historical task of Trotskyism to tear the Negro
question in the United States away from the national cuestion and to
establish it as an independent political problem, that it may be
Judged on its own merits, and its laws of development discovered.,

This process was begun by the founding leaders of American
Trotskyism as expressed in the position defended by Swabeck in 1933
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in his Aiscussions with Trotsky., It is this tradition which I de-
fend rather than that expressed by Comrade Breitman,

2. T est Nation

The modern nation is exclusively a product of capitalism,
It arose in Europe out of the atomization and dispersal of the
procductive forces which characterized feucalism,

Nations began to emerge with the growth of trade and
formed the framework for the procuction and distribution of commod-
ities on a capitalist basis,

. Nationalism has a contradictory historical development in

Europe. Trotsky elaborated this differerce as the key to undere
standing the role of the national question in the Russian Revolu-
tion. In the first place the nations of western Lurope emerged in
the unification of petty states around a commercial center. The

problem of the bourgeois revolution was to achieve this national
unification.

In eastern Europe, Russian nationalism appeared on the
scene in the role of the oppressor of many small nations. The probe
lem of national unification in the Russian revolution was the breake
up of this oppressive svstem ard to achieve the independence of the
small nationse.

These were the two basic expressions of the national ques~
tion in Europe. But these two basic phases of national development,
corresponding to different stages in the cdevelopment of capitalism,
each contain a multiplicity of forms and combinations of the two
phases are not uvncommon.,

The national question of Furopne revesls problems such as
the Scotch rebellions, wherein a nation never emergec; Holland in
its revolutionary war against Snaln' the recularity of the unifica-
tion of Germany; the rise and break—up of the Avstro-Hungarian
empire; the revolutionary transformation of the Czarist empire into
the USéR, and the many contradlctory expressions of national con-
sciousness which were revealed in the Cctober revolution; and laste
ly, the peculiar phenomenon of the Jews: a nation without a
territ OTY.

But even these do not exhaust the national questicn, for It
appears as one of the fumdamental problems of the +hole colonial
revolution, and all the problens of nationzl unification, and
national independence, dispersal and unification, of the centrifugai
and centripetal forces unleasheé by the national question, reappear
in new and different forms.

And we nave by no reans seen everything. The African
struggle, as it assumes its mature form will show us another fascin-
ating and vnique expression of the national struggle.



-3-

WWhat constitutes the basis for nationalism? A people
united by a system of commoc ity exchange, a langvage and culture ex-
pressing the needs of cormmodity exchange, a territory to contain
these elements: all these are elements of nationalism. ‘'hich is
fundamental to the concept of the ration?

Langvage is important but not decisive: the Ukraine was
so Russified and the Ukrainianlanguvage so close to extinction that
Luxemberg could refer contemptuously to it as a novelty of the in-
telligentsia., Yet this did not prevent Ukrainian nationalism, when
awakened by the Bolsheviks, to play a decisive role in the Russian
revolution,; alongside the other nationalities,

It would be convenient to be able to fasten upon geography
as a fundamental to nationalism: a common territory where in rela-
tive isolation a nation could develop., This has, indeed, been the
condition for the existence of nations generally; still it would not
satisfy the Jewish nation which existed for centuries withcut a
territory.

The one quality which is common to all and cannot be dis=-

" pensed with in consideration -of any anc¢ sll of the rations of

Europe,y of the colonial worlé =~- the one indisvensible quality which
they all possess, anc without which none couvld exist; including the

0ld nations and the new ones, the large and small, the advanced and

the backward,  the "claqsica]" and the exceptional -= is the quallty

of their relation rocue d circ

liop: Jts capacity to serve mww

National oppression arises fundamentally out of the supress=-
ion of the right of a commodity to fulfill its normal economic func-
tion in the process of technological development and to produce and
cirzglate commodities according to the normal laws of capitalist pro-
duction, ,

This is at the foundation of tre national oppression of
every nation in Europe and the colonial world, This is the ground-
work out of which national aspirations cdevelop zné from which nation-
al revolutions emerge. It is this fundamental econcric relation of
a people to the forces of procduction which creates the national gres=-
tion and determines the laws of motion of the national strugzle, .
This is Just as true of the cases of obscure nationalities who only
achieved national consciousness after the October revolution as it
was for the Netherlands, or France, or for Poland,

Comrade Breitman is thoughtful not to put words into my
mouth, But I wish he were equally thoughitful in not attributine tc
me ideas which I think he has had every opportunity to know that I
do not hold. For when he contends that I am thinking only of the
classical examples of the national question, vhen I deny that the
Negro question is a national question, he is very wrong.

The Negro question is not a national guestion because it
lacks the fundamental groundwork for the development of nationalisr;g
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an independent system of commodity exchange, or to be more precise,
a mode of life which would male possible theemnergeice of such a sys-
tem.,

This differentiates tYe Negro question from the most ob-
scure of all the European national questions, for at the root of each
and every one of them is to be found this fundamental relation to
the productive forces,

The Negro question is a racial question: a matter of dis-
crimination becavse of skin color, and that's all.

' Because of the fundarental economic problem which was inher-
ent among the oppressed nations of eastern Zurope, Lenin foresaw the
revolutionary significance of the idea of the right of self-determina-
tiono ‘

He applied this to. the national question and to it alone.
Women are a doubly exploited group in all society. But Lenin never
applied the slogan of self-determination to the woman question. It
would not make sense, And it doesn't make very much more sense when
applied to the Negro question,

It would 1f the Negroes were a nation, Or the embryo of a
"nation within a nation" or a pre-capitalistic peorle 1living in an
isolated territory which might become the frarework for a national
system of commodity exchange and capitalist production. Negroes, how-
ever, are not victims of national oppression but of racial discrim-

ination. ZIThe right of self-determination is not the cuestion which
is at stake in their struggle. It is, however, fundamental to the

national struggle.
Despite his protestation to the contrary, Comrade Breitman
holds to a basically nationalist conception of the MNegro struggle,

v This is contrary to the fundamental course of the Negro
struggle and a vital danger to the party. Comrade Breitman's con-
ception of the unique quality of the Negro moverent is explained by
him on page 9. In comparison to the nationalist movements of Europe,
Asia and Africa he says "Fraser sees one similarity ancd many differ-
ences between them; we see many similarities anc one big difference."

Of what does this one big difference consist? iccording
to Comrade Breitman, the only ¢ifference between the moveient of t'c
Polish nationalists uncder Czarism and the American Negro today is
that the Negro movement '"thus far aims solely at acouiring enough

force and momentum to break cdown the bsrriers that exclude Negroes

from American society, showing few signs of aiming at national
separatism,”

Therefore, the only difference between the Poles and the

"'Negroes is one of consciousness. But this proposition makes a theore-

tical shambles not only of the Megro question but of the national
question too., According to this analysis, any especially oppressed

group which expressed group solidarity is_automatically a nation.

.
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Or an erbryo of a nation., Or an embryo of a nation within a nation,
This would apply equally to the women throughout the world and to the
untouchables of the caste system of India,

If we must ignore the fundamental economic differences in
the oppression of the Polish nation and the Negro people, and conclude
that the only difference between them is one of consciousness, then
we have not only discarded Lenin's and Trotsky's theses on the na-
tional question, but we have completely departed from the material-
ist conception of history.

It is one thiné for Trotsky to say that the fact that there
are no cultural barriers between the Negro people and the rest of
the residents of the U.S. would not be decisive if the Negroes should
actually develop a movement of a separtist nature. But it is an al-
together different matter for Breitman to assume that the fundamental
economic and cultural conditions which form the groundwork of
nationalism have no significance whatever in the consideration of the
Negroes as a nation.

The basic error in Negro nationalisr in the U,S. is the
failure to deal with the material foundation of nationalism in gener-
al. This results in the conception that nationalism is only a
matter of consciousness withouvt material foundation, The other sub-
ordinate arguments which buttress the nationalism conception of the
Negro question clearly demonstrate this error,

3. e T trugele and the R an Revolution

- Comrade Breitman's point of view is most clearly revealed
in the section of his article entitled "What Can Change Present
Trends?"

He proposes that we consider seriously the variant that
upon being awakened by the beginning of the »proletarian revolution
the Negroes will develop a new consciousness vhich will (or may)
impel them along the path of a separatist striggle. He uses Trotsky
as his authority both in his specific reference to this possibility
in the published conversations of 1939 =nc also by reference to
Trotsky's treatment of the problem of nationalities in the thircé
volume of the History of the Russian- Revolution.

The thesis of this trenmd of thought is as follows: In the
Russian Revolution a large number of important oppressed minorities
were either so oppressad or so culturally backward that they hac nc
nationdl consciousness. Among some, the process of forced assimila-
tion into the Great Russian imrerial orbit was so overwhelming that
it was inconceivable to them that they might aspire to be anything
but servants of the Great Russian bureaucracy until the revolution
opened their eyes to the possibility of self-ceterminaticn.,

Other minorities, such as the Ukrainians and many ci the
eastern nations, had been overcome by the Great Russians while they
were a pre~capitalist tribal community. They never had become na-
tions, History never afforded them the opportunity to develop a.
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system of commodity nrodvetion and distribution of their own. Be-
cause of the uneven terpo of capitalist development in eastern
Turope they were prematurely swept into the entanglements of Russian
imperialism before either the prodvction, the conscilousness, or the
apparatus of nationalism couléd develop.

Neverthelessy national self-determination was a fundamental
condition of their 1liberation. In some cases this new-found national
consclousness took form in the early stages of the revolution. But
in others, it was so submerged by the national chauvinism of Great
Russia that it was only after the revolution that a genuine national-
ism asserted itself,

It is to these nations that we are referred by Comrade
Breitman as a historical justification for his conception of the
Negro question.

Comrade Breitman says, in effect: There is a sufficient
element of identity between these reoples and the legroes to warrant
our using them as examples of what the direction of motion of the
Negro struggle might be under revolutionary conditions.

Of course, if we are even to ciscuss such a possibility we
would have to leave aside the fundamental difference between the
American Negroes and these nations; that is, the relations of these
peoples to the production and distribution of commocities, the type
of cultural development which this function reflected, and the geo-
graphical homeland which they occupied.

Leaving aside these, we have the question of consciousness
again, But in this respect, the Kegroes hawve just as different a
problem and history from these peoples as they have in every other
respect.

Ve are dealing principally with those nationalities in
the Czarist Empire to whom national consciousness care late, The
characteristic of this group was that before tte Russian revolution
they had had little opportunity for unified strvggle, and Henve no
means of arriving at a fundamental nolitical tendency., That is why
‘their desire for self-determination ¢ié not manifest iitself in the
pre-revolutionary period, In order to find out the ultincte socl 8
for which they are struggling, an oppressed people must first go
through a series of elementary strugglps. After that they are in =
position to go to another stage in +hich it is rossible, under favor-
able conditions, for them tc discover the historic road which trvly
corresponds to their economlc, rolitical, and social Gevelopment anc
their relation to the rest of society., In this way the conscious-
ness of the most oppressed nationalities of Czarism seeed to all
but the Bolsheviks to be the consciousness of the dominant natior:
Great Russia.-

How badly they were mista'en was proved in the October
revolution and afterward when each one of the sutprossed tribes and
nations of the Czarist Zmvnire, under the stimulus of Lenin's program
for self-determination for the oppressed minorities, found at last
a national consciousness. ‘
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We are asked to adopt this perspective (or to "leave the
door open" for it) for the Yegroes in the U.S. The best that can
be said for this reque«t is that it would be unwise for us to grant
it, as it is based upon superficial reasoning. The Negro movement in
the United States is one of the olcdest, most continvous and most
eﬁperienced movements in the entire arena of the class struggle of
the world.

Yhat labor moverent has even an episodic history before
1848? Practically, only the British., The American labor movement
had no real beginning until after the Civil ¥Var., The history of a
movement can be somewhat measured in the leaders which it produces.
Who among us remembers an imnortant American labor leader before
V.11liam A, Sylvis? But we easily recall Vessey, Turner, Tubman and
Douglass,

There were, of course, labtor struggles during the pre-
Civil Yar period. But they were dwarfed in importance beside the
anti-slavery struggle, because the national question for the Ameri-
can people had not yet been solved. The revolution against Great
Britain had established the independence of the U.S,, but had pro=-
duced a regime of duval power between the slave owners and capitalis-
ts, with the slave owners politically ascendant.

The whole future of the working class depended, not so much
upon organizational achievements against the capitalists, as upon
the solution to the gquestion of the slave power ruling the 1land.

This is the fundamental reason for the belated character
of the development of the stable labor movement in the U,S,

Immediately after the question of the slave power was
settled, the modern labor movement arose, Although it required a
little experience befére it could settle vpon stable forms, in a
rapid succession, the National labor Unicn, *he Knights of Labor, the
AF of L, the I¥W arose., All powerful national labor organizations.
It was only 20 years after the Civil '‘ar that the AF of L was
founded.

It has been different for the Megro movement which has been
in almost continuous existence as a genuine moverent of national
scopey definite objectives, and at many times erbracing tremendous
masses, since the days of the Nat Turner rebellion. 3=ven before
this turning point in the Negro struggle, heroes and episodes are
neither few nor far between. The Yegro people are thre most highly
organized section of the population of tYe country. 7They have had
an infinite variety of experience in striggle, and are extremely
conscious of their goals. These are not gcals ~hich have been rre-
scribed for them by the ruling class, twt on *he contrary, the very
opposite of everything the ruling class has tried to enforce. The¥
are moreover the most politically advanced sectlion of American
society, ‘

How in the name of common sense, much less of dialetical
logic, can you propose that we seriously comrare the Fegroes to the
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oppressed tribes and obscure peasant nations of Czarist Russia, who
never had ten years of continuous struggle, as compared with the
centuries of continuous Negro struggle? Peoples who never had an
opportunity to find out whether or not they had a basis for national-
ism because of the overvhelming force of Great Russian assimilation,
compared to the Negroes who have been given every opportunity to dis-
cover a basis for nationalism, precisely in forced segregation?

There are a number of historical reasons why the Negroes
have never adopted a nationalist perspective, and why the normal
mode of struggle for them has been anti-separatist.

But first it should bhe understood that it is in keeping with
the nature of the Negro movement to regard its history as continuous
from the days of slavery. The Negro question appeared upon the scene
as a class question: The Negroes were slaves., But alongside of this ,
grew the race question: all slaves were Negrces and the slave was
designated as inferior and suvbhuman, This was the origin of the
Negro question.

The abolition of slavery destroyecd the property relations
of the chattel slave system. But the plantation system survived,
fitting the socizl relations of slavery to capitalist property re-
lations. !

Because of these unsolved problems left over from the
sccond American revolution, the regroes still struggle against the
social relations which were in effect a hundred and fifty and more
years ago.

The modern Negro movement dates roughly from the era of
the cotton gin -- approximately 1800, The first answer of the
Negroes to the Intensification of labor brought on by the extension
of the cotton acreage was a series of local and regional revolts.

The slaves learned in these struggles that the slave
owners were not merely indivicdual lords of the cottonj but were
also enthroned on the high seats of the nation's political capitals
They had all the laws, police forces, and the arired might of the
country at their disvosal. ’

At the same time the Northern capitalists began tc feel
the domination of the slave power to be too restricting upon their
enterprises. The farmers began to feel the pressure of slave labor
and the plantation system. These three social forces, the slaves,
. and the capitalists and the farrers, had in their hands the ley to

- the whole future of the United States as 2 nation.

Thus the Negroes were thrust into the center of a great
national struggle against the slave pover. This was the only road
by rhich any assurance of victory was possible.

Because of thelr position as the most exploited section of
the population, each succeeding vital moverent of the masses has
found the FKegroes in a‘central and@ acdvanced position in great inter-



racial struggles against capitalist exploitation. This was true
in the Reconstruction, the Radical Populist movement of the South,
and finally in the modern labor movement,

L., N Cult National

The factor of segregation has had the effect of providing
one of the potential elements of nationalism. The segregated life
of Negro slaves procduced a Negro culture a hundred years ago. But
langvage, custom, ideology and culture generally do not have an in-
herent logic of development. They express the socio-economic forces
which bring them into being.

In the examination of Negro culture we are forced to exam-
ine first the course of development of Negro life in general, The
decisive factor in the development of Negro life during the past
century derived from their class position in the Civil *Jar, In the
position of that class whose liberation was at stake, as the U,S.
confronted slavery, the Negroes were thrust into a central and
commanding position in the struggle against the slave power which
culminated in the Civil ‘lar and Reconstruction.

It was the slaves who built abolitionism, gave it icdeolog-
ical leadership, and a mass body of support. It was thelr actions
which broke-up the class peace between the privileged classes of the
North and South. It was their policy which won the Civil Var,

These factors expressed the breaking out of the Negro ques-
tion from the confining limits of a narrow, provincial, local or
regional question into the arena of the great national struggles of
the American people. The lVegroes' culture shared the same fate as
did their political economy. Instead of turning further inward upon
itself until a completely new and independent language and culture
would emerge, the Negro culture assimilated with the national and
became the greatest single factor in modifying the basic Angle-
~ Saxon culture of the United States,

A These are expressions of the historical law of mutual
as5similation between Negro and white in the United States. The
social custom and political edict of segregation expresses race re-
lations in this country. Forced assimilation is the essential ex-
pression of national relations in eastern Zurope. Iutual assimila-
tion, in defiance of segregation expresses the Negro struggle, just
as profoundly as the will to self-determination expresses the
struggle of the oppressed nations of eastern Evrope.

It appears that the matter of Negro national consciousness,
which may occur as the result of the revolution, is for Comrade
Breitman an entirely mystical property. It is devoid of any basis
in either political economy, culture ar history and can be proven
only by identifying the Negroces with the '"non-classical" nationali-
ties of Czarist Russia who were too bhackward, too oppressed, too
i1lliterate and primitive, too lacking in consciousness, too un-
accustomed to unified strvggle to be able to realize that they were
embryonic nations.



5. The Secondary lLaws of lMotion of the Negro Struggle

As should be plain by now, I am not so interested in "clos-
ing the door" on self-determination as I am in showing that the
Negro struggle 1s not within the orbit of the national struggle and
that it is, therefore, not the question of self-determination which
is at stake.

The Negro people in the U.S, have established their funda-
mental goals without assistsnce, These goals were dictated to them
by their peculiar position in society as the objects of the racial
system in its only pure form.

The goals which history has dictated to them are to
achieve complete equality through the elimination of racial segrega-
tion, discrimination, and prejudice. That is, the overthrow of the
race system, It is from these historically conditioned conclusions
that the Negro struggle, whatever its forms, has taken the path of
the struggle for direct assimilation. All that we can add to this
is that these goals cannot be accomplished except through the
socialist revolution.

But there are circumstances under which this movement is
forced to take a different turn. In this connection it is quite
clear that Comrade Breitman completely misunderstands my attitude.
When he says that I would consider a separatist type of development
of the Negro struggle to be a calamity, he puts the cart before the
hogsefin Ehe rather important matter of the relation between cause
and effect.

Negro separatism would not of itself be a catastrophe, but
it could only result from a tremendous social catastrophe. One
which would be of sufficient depth to alter the entire relationship
of forces which has been built up as the result of the development
of the modern Negro movement and the creation of the CIO, Only once
during the past 130 years have the Negro mzsses intimated in any
way that they might take the road of senaratism, This was the
result of a social catastrophe: the cdefeat of the HNegroes in the
Reconstruction. This defeat pushed them back into such a terrible
isolation and demoralization, that there was no channel for the move-
ment to express its traditional demand for equality. The result was
the Garvey movement., This occurred, and could have occurred, only
in the deevest isclation and confusion of the Negro masses. The
real meaning of the Garvey movement is that it »rovicded a transi-
tion from the abject defeat of the MNegroes to the renewal of their
traditional struggle for éirect ecvality. It d4id not at all signify
a fundamental nationalism,

Nevertheless, it is undeniable that there were sufficient
elements of genuine separatism in the Garvey movement to have taken
it in a different direction that it actuvally went, under different
circumstances, Consequently, it cannot be excluded, with a re-
appearance of similar conditions which brought on the Garvey move-
ment, under different histcrical circumstances, the separatist ten-
dency might become stronger and even dominant, and the historical
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tendency of the struggle might change its ¢irection., I would view it
as a potentially great revolutionary movement against capitalism

and welcome and support it as such. But no more “revolutionary" than
the present tendency toward direct assimilation.

It is important to note here the following comparison be=-
tween the Negro movement in the United States and the oppressed
nations of Europe. The Negro movement expresses separation at the
time of its greatest backwardness, defeat and isolation. The
oppressed nations express separatism only under the favorable condi-
tions of revolution, solidarity and enlightenment.

We must now return to the specific circumstances which were
mentioned by Trotsky as being concducive to the possible deve lopment
of legro separatism, to my interpretation of them and to Comrade
Breitman's remarks about my interpretation.

First in regard to the "Japanese invasion.," Comrade
Breitman, a fairly literal minded comrade himself, objects to my
literal interpretation of Trotsky's reference to the possibility of
a Japanese invasion being a possible condition for the emergence of
Negro separatism,

Now in the text ("a rough stenogram uncorrected by the
participants'") there is no interpretation of this proposition. At
no other place in either the published discussion or in any writing
does Trotsky allude to it again. YWe are left with the necessity of
interpreting it as is most logical and most con51stent with the con-
text in which it appears.

I am firmly persuvaded that it is necessary to stick very
closely to a literal construction of what Trotsky said here in '
order to retain his meaning, or at least that meaning which appears
to me to be self-evident.

Trotsky said, "If Japan invades t'e United States." He
did not say, "If the United States embarks upon war with Japan,"
Or, "If the United States wars on China.," As a matter of fact the
U.,S, had a long war with the Japanese, an imperialist nation, and
another long war with the North Koreans, a revolutionary people.
Neither of these wars created any conditions vhich stimulated Negro
separatism, But this wasn't what Trotsky was talking about. He
said, "If Japan jinvacdes the United Ctates." £nd he must have meant
Just that, He didn't mean an attack on the Hawaiian Islands, or
the occupation of the Pbilippines, but an invasion of the continental
United States in which large or small areas of the U.S. would come
under the domination of an Asian imperialist power, which, however,
is classified by the United States as an "inferior race."

Such a circumstance 'ould cause a severe shock to the whele
racial structure of American society. And out of this shock might
conceivably come Negro separatism. For in the beginn¢ng of a
Japanese occupation, it seems highly probable that the Kegroes would
receive preferential treatment by the Japanese, at least to the
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extent of being granted equality. But this would be the equality of
subjection to a foreign invader. The contradiction which this kind
of situation would put the Negro people in is the circumstance
which Trotsky saw as containing the possibility of dewveloping Negro
separatism.

Comrade Breitman's proposal that an invasion of China by
the U,S, might bring forth similar results is very wrong. If the
Negro people began to cdevelop a reluctance to fight against China
under the conditions of a protracted war against China, they would
not develop separatist tendencies. They would combine vwith the more
class conscious white workers who felt the same way about it and
develop a vital agitation leading the mass action of the workers and
all the oppressed against the war.,

But it is significant that Comrade Breitman immediately
postulated Negro separatism as the most probable expression of their
opposition to war., This derives from his nationalist conception of
the Negro question. If we could agree that Trotsky's enalysis of
the problem of nationalities in the Russian Revolution was the key to
the understanding of the Negro question I would be more sympathetic
to Comrade Breitman's tendency to see Negro separatism as the possi-
ble result of every minor change in the objective conditions of the
class struggle., As it is I cannot go along with it,

Next comes the question of fascism. Ané again, I am in-
clined to rather literal construction of Trotsky's statement, for the
reason that it is the only one vhich corresponds to the actual possi-
bilities. Trotsky said that if fascism should be victorious, a new
condition would be created which might bring about Fegro racilal
separatism, He wasn't alluding to the temporary victories which
might appear during the course of a long struggle against it, He
specifically included a new and different national "condition" in
race relations: a new privileged condition for the white workers at
the expense of the Negroesy, and the conseguent alienation of the
Negro struggle from that of the vorking class as a whole,

I maintain that until the complete victory of fascism the
basic relation between the HNegro struggle and the working class
struggle will remain unaltered an¢ even in partial and episodic de=-
feats will tend tc grow stronger; that there will be no groundwork
for the erection of a fundamentally separatist movement as long as
the present basic relation between the Fegro struggle ané the worke
ing class struggle remains as it is.

Comrade Breitman says on page 13, "And in that case (an
extended struggle against fascism) may a fascist victory not be possi-
ble in the southern states, resulting in an intensification of
racial delirium and oppression héyond anything yet ¥nown." And may
this not bring about a separatist develooment?

His contention obviously is that a victory of fascism in
the South would result in something qualitatively different than
exists there today. But what is at stake here is not the ¢guestion
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of self-determination, but our conception of the southern social
system, Comrade Breitman obviously disagrees with my analysis of
the South or he could not possibly mal-e such an assertion.

' I have characterized the basic regime in the South since
the end of Reconstruction as fascigt-like; i.e., "herein is revealed
the sociological and historical atencedent cf German fascism,"
Further, a fascist-like regime which has now degenerated into a
police dictatorship.

The present rulers of the South were raised to power by
the Xlan, a middleclass movement of racial terrorism. This movement
was controlled not by the midcdle class, but by the capitalist class
and the plantation ovners. It achieved the elimination of both the
Fegro movement anéd the labor movement from the South for an extended
period of time, It was the result of a defeated and aborted revolu-
tion. It crushed bourgeois democracy and eliminated the wiorking
classy and the srall farrers from any participation in government.
It resulted in a totalitarian type regime. It resulted in a destruc-
tion of the living standards of the masses of people, both white and
tlack, both workers and farmers,

Since the triumph of the Klan in the 189C's which signified
the triumph of a fascist-type regime, there has been no qualitative
change in political relations. As the mass middle class base of
the Klan was dissipated by the evolution of capitallsm, the regime
degenerated into a military dictatorship, which is the condition of
the South today. .

It has been difficult to arrive at a vrecise and scientific
designation of the southern social system. 'hen I say "fascist-
like" it not only implies identity but difference. There are the
following differences,

First, that the souvthern social system vas established not
in the period of capitalist decline but in the veriod of capitalist
rise. The most important conseqguence of this difference has been
that the middle class base of southern fascism was able to achieve
substantial benefits from their servitude to the plantation owners
and capitalists in their function as agents of the oppresslon of the
legroes and the workers generally, The persecution of the Jews by
the German middle class got them nothing but their own degradation,
As capitalist decline sets in the South, the middle class base of
the southern system begins to lose its sonial weight and many of the
benefits it originally derived from the system, .

Second, the southern system occurred in an agrarian economy,
whereas, fascism in Surope was a phenomenon of the advanced indus-
trial countries.  In the more backward agrarian countries of Turope
and Asia, where the reasantry is the main numerical force which
threatens capitalism, it has not been recessary to resort to the de-
velopment of a fascist movement in order to achieve counter-revolu-
tion. In the Balkan countries, a nilltary counter-revolution was
sufficient to subdue the peasantry in the revolutionary years follow-
ing the Russian revolution, ,
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The counter-revolvtion in the United States agrarian South
during the Reconstruction required the cdevelopment of a fascist-
like movement long before its necessity was felt elsewhere. This
was becavse chattel slaves are more like mocern proletarians than
like peasants.,

The wealkness of the peasantry as a class has been their :
petty-bourgeois character as tillers of small plots of soil to which
they are attached, This has dispersed them, and rade it difficult
and 1ndeed impossible for the veasantry to form a unified and homo-
geneous movement,

The chattel slave, the product of an ancient mode of pro-
duction, has no land, no property, no nothing, He differs from the
modern wage slave only in that he does not even have his own labor
to sell for he doesn't even own his body. In addition to this, un-
like the peasantry, slaves are worked in large numbers, and in the
western hemisphere, under conditions of large scale commercial ag-
riculture,

This proletarian quality of the slave has resulted in the
creation of movements of considerably gre:ter "omogeneity and vi-
tality than were possible for:the peasantry of Europe. Capitalism
was made aware of this in both Haiti and in the U.S. Reconstruction.

The third difference between the southern system in the
U.S. and European fascism is that the southern system was a regional
rather than a national system. It was always surrounded by a more
or less hostile social environment within the framework of a single
country. It did not have national sovereignty. So even though the
southern bourbons have held control of some of the most important
objects of state power in the United States for many decades and
have attempted to spread their sccial system nationally in every
conceivable manner, that they have not heen successful has been a
source of canstant pressure upon the whole social structure of the
‘South. The great advances which the ‘egro mcvement of the South
have made of recent years occur under conclticns of the degerera-
tion of the southern system, The limitations of these same acdvances
are, however, that the basic regime established by the Klan remains
intact,

A new fascist upsurge in the South would worsen the con-
ditions of the Negroes only in degree, not qualitatively. Comrade
Breltman's position is that there would be a gualitative differercr,
It seems to me that it is necessary to core with this question
igndamentally, rather than exclusively with its secondsry manifes* -

ons.

There is another fzlse conclusion inherent in uomrade
'Breitman s series of assumptions., A vietory of meo-fascism in the
South would have no fundamental effect upon *he basic course of the
Negro movement, For although the legro moverent is not "rational"
in the sense that Comrade Breitman refers to it, it is certainly
national in scopej it is a single homoveneous moverent +hrouvhot*
the country,
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This was true in 1830 and it is trve today. In the era
before the Civil War, the movement of the slaves could take no open
or legal character in the South. The northern i'egro nmovement was
the open expression of the slaves' struggle. 3ut it al~o provided
t?e fundamental leadership and program for the movement of the
slaves,

A similar relation between the virious geographical sec-
tions of the Negro moverent exists today. This relationship is
modified, however, by the fact that the specific weight of the fegro
struggle outside the South is greater than it was a centuvry ago, by
virtue of the large concentration of ilegroes in the northern and
western cities,

6. The Question of the Independent Organjization of Negroes

Comrade Breitman has asked me to express myself more clear-
ly and fully on the vital aspect of the llegro question relating to
the "independent activities" of the liegro movenent.,

Very well, I advocate the unqualified support of the inde=-
pendent organizational expressions of the iiegro struggle. I con-
sider "that the various manifestations of the independent character
of the Negro struggle represent an absolutely essential arena of
ogﬁ work, This applics to the all-Negro organizations, as well as
others. ,

I have a different evaluation of the quality of the inde-
pendent Negro movement than does Comrade Breitman, I see the.inde-
pendence of the movement as expressing the fundamental aspirations
of the Negro people in a contradictory manner; separate organization
is the form in which the demand for assimilation is found., This
results from the contracdictory character of race relations in the
U.S. White supremacy is created arnd rmaintained by the independent
and exclusive organization of whites., Iiegroes are, therefore,
forced into racial organization of their own in orcer to conduct
a struggle against the race system.

On this guestion of the independent character of the iegro
struggle Comrade Ereitman is preoccupied with the form of the
struggle., He tends to confuse the guestion of independence of form
with independence as a direction of social motion. He imnlies con--
stantly and even states that virtve of ind dent form, its

direction of motion may become towards social independence.

Although he has reluctantly aclnovledged that we must also
deal with something other than form, Comrade Breitran's complete
preoccupation with it has committed him to disregard all of the
fundamental economic, cultural, geogranhical, and historical factors,
the difference in consciousness and direction of motion, the differ-
ence in origin and development, all of which set the Negro question
apart from the national question in Furope. Becavse of the one
factor of independence of form of the struvsggle which bears a slight
" similarity to the movements of oppressed nations of eastern Europe;
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the Negro struggle is to him, therefore, national in character and
will (or may) be stimulated toward separatism by similar circum-
stances which produced the derand for self-determination of the
national minorities of Lurope.,

7. Self-determination and the White Workergs

One of the signs of the vanguvard character of the NMegro
struggle in its relation to the struggle of the working class again-
st capitalism is the greater class consciousness of Negro workers as
compared to the white working class.

This class consciousness derives from race consciousness
and is rooted in the very nature of the Negro question. One of the
main factors which prevents the development of class consciousness
in the American working class is race prejudice, Specifically:
white chauvinism,

The division of American society into races cuts across
the working class, The white monopoly in skilled crafts created an
aristocracy of labor corresponéing to the racial division of society
in general., The working class generally accepted the idea that they
secure an economic advantage from the subordinate position of Negroes
in the working class.

But as the role of the skilled crafts diminishes in modern
industry, the possibility of maintaining an aristocratic division in
the working class is revealed as a weapon against the working class
as a whole, dividing it and preventing unified class action against
capitalism.

Class consciousness and race prejudice do not mix. Rather
one excludes the other. It is cnly the revolutionary socialists and
the Negroes who are the implacable and conscious foes of race pre-
judice,

Segregation is the foundation of prejudice. The Negrces,
in their struggle against segregation are constantly clearing the
ground for the emerc<ence of class consciousness in the norking class
as a vhole,

It is the historical role of the Negro struggle toc break down
race prejudice in the working class and thereby to lead white worXers
toward class consciousness.

If the Negro struggle should change its course and strike
out for racial independence, it would deprive the worliting class of
its most class conscious, and advanced segments, Such a development
would probably doom the American working class to a long continvation
of its nresent political backwardness,

Under these conditions, legro separatism would be reaction-
ary and we would fight it mercilessly along with the militant “ezroes.
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The movement for the 49th State was precisely such a re=-
actionary movement., It was promoted by middle class iegroes at the
very time when Negro workers were at last in a position to see the
possibility of joint struggle with the white workers against the
erployers in the great struggles of the 1930's, This moverent was
rightly condemned by the militant Negroces associated with the work-
ing class movement and with the N.,A,A.C,P,

At the present moment, the rise to prominence of many
Negro segregated educational institutions is calculated to be a
counterweight to the struggle against segregation in the schools.

As the American working class reaches the very threshold
of class consciousness and is on the verge of overcoming race pre=~
Judice sufficiently to take a fundamental step in consciously organi-
zing itself as a class; at this time there will unguestionably be
a revival of Negro separatism. It will be a last-ditch attempt on
the part of the capitalist class to prevent vorking class solidarity
and we will fight it.

It is not difficult under present concditions to convince
even backward white workers of the idea of the right of lNegreces to
self-determination., This is because it corresponds to their race
prejudice., It is precisely the backwardness of the white working
class and the tradition of segregation which make the idea of self-
determination for the Hegroes more palatable and "realistic" to
prejudiced white workers than the idea of immediate and uvncondi-
tional equality.

This factor it another reason that Negroes tend to be hos-
tile to the idea of their self-determination. It also reveals
another important distinction between the national question as ex-
pressed in the Russian Revolution and the race question in the U.S.
In the struggle against Russian capitalism, the slogan of self-
determination for the oppressed minorities was the key to the libera-
tion of the Russian workers from Great Russian chauvinism.

_ But it is different with racial chauvvinism. The fcundation
of racial exploitation is not forced assimilation but segregation,
White chauvinism expresses essentially the ideology of segregation.
By virtue of the fact that segregation is part of the implieéd
foundation of the i1dea of Negro self-determination, it tends to
confirm white workers in their chauvinistic backwardness.

7. On the Nature of the

The idea of self-determination of the oppressed‘minorities
of Europe has played a decisive roie in the unfolding of the revolu-
tion there since 1917, %“hat is the actual context of this icea?

First of all, of and by itself, it decides nothing for an
oppressed minority except to open vp *the question of free chcice
in deciding the fundamental questions, The economic and political
deve lopment of Great Russia required the subordination of petty
states and principalities to the national needs, as in the unifica-
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tion of France and Britain., But the belated and uneven cdevelop-
ment of Russia combined the development of a single nation, Great
Russia, with its imperialist oppression of subject peoples.

This expression of uneven development was typical of
eastern Europe in general, And in many cases the pressure for
assimilation into the cdominant nation was strong enough, and the
national aspirations of the oppressed minorities sufficiently sub-
dued to inject an element of doubt as to the fundamental historical
mode of direction of these peoples.

The revolutionary party cannot appear before such oppressed
minorities as dictating to ther that they must aspire to independence.
By means of the slogan of self-determination, the Bolsheviks invited
the oppressed minorities to undertake a struggle for national inde-
pendence and promised them support if they should so decide.

Therefore, the slogan for self-determination is a trangi-
tional slogan; a transition to national consciousness.

What is to be determined? 1In the first place it is not
one of two things which are involved at this stage. It is not a
matter of determining either assimilation or independence. For an
oppressed nation does not struggle for assimilation., It merely
ceases to be a nationality and assimilates. Such a nation does not
determine that it will do this, but is just absorbed into the
dominant nation.

The only thing to be determined is whether to undertake
a struggle for naticnal independence,

The second phase of -the question of self-determination
occurs when national consciousness is already established and a
nation begins to emerge. In the Russian Revolution the oppressed
nationalities established the conditions of their future assimila-
tion into the USSR under the Bolshevik principle of self-determina-
tion. The question to be determined at this stage was whether the
"formerly oppressed nations of Czarism should give up a portion of
their national sovereignty and federate into the USSR, or to assert
complete independetice, Either of these choices is, of course, merely
the condition by which these people will eventually assimilate into
morld soclalism which will be without national boundary lines.

Among the colonial peoples the slogan of self-determinaticn
has 1little if any meaning or application. Their struggles are from
the beginning far advanced in comperison to the small nations of
Europe., They have already determined not only that they are naticns
but also that they want and require comnlete inderendence from the
oppressing imperialist country.

Furthermore, the nationalism of most colonial peoples is
not generally questioned by the oppressor so long as it does not
express the desire for independence, Britain never attempted to
"assimilate" the Indians, as Russia did the Ukrainians. On the con-



~19-

trary the strictest division betreen the European and "native"
cultures was always maintained as a necessary condition of the rule
of the British,

- The Chinese never felt the need for this kind of transi-
tional slogan to awaken their resentment of colonial oppression or
their desire to be independent of it.

Neither the Colonial Theses of the Second Congress of the
Comintern, nor the theses on the Far Zast of the First Congress of
the Fourth International give any indication that the question of
self-determination plays a role in the struggle of the colonial
peoples against imperialism. Theirs is a direct struggle for inde-
pendence which doesn't require this transitional vehicle., The
strategic problem for the revolutionary party is considered to be to
create a class differentiation in the national struggle whereby the
proletariat may be able to give leadership to it, .

8. The Negr the Question of Self-Determinat

I have admitted a certain limited historical possibility
in which the Negro movement might take a separatist course. Such
as after the complete triumph of fascism in the U,S,

I believe that even under such circumstances the separat-
ist movement of Negroes would probably have the same function that
the Garvey movement had in its day: to provide a transition to
the open struggle for direct assimilation,

But even in this circumstance, the fundamental difficulty
reappears. For the slogan of self-determination was designed for
the national question in Europe, and the Negro question in the U,S.
is different in kind.

If the necessities of the struggle against capitalism re-
quired the Fegroes to aspire or strive for racial separation it
would probably be quite as obvious as the desire for national inde-
rendence of the colonial peoples., In this csse the slogan of self-
determination would be just as meaningless as it is today for both
the colonial peoples and the YNegroes in the U,S,

Negroes in the United States do not have national conscious-
ness, This is not because they are politically baclwaré as the
Stalinists claim and as Comrade Breitman implies, but because there
1s no economic groundwork upon which they might build a national
consciousness,

They do, however, possess race consciousness. Race con-

sclousness is primarily the Megroes' gconsciousness of equality anc
their willineness to struggle for its vindication. This conscious-

ness is the tic vivalent of the national congciousne

ed n n nd of the ass consciousness of the work
clagsse It is equivalent in that it orovides an adequate groundwork
for the solution of the question of racial discrimination,
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among the oppressed nations and classes of the worlc, both
national and class consciovsness can be fulfilled in the present
eroch only through the socialist revolution. This is also true
of Negro race consciousness.

What is the problem of consciousness among Megroes®? Some
Negroes are not conscious of their right to equality. They are
victims of the pressure of white supremacy and through the B.T,
Yiashington influence accept the social status of inequality as
right and proper. They must strive to be the equivalent of whites
by the standards of white supremacy.,

The individual, left to his or her own resources must work
out a servile solution to his or her individuval problem, The
? social objective which 1is contained in this theory is the possi-
bility of a separate but subordinate society for Negroes modeled
after the social system of the 3South,

This is another reason that Negroes react with hostility to
the program of legro separatism: it is very well known to them
as containing racisl subordination,

Our Strategical problem is to overcome the absence of race
consciousness, Or, putting it another way: to find a transition
to race consciousness,

To propose to the mass workers and Negroes the idea of self-
determination would be wrong, For the decisive fact in the accept-
ance of white supremacy is the acceptance of segregation. The
slogan of self-determination regquires the desire for segregation
%gi%tg foundation. Upon this foundation national consciousness is

u . ‘

In this manner the idea of self-determination cuts across
the path of our strategic problem because it encourages the accept-

2 - ance of segregation; and this 1s the case whether it is advanced
as a slogan or merely helé in abeyance in our theoretical analysis.

L Comrade Breitman's support of the idea of self-determinat- -
ion estranges him from the Negro movement on two counts. First, in
relation to the mass of MNegroes who have attained race conscious-
ness. These Negroes are above the level of consciousness which
requires the kind of transition which is represented in the slogan
of self-determination. He proposes that the revolution will (or
may) return the Negroes to a stage of ignorance and backwarcness
in which this elementary type of transitlonal slogan will corres-
pond with their lack of consciousness,

Second, this idea contrihutes nothing to the consciousness
of the more backward Negroes except to confirm their btackwardness,

T stion of Method

The question ofAmethod has become involved in the dis-
cussion primarily with Comrade Rreitman's preoccupation with form,
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There are several other aspects of his thinking which
require scrutiny from this point of view, The first of these is
the tentative character of all or most of his conclusions. This is
illustrated by the astonishing circumstance that some of his nost
important conclusions are contained in rarenthetical expressions.

' This has been a considerable irritation to me in replying
to him: how difficuvlt it is to break through a parenthesis to make
a polemic! But in reality this does him no discrecdit., For this is
evidently his means of saying that although he reacts with hostil-
ity to my point of view he is not prepared to propose his own in as
categorcial a manner as I have mine,

He has thereby left important question marks over his own
point of view. I consider this a contrihution to the tone of the
discussion which will help to prevent the crystallization of
opinion before the discussion is in a more acvanced stage.

Nevertheless, I must call attention to these cuestion
marks., I have acdvanced a fundamental proposition of the two poles
of the Negro movement bheing separatism and assimilation, There is
nothing rore fundamental to the nature of a question than it- in-
ternal polar opposition. Yet:Comrace Ereitman, while he disagrees
with ny statement of this polar opposition, has only this to say:
"(Such over-simplification would be unnecessary with another con-
ception, here advanceé tentatively:eei.oesos)™

On page 12. '"We c¢do not know the precise historical cdirect-
ion the Negro movement will take," DNow it is not up to us to cet-
ermine in advance all the tactical variants through which a moverent
must go in orcder to fulfill its cdestiny. Dut "...the nrecise histor-
ical direction!" is the one thing that we are supnosed to know. s
a matter of fact that is the one thing vhich has given us the respon-
sibility of the whole future of mankind: that we know the precise
historical direction of every social movement which rertains to the
international social revolution against canitalism, and the polit-
ical revolution against the Soviet burecaucrzcy. If we co not now
what the precise historical ¢irection of motion of the Negro struggle
isy it is high time we found out, for that is our fundamental concern.

On page 19, he says, in the same vein, "But if the Fegro
masses; for vhatever rrason and desrite our advice,; should ceter-
mine that they can't get or cdon't want equality through integration
esss'etc. This particular qguestion mark which Corrade Treitman
puts over his own convictions is part of his rystical attachment
to Negro nationalism., For he somehow linows that the Yegro peonle
will ("possibly") demand a separate state, but he cannot give any
reason fow it, therefore he must include in "is vrogrem, "Put if
the Negro=s, for whatevsr reason" wan® to develon a separate socie-
ty we should supnort them.

Yet another characteristic of Comracde “reitman's article
is argument by implication.

Take/for instance his handling of the Garvey moverment., I
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have analyzed this movement on two separate occasions. Comrade
Breitman apparently disagrees with this analysis. He says that I
dismiss the question too lightly and am wrong in icentifying Garvey
with Booker T, Washihgton.

He doesn't like my analysis. But what is his? He doesn't
give any,

Now it is just possible that he believes that my argument
and analysis are completely vanguished by his few reproving words,
That would indicate that he doesn't consider it necessary to re-
state an argument which is alreacy conclusively proved., That is,
he argues here by implication., &s elsewhere in the article, he
relies upon traditional conceptions to argue for him., Eut these
are precisely the conceptions which I have challenged, and very
specifically, too,.

It may be that there are others who, like Comrade Breitman
consider the traditional conception of cuestions to be sufficient
evidence of their correctness, by virtue of their tracditional
existence, DRut Comrade Breitman sets himself the task of convincing
-me and the whole party of the errors of my point of view, This
requires more than an implied:argument. ’

10, CSelf-Determination and Stalinism

I believe that I have referred before to the astonishing
fact that our resolution on the Negro question is probably uni?ue
in all the political resolutions of the party in that it doesn't
even mention Stalinism,

The Stalinists rank very high among our political enemiles,
They are, at least, our most serious competitors for the allegiance
of the radical HNegroes, Yet we have nevcr rublished a criticism of
their program for MNegroes.

The only possible inference which could be drawn from this
circumstance is that we have no prograrratic or theoretical criti-
cism of the Stalinists. Comrade Preitman justifies this inference
in his proposition that our difference with the Ctalinists is a
tactical and propaganda difference: that they cdefend the right of
the Negroes to self-cdetermination in a wvulgar and bureaucratic

manner.

Comrade Breitman's frivolous description, on page 16, of
what the Stalinist position on the Negro question is, does the
Stalinists a great injustice. For the groundwork of the Stalinist
conception of the Negro question is the nationalist conception of
the Nggro question. 4 néd this is Comrade BPreitman's fundamental
ground

The main difference between the position of Comrade Breit-
man ané that of the Ctalinists is that v+here he is tentative, they
are sure; where he 1s vague, they are clear; where Comrade Ereitman
says that the Negroes pmgy cdevelop separatist tendencies, the
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S5talinists say that the Fegroes will.

Comrade Treitman designates the lMegroes as a nation, not
directly, but by his reference to the icent ity of the MNegro struggle
and the problem of the "non-classical' nationalities of the Russian
revolution. The Stalinists say that the Hegroes are a nation be-
cause they fulfill all of the economic and cultural conditions
which are the basis of nationalism.

Comrade Sreitman suggests that I would be a poor one to
clarify and explain hov our defense of the Negroes' right to self-
determination differs from the Stalinists'. &nd he is quite right.
For I do not believe that the question of self-determination 1s at
stake in the Negro struggle. The concept of self-determination is
a reactionary idea which cuts across the historical line of devel-
opment of the struggle, confu51ng its nature, its aims and object-~
ives .

I have upon several occasions alluded to the hostility
with which many militant Negroes regard the theory of Fegro self-
determination., But it is quite true that the Communist Party has
a considerable Negro cadre, and upon occasion this has heen pointed
out as a contradiction to my contention of the attitude of Negroes
toward the question of their self-determination.

This isy to be sure, a militant group of Negroes, and if
they are not devoted to the idea of self-determination, they are
at least tolerant of it to the extent that they are willing to 1live
in a party which holcds this idea in theoretical abeyance.

But the idea of self-determination for legroes in the U.,S,
is no more fantastic than the theory of socialism in one country and
all the political fantasies which flow frox it. Vhen a person of
any race or nationality whatever, becores so corrupted in thinking
as to be able to accept the fundamental volitical line of ltalin-
ism, it shoul¢ not be too hard to accept the idea of self-deter-
mination for smerican Negroes,; even as expourded ty the Stalinists,

There is another sice to the. probler of Stalinism. The
Stalinist party goes through a regular cyclical crisis over the
question of race prejucice. Periods of theoretical reaffirmation
of the theory of Negro self-determination alternate with purges and
campalgns against white chauv inism, '

This hectic internal life around¢ the race question, is
caused primarily by the fact that the basic theorv of the Jtalinists
on the Negro struggle does nothing to liberate white workers from
prejudice, but on the other hand corresponds to their backwardness
and tends to confirm them in it,

Our criticism of Stalinism must be a fundamental one. Ior
I conceive it to be our task as far as theory is concerned to vindi-
cate in every conceivable manner and in all phases,; the lMegro
struggle for equality. 7he confusion of the Negro guestion with the
national question in i.urope and the colonial qguestion serves only
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to obscure the real nature of this struggle and constitutes a gual-
ification, or limitation to the validity of the real Negro struggle.,

1,

2.

3.

De

Summary

The Negro question in the United States is not a national but
is the qguestion of racial discrimination.

I disagree with the pronosition that the study of the national
question in the Russian revolution gives specific illumination
to the Negro guestion in the United States, except in that it
reveals a qualitative difference between them,

Essentially, only the complete victory of fascism in the U.S.
could transform the movement for direct assimilation through
immediate equality into one of racial independence,

The dual nature of the Negro struggle arises from that fact

that a whole people regardless of class distinction are the
victims of discrimination., This problem of a whole people can
be solved only through the proletarian revolution, uncer the
leadership of the working class. The legro struggle is therefore
not the same- as the class struggle, but in its independent char-
acter is allied to the working class. Decause of the indepen-
dent form of the Negro movement, i1t does not thereby become a
national or separatist struggle, but draws its laws of develop-
ment from its character as a racial struggle against segregation
and discrimination,

The question of self-determination is not the question which is
at stake in the Negro struggle.

We have in our resolution and in the party consciousness on the
Negro question, as expressed by Comrade Rreitman, a conception
of Negro nationalism and the importance of the idea of Negro
self-determination, I believe that this should be combatted and
eliminated., First, because it is dialetically incorrect.
Second, because most Negroes are hostile to it on a completely
progressive basis., Third, because it teaches white workers
nothing but tends to confirm them in their traditional race
prejudice.

In conclusion, I wish to thanlzt Comrade Breitman for his

reply, which in its own way was straight-forward ané more revealing
than I had anticipated. I hope that he will not consider that it
has revealed more to me than is justified by its content or by
direct implication.

Los Angeles
January 3, 1955



