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1T REMAINS TO

1. THE STRANGLEHOLD OF TH: SUPER-POMERS

The two most pathetic figures on the intcrnational scene are
"the red sun of the revolutionary neople of the world" = Mao == and the
apostlie of “French grandeur" -~ DeGaulle, I 53y this not because I am an
acherent of the reverse of Mao's theory that U,S, imperialism $s @ "peper
tiger", f.,e. "Chine is 2 breeze™ because it 15 so industrially backward.
Or that DeGaulle lives in the 18th century.

On the contrary, I say it with full, oppressive awereness of the
Sapitsliscic state-power of beth France and China in the 20th century, as
their entry into the exclusive world nuclear club proves. And I do not ynder-
estimate their efforts, thelr tireless efforts, to break from the viseslike
grins of the nuclear titens.

Nevertheless, these ceascless efforts notwithstanding, all one
has to do to see their constantly diminishing world influence is to cempsre
the influence of these world figures this vear to whet it wag Just o few
vears back.,  Take NDeGaulle's challenge to the U.S, as it laoked when he
seemed to have succeeded in eresting & veritsble new werld axis -« Parips
Bonn == in the -very hesrt of Europe, to 1967 when that "third force™ in.
the world has shoun ‘Itself to be nothing more then a stillbirth. . = France's
attempt to be "neutrally" pert of the four Powers that would mediate the
Middle East crisis baving been rebuffed, 1t was left no choice but to
follow the line of the other nuclear titan, Russia, and La Grnd Charles
himself came up with nothing mare world-shaking to announce than an in=~ -
crease In the aid to the province of Quebec in Canada, )

Now compare Mao's ringig challenge to Russia in 1962 when the
Communist. world seemed indeed to be veering {n China's direction; theste-
tically, and actually, too, he wag on the verge of creating a whale new ©
world axls «~ Peking-Djekarta -« to 1967, when the very thought of any -
such axis is inconceivable. And far from tangling wich that "paper tigert--
U.S. imperislism -- he leaves North Vietnam to fight alone the gigantic,
oppressive, overpowering U,S. might} while theoretically, his strongest
contribution ~- the art of guerrilla warfare -- ia being taken over and -
transformed by lictle Cuba where Fidel ia atrutting absut as the new world
challenger. . :

This new vain delusion need not cencern us fer cthe moment. What
needs to be examined here is this; why do the secondary "great powers"
have so little elbow room for independent maneuvering on the world atege




rha* DeCaulle sounds sentle while "our most resnected, most beloved great
helmsman of the ship of state" looks like nothing so much a2s a elassic
case of paranola?

The inescapable and Incontrovertible fact is this? the deeth-like
grip of the two supcr-powers exposés the jmpotence of the challengers.
And when it comes to productive capacity, there i3 not even iwo, but only
one, SUpeYXepower, : .

Here are the cold statistics, which underpin the Gargantuan
weight, the hateful arrogance, the sheer barbsrism of U.S. capitalism:

Though the U.3. covers only seven percent of the world's iand,
and six percent of the world's people, it has no less than half of the
productive power of £11 the rest of the world. U.S. annual ovtput was
3740 billion while all the rvest of the world put togeiher, including Russia,
was 51525 billion, Wot only doca Russia not match U.S. production; but
no conceivable blaoe of nations, no matter how technologically advanced,
coines close to it, ’

In-a word, though Russis 1§ secord, it is not a very close second,
It i3 second. only from the point of view of destructive nuclear capacicy
and space technology. But if we consider productive power, Just-eleven.
states of northern USA, it has been estimated, equal s1l of Russia (u.S.
News & World Recort, July 24; 1967)3 §$350.1 billion as egainst $350 billion.

. beGaulla Fronce doesn't figure in this at all. To it,. you need
to add ali the other great industrial West European states in order to
equal what 26 states of the U.5. produces 5535.2 billion against $333
billion,. T ' :

As for Chine with tts 700 million souls, California alone oute
produces thet vast land: $84 billion as against $80 billion. -While
Africa -- Eest, West; North and even including rich apsrtheld South Africa=-
produces only a8 little more than the stote of I1llinois: $50 billien to
$48 billion annual output, ) . : T

This does not mean the U.S. is invincible. On the contrary. Where
we meet the positive of the post-war world, that is to say, the anti-im-
perialist struggles for national independence; we see that these struggles
for national self~determination won out Bgainst U.S. imperialism, against
British and French imperialtsm, snd a new, third world did arise. The
greatest new energy force here waa not nuclear, gometimes not evén milltary,
but just a humon moss forca -armed onty with the idea of freadom, which
made freedom coma to be nevertheless, ‘ : Lo

It is this which has undermined the British and French empires.
Where the revolutlons had to be violent, they were, as in the Hungarien
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Revolution agatnst Russian totalitorlanism, In both its violent and non-
. violent forms, it shook up also U.S. imperialism. At least it mode it
impossible for the U.S., despite it military might, unguestioned tech-
tologlcal supertority and econemic power, to impose & Pax America on the
world,

All you have to do to sce this is to luok st how that Gollath,
U.%. imperialism, is pinned down in South Vietnam. 1In e word, where Mao
and DeGaulle look pathetic, a human msas force fighting for freedom not
only can staond up to the super-power, but it has that super-powar so fedr-~
ful of anyone starting & "second front®, that the U,5. felt compelled
te bztray its "commitments® to Isvael,

On the surface, this seemsa to. support Che Guevara's, contention
that the way to overcome U,5. imperialism ig by creating "more Vietnams",
Earlicr 1 said thot even theoretically, Man's China of 700 million souls
seems to bave fallen on lean doys indeed, when little Cuba seems to have
moved front end centey of the Conmunist world stage, I should now add thae
noth:ing punches more holes in that delusion than the fact that the atar of
the Organizatlon of Latin American Solidarity show wos Stokely Carmichsel,

This 18 not necessarily to denigrste Carmichael's role. Rather
it is to question why Castrg, the Premier of Cuba, about to address the
first conference of Communists of 27 Latin Amcrican and Carlbbean countries
=« the Organization of Letin American Soliderity -- and, In fact, prepared
to issue a challenge to world communism, both the Rusgian sand Chinese
variants, on the tentral question of achleving state power ==~ should feel
he needs Cermichael? And what 1s Carmichael getting in turni.- '

. In.ovder to be able'to'nnswer:both these quesﬁibns, we mst first
turn to the Negro Rewlution in America, and then to Castro's world pina-
Cess.

1I. THE NEGRO REVOLUTION

In announcing that the former Chalrman of SNCC, Stokely Crymichael,
had gone from Hevana to Hanoi, H. Rap Brown declared that Auguat 18, 1965,
.the dzy of the Watts Revols, will bg colebrated as the blacks' *Declarstion
of Indepcndence! beccuse "blacka stopped moéning ' We shall overcome' and
started siwinging to 'Burn, brby, burn.™ He should have added that SNCC
was nowhere in sight then, though today they are trying to get credit For
all the actlon as if the "Black Power" slogen, instesd of the sponteneous
action of the Negro masses, created the new stage of revelt, . .

SNCC 18 wrong also In denigrating the battles for freedom in the
first five years of the 1960s. The truth is that without these battles,
first initisted by Negro youth in Greensboro, North Carclina, that ine
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spired Northern white youth to take those Freedom Rides to Misatasippi,
and the Negro masses to reach the high points in 1963-64 in the Birming-
hem and Selma marches, the confrontations with the Bull Connors, the
clectric cattle prods and vicious police dogs and water hoges, there would
have been no SNCC, but then Brown might have had to admit the unity of
white and black in these battles == and the creation of SNCC itgelf by
others than those who now head tt. :

What did heppen that wes new in 1965 wag that the real wvenguard
~~the Negro masses -~ pointed out a truth, that the methods of styuggle
in the South achieved nothing for the Negro ghettocs of the North; thet
ic was time for the lenders to start listening to che voices from below,
here and now, In pointing out that all self-styled vanguerdists, black
' a3 well as white, were ncwhere around when Watts burst into revolt, we
addressed ocurselves especially to the vhite radicals, stating that it
was absolutelv criminal for them to have left the Negre liberstien atmggle
for full concentrction on the anti-Vietnam war movement when, in truth,
the most objectively rooted, indigenous, and most revolutionsry struggle
~in the U,S, is the Negro movement itself. I added: “Earlier I spoke
of my opposition to absentee leaders. Let me now assure you things are
- worse when they are prasent,” They are.~1l there now. And it ia worse.

So let us look at 1967 as we see it and as they see it,

fis the Draft Thesis and the Editorial in the Augugt-September

issue of Mews & Letters expressed it: ) . o

) "Detroit has opened a' new stage 'of Nezro revolt. In common
with the outbursts oceurring throughout the land -- frem Boston to Spanish
Harlem, from Tuesen to Newark, from Cleveland to Secramento, end some 80
other ¢cities -- the veice of anger, frustrrtion with, and rejection of,
their conditions of life was loud and clear. Unlike the other rebellions,
Detroit revolted, not agsinst "whitey" as such, but sgaingt white class
society, : ' .

“This does not maon that the black vorker is not as conscious
of his race as of his class, Nor does it mean that the black waorker
has any illusions about the lack of prejudice among the ordinery white
workers. And it certainly doesn't mean thst he himeelf overflows
"love® for his fellow white workers, But it does mean that ‘there is
sufficlent class consciousness to want to fight kim in a different way,

1t_1is rhig class awarencss that digtin ishes the Nepro revolt from all
others now caovering the length and breadth of the 1and.,

"Today the vitality of the Negro people, full of purpose, has
attacked only the symptoms of oppression -- the white landlord in the
_slums, the white merchant, the white middleman,

"This is not because they do not know who Mr. Big is,

"Rather it is becruse they do not see white labor ready to join
them {n thair determination te undermine the whole system. They know betrey
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the elitist leaders, that, without white labor, the system cannot be
torn up by its roots.

: "To try to deny this, to make the revolt appecr purely racist,
the power structure - from Democratic Vice-President Humphrey to Repub-
lican Governor Romney, plus the liberal Establishment «= have had to
quote Stokely Carmichael. He, however, was .in Havanajy the action was in
Detroit, He was talking, not acting. Those who were the actuel parti-
cioants in the revolt made their actions stark and clear: Down with the
black slums. Let's not have two nations, one filthy rich and the other
miserably poor. Let's have one nation with totally different, truly
hunan relationships." .

Now, supposing for the sake of argument, this is rot the tyuth
of the new stage of Negro Revolt, that, instead, the S5NCC reading of it
a8 violence, and only violence, violence against whizey,-as such, including
white labor, is the one and only direction for the Vegro Rewoler.

There are those who-are all too ready to concede them this
point, But SNCC itself, 2s {ts leaders travel abroad, iz making it..
quite clear that it is not any and sll violence but a very special
brend toward which they ere moving == guerrilla warfare.

Moreover, it is not, after gll, whitey &s such that they

oppoae == that is talk for the U.S. But atroad they. bow quite lew .

to the superior white pxactltioners of auerrilla warfare -- Fidel
Castra, Che Guevars and their alter~ego and theoretician, the young -
French philosopher, Regis Debray, In a word, when the speech is not
aimed at the US, the black-face routine comea off., These new fagt~
pacing "globe trotters" {to borrow an expression from DeBray, who .applies.
it derogatorily te those who talk rather than do) suddenly begin to use
"Marxist-Leninist™(or what they think are"Marxist-Leninist"™) enti-capi-
talist categories, The trouble here s that.they have learmed their
"Marxist-Leninism" from those who have perverced that philosophy of
liberation by the masses therselves into one of an elite leadership
moking" 1t "for" tha masaes. THerefore, in turning to the theory of
guerrilla warfare,we must lssue three warnings.

II1. THE GUERRILLAS WAR ON SOCIAL REVOLUTION

, One i8 to stress from the start that guerrille way is not ==
is NOT =- & pseudonym for sociel revolution, .of a genuine uprooting

~of capitallst class relations, but merely a substitution of state capi-
talism (eslling itself Coumunism) for grivate capitaliae relationn.

Secondly, it is not that which emerged out of :he African - -

Revolutions which csme about, not 8s the result of guerrilla warfare,
~but of masa actions on the political and class struggle front., The
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only instance that bears any resemblance to a guerrills type of wesr were
the Mzu Mau battles for freedom, They were » precursor of Africen Revolt.
They certzinly did shake up British imperislism, {And L might add for
those who are not acquainted with our psmphlet on the Mau Mau revolt--
Kenya People Spenk For Themselves ~- we Alone gave that revolt voice;

we dlan't have to w it for SNCC's belrred finding of the Meu Mau in 19673
we publighed in 19531) But since ths/t form of revolt falled, the next
form of revolt tock a more winning shape-«messes in motion armed with
nothing but an idea of freedom that their creativity mrde a reallity,.

In a word, precisely becsuse the underlying philosophy of 1li-
beration wes a8 ntw Humonism, it was, though centered around Negritude
-- blackness, or Africanization -- not racist, but & self-determination
openly aligning itself; not with Communism, but with Marxism.

Thirdly, Guerrills Warfare was not the panaces {t is made
out to be, It is not the "guaranteed" way to achieve state power,
though those who embark upon that road think it {s.. Above all, it iz
not a.short-cut but the long protracted rosd. It has often failed -~
from the Phllippines to Burma, from Malrya to Indis, not to mention
Japan. The post-war world is full of guerrilla wars which have not
succeeded, . - ’ : :

There is no "magic" to guerrilla wsr. Take the most clessic
exsmple of its success-=China. The road to wower, the very long pro-
tracted road to power, wes not a straight line, Mao won iness sdheraunts
only after he ceme down from the Yenan Caves to fight with Chlang's
troops sgainat the.foreign . Inveder==Japan, And-even when he broke with
Chiang and resumed the road to $tate power, he had helpe<grudging help
it is true--since Stalin opposed at first, but nevertheless, subatentisl
‘help a*_a _tims when China lay in ruins. I am not saying that Mao did
-not win through his own forces. He most certainly did, And he won
against Stalin's advice and by putting into practice his own theory
of guerrilla warfare as & road.to power, What I em saylng is that it’
is neither "magic" nox a shortcut. g ;

Finally, ~=- and it is this which interests us most, singe it
18 this which attracts Caermichael, who wishes to foist it upon the Regro
Revolution here =~ let's look at a "pire" example of 8. succegsful
Guerrilia Wer: Castro against Batista's Armed Forces.

Here, too, as Castro's guerrilla army moved to f£inal triumph,
it had to be coordinated with the aid of the city proletariat who had
used other forms of class struggle, such.as the general strike. Though
the City had to subordinate itself to the guerrilla army, Fldel's
triumphal entry into Havana was made possible because the proletariat
had identified itself with bis revolution, bHMoreover, though he had
achleved power by his own forces, once state power was gained, he soon
enough followed the Communist Party line and soon landed in the Russien
orbit,
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This, (added to the fact that his particular experience did
hot entitle him to leadership over the African Revolutions which won
by their own strength and by a different rosd which allowed them to
emerge non-aligned} was behind the refusal of the third world te aceopt
Fidel's pretensions to leadership of that world when he first (tn
1961) tried to convene a conference in liavena,

And now thot the glow of Fidel's victory has worn thin becsuse
1t has yet to lead to other revolutions in Latin Americs, and Fidel's
theories and practices must compcte also with other vieus within the
Communist worid == Russian, Chinese and even Trotskyist - Fide! thinks
he can answer all doubters if only he could latch onte the Negro Revolu«
tion ‘in the United Strtes and confront US capitalism at 1ts weakest poimt,
right at home, Because he thinks Carmichael is the way to capture the
direction of the Hovement, Carmichael is made the hero -= of the Organi.

-zatlon of Latin American Solidarity, Carmichael, it is true, is ready
to glve Cuba leadership over the Negro Revolution, But the Revolution
is not his to give, . L . :

. Let us now look at what nttracts Cermichsel to Castro, Our
post-war world, as sgainst the post+war world following the lat Wexld
War, lacks magic, the tyue magic, of the Russisn Revolution which eat
the world aflame, £nd even today =~ a half century sfterwsrds when 1t itself *

has been transformed inte its opposite ce it2 vigion 9ti1) remains the

grectest force for World Revolutionapy devolopment,

The true migic was the "magic" of Soclal Revolution == a great
mass in motion, in an elemental, apontanegus, forward movement,  propelled
by a philosophy of iiberation, a Marxist theory of preletartan world

revolution in which-the masses sre naot only mays and mugscle, but also

‘passion and Reason,

‘ ‘This, then, is our Marxist heritage, the past from which

-Castrn's theorcticlan wishes "to free the present” (See Regis Debray's

" Revolution within Revolution? See also my Letter to the PEB«NEB In
pre.Plenum Bulletin #3) To .achieve thig "miraclé®, the £5llowing "details®
are set forths )

1. In place of sccisl revolution-=the masses taking destiny
into their own hands, treating thelr own organs of power such as Joviets,
Workers® Councils~-Cagtro proposes the establighment of .guerrilla bands,
bound to a Leader Maximuom, : .

2, In place of any urban leaderahip of the movement, : Castro
proposea "to surround the cities", which he calls "The graveyards of
revolution,” .

3¢ 1In place of an elemental outburst, ‘he proposes the
secretive, methodical, plenned and controtled guerrilla taking of pover,
irreapective of the readiness of any subjective, or for that matter,
objegtivo conditions., Ag Armands Hart, the head of the Cuban deiegation
at -the recent OLAS conference expreased it openly encughs
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"If we were to abide by what Lenlin called a revolutiennry
situation, we would come to the conclusion that such a
situation does not exist in the continent," Butshe goes

on to assure us, "we can create revolutionary situations.”
These specialists in guerrilla war think that it §{s enough for Castro

to order the pbiective conditions "to be crcated" for them to appear,
What grend illusions!

4, Finally, in place of the insurrection coming as thz cul-
minztion of the revolutionary process, Castro proposes beginning the
“process that way, He decrles any "waiting for" mass elemental outbursts.
- Aguin,-e. fiat sufficesy the flat was the keynote of the entire conference,
and read?. "It is the duty of revolut!onarics to make revolutions.".

) What gives the slogan, “to free tne present from the. past" ]
_,_aartly at ‘least, the appearance of freeing us from the old, and showing
iusomething new, 4s the humor that is all directed against - Castro®s .
contenders for "new" theories of revolution, Thus, the Trotshkyists :
are all "globe trotters™ who erc "everywhere snd nowhere" “"medleval
theoreticians" leading mssges "to suicide, singing hyms to their glory.
The Maoists are “scotterbrains® whose "noisy opportunism.... - and
30 ony .o :

. Please, hold- your laughter. The real joler in the carload is
this: the glorification of guerrilla warfare is supposed-to achieve
not only quliek and guaranteed revolutions, but also to achieve nothing
short -of "ending the divorce of several decades duration between Marxiat
theory and revolutionary practice." i ) ‘ Lt

His: disdain for theory and "perfect Marxist educetinn" curns
out to be only disdain for Marxian theory, But his own, 1. €., the
perticular Cuban experience, he intends to 2levate to nothing short of

) & new universal applicable £irat to- &11 of Latin America--chen the world.

Ag for lncernutionalism, that has long since been degreded by
Stalin to Russian nationallsm all the international was to baw to, then
by Mao that this center of the world should, instead, be Chins, and now

Castrq ostensibly talking only to Latin American countries, is, in fact,
offering himself as the new challenger for leader of world:Communism,

Messrs, Castro-Guevara-Debray are not "freeing the present
from the past"; they are freeing the past and the present fxom the
Marxian concept of saclal revolution as the sclf=liberation of the masses,
——e-te it g 1871, 1917, or 1967, Instead-of having Marxism give these actions
a direction, the Bdlivarn and other.19th century national bourgeois re-
volutionaries do,

Why?

Well, (1) Fidel Castro knew Bolivar's views of "encizeling
the cities™ long before he had rend Mao on the queation. And (2) "it
isn't nacessary to have a"perfect Marxist ecducation® -« after. all Castro
didn 't heve any such,
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Does he now? Even imperfectly?

: . Though he has deciared himself s "Marxist-Leninist™ he stifl
feels closcr ko Jolivar, without once saying that Bolivar could proclaim
such a view as "encircling the cities" precisely because ke had no use
for the city proletariat whom he feared,

) If anything else glves the illusion to the readers of Dabrav's
pamphlet that Fidel is ¢ut "o free the oresent from the past", tt is,
of course, thot Stalin's concept of the vanguerd party cries out for re-
plocemant., . ‘ .

. The trouble is that it is not Srtalinism Castro is ‘replscing. It
is Marxism. It is not Stalin's theory of the party he is thiowing over-
board; it 1s Lenin's, 7The one and only. thinz Castyo 18 replecing in the
Stalinlst concept of the elite ig that, for Stalin's concept of the
elitist party, he is substituting a concept of the elitist army,

Never, ‘for a single moment, 1s -he giving up the totalitarian
concept of Cne Leader. On the contrary, that one has reached a new form
of authoritarianism by virtue of the fact that he isg the'military leader,
a "physicolly £it" Leader Maximum.- '

‘ ‘ Castro accepis one emendation -~ Carmichael's brainstorm, Negro
urban guerrillecs in rhe U.5.1 ‘

o Let us make no mistake abour tt, The attraction of Fidel's
magic formila for. “moking revolutions™ by Jittle guerrills bands or. even
by & single lzader with a fewiguerrillas_followihg him is, preclsely, be-
cause it is & road of taking mower oneself. .

It i3 this which has brought about theé 2ffinity of ideas and
practices between Castro and Carmichael, Carmichael has graciously de-
clared Castro to heve been the incpiration for the Yegro struggle in the
UeSs And, in turn, Castro has magically declsred Carmichael to be the
representative of the American Negro. - Anything is achievable by those

"who think that revolutions are achievable by fiat, Of Gourse they are
prepared to accept some direction from World Communism. Provided Castrots
Ydeteilt wins, they are prepared even tg accept a little dash of antiw
Semitism == courtesy of the unholy alliernce of feudal monarchy and "go-
cialist countries” of the Arab World, = '




IV. THE ARAB-ISRAELI COLLISION

This being an age of state capitalism, state planning, the single
. state party, its pull on the pecty-bourgeois intellectuals towsrd state
power is very nearly irreslstible.Insofar es the Middle East is concerned,
a2s I pointed out in 1961 when I analyzed the break~up of the union of
Egypt and Syris:

"The Communlst parties began to experience a growth from the
post~war intelligentsia that were seelng in post~war Comminism the road
to becoming the ruling power in thelr own countries. This rhymed with
their own ambitions and che objective pull of the new stage of capitalism
=-state=-capitallsm, Moreover, "Anti-Westernism” would get aid from
Russiu Yy ’ .

‘"What Khrushchev achieved with his "deStalinizatjion™ and his
“war ia not inevitable" doctrine at the 20th Congress of the Rugsien Come
rminist Party was the recognition that there were "other paths to socialism,
That is to say, the neutral zone, the underdeveloped countries, the nation- -
al revelutions, the progressive bourgeoisie =- all these would unite with
a single objective -~ anti-Western imperialism,

"The CPs there are too wezk to rule without the "co-leadership"
of the ruling classes as presently constituted, .In the case of the preszent
coup in Syria, Xhrushchev is confronted with s divided Middle East, But
then even & Khrushchev cannot have everything he wants,

TThe jockeying for position in the UN will pale before that which
will take place in the Middle East itself over the next period.®

In view of the sctusl convulsions that have teken place there
since, the last sentence may sound like the understatement of the year
1967, but not of 1961, The analysis nmade then of the objective pull of
state capitalism on the Middle Easg, as well g the role of Russia, hold
to this day, For example, though Israel was not part of the 1961 pigture,
L pointed to the deep antf-Semitism not only in the Middle East, but In
Russia. Indeed, long before that day, the ramificctions of the Hitler-
Stalin Pact into native Communist politics in the Middle East had most
bizarre aspects,

Thus, when the Rashid Ali coup d'etat took place, in 1941, just
a few monchs before Naozi Germany turned ngaingt Stalin's Russia, the leader
of the CP in Lebanon greeted the abortive pro-~ixis coup enthusiasticallys

"I think I shali not be exaggersting if I s8y that this movement
is the fivst stronz, serinus Arab movement aiming £t the liberty and in-
dependence of the Arass, and the strengthening of their comuon existence."
(Principles of Natinna! Conscience," Beirut, 1941, Arabic, ps 91) (quoted
by Tony Cliff, iiddle Fasr at the Crossroads.)

"We are astonished why the grand /xis power did not officially
recognize Independent Iraq and its government, notwithstanding the power's
help, which demands our thanks, as offictal recognition ia of particular
value," (Ibid, pp. 23.24),
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. As against the shamefu] glorification of the "“grand Axig", the
Negro masses in the U,5., both before and after the Hitler-Stalin Papt,
knew how to ¢ with the state povwer,

hoee daya many Negroes
held membership cardg in 1g . when it, too, told them not to fight for
their rightg "now', but, instead, fight Nezis by enlisting in the Army.
They tore up their‘membership_cardé and scid thet was the story they had
aluw2ys heard -~ ¢ is alwnys later, never now, ‘They took matters intp
their own hends and the so-called riots of 1943 proceaded without "leaders
ship" of the Communists, even 88 in 1967 they took Place without"ieader=
ship"ef SNcC, : .

As you see, I'm'approaching the 1967 ArabeIgrae]d war “in what
8ppears to be z roundabout way. in that manner that
‘We can approach the subject both ectively and show
‘that te try to inject anti evolution, as SKCC
'is doing now, ig neither & bnd has always been alien
to. the movement becauge the Negro‘masses_understrnd that the dialectics
- of liberation mave in a direction epposite from racism, and opposite from
2litism, white or black, . S

. " Take the claims of borh Israel and Arabg that all 20 yYears of
Israel's existence have been an unvarying tale of way
an Arab leader, Yyoeu add: it will always be go until we "annihilste Igrael M
The truth, however, is that those dates of "pryot" a. 1948, ‘1956, 1967 o~
do not tell one and the same tale. , o -

Thus, the 194§ war came after the Jew drove out British imperialigm
from.Palestine, , In Some ‘of these battles,.the Arab masses were with
the Jews, ineluding ong gcneral atrike/ In epposition.to such a ‘
phenomenon the Ayab rulers =« all then feudal kingdoms == opened a
War agsinst the UN decision to recognize establishment of g State of
lsrael. Agajn, differing from both the Isracli and Aral clatms, the
€reation of Israel wag only in appearance a "Zionisc'ériumph ", '

in fact, though the Ziotlsts had dreamed of 2 "national homeland

for the Jews", gince the mid=19tH Century and were a11 too eager to

conclude pacts with Eritisgh Imperialism for such a creation, it was not

via these allisnces that Israel came to be. On the contrary, in opposition

to.thege alliances, the {nflaxfof new lmnigrants caused by Nazi ex-

termination of six million Jews apd the faer that ‘a1l the Jews in Palega

Eine, non-Zienist ang antisZionist as well ag Zionists, atheipts and’
fought against British
way to achieve freedom

In a wofd. the new dimension of anti-imperialist struggle,
the new dimension of nationa] liberation, the neyw human dimenaion, as
againat the 0§l thar had- always herotofore dominated Middle Eage
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politics, was first made a reality in the Middle East by the Jewish
masses, It was precisely because of this that the struggle cought the
imagination of the world, Stalin, teoo, cast his vote for the creation
cf the State of Israel, As I pointed out in the Political-Philosophic
Letter on the Arab-Ixrseli Collision, the best proof of the correctness
of this view of the 1946~48 struggles of the Jews in Palestine 1s Nasser
himgeli, who, in his Phllosophy and Revolution openly admits that he
engaged the Isreeli truce negotiators, not so much In telks of cerms

of the armistice sgreement, but in telks of how the Jews succeeded in
driving out Britisb imperialism. And precisely becruse that was then
his greoccudation, Eqycot alone of all the &rab countrics, then procseded
to a true national liberation strussle, getting rid boch of ‘King Farouk
and British imperialism,

But, though Israel wasn't an “outpost of British imperiaslism",
it was in coklusion with .Aanglo-French imperialiss in the 1956 war that
fought Nagser's nationalization of the Suez Canal and the deepening of
the Egyptian Revolution, Nasser then stood aleone in the Arab world,
but this time the masses of the whole world were on his side. It is
the mess demonstrations in opposition to this war in England and in
France that stopped the hand of Anglo-French imperialism and the
Isreeli attack. To the extent that Khrushchev and Eisenhower alsc
opposed the Suvez War, it was for thelr own imperialist reasons, no
one then said it was for "revolutionary ressons." dgain, what prevented
Khrushchev from taking on the mantle of liberator was that true freedom
fighters -- the Hungorian reveolutionaries -~ exposed his gounter-

- revolutionary role in his own empire,

" It was altogether different in the 1967 war. Here Nasaer did
not stand alone, but was in an unholy union with the reactionsry feudal
oil sheikdoms for the"extermination of Israel.” Here Rusala’s obacene
references to Israel fighting for its life &s similar to Nazi strocities
helped create an anti-Semitic offensive, the like of which hadn't been
scen since the Stalin days. Here Nasser was parroting the most anti-

. Semitic statement of & Shukeiry who thundered, in answer to & question
as to what would hapnen to any Israeli "not driven into the sea:
"Those who survive will remain in Palestine, I estimate that none of
them will survive.® (6/1/67) ‘

The point is not only that each war was different and eoch
one has to be analyzed.concretely to £ind out what is the true position
for Marxist-Humanists. The point, above all, is: what has happened to
the Arab national revolutions? Therein lies the real trapedy, the -
incompletion of n-tional revolutions when there is no release of
greative mags enayrgies which alone can coumplete it, and, therefore,
there s » rebirth of racism which accompanies every retrogression in
history. - ' C.

The fact that Israel is not blameless, that it, too, is &
capltalist country with the same exploitative class relations, which,
however, the Jewish masses, not an external force (much less & feudal
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one) can overcomejthe fact that this is not what they are preoccupled
with when engaged in a war for thelr Tight to exist; and the fact that
‘one of the poles of world capital fighting for single world mastery,
eclls itself Communism -- all these combine to befuddle the issues.
This i8 the easler to do because of the impatience of radicals to "get
it over with" via shortcuts to revolution. Oz, as Hegel put it, not
too philosophically, and sounding very todayish, "getting to the Absow
lute like a shot out of & pistol."”

V. THE SHOT OUY OF & PISTOL PHILOSOPHY

This is the philosophic problem of the day. Without & theory
of revolution, there can be no suceessful revolution, That, and that ‘
alone, can illuminare the dialectles of liberation as against the oppor-
tunism, sulcid:l alleged shortecuts and the tewdencies to outright counter-
revolutlon within the revolution. - :

Enter the so=called independent radicals committed to révalution

"by any Mmeans." The problems are both new and compl icated, 'There are
no precedents for such problems like Isracl which did nct exist at the time
¢f HMarx or Lenin ox Trotsky. 'There is a dislectic, a Marxist methodology
and with hard "labor, patience, seriousness and suffering of the negatlive,®
you might be 'able to work i1t out. It is much easier, however, to slash
the Gordian knot vather than to unravel it,

. We will return to this point later. For the present let us
look at an organization as new ag SNCC, unbufdéned with any paat,
How easy it is then to fall into anti~Semitism =« "lietle Jew.shops in
the ghettos" «- especially if one thinks that that’ might 2o over big-in
the "Negro community." ‘ : .

‘When a reporter called Featherstone's attention to the fact.
that the June-July issue of the SNCC Newsletter on"Israels atrocities
in the Gaza"is not only a plece of Arab propaganda, (and the deliberately
blurred picture accompanying it wes £rom 19256, not 1967) but =ounda
exactly like what apneared on the very seme subject in the current issue’
of the Thunderbolt, The Whiteman's View, the white supremactst paper
published by the National States Rights' Party, Festherstone hod a resdy
answers : . o . -

"The positions of the two orgonlzartions (i.e. SNCC & NSRP) may
look the same, but I think that you have to probe deeper:and look at: the
philosophical content behind the positions," (¥YT, B/16/67).

s O.K. what, pray, is the philosophic contant of SNCC antie
Semitism? Never short for an answer, the SNCC officlel' said that the
organization Is taking the Arab side bocoause it afms for a "chird
world alliance of oporessed people all over the world -- Africa, Aaia
and Latin America,”
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But Africa did not, as a whole, take the Argb side, and even
those who voted with the /irabs in the UN did not kowtow to Namser's view that
*Isroel's existence in itself 1is an aggression” much less repeat the anti-
israel atrocity stories. And I am not referring to the Africa where
"neo~colonislism relgns.”" President Jules Nyerere of Tanzanta spoke
for & great many of the African states when, though he warned Israsel
Againgst joining any "Imperialist adventure to topple PFresi=
dent Nasser” made it clear thet "Tanzania accepts Isreel's claim to
existence," . '

Cuba, on the other hand, not only parroted the Arab-
Russian line but embeliished it with the wild accusatign that Isracl's
victory was due to the fact that the Israeli army was led by "Nazi Generalg,™

No, the answer doesn't lie elsewhere -- in Africe, Asla
‘or Cuba. The answer lies here in the US, and SNCC's "philosophy” runs
counter to both the history snd the aspirations of the Negro. -

: . . The Negro has always been the touchstone of American
civilization precisely becsuse he could both expese its Achilles hedl
== its racism -- and bec:use he was always in the vanguard of its
forward movement. It was so in the struggle against slavery when he.

- fought together with the white Abolitionists, It wag so during the
.birth of imperialism when the Negro stood alone in his opposition,
sensing the racist repercussions of ite brilliant white conquest of
Latin America, the Phillppires and forcing open the gates of trade

. with the Orient. It was so, when with white labor, he reshaped the

- industrial face of America through the crestion of the CIO. Aand it
is so now when the Negro Revolution has reached ‘the crossroads between
nationalism and proletarian internationalism,

- . There is a philosophy of liberation. There is no
‘"philosophy" to anti-Semitism. Racism, whether it comes from
Thunderbolt or SNCC's Newsletter, is the ldeological spewings of a

~-decaying class -aociety thet, as the S5NCC Newsletter shows, has in-
fected even those who fight against it, : :

Moreover , this line, begun by Communism for its own
purposes, was £irst tried out by the megazine Freedomweys. That series
of rrticles smelled so fouly of anti-Semitlsm thet one of its editors,
who 1s proudly a Bleck Nationalist and even more proudly antf=
chauvinist, --Osgie Davig-- wrote the cditors, "here ia where I got
off", adding that in hislest yeurs "Malcolm X apecifically renounced
racismjcon we do leas?" And James Baldwin, in his letter of protest,
asked whether they must copy everything the whites do:"I think it is
mogt distinctly immoral to blame Harlem on the Jows. Why, when we
should be storming Capitols; do they suggest to the people thay hope
to serve that we taks refuge in the most ancient .end barbaric of
Eurcpean myths?" {Winter 1967)
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When Carmichael, Featherstone snd Brown spew the Arad
line of anti-Semitism, they are hurting, not the Jew, but the Negro.
When the only thing noriginal™ in SNCC's repetition of the Arab anti=-
Isreel line, ia the addition, wand the 1ittle Jew shopa in the ghettoes”
they are bringing into the Movemeat a racism that ill behooves snyone
claiming to stand for “Ereedom" from racism.

And when SNCC tries to rewrite the Negro's history at
this eritical juncture of 1its development in order to detour it, give
1t a direction ~lien to 1tg dialectic self-development, he is playing
cn opportunist Communist game., Moreover, it i3 & white opnortunist
g-me, And the first ones to recognize the black face routine will be
the Negro magses.

V1. IT REMAINS TO BE DONE _ ' o

One event this yerr which played = decisive role in’
the world, end therefore in News & Letters , was not mentioned at’
all in the Draft Thesis. This is the go-galled Cultural Revolution
in Chinz. This is not becduse we underestimate its role, nor have
we forgotten that, much more important for future development than the
ArabeIsraeli collision is China's explosion of the H-bomb during the

' yery samé period, Indeed, this was one factor which emboldencd the
Niddle East, that now knows that if Russla "perrayst them, they can
go to Ehina, ' :

: . ‘Rather, the reason for fatluré to singlc out these
events, ¢bove the morc immediate cne of the Arnb-Igraeli Whr, was . h
becouseé these events had nothing new that we hedn't analyzed previcusly,
whereas, the additive of anti-Semitisw was a new featuye in the events
of the past year. What is irenic in this new gdditive 1s that a man
of the steture of Trotsky wrs rerdy to admit, in 1937, that the pre-
vious Marxlist cnncept, that assimilation would golve "'the Jewish
question” was 'not confirmed . . « decaying capitalism has everywhere
swung over to an exrcersbated natiohsligmy one part of which is ansi=-
Semitism . « o one fust therefore reckon with the fact that the Jewish
nation will maintain itself for an entire epoch to come.”

Enrlier I spoke of how much easler it is to slash the Gprdian

knot iristead of unravelling it. Now contrast the anti-Semitism creepirg

into today'sTrotskyists éa agrinst Trotsky's position in 1937, Mot only

did he, #'s we svw, spesk on the Jewish Question in capitalist - B
soctety but in what to him wes st1ll a workers statet the Thermidorian
Moscow trisls, for example,were staged with che hardly concealed design

of presenting internstionsliste 88 faithleas and lawless Jews who are
capsble of selling themselves to the German Gestapo.”

Where & Trotsky felt compelled to admit that the pro=-
tracted existence of capitalism, along with the degeneration of the
Russizn Revolution, cre-ted anew the "Jewish problem', the epigonea
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of today have happily fallen into the trap of Stalimist-Maoist-Cestroite-
Arab anti-Semitism,

The uniqueness of the Marxist-Humanist method is this?
when an intra-Arab struggle between two so-cclled "sociallst® Arab
countries in 1951 broke up the Egypt~-Syria Union, we saw thet the
entry of Russis into the Middle Erst would re-establish the point
of unity there through the retrogressive path of anti-Semitism. Not
that the Arab countires needed any predding on the question, but .1t
gave them a totally new "face": Arab nctionalism is "revolutionary,"
no matter what.

‘ On an entirely different plane, with different con-
testants, the developing Sino~Soviet conflict revealed still“another
nationzlism-=Chinese=-trying to pass itself off 28 a "new universal”
by proclaiming, of all things, the existence of classes after cthe
revolution =- a decade of a 100 years after! -« to be "5 prin principle of
Marxism Leninism,” You will recaeil that in Harxism and Freedem (p.321)
we wrote that "Surely no more deadly deviation has ever been.pro-
clrimed 8 principle of Merxism-Leninism."  We called it, insnead. "the
most sinister of all retrogreaslon theories,™ .-

And now we have Castro making guerrilla war the gum
and substance of it all, for which he is willing to sacrifice & few:
pringiples to try tec gnin world Communist recognition for hig "origln&l“
contribution, . :

Finally, we se¢ still pnother verlsnt of natlonalism pro-
claiming itself to be “internstionalism" .and, fur from recniling at anti~
Semitism, applying that racism to the Negvo Revolutlon!

‘ "We must cambat it, not for~the-"Jewish,Question"; but
for the Negro Revolution's development into a dislectics of liberstion
rather than a shot-ou:~cf-a-pistol retrigression. -

For this reason, it 1s necessary also te return to our
original point of departure. We began, you remember, not with the latest
event on the world scene =- the Arab-Israeli confrontation -- but with the
stranglehold of the super-powers, from which Mao and DeGaulle, respective~
1y, could not escape, but a humen force fighting for freedom could. We sdded
that if this glves the impression that Che Guevara's slogans of "more Viate
nams" sppears to be correct, the faet thatCasnzoneeds a Carmichael proves

the appearance 1s false, .

Now the, the fact that the Negro Revolution is the angwer
and could become the Achilles' heel of the mightlest imperisllst power on
carth depends on many "ifs® -= 1f it undergoes no detours frxom ita primary
purpose of freedom Into the channel of another global power fighting only
against U,S, imperialism &nd not for the proletarian liberastion; if the
Negro Revolution forces the white proletariat, which in this country remains

4087




alT=

the majority force, unto an active anti-capitalist roadj §€ it raises the
banner of Marx's Humaniam where the self-development of man esserts it=-
self as the highest, and totally new energy force the world has ever seen,
thus connecting the fight of the mazses from the underdeveloped countries
and those of the technologically developed countries,

We hsve no small role to play in transforming these nyEgH
into Yexistents", to use an existential term ag the existentialists havs
never seen £it to use.

In 8 word, it isn't merely for e narrow oxganizational
purpuse that our growth becomes. imperative, but for the deepening of the
revolution in uprooting the old, and establishing totally new human founda-
tions. Take the Negro pamphlet we are projecting. The concrete sspects
of this are not for us to discuss here. This will be the burden, or one
of the burdens, of Lhe Organlzation Report., But thiz much must be stated
heres (1) 1f it is of the essence for the Miovement that the Marwist-
Humanist viewpoint on the Negro Revolt be known, this is naturally not an
academic question, The best way to let it be known is in sction,

Yet (2) mass action is no substltute for philosophy; one goes with the
other.

We cannct let an alien class philosophy gain the leader-
ship of the movement by its pretense that it is incerested only in the
concrete, the cetail, where the action is,

- ' We wmust say: if you tell me, spread out from the ghetto
to "Fashion Row", this is not detail. This is ovhilosophy, the wrong
philogophy not because you shouldn't have what is on fashionrow, hut be=-
cause you would still be rcstricted to the consumer fi¢id. You must, in-
stead, be in production, at the source. And we say: let's go from the
ghetto to’ whe-e we, in fzaet, are all day -~ 1n the fac:ories.

If they say, let's get whitey, we must say ves, but not
merely the white merchant, but, above all, management. And, precigely,
becayse that whitey {s the one you want, we must have white labor with us}
we must work out ways to get him over‘to our side, and because this is so,
it must be done in the factory wheve he, roo, fights management.

N If they say, don't get the whiskey stores when you "burn,
baby, burn", but go get the guns, w2 say: That is pood, but not good
enough, Getting guns instead of whiskey will not solve all of the problems
if we remain isolated from the overwhelming majority. Going to the
“third world" to feel strength in being a majority thevre will not splve
the ' problem here, On the other hand, 1f we solve the problem in the U.S,
that will help the third world.

There is no subatitute for doing one's own thinking.
Nor can: you reach full freedom by a shot out of the pistol, philosophizally
or actually, You can only get it 'by uniting philosophy and action, meking
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the philosophy of freedom a reality, Let's start right now to link up
thought to action by discovering the meaning of our actions. Here is a
pamphlet that tries to do just that,

‘ This, then, is the uniqueness of Markist Humanism =~ 1its
methodology in analyzing an event 2s & totality allows the projection of
2 possible future development, the singling out of & tendency as an in-
herence of the future in the present,

For each of us to be sble to do it on his own -- and again
not for academic reasons, but because philosophy is an imperative for revo-
lution's success. Thé classes by "the Materialist Friends of the Hegelian
Dialectie" ---or whotever you will decide to =all yourself as sponsors of
‘that serieis of lectures -- thus become not only a part of a book-to~be,
but above all, the sure-to~develop dlalectics of liberation,

Finally,the third point shout organizational growth, Again,
the discussion on this point belongs under the Organization report, but it
is important to state here that it is of the essence ‘to realfze thet the
rejection of the Vangusrdist concaption of the gse-called Vangusrd party
does not mean a fallure to appreciate the uniqueness of our theoretical
contyritution, withour which the practical actions te realize freedom now

- will forever remain an unfinished revolution. It is so in Rugsia, 50 yeers

after conquest of power; it is mo in China, 18 years after conquest of
vietory. It is so in Cuba, 8 years after a.new chapter of La¥in Americar,
revolutior has not been followed in any other country on the Continent,

First and Eoré@ost, ouf'fejection of the angﬁa;d party
was due to the appreciation of the vanguard role of the proletarist, rather

‘than the Party. Moreovex, this means especlally the Negro proletariat, But

it does not mean that we sye not as much part of the objective movement

as is the masg movement; each hag its historic validity, and thkere “is no
reason to be self-conscious on the point Just because we insist that it

1s the masses, and they alone, who can uproot the old; that it 1s the masses

- and they alone who can establish the new; that this double rhythm of up=

rooting the old and creating the new can be done, not by & vanguard "party",
but only by.the masses in action. ' :

How can that possibly change the fact that we snd we alone
{1£ even we restrict ourselves only to our birth as MNews & Lettars Commit~
tees) in 1953-6: : : '

(1) insisted that the wildeats againstlhutomation. and the
Montgomery Bus Boyeott, on the other hand, showed the masses as self-activity

and as resson for they raised questions of a new Hucanism on a philogo-
phife level far beyond those raised by the intellectuais,

. The youth may not remember that placing she Montgomery Bua
Boycott on the same philosonhic level gs the Hungarian Revoiution reised
eyebrows not only among "reactionsries® but also among rédicalg, But we
nevertheleas inciuded these three headlines of the day directly into the
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fundamental work -= Marxlsm and Freedom == because they flowed naturally
and logicelly from tho summation of man's struggle for freednm for 200
years and, therefore, yre-establtshed the Humanism of Marxism for our day,
which, then, was 1957, : ’

(?) That, in 1958, we and we olone, sald that the new
yevolutions opened in Africa showed the msyses as creativity, that is to
say, how the masses, when fired by the idea of freedom, can achieve mirncles
end open a whole fnew world? '

Who else, pray, had written that in 19587

(3) That, in 1960, we end we alone, said thet the newest
stage of tegro Revolt by the youth in North Cerolina, in-firing the imagina-
tion also of white vouth who had been referred to 23 Ythe beat generation”
signified, instead, birth of a new generotion of rsdicals.

Again, remember this, we did not walt for 1965 and the FSM
to proclaim thls. Just reread the contribution of the youth e chose to
ingert directly into Workers Bartle Automs:ion, and trace what we mean by

"2 dialectic wethod of elicitation. : ' ' . Co

{4) Finslly that each of these, and all that has heppenad
since, is documented in a pamphlet written by workers as well as intellec-
tuals, Nésroes as well es whites, youth as well as aduits -~ in a maaner
that is uniquely us, that is to s=y unlquely Marxist~-Humenist, because it
does not separate theory from praccice, the sctions that we are always en-
gaged in'and will continue to do. : :

‘Who élse proctices seif-development while participating
. in mass self-sctivity? Who, who else insists, nonetheless, in establish-
ing no blueprints, but instead, projecting these as things that still rew
main to be done? Who, who else similtenecusly thyows out any and- all
ellrist venguardist concentiona of party, functinning only as committees
that proclaim loudly, clearly, ond persistently thet thesge are but
chellenges, that only in unity of theory and practice, and only by the
magses can ravolutions be wade.

Yes, we do not reject the past, not only not the Marxist
pest, but even the Hegelian one, for the greatness of Hegel, the resason
why his philosophy beccme foundction for proletarian revolution, chough
he was  bourgeols, was his full recognition thrt even his ultimate ==~ the
Absolute Idea ==~ 18 not ultimate so long 88 theory and practice rewsain
separated, for borh Ides of Theory, as well &s Idea of Practice, remain
one~sided} only in unity can they achieve completion,

Now, the Absolute ldea is, simply, for us, for our age,
absolute, total freedom, the rotelly new human dimension,

1, and it alone, can keep revolutions from souring. It, and
it alone, is the dinlectics of liberation which extends nationnl vevoluticns
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into world revolutions, It, and it alone, is the préventative for "ghot-

© out-of-pigtol® theories of revolution with thelr ineviteable retrogressions,
be they the persistence of class struggles in "goclalist socleties", or

the diversion of national liberation to chauvinist channels, or transforma-
tion of social revolutions evolving from below to guerrille attacks plenned
from sbove,

We better begin by stopping the capitalistic fragmentation
of man f£rom being fcisted upon us in the "new societies”, The full develop-
ment of all the inherent and latent talents of men is no small aim and ie
not an overnight job. It requires a greet deal more then are in this Togom,
or for that macter in any "party", It requires the participacion of the
population to a man, every man, woman and child taking destiny into his

and her own hands,

This 15 why it is not, and cannot be, squeezed inte a blueg-
print. This is why it must remain a task to be done,

: We have met here to work out collectively, today, just a
few of the things that we can do for the year ahesd and, while always
canscious that only the massés san moke revolutions, we do net shift upon
their shoulders those responsibilities and tasks that are ours, ‘The masses
will do what they will do. We hive our job, The more -we cont inue with
our work, the more we refuse to let theory be separsted from practice, the
more we insist on the -concrete, the concrete taslks at hand, -the more we
will be sure to have oyr ears so-close to the ground that .we hope to catch
each emerging new tendency, so that we, in turn, cen “join® it as it be=
comes the elemental force of reconstruction of seclety on totelly new,
Humanist foundations, . . )

‘ Let us begin the task of liveration and of throry that
still remalns to be done, . . . :

=~ Raya Dunayevskaya
September 2, 1967




