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+nat comething was sericusly : Tie mﬁmbLiuh;D of the OCIC was

{ o minantly m@11 and ﬂﬂtuy“bud””PlO while the tendency &s
a 1 overwnelmingly national minority und working class. ror

T ding to UTGC“Cd multi-national unity must be achieved; the
o ‘tuation must be corrected. vor this correction to be made
( oot besun) we must identify the main obstacle holding back

t lot vnt of multi-national unity, and the main ta sks involved
in overcaming it.

The regional and local ]uadership of the 0CIC have made sucih an
assecsnant. “Racism within the communist movement is +“p key.obgstacle
wlding back our tondenca, (Boston Local Center Steering Commiitee,
THew LHE Stru”"*o....}. The White chavuinism of the whlte 00 menbers
wng tarseted as the main DTOCP to puilding multi national ywnity, Ioeres
fore, the main task for the OCIC is uexerﬂlrcd to be an ideologioal
“1”“ﬂ*pﬂ aimed primarily at white cuauVLnlqm and secondarily against
anti-workling laso bias of the memberchip of the O0CIC. This C“ﬂﬁaign
aimg at "gotiing at the white chauwjri attitudes that have held
comrades back from taking up cutreach to nztional minority con 1"%eﬂ,

ov have cauzed them to approach 1 iz +ask in an incorrcct manner.
ALOG, ymrades, then mus cL*ugg}e to look seriously at their white
susremacist ideas (emw?aﬁl mine ), et to the root of them and truzgle

with them.” "The communist rethod Tor waging this struggle againzt
wourcoois ideclogy is eriticism and gz2lf-criticism. Only by pen:in:
reeling away the layers of defenses, rationalizations and justifw’i?iaﬁﬁ
can we ~et to the essence of the vpackward ideas. Only by la'irw chem
vare can we tegin 0 corroct them.” (21l guotes from BLCSC, "Approuch
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vosition ir the BLOSC has c¢orre

h

ctly anaxy“ed the root o

the problem - raclsm in the communist movement, Thelr approa ach 1o
gverconing tn;s problem, however, is seriously flawed: it reduce
: racism to a question c and att
o strugzle in a stagel i ways
olitical content of the s acism.
o reglonal steering oﬁmmiutﬂe uoc*de upon this approach?
in of the local centers can only £uess. The NERSC has
+gelf for its white chauvinism in its approach tTo gsetting up
s, But they have not conve ved to numnﬁrs the essential
their analysis of the situatlon. Nor have they approached
£ their apoproach in an ”OﬂeSL ways Anyonr who disagrees
with tne prevailing estimate of ‘whit chauvinism as the main obztacle'
or whn provoses an alternate way of taking up the str*"“We againsy
racliss is not to be taken serioucly tocause they are "defending thoir
own white chauvinism and the white clg v*nl . of the 02IC®. This is a
circular argument by which the aC attempis to avoid shary wtrujjle oy
ignoring the political content of objections to their approach.
Comrades, the underqtanﬁ ng of the centrality of the struggle
amninst rasicn for the party-u milding movement is indeed weak in our
Feflofs. The ledders hlﬂ of our region has been guilty of the grossest
wnite ohauvinist errors ("Racism and Federationism in the New Ln_f‘nd
He *L!W.'}. The membership sits in a'conspiracy of white chauvinisti
sllence ' uniting in words with the approach but holding back in practice



Meanwh 11@, sharp struggle has broken out on this question in the
other rezions of the OCIC. llany honest forces outside the OCIC are
in disagreement with the approach being takén, Discussion of the
approach te -ths siruggle against racism must not be taken up in a
closed and defensive way.

In hopes of moving this Drmce s forward, I will present in
some detail the criticisms mentioned above of the present approach
and present a limited altornative. I do not see this alternative
ag "liguidating the struggle against white chauvinisn®, nor do I
see it as an attempt to disguise or cover my own white chauvinism.
I see ideological struggle over whiie chauvinism as an essential
process, but not the entirety of the struggle against racism. (I
have take:**hls anproach seriously - I have written elsevhere an
extensiveself-criticism of my own white chauv;nlqm. and am engazed
in deecper irr my unabrstanulng of the hold of white chauvinisn, as
a means of cnh=erg my practice. I say this not in a ﬂelf»con‘:?
latory way, butas a recognition of the inadequacy of my past ef
But, the gquestion of the btest way to move forward, 1nd;v1du4133
organizationally, is still not sattled.).
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Racism is a system of oppression that has a material and an
ideologiczl base. The material base is cemtarea in national coppression
economic exploitation and denial of democratic righis for national
minority and oppressed nauicnall““ peoples. Wna 1deolOF1cal component
of racicm is that form of bour FGO S id»ology Inovm as white chauvinism,
or white supremacy. The struzgle against rac :m will te successiul
only in so far as it anulySﬁs and understands the connection tatween
these two nOMhenerL forms of racism. The leadership's approach
does nat und and thi conrec+ﬁ0ﬁ. Documents continually use i}
interchangeably, giving the

terms 'rac;sm‘ and Nhlte chauvinisg the -
impression that racism is only an ideologj. that if we can just change
ourselves the problem will be solved. 3

The main problem of +he leadecrship's approach is that in its
focus on individual ideoclozical strussle it ignores the existence of
racism at the organizational level. This involves primarily questions
of political line and outreach. Political line involves the q1;3,ion
of how the struggle aga-hut racism is taken up objectively; the program,
strategy and tactics for dealing with the reality of national ovpression
Political line also 1nvolvos the plan for uniting the tendency through
the building of an ideological center. The leadership apvroach is that
to put forward questions of political line at this time 'is a diversion

from the siruggle az zainst white c%ﬂ111“+ my the OCIC has all the
political line it needs at this time to unite the tendency. "... the

0C has a definite political line and practice., The 0C has a political
line on how to unife the tendency around a common plan lo build a

party. Its practice is to attempt to unite the tendency and to conduct
ideolc:icxl strugzle in that context. Building multi-national unity

is clearly an important component of that practlce. ("CAFry Throtgh, o "



The OCIC also has a basic political line for taking up the struegle
against racism as laid out in principles 11 and 12. These principles
(like the other 16) are relativelv undeveloped. Does this under-
development and the OCIC's plan for uniting the tendency hold back
the process of achieving multi-national unity, or does it move the
process forward. Iy position is that this lack of development of
political line on the struggle against racism works to hold back the
development of multi-national unity, works to offset the positiv
featurcs of the 0CIC's approach. That the failure to see the ncod
for the development of political 1ire at this time 1s a racist error
on the part of the O0CIC. The existing approach te the struggle against
racism and the existing political line were developed by a prbdrmi—
nately white organization; it fails te take leadership from national
mlnori“" comrades and multi-national organizations who have done
sig nificant work in develeping lines in these areas, particularly on
the relationship Ptetween nationalism and revolution. Until this
racist error 1is recognized and rectified, the 0CIC will be seen as
a racist organiZduion. The OCIC could spend much time on the Point
18 controversy, making it the major pOllulCal UTlOVlby. But it cannot
see the necessity of even considering that its political line on
racism may be inadequate for achieving multi- national unity.

The position of the OCIC is that the question of political line
on the struggle against racism is an open question, one that will be
taken vp at a later stage of development (in the IC, for instance).
And yet, a 'leading line' on the suiaggle against racism does exist
and dominates the 0CIC. This is the line put forward and developed
by the F#0C. While I do not disagree with the responsibility of the
most advanced forces to take leadﬂr’%ip, there is a problem of the
relation between cadre organizations and the ideologiczl center.

The process of line development and consolidation goes on (I assume)
in cadre organizations. The recent movement towards the establishment
of a pre-party formation will further this process of line development
and consolidation. ileanwhile no line develorment goes on in the 0CIC.
This process insures that the cadre organizations will control the
process of line struggle nhen and if it takes place. This is a problem

%_

of racism and Iederauloni a problem that seems to have been kxnocked
off the agenda of the OVIC by the current 'white chauvinism ca”raisn’a
How doeg the existence of officially underdeveloved political line

and implicit 'leading line' relate to the process of uilding mul
/% The mass practice oi many 0CIC cadre is in implemn
-4

national unity

of this line; a 1inn weak on the quecstion of nationalism and on uh
question of the movements of the r“:‘onal minorities, especially the
‘Black Liberation liovement. National minority cadre are confronted with
white OCIC members who are not only white chauvinist in their attitudes
and individual relations, but who also carry out a particular pelitiecal
linre. Taking up party- bulldiﬂc aguestions with these comrades will
require the articulation of the prevailing political line. Many of
these naticnal “l?urlt) comrades are under the influence of (and have
develeloped) alternative lines on the struﬁgle-avainvt racism. The
0CIC's buckwardness on taking up political line struggles is an
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indication of the racism of the ersanization. With the continued prisis
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f the ultra-'left'(or centrist, or right-opportunist, or social-

imperialist) trend, this problem will likely become more acute
rather than less.

The ulira-'left' (or-right-opportunist) grcups achieved zome
success in uniting with national minority comrades. The reascns
for this go unanalysed the SC approach. Did they make significant
progress in combatting their own white chauvinism, or did their
political line have anything to do with it? Or was it due to tailism
in their political practice? The NERSC rejects the notion that
“political line has anything to do with achieving multi-national
unity: "These comrades also claim that the development of political
line on the struggle against racism is particularly important to
building multi-national unity. This is a ghettoication of natlional
minoriti comrades, It's saying that they are only interested in racis
and not all the political gquestions facing the party building movement.”
(Carry Through...,pg 3). Of course no one ever claimed that national
minority comrades were only interested in racism; that's a straw
argument that the SC throws in to avoid the issue. But to deny that
the stand taken by predominantly white organizations, on the struggle
against racism is, and has bben, a central concern on national
minoritiers reveals a serious ignorance of the history of the communist
movement, a failure to objectively analyse current reality and a
serious racist error which dismisses the role of nationalism as a
revolutionary process. ,

Two examples from the history of the CPUSA are instructive.
The CpUSA made great strides in achieving mulii-nationality in the
1930%s at a time when it. had developed unity on political line that
took up the centrality of the struggle against national oppression

and made work with the Black Liberation Movement a priority. The party
also made strides in combatting the white chauvinism of its white cadre,

because it was able to tie the attitudes of the cadre to concrete
practice, based on an implementation of political line,

In the 1950's the CPUSA embarked on a 'phony war' against white
chauvinism. This came at a time whem the party was liquidating its
political line on the national question and the centrality of the
struggle against racism. The leadership used this campaign to cover
the liquidation of political line, putting forward the view that the
problem was caused by 'bad cadre’ rather than by 'bad political line’..
0f course the'phony war' failed; large numbers of cadre , both white

and national minority were driven out of the party. This stand s in
marked contrast to the party's success 1in attracting large numters of
national minority people to the party; a success based on taking a firm
stand in support of the mass movements of national minorities, a stand

based on a developed political line.
The NERSC fails to understand the organizational component of racis
% i =
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in its approach to outreach. While the NERSC is correct in criticizing
the white chauvinism and empiricism of its past outreach efforts, it
still bows to spontaneity in outrcach. - individuals spontancously
contactin~ other individuals. This is a steps a further step would te
for organizational discussion to be started with existing groups in

the arca, not just to unite with them in the oCIC, but also to seeck out

N Y ey

their analysis of the errors that the OCIC is making, and the methods



of correcting them. The NSC has correctly kept up party-building
discusssions with E1 Comite/ MINP. (This despite uhe NSC's racist

and sectarian asseauient that they (El Comite) are "playing minimal
role in the tendency” due to the fact that El Comite is following the
course of building El Comite in New York (NSC Bulletin #1)). Has any
organizational outreach been done in the New England region?

Another example of organizational racism being ignored is the
"BOC.+..holding vack almost all its leading members from pdrtlc¢pau1n_
in the BLCSC and NERSC."™ This was announced in a SC document, not by
the BOC. Members of the local centers have the right to demand a full
and extensive self-criticism from the BOC (and other cadre organizations
where aopl1cable) for its Leder1110h19t and racist errors. AS individ-
uals must not be'let off the hook'for theie white chauvinism, neither
should the cadre organizations.

In summary to this section, the NERSC fails to take up the struggle
against racism as a political question. The correct approach would not
be to eall for a full discusscbhn and articulation of political line
at this time. Rather what is needed is an ¢rveutlgatlon intoc the role
that political line plays in developing multi-national unity in our
tendency, and then beginning discussion on how the question of political
line is to be taken up in the OCIC, It is not correct to take the posit:
that any discussion of political line must be postponed until the
Ideological Center is Lomplet ly formed (or even later).

The leadership targets ideological struggle over individual atti-
tudes as primary,. bu+ even this limited approach is put forward in a

dogmatic way. The leadership sees the 1ldeological essence of white
chauvinist ideas as the view that national minority people are seen in
stereotypes - "lazy, stupid, emotional, close to nature,etc.” Once

these attitudes are exposed and corrected, multi-national unity can be
achieved, While it is undeniably true that these attitudes must be

changed, the SC approach fails to get to the analysis of the material
conditions tha g‘ve rise to ihese incorrect attitudes. For Marxists,
the change in individual attltudes can only be accomplished as part
of -the strusgle to transform material conditions. These material con-
ditions include for many co”radou a historic and current isolation
from national minority cemrades and from the mass movements on national
mino rlhi peoples. . This gives rise not only to a failure 4o breakX the

0

hold of bourgsois ioeolosﬂF of white chauvinism, but aleco a failure %

understand the ”egllty of national ovpression. Both of these faciors

result in a serious lack of understanding of the centrality of the

otrquWe against racism and the need for a mululnatlonal vanguard party
For many Lomradoc the fundamental expression of their wnite

chauvinism is that they are isolated from national minority comrades.

This is more than a question of immediate attitudes, but a questlon

of why the comrade is in the ob3e0t¢ve situation she/he is in. The

SC's response to the problem of ”egregation is to deny that it exists

Accordinz to the SC, these comrades don't.need to analyse their



just a white chauvinist diversion, They just need
those national minority comrades that they haven't
ir white chauvinism. The SC sees no need to waste
time with objective analysis of concrete situations, or to accept
any comrades assessment of his/her situation as honest. Aftfer all,
we have 'bad cadre', why taker their word for anything. And the final
preoof? Comrade Rachel Stein, who was oneof the neople putting forward
this analysis, made a serious white chauvinist error at the 7/13
Boston LC meeting. Therefore any comrades who put forward the same
analysis are exposed as racists.

The SC puts forward that the main form of white chauvinianm is
that 0CIC members are not engaging in political discussions with those
national minority comrades who have {(or are very close to) unity with
the 18 points. Individual white comrades nced only to change tnslr
attitudes and the problem will be selved., But the hold of whi

situation -~ that
to go out and fi
noticed due to th
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chauvinism manifests in many ways that prevent 0CIC members fr ta
up thelir communist tasks., 1)Hot talkinz to de veloped national- 0
comrades abaut party-building. This isg uh error made by Comra on
DiSilva with "Juan" and by Comrade Mark Williams with "Bob". T errcr':
correction does involve primarily a change of attitudes. 2)Not Jnvalc ing
political relations with non-iL “"advanced workers” and n“tworﬂl minority

conrades, Correctlon of this error involves not only changing attitudes,
but also involves a deepening of the understanding of _he party-building
process -~ the relation of mass work to communist woré, ete. 3JJ)Raising

of other peolitical questions over the centrality of the strug;
against racist, This is the error made by the NERSC in concilJ“ting

Gil. Iis correction requwwm a deeper understanding of the party-building
process. Change of imm=diate s is saco“aary L)Relatins %o the
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mass movements of nauloHAW n a racist way.--This error is
caorrected by carryin: nol*blcal line; BY understanding
the party-building proecess, hange of attitudes. 5)Not
challenging the white ch_uvinﬁsm he white working class. Corrected
by ch:h" ing anti-working cla t

national minority comrades unaer he influence of ultra-'lefd:' lines.
This is a problem of political line and sectarianism.

The rooting out of these forms of white chauvinism reguires that
the JGLOlOglCul struggle not be closed off into a dogmatie model of
one form of white chauvinism. The SC sees form #1 as primary, c't on
what does it base its ?ﬁul””.uq The errors of Comrades DiSilva and
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udes. 6)Not attempting to win over
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Willizms? other errors? 4ll of these forms of white chauviniss reflect
weakn essos in our understu‘d1vv of the centrality of the otvu::l* :
against racism as a party udlla‘ﬁg question. This weakness will not bte

OVC“CGTG only by ideological struczle over attitudes. It involves the
need to study the qucstlon cf racism, the reality of national opopressior

in this couqtv". The N3C °*Resolution on an Ideological Campaign Agalnst
White Cbauvxmlvm"(jflé/ 0) calls for"the need to focus real attention
on strongthening our grasp of the reality of national oppression in its

x %
various forms and manlfeﬁtdtions, and correct metn ds to combat it", and
also, "the 0OC conrnmits itself to a process o study focuvﬂnv on the
higtorical development of racism arnd national oppression, the centrality
of the strusele arainst this onﬁvﬁ~ﬁ10n historically and-its moeet
galient manilestations in the US today.” ‘

.



Does the NERSC unite with 'hiq approach? No. In"carry threcugh the
Campaign Acainst White Chauvinism" they state: “...comrades who
advocatd the OC study racism also liquidate the primacy of sharp
struocgle.,.To advocate study instead (of sharp siruggle) is io defend
white chauvinism." The Nurac has a serious weakness in its understanding
of the struggle against racism. They can gnly understand it as either
study, or sharp struggles g};ﬁg: ideological struggle or political
line struggle, Dialecties Wherﬂ have you gone?

The NERSC's revoluulon “Carry Through the Campaign Against White
Chauvinism” is a real step backwar from the NSC's reqolutloﬂ. Rather
than proposing any positive steps towards deepening our undew:iaudlné
of the centrality of the struﬂgle against racism and the nature of
national oppression, the NERSC can only propose that we immediately
beat down th¢ backward opposition so we get on with the process of
getting our heads together.

The SC incorrectly separates the struggle against racism into
stages. Fl““f comes ideological struggle over att;iUCCQ. than at some
later stage we can take up the political problems of the struszl
against racism. However, the struggle against white chauvinis:

B et
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a lifelong struggle; at what point do we move on to the next stage?
At what point do we make enough progress to take up the objectiic
requirements of the mass movements? Does the rest of the 0cIic's work
wait until this point is reached? The SC has allowed its analysils
of what is primary at this time to liquidate all secondary guestions.
And its definition of whats primary is seriously limited, if its seen

ag just individual white chauvinismm, and not raeism.

I conclu51on, the SC bnoulj take up the question of the struggle
against racism in a brader way: by not limiting the appreach to the fo
that white chauvinism takes; by 1nvas%i'a ing how to deepen cur under-
gtandinz of the relation btetwesn po]iflcdl llne and 1aeolog1caL e i
by putting forward a plan of study on the reality of national onmrp9u¢v1
and the centrality of the strugzgle against racism fro party- Dwzlusr~'
and by evaluating itspractice to insure that sharp struggle take place

in a prineipled way, according to the prineiple of unity-struzzle-unity.

A number of objections have been raised +to alternatives to the
SC's approach: they defend white chauvinism, they seek to avoid sharp
strugole, they put forward the backward rectification line. I've
responded to the first of these in an earlier sections. I'd like to
respond to the last two here,

The Sc alleges that the opponents of the SC approach seek to aviod
sharp strugzele. But its exactly those cemrades wha are in opposition
who have engaged thz struggles by written responses or by challenging
stﬂ*rmont in meeinigs. On the o ther hand, those cemrades who unite who
heartedly with the SC approach {(at least in wo*ua) are good at 'deepenin

the criticisms of others, while remaining conspicuous ly silent atonut
their own errors (Sc excluded). The Anti-Racist Task Forece of the [SC
called for comrades to submit written materials which include "summa-

tionsof experience, in particular 11“.<".hu1,*ul criticisms ard seli-
critlcisms of racist errors both within the Communist movement and-
in mass practice." Comrade Jane Roth of the BLCSC at the end of ihe

}-



last Boston LC meeting called for written responses of individual
accounts of white chauvinis errors and their correction. The only
respénges eirculatied to the membership were self-criticisms of those
comrades who had formerly been in opposition and who had changed their
position, There were no self-criticisms from other members. Do these
comrades have nothing to criticize in themselves? Do they feel that
their self-criticisms would help deepen the understanding of those
erring comrades who stil) don'+ 'understand' the correct approach,

Or do these comrades desire to stay 'off the hook' ? I think these
are questions to be kept in mind before characterizing who are the
honest forces and who are the dishones+ ones in the 0CIC,

Another allegation is that this alternative that calls for tha
discussion of political line must be an example of the rectification
line. I would reject this assissment. The key feature of the rectifi-
cation line is its liquidation of the role of mass practice in the
party building process. the approach that I have put forward calls
for the taking up of political line so that communists will engage
more thouroughly and correctly in mass practice. The Sc's aporoach
puts off the taking up of political issues in favor of struggle over
attitudes. If the mass work examples of the cadez organizations is
being paralyzed over the ideological campaign, its hard to understand
where the charges of rctification are coming from.

Dennis Farrell

8/15/80,





